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Mathematically Gifted Students’ Problem Solving Approaches on
Conditional Probability

Na, Gwi Soo (Cheongju National University of Education)
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Han, Dae Hee (Cheongju National University of Education)
Song, Sang Hun (Gyeongin National University of Education)

This research intends to look into how
(agel2)

who have not learned conditional probability

mathematically gifted 6th graders

before solve conditional probability problems.
In this research, 9 conditional probability
problems were given to 3 gifted students,
and their problem solving approaches were
analysed through the observation of their

problem solving processes and interviews.

* key words

mathematically gifted student(58 <A

The approaches the gifted students made in
solving conditional probability problems were
categorized, and characteristics revealed in
their approaches were analysed. As a result
of this research, the gifted students’ problem
solving approaches were classified into three
categories and it was confirmed that their
approaches depend on the context included in

the problem.

& 4), conditional probability

problem-solving(ZA Y- 8§ &4 s32)
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