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[Fig. 1] Mixed research model
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2 A7 BYY FAE g 201349 79 129
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SolAe WAy Adsr] 2oL 129 7F 8 24
A 24AA A4 FHHAT AxY £ &2 7
4 1693 17¢ st APH ZAME Esle] 8] wI
£ F JASC] /M Al 9l EFS Yk Uges
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self-efficacy scale (Lee, S. H., 2012, p. 588)
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[Fig. 51 An example of students’ responses on
improvement of the mathematics problem-efficacy
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improvement of the mathematics success-efficacy
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[Fig. 71 An example of students’ responses on
improvement of the mathematics subject-efficacy
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and

Mean comparisons between pretest

[Table 9]
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Effects of reflective journal writing to mathematics self—efficacy in
reciprocal peer tutoring
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This study examines the effects of reflective journal writing on the mathematics self-efficacy in reciprocal
peer tutoring. Participants were 38 high school students in Gyeonggi province who attended at a summer
intensive mathematics course for 4 weeks. This study used a mixed method. SPSS 21.0 program was used to
analyze the quantitative data, and the interviews, observational journals and reflective journals of 6 students
were used to analyze qualitative data. According to the results, all the subcategories of mathematics
self-efficacy, - mathematics problem-efficacy, mathematics success—efficacy, mathematics learning-efficacy, and
mathematics subject-efficacy - improved except mathematics occupation-efficacy. In case of mathematics
success-efficacy and mathematics problem-efficacy, students revealed the greatest improvement. In conclusion,
reflective journal writing in reciprocal peer tutoring could be suggested as a treatment program to improve
students’ mathematics self-efficacy.
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