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The study of information gifted students’ character , mathematics gifted
students’ character and the combination training between both subjects

Seok-ju Lee* - Eui-jeong Kim**
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ABSTRACT

The field of “information” is based on “mathematics” so they have similarity and association in many parts. I collected the characteristics of
multiple intelligence in information gifted students and mathematics gifted students through questionnaires.I studied how much corelation they
have and possibilities of combining training in ” information and mathematics”.
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Table 1. Objects of study
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Table. 2 Subordinate factors and the number of

questionnaires
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Table. 3 Verification of reliability
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Table. 4 Degree of multiple intelligence in
"Information gifted students”
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Table. 5 Degree of multiple intelligence in
"Mathematics gifted students”
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Table. 6 Corelation of multiple intelligence in
"Information gifted students”
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Table. 7 Corelation of multiple intelligence in
"Mathematics gifted students”
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Table. 8 Comparison of muitiple intelligence between
"Information gifted students” and
"Mathematics gifted students”
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Fig. 1. Comparison of multiple intelligence between
"Information gifted students” and "Mathematics
gifted students”
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