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An analysis of characteristics of the perception for mathematics
learning of Korean language learners in 6th grade of elementary school

Do, Joowon(Seoul Yongam Elementary School, dojoowon@naver.com)
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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to compare the mathematical beliefs that directly or indirectly affect the
mathematics learming of Korean languge learners with those of non-Korean languge learmners and identify the
characteristics. To this end, an analytical comparative research was conducted through a questionnaire survey on
perceptions of mathematics learning for 6th grade students of elementary school with different cultural and
linguistic backgrounds in the same mathematics classroom. As a result of the analysis, Korean languge learners
and non-Korean languge leamers gave different meanings to learning mathematics, and they recognized various
meanings of success in mathematics. In addition, the math learning ability of non-Korean learners was evaluated
higher than that of Korean learners. Based on their positive beliefs, they decided how to resolve conflict situations
with different problem-solving results. It will be necessary to prepare a teaching/learning plan that can
fully implement multicultural mathematics education in the mathematics classroom where Korean
language learners with different cultural and linguistic backgrounds belong. The results of this research
can contribute to raising awareness of the need for follow-up researches to find ways to reduce the learning gap
between Korean languge learners and non-Korean languge learners. It is expected that this research will
contribute to understanding the perceptive characteristics of Korean language learners about learning mathematics
and to prepare a plan to utilize them in mathematics lessons.
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[Fig. 3] KLLs and NKLLs's perceptions of what
determines mathematical success
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[Table 4] Response results on how to resolve conflict

when students’ problem-solving results are different

KLLs(n=6)

NKLLs(n=9)

category

number ratio number ratio

Whose answer is right?

student himself 2 33.3 2 22.2
friend 2 33.3 3 333
unknown 1 16.7 3 33.3
meon ith T

someone with & better 4467 111
How do you determine whose answer is correct?

trust 4 66.6 5 55.6
usual test score 1 16.7 0 0.0
solve it aganand oy g7
good and bad 0 0.0 1 11.1
can't decide 0 0.0 2 22.2
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