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The purposes of this study were to construct and use Mathematics learnmg plans tltled
Mathematlcs word problem solving using K W D L teehmque for Prathom Suksa 4 students, and _
to study Mathemat1cs word problem solving achievement of those students. The target - group
was 6 Prathom Suksa 4 studerrts' who studied in the rsecond semester of 2008 academic year at
Ban Huey Good school, Den Chai district, Phrae provmce The 1nstruments ‘were 18 leammg
plans titled Mathema’ucs word problem solving usmg KW D L technique consumed 18 hours
for teachlng and achlevement test. Data analyz_ed through computl'ng average and percentage of
.the oifference of posttest and vpretest score then compared with the Se'r_ eriteria of 25%. The results
presented rn theform_. of table w1th oescriptiOn., o | | |
| | The results {)srere:' ‘ v
1. The 18 constructed plahs ti_tled Mathema‘rics word prohlem solving using KWDL
technique: 1) K (What.we Know), 2) W (What»wevWant to know), 3) D (W‘hat we Did), 4) L
(What we Leamedj. Those _plaris' could improve mathematics: ‘word pr'_ohle_rn solving‘ skill
of students. | | L
2 The differehce of Posttesr and Pretest scores of'Methematics word problem solving .
of students after learmng through the constructed plans was 27.77%, whrch was hlgher than the

s

. set cr1ter1a of 25. OO%





