








ABSTRACT

This study investigated grade 3 and grade 6 science teachers’ knowledge and

scientific understanding of the particulate matter of public elementary schools in the

City Division of Catbalogan, Samar. In this regard, the study employed descriptive

research design which involved 36 grade 3 and 36 grade 6 teachers. Data were collected

using a two-tier diagnostic test. For the findings, the result of t-test for independent

samples revealed a computed t-value of 0.999 with a p-value of 0.320. It was very clear

that the p-value was greater than the 0.05 significance level indicating no significant

difference in level of knowledge of the particulate nature of matter between grade 3 and

grade 6 teacher-respondents. The hypothesis “there is no significant difference in level

of knowledge of the particulate nature of matter between grade 3 and grade 6

teacher-respondents” was accepted. For the conclusion, the majority of the

teacher-respondents had below average knowledge of the particulate nature of matter.

Age and knowledge of the particulate nature of matter were not significantly related.

The level of knowledge was not significantly related to sex; grade level taught; years of

teaching; educational background; and number of trainigs attended. There was no

significant difference in level of knowledge of the particulate nature of matter between

grade 3 and grade 6 teacher-respondents. All teacher-respondents had unscientific

understanding of the particulate nature of matter. Results showed that teachers have

below average knowledge and exhibited no scientific understanding of the particulate

nature of matter and possess several unscientific understanding.
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