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An Analysis on Objectification of the Concept of
Repetition: Focusing on Teacher’s and Students’
Discourse

Ku, Na Young (Graduate School, Seoul National University)

The term “objectification” has various definitions
or perspectives. Nevertheless, it’s pursued commonly
by groups from various perspectives who
emphasize the activities of becoming aware of a
process as a totality, realizing that transformations
can act on that totality, that is, turning processes
into object. The purpose of this study is to
identify how students objectify the concept of
repetition regarding permutation and combination

and find difficulties of objectification focusing on

* Key Words : objectification(TH/g3}), the

combination(% ), discourse(F )

concept

Lee, Kyeong-Hwa (Seoul National University)

teacher’s and students’ discourse from common
emphasis on previous researches associated with
objectification. Students objectified the concept of
repetition by replacing talk about processes with
talk about objects regarding repetition and using
discursive forms that presented phenomena in an
impersonal way. The difficulties of objectification

were derived from close linkage between the way

of wusing keywords regarding repetition and
everyday language.

of repetition(ZE 71d), permutation(s=%),
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