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A Study On The Recognition of Elementary School
Teachers’ Problem-solving Strategy

Choi, Soon Man?

Abstract

The purpose of this study is twofold: (i) to argue the importance of problem solving
strategy in education and (ii) to propose an efficient way to use the problem-solving
strategy, which is based on the survey to find out how well elementary school teachers
recognize the importance of the strategy.

Forty elementary school teachers participated in the survey. The result of the survey
shows that they do not use various strategies when they solve problems. It also shows
that the rate of wrong answers the teachers get when solving problems is pretty high
because they adopt a wrong strategy. It is prerequisite that teachers recognize the
importance of the strategy when solving problems and put into practice various
strategies in order to help their students improve their problem-solving abilities.

Key words: Problem solving strategy, Teacher education, Elementary school, Mathematics
education
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