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INTRODUCTION & AIM RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Extending beyond verbal instruction, mathematics is learned through seeing, touching, and doing (Ekwueme et al.,
2015).

Grounded in Piaget’s constructivist view of learning, this study views young learners as active constructors of knowledge
who develop understanding through concrete, hands-on experiences. Since children in the preoperational stage (2-7
years) are still developing logical reasoning, learning centers provide developmentally appropriate opportunities to
explore mathematical concepts through manipulation, interaction, and active practice (Babakr et al., 2019; Rabillas et al.,
2023).

Learning centers are designated classroom spaces where educators organize interactive, concrete activities that combine
play and instruction while aligning with curriculum objectives (Hamand, 2019; Aktulun & Kiziltepe, 2018). However,
despite their value in kindergarten classrooms, learning centers are less commonly used in early primary grades, where
mathematics instruction often shifts toward more formal, teacher-centered practices that may limit students’ active o The Effect of Incorporating Piagetian Learning Centers on Grade Two Students’ Development of Foundational

participation and engagement. Numeracy in the UAE
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To address these issues, this study seeks to investigate how Piagetian learning centers support foundational numeracy Based on Rousse and Dreyfus’ (2021) mean score interpretation,
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the effective use of learning centers.

CONCLUSION

The findings suggest that Piagetian Learning Centers supported foundational numeracy development, as Group A

e progressed from Expert to Mastery with a statistically significant improvement, while Group B declined from Expert to
During this Proficient with no significant overall change. The post-test comparison also showed that Group A significantly

The procedure began with phase, the . o outperformed Gr.oup I.3, addressing the difference b_etween the intervention and trz?\ditional i.nstruct_ion groups.

the administration of the researcher learning center activities These findings align with Korn (2014), who emphasized the value of concrete learning experiences in supporting
prepared the each week. Students students’ mathematical understanding.
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