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Creativity education is one of the key themes of mathematically gifted
education. However, there have been lack of researches on what learning
experiences should be provided to foster creativity of mathematically gifted
students, how to prepare and provide opportunities for mathematical creativity
and analyze its effects. In this study, we have included rebuttal activities in
the statistical argumentation and examined whether this played a positive role
in the emergence of creativity. For this purpose, we analyzed mathematical
creativity emerged by the rebuttal activity in terms of sign, interpretant and
object. The results showed that rebuttal provides opportunities for emergence
of creativity in the statistical argumentation of the gifted students.
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(Table 2) Adequare elements when comparing groups with Tinkerplots
(Frischemeier & Biehler, 2018)

A Hw 25 A
4 FAA AR BEES FARETIY FHFH O v
B FAA AR PEES WA AL (dE Sol, 479 WY, Ex A= v
. FAA Ano] EXES J=(dS 50|, o2&0w 7120g o} A9 A%
- o 7o) Hlu

ol% FAA AR FEES ARM U5 oo v

p/1ZA | pUZE Ha(ERRS /FoR B¥o UL vlw)

A q 7122 HuAEHEY] B4 vlw)

(Table 3) Task(Ciancetta, 2007:1032 #H&#%}).
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(Table 6) The student P6's responses on questionnaire.
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