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1. 71€ B4
71 BA 24 Adkes <E M- 2 8 Ay 24 27 449 gAs Jxe
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<E lI-1> 7|2 EA
ik I H& At p-value
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0.000%
427 51.8 2.92(0.39)
3
3shd 216 25.89 2.73(0.70)
fagk|
4—1—. A 204 24.46 2.90(0.42) 0,033
58hd 204 24.46 3.04(0.38)
6 210 25.19 2.834(0.31)
FES
A 37 38 2.91(0.31)
74 36 39 2.88(0.56)
AR 35 37 2.92(0.42)
&2t 40 42 2.96(0.38)
w5 36 47 2.66(0.39)
023
A3 29 R 2.79(065) 0023
55 38 39 2.04(1.14)
5 39 38 2.73(0.70)
5 35 40 2.90(0.37)
s 32 36 3.04(0.45)
A5 35 33 2.84(0.57)
# 005 Leveloll Al 3327}t fojm|slA Uebd W4
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A AAY S BARe P, o, el QAo mek BAROE o Gl v
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- Zo| Efdsity. 4y 73 s FAAAE S HsA e AHEA °§‘5‘k°] M=) A
oo g5 ApolE ZAME 4 9lofof dh=d|, 13le] USSR E 48 gy Y

| Agtet7] wli-olth(Pinker, 2005). ©]% Hyde £](2008)% Pinker$} &3
g 34 A 2o Jy 119 428 g5 o] Aol7} volo w4
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(Wolfgram Suter & Goksel, 2016)

Fok sah A, £7] 59 el B 71Ee] A7E o] ASHE st o AolE ¥ A
oPF EARR ek ek o A dde) JuAAE SAHOR UG B AT 23 A o
A% AdE SwAsn ook £3 ade Aud gt FAoR elua Aol wayehe, oAl et
AnT ok gajeo] $4eth &, L 59k 5] Aol ool PeERT 9o UES & Ex

oI

ok Aao] ot k) AAE FAACE folud 9FL WA & ek B AT A Agel g
o lage] 9 Aaleel Aol +o e AREAE 4L 01d 4 Ak ol & AFAAE 4
wo] Ajojo] W2 43t WalE Aolsh oA wasEAel e 244 2AP Aea Sel wAh &4
Qofol A AFgehE g, Bl Aol ol 59 Hael 9L WA 4 ks e 1Y W(Wagner &



Toth, 2007), %8 Akl SAHES] 84 <o} Abgo] ejstEo] E7le] o feld EHe Aol U
Q7 Base £e £8 Peldo] YrHoR we dHAE] £8 £l WA dlojg 2 £
b, ol gl ol g F7) A WA} oW Feel 34 AolE PRIk Aol thal
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A A7AEE 7] 58 A FHE Fd 2 ¢ Aok FAskL Ath(Feyten, 1991). webA kA
=3 o AEe o e v Al dF REY, 2ga 8 Jajgo] w2 s e ofmd
Hah AR ARaof sk 2ol B A RIAe] #dt A52]l Ayt et

w A7l 24 A3 shdel wel ot HajE G FAHCR frojvlsh Aol7h B ALz ALY
Atk Sold A& [2d M-1]s o] 58hde] =8 Aafzlo] 7HE a1, 38hdo] /b w2 Aoz A5l

3.1
3.05
2
2.95
29
2.85 w4
28
2.75 -
2.7
2.65
26
2.55
ok 45t 58+ 62
(2 1] stdof e 5 ol st

| 5
7]8cH(Tighe, Spencer & Schatschneider, 2015). 21 719

SeRoR olgatn 2&stE FAL o n SrHTigheet et al, 2015). E3], Molly(1997)= A=< 2y 7]
g njolojd F2 Fo| oo ulg} EeiAY o]d Wiy} E7] | JE&S vty FH5A ol
o wg F7kete OMA g AR WEr) SRt £7] 58l 93-S A 4 ks Ao|th(Balyan et

gh - Clinton-Liselli= 20229 719} d#d viek #4 AolA vold F7tel ulgt £7] s8] Wk

te AL EA4eR AFH v fivta =48t B3 A& Hgtste wg WHT a1 7|2A AHEE A
£ £7] 59 Wgd foust 43S AR Yente g £7] TES 4T 4 flon, V]9 A o
T 23] Algsojok dth(Verlaan, 2019). E3F WA 3 AgtolA Ankste] Y= SAEY E7] T
e 9S Fh(Varao-Sousa, Smilek & Kingstone, 2018). 4 ¢1ofo] A5 & J& BV 2 L9
ofgl kot &AL Ah(Justice et al, 2018). o2t HAHAA E7] THL vol|7b Eofgtel wel A3 A
ol Aol ofy7] wtel A Al £ e AHT & AEE o wugdts Wio] aghEofof
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ffPD}(Gorman & Green, 2016)
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SEAEANAA Felo] Yehf}, wolxE 74y Alug F7te wel 258u ushdo Ry 38 7|9
St 50 BolA1 Sithe AT ZAUE EUE(3SY, WAE, 2008), 258 630 SAE] 8t o
o BAH ol4e] 48 A Ho] JIFS F 4 dutE MeAS Edete] x5t 68hd SS9 =3 g
Bl 9 Q14 i olo] wpE 3 Aa)e Wl gk FrhAQd 2AF Hasttt

B oA E MeEEAd e AYusHER s A%, 7 sty 24 s e S8 e
S A AT ddAke] stae} s AALe FRR o]Foj ot At AA ASH SES HA
43S st zEsrlE ofgoh ot (29 M-2ldlA YelyR StudR s 3 AlE Ao
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35
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2.5
2
1.5
1
0.5
0
ZE M Y B3 d2 by B2 2 52 4de 4=
(22 N-2] st %ol we =3t Hafzd w3}

UE AFAEL ALE EFS oo T 253 WAEY] AT 8 wHHAA ARz WAl
AL #58 FHEL o= 2Beule YUEA 2L u8S Wi AoR JMAEE Aol gyt 439
tH(d. Mitchell, Sihn & Kim, 2014). Z2Zt}d 59| =3t Hald zlol= otjolA 7|elats A7l 3 W
A 71 mabe] Fol ek Frhe Aoth MEEEA W stul fAd wE 2Tt s T A
ol¢} B NgATE gty ot Mitchell £(2014)E AAIES oz 159 AL vusgon [18
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A4 % me] 9L = 5 9
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(Scheiner et al., 2019).
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AESAA A ] S A R A BAM0E FE Aol ALEAA ) 39
stael Ak el kel dol the 4 A, S ¢ugoR Gud Seu ASFAN MFe R
WS dlel QFAE HES] ANAA ek 1o 9l 47

X

o FAARSZ foudt dIFS F £ Juy FAHUngadi, 2015 Setiawan, Plerewan &
Montesinosf opez, 2021).

ol & AfoMe FHStwWHERE #53 Fotugo] SHE A ATEHL
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o] zlexojol & Aot AL AAA HjA el
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South Korean Elementary Students’ Mathematical Listening Ability

Kim, Rina
Seoul Mogun Elementary School

E-mail : rina98@naver.com

Mathematical listening ability(MLA) refers to the capability to listen to speech languages that contain mathematical
principles and concepts and understand their meanings, distinguishing it from daily life and listening in other subject
classes. In this study, I investigated 834 elementary school students’ MLA adapting a MLA survey items. Through the
statistical analysis results of the survey, I confirmed that students’ MLA had a significant correlation with gender,
grade, and school location. Female students' MLA was statistically significantly higher than that of male students. MLA
increased with grade and then decreased again in 6th grade. In addition, students’ MLA was statistically significant
differences according to the location of the school. The results of this study might be used as the basis for follow-up

research and development of teaching and learning materials related to MLA.
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