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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It would be interesting to understand what other ways of learning are used. For example, you can first conduct a 
frontal survey on theory. In this case, the main facts and theorems are formulated. This is followed by an 
analysis of a typical problem that the teacher solves himself, but constantly asking students what the next action 
should be applied. Then the call of students to the board begins to solve similar problems with the help of a 
teacher, if necessary 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work is a description of a certain system of teaching students on the example of the tasks of applying the 
chi-square test. The main idea is that students independently solve the tasks on the basis of theoretical 
information and knowledge. The role of the teacher is an assistant, consultant. It is assumed, apparently, that 
the theoretical information and analyzed examples have already been communicated to students. This 
technique is nothing new. Almost all classes on any topic are conducted by me in this way: it is believed that the 
theory is known, examples are given in the lecture course, and in practice it is proposed to solve problems; at 
the same time, the teacher walks along the rows and watches how this or that student solves the problem. If 
necessary, asks leading questions, suggests theoretical aspects of the problem. 
It would be interesting to compare the two approaches described. 
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