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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to evaluate the Metacognitive strategies and
Mathematics Problem Solving. The subjects comprised 41 Mathayom Suksa 4 students who took
course in the first semester of the 2004 academic year at Teerakant Banhong school Lamphun
Province. The instrument for collecting data were Metacognitive Strategies and Mathematics
Problem Solving Tests and the planning of the Metacognitive Strategies and Mathematics
Problem Solving practices . The Data were analyzed by using SPSS for Windows Compuier
Program.

1. The result of the evaluation of Metacognitive Strategies are

1.1 Person and Task Metacognitive Knowledge

The evaluation of Person and Task Metacognitive Knowledge after the practices
found that students used the identification Mathematical content concerning the problem, the
identification of resolution efficiency of themselves, the identification of the problem objective,
the identification of significant information for problem solving, the evaluation of the problem

difficulty for themselves, the identification of understand/not understand from the problem

solving, the problem solving mind map writhing, were good average.



1.2 Planning
The evaluation of Planning after the practices found that students used the
identification of method for problem solving, the selecting of problem solving method/the
identification of using reason, the identification when found that the results were not correct, were
good average.
1.3 Monitoring
The evaluation of Monitoring after the practices found that students used the
controlling of problem solving, the identification of problem solving process, the demonstration
of problem solving, the explaining of problem solving process, were good average.
1.4 Evaluation
The evaluation of Evaluation after the practices found that students used the
expecting of the problem solving result, were medium average. And the identification of
difficulty during the problem solving process/the identification of the solving processes, the
examining the results, were good average,
2. The evaluation of mathematics problem solving found that students were able
in using model of problem solving, the mathematical method correction, the mathematical
calculation, the using of mathematical thinking technique for problem solving, the correction of

the results, were good average.



