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GGoonncchhaarreennkkoo  TT..  LL..  RReessuullttss  ooff  ffoorrmmiinngg  eexxppeerriimmeenntt  ffrroomm  ffoorrmmiinngg  ooff  rreeaaddiinneessss  ooff  tteeaacchheerr  ooff  
pphhyyssiiccss  ttoo  ppllaannnniinngg  ooff  eedduuccaattiioonnaall  pprroocceessss  iinn  aafftteerr  aa  ddiipplloommaa  eedduuccaattiioonn..  

The article discusses the results of formative experiment of the training of physics teachers to 
design educational process in postgraduate education. We give qualitative and quantitative analysis of 
the results. 

Keywords: Pedagogical design, learning process, experimental research, pedagogical experiment, 
physics teacher, Pearson criterion. 


