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Influence of Awareness of Isomor phic Problems with Reasoning
Ability and Cognitive-Style on ProblemSolving Trander

Yang Weixi ng1 Wang Xuechen? Zhang Meiling3
( Department o Education, Guizhou Teachers’ Cdlege, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001)

Abgract :The irfluence of avarenessdf ionorphic problemswith gudent’ s reasoning ability and cognitive- gyle on geom-
etry problemr lving trander has been examined through experimental research. Results suggest that during the process of
geometry problem slving ,the level of the avarenessof the related i omorphic problemsisone of the mgjor factors that in-
fluence the dfect of problemr lving trander. There are not interactions anong the three factors during the process of ge-
ometry problenr lving trander.

Key word itrander ; cognitive-tyle; reaoning ability ; level of avareness

22



