
   

 

 

/
  www. roshdmag.ir 
 roshdmag.ir/weblog/technology

 technology@roshdmag.ir 

 
 

  
 

 

/
   

/  
/

/
/

/
/

 /
/

/
/

/

/
/
/

/
/

/
/





é







.............................................  
 .

.

 .

.

 http://mh1342.blogfa.com





Eds





(innonet.com)



.............................................  
1. Zaidi, S. M. I. 2013. Methodology of 

Planning for Education. NUEPA. New 
Delhi, India.

2. Point.k. Learning Center, 2014. 
Developing an Outcomes Chain. 
retrived. 14) June 2013 info@innonet.
org









...................   
1.Brookhart
2.Notar
3. Zuelke
4. Wilson
5.Yunker
6. Anderson
7. Krathwohl
8. Airasian
9. Cruikshank
10. Mayer
11. Pintrich
12. Raths
13.Wittrock
14. Gronlund
15. Reynolds
16. Livingston
17. Wilson

validity

19. Wolming
20. Wilkstrom
21. Bloom
22.Anderson
23. Nortar

.........................   
- Fives, Helenrose 

and Barnes, Nicole 
Didonato: (2013).

- classroom Test 
construction: The 
power of a Table of 

- practical Assessment, 
Research and 
Evaluation, 18(3). 
Retrieved february 
20,2013 from http:// 
PARE online. net/getvn, 
asp?=18&n=3.

/

 

 







...............................................................................  
1. Barker, C. & Coy, R. (2003). The 7 Heavenly Virtues 

ofLeadership, Management Today Series, McGraw-
Hill,Sydney.

2. Béteille, T., Kalogrides, D., & Loeb, S. (2012). Stepping 
stones: Principal career paths and school outcomes. Social 
Science Research 41, 904–916. Retrieved from

3. Burkhauser, S., Gates, S., Hamilton, L. S., & Ikemoto, G. S. 
(2012). First-year principals in urban school districts: How 
actions and working conditions relate to outcomes. Santa 
Monica, CA: RAND.

4. Goodwin, Bryan (2011). A Principal's Success Requires 
People Skills. (ASCD, ).

5. Korman. A. K. (1976). AHypothesis of Work 
behaviorrevisited and extension, Academy of 
ManagementReview.



.................................................................  









U

U

U

......................................   
1. Anastopoulous, Sharples & Baber
2. Traxel
3. Klopfer
4. Hutchinson & Reinking
5.Computational Science
6. Frontal
7. Pre-Frontal
8. Temporal

.............................................  
1. Anastopoulous, S., Sharples, M., 

& Baber, C. (2011). An evaluation 
of multimodal interactions with 
technology while learning science 
concepts. British Journal of 
Educational Technology, 42(2), 266-
290.

2. Green, H. and Hannon, C. (2007). 
Their Spapce: Education for a digital 
generation, online version, accessed 
September 4 2007, http://www.denons.

web.pdf.
3. Groff, J., & Haas, J. (2008).Web 

20: Today's technology, tomorrow's 
learning. Learning and Leading with 
Technology, September/October 2008.

4. Haris, J. & Hofer, M. (2009).Grounded 
tech integration. Learning and Leading 
with Technology, 37(2), 22-25.

5. Hutchinson, A. & Reinking, D. (2011). 
Teachers' perceptions integrating 
information and communication 
technologies into literacy instruction: 
A national survey in the US Reading 
Research Quarterly, 46(4), 308-329.

6. Klopfer, E. (2008). Aurgumented 
learning: Research and design of 
mobile education games, Cambridge, 
MA: MIT Press.

7. Traxel, J. (2009). Learning in a mobile 
age, International Journal of Mobile 
and Blended Learning, 1(1), 1-12.













..........................  
.

)

.

.

 .





 



 

 



.........................   
Markel, Mike, 1998. 
Technical Communication: 
Situations and Strategies 
5th ed., St. Martin's. Boise 
State University.



(Reid, 2006)

(Davis & Hershkowitz, 2000).

 (Hemmi, 2010)

(Healy & Hoyles, 2002)

 (Hadas &
Schowars, 2000)

DGS
DGS

DGS

DGS

DGS



  DGS (Hoyles,1998)

DGS

DGS

(Healy, 2002)

(Hoyles, 1998)

DGS

Cabri Sketchpad

Sketchpad

Sketchpad

Sketchpad

microworld

 Cabri
Cabri

Cabri

(Ha-
das & Schowarz, 2000)

Cabri

Cabri
(Healy, 2002)

Cabri

(Hadas & Schowars, 2000)

 Cabri



Cabri

(Christou, 2005)

(King, 1997)

Sketchpad Cabri

....................................................................   
1. Ross
2. Steen
3. Hemmi
4. Healy & Hoyles
5. Hershkoietz
6. Dynamic Geometry Software

Dragging

8. Mariotti, Marrades, Gutierrez

10. Arzello
11. Gary

..............................................................................  

2.Christou. C, Mousoulides. N  (2005). " Problem solving and 
problem posing in a dynamic geometry environment, TMME, 
Vol. 2, No. 2, pp. 25-143.

3.  Davis, P.J & Hersh, R (1983). "The mathematical experience, 
Greet Britian : pelican books".

4. Hadas. N, Hershkowitz. R and Schwarz B.B (2000). "The 
Role of Contradiction and Uncertainty in Promoting the Need 
To Prove in Dynamic Geometry Environment, Educational 
Studies in Mathematics, Vol. 44, pp. 127-150.

Proof,Explanation and Exporation, An 
overview". Journal of  Educational Studies in Mathematics, 
Vol. 44, pp. 5–23. 

6.  Healy, L & Houles, C (2000). "A Study of Proof Conceptions 
in Algebra". Journal for Research in Mathematics Education, 
Vol. 31, No. 4, pp. 396-428.7. Healy. L, Hoyles. C (2002). "Software tools for geometrical 
problem solving: potentials and pitfalls". International Journal 
of Computers for Mathematical Learning  January 2002, 
Volume 6.  pp 235-256 

8. Hemmi, K (2010). "Upper Secondery School Teacher  Views 
Of  Proof And Proving – AnExplorative Cross – Curtural". 
Mälardalen University.

9.  Hoyles. C,  Jones.  K (1998). " Proof in Dynamic Geometry 
Contexts. In: C. Mammana and V. Villani (Eds), Perspectives 
on the Teaching of Geometry for the 21st Century. 

Dordrecht: Kluwer. pp121-128. 
10. King.  J,  Schattschneider. D (1997). "Geometry Turned On: 

dynamic software in learning, teaching, andresearch ". The 
Mathematical Association of America, Vol 41.







.........................................................................................................   

6. Johnson JP & Mighten A (2005). a comparison of teaching strategies:lecyure 
notes combined with structured group discussion versus lecture only nurses 
educ:jul:44(7):319-322.

7. Lake D A(2001). student performance and perception of lecture-based 
course compared with the same course utilizing group discussion.phys 
ther:mar:81(3)896-902.

8. Yuan H & Kunaviktikul W & Kunklin A & Wiliams, BA(2008).Improvment 
of nursing student critical thnking skills through problem-based learning in the 
peoples republic of china:a quasi experimental study. Nurse health sci:10(1):70-6.

9. Puri, D(2002). an integrated problem-based curriculum for biochemistry teaching 
in medical scince.indian journal of clinical biochemistry:17(2):52-59.

10. Rosing,J(1997).Teaching biochemistry at medical faculty with a problem-based 
learning system.Biochemival eductation.25(2):71-74.













...................  
1. National Council 

for  Mathematics 
Teacher

...........................  
.

.

.





www
roshdm

agir

w
w

w.roshdm
ag.ir




