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ABSTRACT

This dissertation was aimed at finding an implication of selecting and educating the gifted of information science discovering features of
gifted learner in the field of math and science and the gifted of information science through comparative analysis of observing evaluation for
the gifted of information science. Subjects of the study are foundation course learners of University Science Education Institute for the Gifted
in the field of physics, earth science, math, information science. We have compared the features of learners of each field through one-way
ANOVA about an observing evaluation for one year. In consequence, information science leammers showed mostly different features from
physics and earth science learners in details of an attitude area and a problem solving area. And an analysis of each subject of information
science learners showed that the test of attitude area in the fields of math and information was relatively supetior to that of science. On this, the
researcher concluded that there must be features of the gifted on information science and their difference from gifted learners in math and
science was caused by learner levels and features of each field. Based on the result of this study, we expect that we can imply it to selecting
and educating the gifted of information science.
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Table 1. Personal characteristics which can be
evaluated by observing
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Table 3. Analysis of Variance in Attitude category and
Problem Solving category
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Table 6. Analysis of Variance
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Table 8. Analysis of Variance in Problem Solving
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solving category of each program

FreleF =005
#of N ek 2y
1
REE 17 18.05
Scheffe | BHAEHE | 63 20.65
(@b ot g 7 21.29
TegE 0.075

TAHE G N = FvISHA O E 2FT R
Aol HA gtk &, FrolFE 00594 FANE

O AR FHEL2 coju|d A5, A ALY

Sl
A B D wAd S T3 )

2,
it
i

=88 AH o2 Frs ok s} 1y
z2ago] Ao} o]se] WF 2 A

1
ol
=

o
A 2602 Wohe 4R e B2 ) S5 o
A HE Gee] #ob} A H9 g welFTh



B9%712 B AuAtg e 54 24

V.2 & [6] ¥4, 952, <3 Fagosta B
i

AFAME AR PEEH LS B
Aetal gstrasts g Hug Ao $57)2
75 o) &) 1604 A 7+e) WS 3} BEste] AXF
BAE £t 2 A7 AR stEof sl4a)
FlE e, B AN 9 AP G the A
2 EAL 7R 740; BEAETh
wof strate] BE v e o 3o 3}

2

Nl
2l
ol
o o

-ﬁ;\,r}m

o

o
IR
;

(<]
_4

ﬂ)i,
B e
_g

o L

% ooxl Mooy
1o
E

MM (Seong-Won Seo)

Mo QL M roh fromft o oy M
[e]
)

RECLEE LR L R TR }w o, #4
THE A= B MY FALE H1E vt eS 20088 TEe)eha
9]

LERRYY AR}

x4 oy
b
32
T

oz Ar st Bof dAldA Aagg 7t 2006-2008'3 5 a0 5 of 8} 1t
A5 LS Aefshn Fois 5714 AFa, ) ez d 4Ly
ENADL HAE S8 B S YES ze P et At A AT
F71H 0% TARE AL AGP. £F ZAREY 38, ARG, YZE 1
AN SAtgol A /12 A FA] 9145 92 %
Ho) U ABde] HUMoE BAND 5EL B
RN o B I 5 ° 22| " (Eui-jeong Kim)
FIRHEE stofoblnh mE T2 a3 LA oA
e} Aushere 448 WA sE ol ARHY A 1997 2o 33 7 F Bl 38t k)
°ojth. 1997'd ~1998'd ETRI <1 1€

£ 7S Gestol Fr) AR Ao} AwRpEe 19983 ~ A4 ”“4*”
54 sfetale) Ausstpol gia Aol 71EL ARHLSS 2
ATEF S Aoz e ¥ AL AFE A, HE A, 714 @,ﬁ%a
g
e

[1] £AIE, “AFE A1) Ao} Id A\ 2el> HF
B3t 4 ALEE9) =, 2002.

2] e, ol A3, “AH R ATAANE A3 0w K Fok g
P, AR WL FAGE LT =7 AT
13, 2002.

BIAYE, HEzAGE THAZ N 2 a8 nS
AL, pp 115 120, 2002.

(4 A8, A5, G, of el S, Ao 2 Au )
A 545 7lﬂP° ﬁa AR B =T Add
T, ST FEI 5 8H 8] =R A AT7H A43, 2004,

(5] 3H+3,'F, S Fehudt #FH s A zA
EL ‘41”*%” olsto At Etal WLty HAl=
&, 2006.

1979



