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Salvi R. C. (1993)

A Study of the effectiveness of concept attainment Model

for Teaching concepts of English Language (Ph. D. Edu. Gujarat Uni.)
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2. Say Tandro (1994)

A critical review of some research as on the information

processing Model of Teaching (M. Phil)
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Bhaveja, Bharati (1996)

Information Processing Models of Teaching in the Indian

Classroom (Indian Educational Review, Vol. 24 (1) ) -
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4.  Axix, Talat (1996)

A Study of the Comparafive Effectiveness of the
Information Processing Model at Teaching in Developing Certain

Concept in Chemistry at Secondary Stage (Ph. D. Edu. Jamia Millia)
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5.  Shahi, G. (1997)

A Comparative Study of Inductive and Deductive Programming
and the traditional Teaching Physical Geography at Secondary Stage.
(Ph. D. Edu. Patna Uni.)
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6. Ramadevi K. (1998)

Application of Information Processing Models in teaching -

chemistry at the Secondary and Higher Secondary Level. (Ph. D.)
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Verma C. Pal (2001)

A Comparative study of the effectiveness of Mastery

Learning Model and Inductive Thinking Model on Pupils Achievement

in Science and their Creative Thinking Abilities.

1.

STEATI el ATHT T THTaE T Ul




25
TANTIYET AT ST Aiew, S o i 3 aruaTies sreamas agedt
< SR HTT FReaierR Fremesfsies STeaian=i et .
T A STEATI TEA AT FAHR feat Temee faR

ST TehTerE T il

HATZAT ;-
AT e <~ g 9 Y wed RreRorr 120 faRreats {4 St e e 40

[EER2IEIREICHETI

A« AT ez Y R i 3, Ao gt et e, e A e

frreet -

1.

S e 2,

TRA R STEATI TG e HIEeR] ST A1 7 g R wfemme fammmr

IR STEATIA T e HTEeX) ST Hiew 9 I SR wfcme sreatae
éﬁmww_w&ﬁﬁ?@ﬁﬁa@.

Wanjari, Sanjiwani S. (2005)

Effectiveness of Concept Attainment Model and Inductive

Thinking Model of Teaching on Student Achievement in Science,

Scientific Creativity and Attitude Towards Science. (Ph. d. Edu.)
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9. Jain Sangeeta (2005)

A Comparative study of the Effectiveness of Inductive
Thinking Model and Mastery Learning Model on student achievement

in commerce and their self concept. (Ph. D. Edu.)
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10. Annapurna Prusty (2006)

Effectiveness of Inductive Thinking Model of Teaching on

Learners Achievement in Social Study.
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