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The effectiveness of a program based on K.W.L strategy to develop some 

mathematical thinking skills among kindergarten children with learning 

difficulties.  
 

Prepared By  

Study summary:  The current study aimed to develop some 

mathematical thinking skills for kindergarten children with learning difficulties, 

A quasi-experimental design with one group was relied on for a study sample of 

(12) boys and girls between the ages of (5-6) years, The study tools consisted of 

a checklist for diagnosing developmental learning difficulties prepared by Adel 

Abdullah (2006) and a list of mathematical thinking skills for kindergarten 

children with learning difficulties (prepared by the researcher), and a measure of 

mathematical thinking skills for kindergarten children with learning difficulties 

(prepared by the researcher). 

1- The results of the study revealed that there were statistically significant 

differences between the mean scores of the experimental group children in 

the pre and post measurements on the scores of the mathematical thinking 

scale in favor of the post application. 

2- There are no statistically significant differences between the mean scores of 

the experimental group children in the post and follow-up measurements of 

the mathematical thinking scale for kindergarten children with learning 

disabilities. 
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