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teaching decisions to enhance the teaching and learning process while providing 

feedback. On the other hand, it constitutes the teacher providing specific, timely and 

meaningful feedback to the learners. My study follows the process of providing 

feedback to learners to deepen their levels of understanding.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

COMMUNICATION OF EXPECTANCIES 
AND SUCCESS CRITERIA 

An idea of what is expected of 
learners to achieve from the lesson.  

“Where is the [learner] going?” 
(Leenknecht et al., 2021, p. 237) . 

Examples include discussing the 
marking guideline with the learners 
(Leenknecht et al., 2021). 

Formative assessment techniques and 
desired lesson outcomes, must be 
planned and well-thought-out before 
the implementation of the lesson. 

 

ELICITATION AND COLLECTION 
OF INFORMATION 

“Collecting information on 
[learner] understanding” 
(Antoniou & James, 2014, p. 163).  
"How is the [learner] doing?” 
(Leenknecht et al., 2021, p. 237). 
Examples include hosting 
classroom discussions, activities 
and learning tasks” (Leenknecht 
et al., 2021, p. 237). 
Oral and written formative 
assessment techniques must be 
done. 

REGULATION OF LEARNING 
 

The information gathered from 
formative assessment techniques 
to improve upon future teaching 
decisions (Antoniou & James, 
2014). 

PROVISION OF FEEDBACK 

"What [does the learner] have to 
accomplish next” (Leenknecht et al., 
2021, p. 238). 

Verbal, non-verbal and written.  

Not vague and left for the learner to 
decipher. 

Explain learners’ strengths, 
weaknesses and areas for 
improvements (Antoniou & James, 
2014). 
Emphasises the process (not product) 
of teaching and learning (Antoniou & 
James, 2014). 

INTERPRETATION OF 
INFORMATION/JUDGEMENT 

  
From information gathered from 
learners’ responses teachers are 
able to ask the question of 
“Where to go next?” (Leenknecht 
et al. 2021, p. 238) 
 

Figure 4: Key aspects of the formative assessment framework (adapted from Antoniou & James, 2014) 
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It should be noted that Lesson Study provides the context of my study, which is located 

within the Situated Learning Theory. Therefore, through Figure 5, I have demonstrated 

how the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014) finds expression 

in the Lesson Study cycle and how each section is expected to assist me in responding 

to my research questions. 

 

Figure 5: Embedding the Formative Assessment framework in the Lesson Study cycle 

Although teachers followed the entire Lesson Study cycle, my interest was the 

Collaborative lesson planning stage and Lesson presentation and observation stage, 

in which formative assessment features eminently. Within these two stages, I gathered 

insight on how three Grade 8 Mathematics teachers planned to use formative 

assessment techniques, implemented formative assessment techniques, and used 

formative assessment to develop learner conceptual understanding through feedback.  

Within Stage 2 of the Lesson Study cycle (Collaborative lesson planning), the first 

process of the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014) guided 

my study in terms of answering the first secondary research question: How do 

mathematics teachers collaboratively plan formative assessment during the Lesson 

Study cycle? The first process of the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & 

James, 2014) describes the significance of communicating the expectancies and 

success criteria to the learners, as seen in Figure 4. 
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For learners' mathematical thinking and conceptual understanding to be developed, 

teachers need to ensure that they discuss what they expect the learners to achieve by 

the end of the lesson and plan the various forms of formative assessment techniques 

to gain insight into learners’ understanding.  

While all five processes of the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 

2014) guided my study, within Stage 3 of the Lesson Study Cycles (Lesson 

presentation and observation), I placed focus on only three steps from the Formative 

assessment framework to answer two of my secondary research questions. The 

second step of the framework, Elicitation and collection of information, guided me in 

answering my second secondary research question: In what ways do mathematics 

teachers use formative assessment to facilitate mathematics learning? With the 

guidance of the second step of the theoretical framework, I gathered insight into how 

the teacher presenting the lesson collected information on learner understanding and 

encouraged socio-mathematical discourse during teaching. Furthermore, I identified 

key takeaways of formative assessment practices such as oral and written formative 

assessment.  

The third step of Interpretation of information/judgement and the fourth step of 

Provision of feedback assisted me in answering my third secondary research question: 

How do teachers provide meaningful feedback to learners? Within the third step, I 

gained insight into how teachers can identify gaps in the learners understanding from 

the information gathered from the various formative assessment techniques 

implemented. Following the third step, I gained insight guided by the fourth process, 

whereby teachers explain to the learners with regard to their strengths, weaknesses 

and areas of improvement.  

It is from the context of Lesson Study, located within the Situated Learning Theory, 

and processes of the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014) 

that I was able to answer my primary research question: How do teachers use 

formative assessment during the implementation of the Lesson Study cycle in a Grade 

8 mathematics class. Essentially, the framework assisted me in identifying key 

takeaways of the theoretical Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 

2014) within the context of Lesson Study in a real-life setting.  
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2.7. Summary 

Formative assessment has clearly received abundant attention over the years, and 

more is still to be researched and discussed. When implemented effectively, teachers 

can develop learners’ problem-solving skills, mathematical thinking and conceptual 

understanding of mathematical content. Through the use of feedback, teachers are 

able to identify existing gaps in the learners’ level of understanding and provide the 

necessary support to close said gaps. Learners also benefit from effective feedback, 

especially when they receive feedback that is specifically catered for them and for the 

task at hand. Further, formative assessment creates learner-centred learning 

environments and shifts the focus of Mathematics Education from teacher talk to 

engaging learners in socio-mathematical discourse. Finally, although Lesson Study is 

a relatively novice professional development practice in South Africa, it provides a 

fertile context for formative assessment to flourish within, for both teachers and 

learners.  
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CHAPTER 3: RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

3.1. Introduction 

The metaphor informs the structure of this methodology chapter of the ‘Research 

Onion’ presented by Saunders et al. (2019). This metaphor presents six layers 

characterising the attributes of research methodology. The layers of the research 

onion peeled from outside to the centre include the research philosophy, research 

approach, methodological choice, research strategy, time horizon, and research 

techniques and procedures (Figure 6). I have explained and contextualised all these 

attributes for my study in the next section guided by Saunders et al.  

 

3.2. Research Philosophy 

The epistemological paradigm that underpins my study is interpretivism. Ryan (2018) 

claims that truth and knowledge are subjective under the lens of interpretivism. In 

support, Maree (2016) states that interpretivism focuses on subjective experiences. 

Additionally, Maree (2016, p. 60) states that interpretivism “emphasises the ability of 

the individual to construct meaning”. Therefore, the social world is constructed by how 

people interact, relate and share meanings (Maree, 2016). Because my study 

examined how three Grade 8 mathematics teachers used formative assessment within 

the context of Lesson Study to facilitate the teaching and learning process and to 

PHILOSOPHY: 
Interpretivism

RESEARCH APPROACH: 

Deductive & Inductive

METHODOLOGICAL 
CHOICE: 

Qualitative

RESEARCH STRATEGY: 
Case study 

TIME HORIZON: cross-
sectional

TECHNIQUES & 
PROCEDURES: 
sampling, data 
collection, data 

analysis 

Figure 6: Research onion (Adapted from Saunders et al., 2019) 
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develop learners’ conceptual understanding, mathematical thinking and problem-

solving skills, interpretivism provides a fertile platform to develop a richer 

understanding of the concept at hand.  

From an interpretivist point of view, “knowledge and meaning are acts of interpretation” 

(Antwi & Hamza, 2015, p. 218). Therefore, I used interpretivism as a platform to 

explore how the teachers planned to use formative assessment; and how they 

implemented formative assessment and provided meaningful and timely feedback to 

learner responses. According to Antwi and Hamza (2015), interpretivism is 

underpinned by observing real-world events and interpreting the information gathered. 

Maree (2016, p. 61) states that “by observing people in their social contexts, there is 

greater opportunity to understand the perceptions they have” of formative assessment 

practices.  

Thus, through interpretive research, my study focused on the participants' subjective 

experiences (Antwi & Hamza, 2015). Interpretivism provided a frame of reference for 

me to understand the participants’ perspectives and practices in formative assessment 

(Thanh & Thanh, 2015). However, one aspect of the interpretivist tradition that I had 

to be mindful of was that multiple realities exist since dissimilar people perceive and 

interpret different phenomena differently. According to Maree (2016), under the lens 

of interpretivism, there are multiple explanations of a certain phenomenon. Therefore, 

in the Lesson Study context, I explored the shared meaning that the mathematics 

teachers attached to formative assessment.  

3.3. Research approach  

I made use of deductive and inductive analysis to analyse my data. Deductive analysis 

was used to determine whether or not the stipulations stated in my conceptual 

framework applied to the specific instance of Grade 8 mathematics teachers’ formative 

assessment practices within the context of Lesson Study. After that, the findings of the 

data, which were not stipulated in my framework, were analysed inductively as a 

means to further build on my conceptual framework.  
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3.4. Methodological choice  

Since the purpose of my study was to “create new, richer understandings and 

interpretations” (Saunders et al., 2019, p. 149) of teachers’ formative assessment 

practices in Grade 8 mathematics lessons, a qualitative method was chosen. 

According to Maree (2016), qualitative research provides a fertile platform to explore 

the perceptions of the participants and thus, generate knowledge. In addition, 

Athanasou et al. (2012) state that qualitative research is conducted in natural settings, 

such as the day-to-day activities within a classroom. Due to the nature of the 

participant's subjective and socially constructed perspectives as advocated by Lesson 

Study, which undergirds the interpretivist tradition, two qualitative data collection 

instruments/techniques were used to collect data: direct observations and 

unstructured interviews. The data collected from the observations were analysed 

deductively, and the data collected from the unstructured interviews were analysed 

inductively. Since more than one qualitative data collection technique was used, a 

multimethod qualitative design was employed.  

Under the lens of interpretivism, the nature of reality is socially and subjectively 

constructed (Athanasou et al., 2012) and therefore, my study was grounded in 

qualitative research. This qualitative study intended to examine formative assessment 

practices of Grade 8 mathematics teachers within two consecutive stages of the 

Lesson Study cycle. From this, the aim of the study was not to influence the 

participants' behaviour. Rather, the aim was to observe and examine the planning 

events, implement formative assessment practices, and provide feedback as they 

naturally occur within the Lesson Study cycle and in the classroom.  

Thanh and Thanh (2015, p. 25) state that a “qualitative approach often gives rich 

reports that are necessary for interpretivists to fully understand contexts”. Because the 

unstructured interviews for this study relied entirely on the direct observations 

conducted, the focus of the study was to provide rich descriptions of the teachers’ 

experiences and interpretations of those experiences with regard to formative 

assessment (Jackson, Drummond, & Camara, 2007).  
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3.5. Research Strategy 

Due to the nature of my study and the attributes of interpretivism, a case study was an 

appropriate research design to be used. Yin (2011) states that case studies are often 

used as a means to analyse and document the process of implementation of an event, 

as it occurs in real life. In addition, Gustafsson (2017) states that case studies are 

intensive studies surrounding an individual or a group of people. With the use of a 

case study as my research strategy, I was able to gain insight into the phenomenon 

of Grade 8 teachers formative assessment practices within the context of Lesson 

Study.  

Moreover, the case study research design aided in answering my research questions 

in a meaningful way. In other words, the case study research design guided me in 

answering my research questions by shedding light on the teachers’ perspectives of 

formative assessment practices.  

Yin (2011) divides case study research design into two categories, namely multiple-

case study design and single-case study design. A multiple-case study design consists 

of several different groups of participants (Yin, 2011). I used a single-case study 

design with a selected group of participants for my study. The reason for using this 

design were to explore the single case of Grade 8 mathematics teachers’ formative 

assessment practices in the context of in-school Lesson Study. The benefits of using 

a single case study for my study are numerous. However, the most notable is that it 

provides a platform for a deeper understanding of the phenomenon at hand to take 

place, and so a rich narrative description can be created (Yin, 2011).  

The single-case study design included Grade 8 mathematics teachers from one public 

secondary school. Since the design focused on the teachers and their formative 

assessment practices, boundaries were provided by the case study (Yazan, 2015). 

The boundaries in relation to this study ensured that the participants were familiar with 

the process of Lesson Study beforehand, taught Grade 8 mathematics and practised 

formative assessment in their lessons.  
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3.6. Time horizon 

Because the study used a single case study as the research strategy, the time horizon 

for the study constitutes cross-sectional. Essentially, my study made use of a 

“snapshot” (Saunders & Tosey, 2013, p. 59) of three Grade 8 Mathematics teachers 

who participated in two in-school Lesson Study cycles. An advantage of using a cross-

sectional study is that it was inexpensive and relatively fast to conduct. In contrast, the 

disadvantage of using a cross-sectional study was that there were many variables to 

consider, including finding a suitable time for all the teachers to meet to plan the lesson 

and observe the lesson being presented.  

3.7. Research techniques and procedures  

3.7.1. Selection of participants and sampling procedures 

For my study, purposive and convenience sampling was used, respectively. Firstly, 

from the six secondary schools in Pretoria that were selected to implement Lesson 

Study by the Gauteng Department of Education and the University of Pretoria, I 

selected one school as a case to conduct my research. Thus, I selected the study 

participants with the use of purposive sampling. The chosen participants were those 

of a deliberate choice (Etikan et al., 2016). In other words, the participants were 

selected since they met the specific criteria needed for the study. The participants had 

to meet two main criteria: involvement in Lesson Study and associated with Grade 8 

mathematics. The main participants for my study were three Grade 8 mathematics 

teachers who constituted one in-school Lesson Study team, which participated in the 

study. The primary reason for Grade 8 being one of the main criteria is I believe that 

Grade 8 serves as the foundation for a learner's mathematics high school experience. 

Learners need to receive a strong foundation in mathematics to achieve well at the 

end of their high school career – they need to have a sound conceptual understanding 

of the basic principles and operations of mathematics.  

Secondly, I used convenience sampling since the participants of the target population 

met “certain practical criteria” (Etikan et al., 2016). The participants met two primary 

practical criteria: close geographical proximity and easy accessibility. 
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3.7.2. Data collection instruments and procedure 

Data were collected through video and audio recordings of observations and 

unstructured interviews. According to Ponelis (2015), observations allow researchers 

to integrate the theory behind the situation being observed and the actual happenings 

of the situation. Ponelis (2015, p. 238) further claims that observations are relevant to 

qualitative interpretivist studies because, within interpretivist research, there is a “need 

to understand the world as it is from a subjective point of view and seeks an 

explanation within the frame of reference of the participant”. In addition, Thompson 

and Borrero (2011, p. 198) argue that observations are most useful in qualitative 

studies when the desired research outcomes are “identified and defined prior to [the] 

direct observation”. Direct observations provide a platform to gain insight into how the 

teachers planned and implemented formative assessments without outside 

interference. During the direct observations, I used observation sheets (Annexures A 

and B) to guide my research and gain insight into how mathematics teachers plan and 

implement the formative assessment.  The observation sheets were informed by my 

research questions. Essentially, I drafted the observation sheets as a means to guide 

my observations in terms of answering my research questions.  

Unstructured interviews were conducted after the observations to triangulate my 

findings and address any uncertainties that the observations may have brought forth. 

When only one teacher could attend the interviews due to prior commitments, I 

conducted individual interviews with the teacher that could attend. The justification for 

conducting unstructured interviews is that “neither the questions nor the answer 

categories were predetermined” (Zhang & Wildemuth, 2009, p. 240). Zhang and 

Wildemuth (2009) state that questions for unstructured interviews rely on the 

interaction of some sort between the researcher and the participants. In the case of 

my study, the questions that I asked relied entirely on my observations. Essentially, I 

did not predetermine what I would ask before I collected data. However, once I had 

collected data, I was able to formulate questions based on what I had observed 

(Annexure C and Annexure D). Therefore, the unstructured interviews were used to 

gain more insight into what I had observed and ask questions to corroborate my 

observations. The unstructured interviews were conducted on the same day as the 

observations. The duration of each interview was approximately ten to fifteen minutes 
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and they were conducted on within the same venue that the teachers collaboratively 

planned and presented the two lessons. 

The data collection procedure was done twice within two Lesson Study cycles. The 

first Lesson Study cycle dealt with equivalent fractions, and the second dealt with 

algebraic equations. I collected data through observations and unstructured interviews 

from two consecutive stages of each Lesson Study Cycle, namely Collaborative lesson 

planning and Lesson presentation and observation. From these stages, I collected 

data on the teachers' planning and implementation of oral and written formative 

assessment practices (Figure 7).  

 

  

Data collection 
procedure

LESSON STUDY 
CYCLE 1

Stage 2: 
Collaborative 

lesson planning

Oral formative 
assessment 

Written formative 
assessment

Stage 3: 
Lesson 

presentation and 
observation

Oral formative 
assessment

Written formative 
assessment

LESSON STUDY 
CYCLE 2

Stage 2: 
Collaborative 

lesson planning

Oral formative 
assessment

Written formative 
assessment

Stage 3:
Lesson 

presentation and 
observation

Oral formative 
assessment

Written formative 
assessment

Figure 7: Data collection procedure 
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Table 1 indicates how the data gathered assisted me in answering my secondary 

research questions by linking the research questions, relevant Lesson Study stage, 

data collection methods and data collection instruments.  

Table 1: Data collection method and documentation 

SECONDARY RESEARCH 

QUESTIONS 

STAGE OF 

LESSON 

STUDY CYCLE 

DATA 

COLLECTION 

METHOD 

DOCUMENTATION 

1. How do mathematics 

teachers collaboratively 

plan formative 

assessments during the 

Lesson Study cycle? 

Stage 2: 

Collaborative 

lesson planning 

Observation  Observation sheet 

Unstructured 

interviews 

Unstructured 

interview schedule 

2. In what ways do 

mathematics teachers use 

formative assessment to 

facilitate mathematics 

learning? 

Stage 3:  

Lesson 

presentation 

and observation 

Observation Observation sheet 

Unstructured 

interviews 

Unstructured 

interview schedule 

3. How do teachers provide 

meaningful feedback to 

learners? 

Stage 3: 

Lesson 

presentation 

and observation 

Observation Observation sheet 

Unstructured 

interviews 

Unstructured 

interview schedule 

Data collection – Stage 2: Collaborative Lesson Planning 

The observation sheet, Annexure A, was used to collect data for Stage 2, Collaborative 

Lesson Planning of each Lesson Study cycle. Within this stage of the Lesson Study, 

the participants came together to prepare a mathematics lesson based on the topics 

equivalent fractions and algebraic equations. I observed the participants as they 

discussed and formulated the events of the lesson. Essentially, I used the observation 

sheet to guide my observations in terms of identifying what the teachers specifically 

discussed concerning formative assessment and how they would implement formative 

assessment in order to achieve the planned lesson outcomes, as demonstrated in my 

conceptual framework (Figure 5). The main aim of this was to determine whether or 

not teachers explicitly planned to use formative assessment within the lesson and if 

the success criteria, i.e., the learning outcomes, would be discussed with or made 

explicit to the learners. Also, if they did plan on specific formative assessment 

techniques, what formative assessment activities would be implemented, and how did 

they plan to provide feedback to the learners in a timely and meaningful manner? 
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Observing Stage 2 of the two Lesson Study cycles enabled me to answer my first 

secondary research question: How do mathematics teachers collaboratively plan 

formative assessment during Lesson Study? 

Data collection – Stage 3: Lesson Presentation and Observation 

The second observation sheet, Annexure B, was used during the observation of Stage 

3 of the Lesson Study cycle, namely Lesson presentation and observation. This stage 

offered to be the most significant stage in both Lesson Study cycles to observe 

because, during this stage, formative assessment was put into practice. I observed 

one of the participants teach the collaboratively planned lesson and used the 

observation sheet to record how formative assessment practices naturally progressed 

within the lesson. Observing the lessons taught gave me first-hand experience of how 

the teacher used formative assessment to facilitate learning and develop learners' 

mathematical thinking and conceptual understanding. However, due to the fast-paced 

nature of the teaching and learning process, I could not write down all the information 

regarding the formative assessment. 

For this reason, I used both audio and video recordings so that I could replay and 

watch the lesson to make up for what I may have missed. The observation sheet was 

used to record all emerging practices with regard to formative assessment in the real-

life practice-embedded context of a Grade 8 mathematics lesson. Thus, as previously 

mentioned, the main aim of the observation sheet was to document how teachers used 

formative assessment to facilitate learning and how the teacher engaged the learners 

during teaching. As per my conceptual framework (Figure 5), within this phase of the 

data collection procedure, I was able to observe how the teacher presenting the lesson 

used elicitation techniques to collect information regarding learner understanding, how 

the teacher would interpret and respond to the learners’ responses and lastly, I was 

able to observe and document how the teacher provided meaningful feedback to the 

learners’ responses.  

Observing Stage 3 of the Lesson Study cycles enabled me to answer the second 

secondary research question: In what ways do mathematics teachers use formative 

assessment to facilitate mathematics learning? Another aim of observing this stage 

was to determine how mathematics teachers use formative assessment to provide 
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insightful feedback to learners. This enabled me to answer the third secondary 

research question: How do teachers provide meaningful feedback to learners? 

In order to gain more insight and understanding of the subjective interpretations of my 

observations, I conducted unstructured interviews with the participants. As previously 

discussed, the questions for the unstructured interviews were based entirely on my 

observations and so could not be predetermined before I began the data collection 

procedure. However, after I had observed each stage in each Lesson Study cycle, I 

was able to formulate questions (Annexure C and Annexure D) that allowed me to 

corroborate my observations and address any questions that may have arisen during 

the observations.  

3.7.3. Data analysis and interpretation 

Due to the prescripts of the interpretivist paradigm and the nature of qualitative 

research, as articulated in paragraphs 3.2 and 3.4, respectively, I analysed and 

interpreted the data guided by the participants’ individual and shared experiences and 

perceptions (Thanh & Thanh, 2015). The data gathered from each observation sheet 

was analysed and interpreted separately. After that, the unstructured interview 

schedules were analysed and interpreted. This was done by transcribing the audio 

and video recordings of the observations and interviews. After that, important key 

takeaways such as the practice of oral and written formative assessment were 

highlighted and grouped to provide insight for my research questions.  

The analysis of the observation sheets and the unstructured interview schedules for 

each stage observed in the Lesson Study cycles was done using the categories set 

out in my conceptual framework (Figure 5), guided by my research questions and 

supported by the literature. Since my study aimed to examine Grade 8 mathematics 

teachers’ formative assessment practices within the context of Lesson Study, 

deductive analysis was used to determine whether or not the claims, as stipulated in 

my framework, applied to this specific instance. From the observations and deductive 

analysis, I could identify and interpret the relationship between the concept and 

practice of formative assessment and the participants (Saunders et al., 2019).  

Additionally, the analysis of the unstructured interview schedules was done 

inductively. Because the interviews were based entirely on observations, trends that 
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were not stipulated in my conceptual framework became apparent and further 

explored. Through inductive analysis, I was able to gain a better understanding of the 

participants' perceptions of formative assessment and “establish different views of 

[the] phenomena” (Saunders et al., 2019, p. 155).  

The research instruments, both the observation sheets and unstructured interview 

schedules, aided in organising the results of the observations in terms of identifying 

any trends to be further explored within the interviews. After that, the instruments aided 

in the discussion of this study. There were predetermined key takeaways during the 

observations. Lastly, the instruments aided in interpreting the results of the 

observations as they provided strategic guidelines on how to answer my three 

secondary research questions. Thus, the research instruments used in this study 

aided in answering my primary research question: How do teachers use formative 

assessment during the implementation of the Lesson Study cycle in a Grade 8 

mathematics class?  

3.8. Quality criteria 

When conducting qualitative research, a clear understanding of trustworthiness and 

all it encompasses must be demonstrated (Athanasou et al., 2012). Thus, various 

aspects of quality criteria, namely credibility, transferability, dependability and 

confirmability (Nieuwenhuis, 2016), must be considered to ensure my study's 

trustworthiness.  

The first aspect of quality criteria applicable to my study was credibility. It is important 

to take note that my study held a high risk for credibility due to how few data collection 

instruments were used. Thus, in order to enhance the credibility of my study, as 

suggested by Nieuwenhuis (2016, p. 123), I conducted “detailed data collection”. 

Furthermore, I contacted my supervisors, who are experts in both fields of Lesson 

Study and Mathematics Education, frequently. Lastly, I submitted all field notes to the 

participants to ensure that I accurately recorded all the relevant information and 

verified facts with the participants during the unstructured interviews.  

Additionally, the results of my study were ensured to be transferable. Essentially, the 

results I acquired are transferable to other contexts of formative assessment and 
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Lesson Study. To increase the transferability of my study, I provided thick descriptions 

of the “context, participants and research design” (Nieuwenhuis, 2016, p. 124). In 

addition, purposive sampling ensured my study was transferable as careful 

consideration was given to the participants for my study.  

For my study to demonstrate dependability, each stage in the research process was 

accurately recorded, and the standard by which the research was conducted, analysed 

and interpreted had to be consistent and repeatable. Furthermore, I updated a day-to-

day journal with all my research decisions to aid others in following my reasoning 

throughout the research process (Nieuwenhuis, 2016). Thus, if an external researcher 

were to be interested in my study, they would be able to access my thought process, 

research decisions and data collection, analysis and interpretations. If they were to 

repeat the study, they would obtain similar results.  

Lastly, to ensure that the findings of my study were entirely based on the participants' 

subjective perceptions and not my own motivations, interest or bias (Nieuwenhuis, 

2016), I had to use various strategies to ensure confirmability. One way in which I 

achieved confirmability was to reduce my own bias by means of admitting my 

inclinations. One way I achieved this was by asking an external researcher, an expert 

in the field of Lesson Study, to judge whether bias was evident by studying the original 

data collected. Another way that I achieved confirmability was by transcribing the 

process of the data collection, analysis and interpretation.  

3.9. Ethical considerations 

Approval to conduct my research study and ethics declaration after the completion of 

the study was obtained from the Ethics Committee of the University of Pretoria 

(Annexure F). The Gauteng Department of Education also granted permission to 

conduct the study (Annexure G). Written informed consent for the observations, 

interviews and audio and video recordings was obtained from the District Director, the 

principal of the public secondary school and the three Grade 8 mathematics teachers 

involved in the Lesson Study (Annexure I, Annexure J and Annexure K). Before each 

unstructured interview, I explained to the participants that their participation was 

voluntary and that they may withdraw at any time if they wished. I also explained to 
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the participants that the results of my study would be objective and would not cause 

any harm to the schools’ or the participants’ reputations.  

While conducting my research, trust, accountability, anonymity, confidentiality and 

mutual respect were maintained as a top priority. I practised fairness throughout my 

study and treated all participants with the just and morally correct treatment. Privacy 

and anonymity were achieved by providing each participant with a pseudonym, e.g. 

School 1, Teacher 1, Teacher 2, etc. Moreover, where video recordings took place, 

the faces of the minor participants were concealed.  

The data collected via audio and video recordings and all my field notes were protected 

and stored. I submitted all the data to my supervisor, uploaded it to google drive and 

stored it on a memory card.  

3.10. Summary  

Throughout this methodological chapter, I discussed interpretivism as the paradigm 

that underpinned my study. From this, the interpretation of the data collected was 

explicitly subjective and socially constructed. A multimethod qualitative design was 

used, and a single-case study design was adopted. My study used purposive sampling 

from the one selected secondary school in Pretoria. After that, convenience sampling 

was used to select the study participants. The data collection was done in two Lesson 

Study cycles and involved direct observations using observation sheets, followed by 

unstructured interviews. The observations were used to determine the extent to which 

teachers collaboratively planned to use formative assessment to meet lesson 

outcomes. In addition, the observation sheets were used to determine how teachers 

practice formative assessment in mathematics lessons as a method to improve the 

teaching and learning process of mathematical content while simultaneously 

developing learners' conceptual understanding, mathematical thinking and problem-

solving skills. After that, unstructured interviews were conducted as a means to gain 

a deeper understanding of the observations. Categories obtained from my conceptual 

framework and the literature were used to interpret the data through deductive 

analysis, and any new trends established were interpreted through inductive analysis. 

Lastly, measures to ensure quality criteria and ethical considerations were discussed.   
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CHAPTER 4: PROCESS OF DATA ANALYSIS AND PRESNETATION 

AND RESULTS. 

4.1. Introduction 

As explained in Chapter 3, data collection was conducted in two Lesson Study cycles, 

each focusing on two consecutive stages: Collaborative lesson planning (Stage 2) and 

Lesson presentation and observation (Stage 3). In the current chapter, I have 

presented the findings relating to each stage of the two stages of interest separately. 

Further, I have organised and presented the findings relating to each stage in terms 

of oral and written forms of formative assessment.  

With the guidance of my conceptual framework (Figure 5), I gained in-depth insight 

into the teachers’ formative assessment practices within the context of Lesson Study. 

Each research question was guided by the processes as presented by my conceptual 

framework. Within Stage 2 of each Lesson Study cycle, I was able to gain insight into 

how the teachers collaboratively planned formative assessments and the lesson 

outcomes for each lesson. Within Stage 3 of each Lesson Study cycle, I was able to 

gain insight into how the teacher presenting the lesson used formative assessment to 

elicit learner responses and collect information on learner conceptual understanding, 

how the teacher interpreted the responses of the learners and lastly, how feedback 

was provided to facilitate learner mathematical thinking.  

The three teachers who were studied have been given the pseudonyms of Teacher 1, 

Teacher 2 and Teacher 3. The pseudonyms given to each teacher are the same 

throughout the findings. The teachers’ utterances during collaborative lesson planning, 

lesson presentation, and responses during interviews are provided verbatim. In 

addition, I used vignettes of some of the illustrations used during teaching to support 

what I observed - these too are unedited, therefore, represent the original illustrations 

used during lesson planning and/or lesson presentation.  
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4.2. Lesson Study Cycle 1 

4.2.1. Stage 2: Collaborative lesson planning 

Within this stage of the first Lesson Study cycle, the three Grade 8 Mathematics 

teachers came together to collaboratively plan a lesson on equivalent fractions. The 

teachers met after school hours due to a lack of time during the school day. Each 

teacher had their own skeleton of a lesson plan, which they discussed to plan the final 

lesson to be presented. Within Stage 2, I observed how the teachers planned the 

desired lesson outcomes for the lesson and how they planned for oral and written 

formative assessments.  

4.2.1.1. Planning lesson outcomes 

The teachers began their lesson planning by stating what they thought the lesson 

outcomes should be. The teachers based the proposed lesson outcomes on the 

learners’ prior knowledge and what is stipulated in CAPS regarding the topic. The 

teachers first discussed what the learners should already know and be able to do at 

the beginning of the lesson. They collectively agreed that they would rely on the 

learners’ prior knowledge, learnt in Grade 6 and Grade 7, as a foundation for the 

lesson.  

Teacher 1 presented the following prior knowledge:  

[Learners] “should be able to identify equivalent fractions using the fraction wall which 

they should have learnt in Grade 6 or Grade 7. They should also be able to identify 

a half and a quarter using different shapes and diagrams such as a circle. You cut it 

in half or a quarter.”  

Once the teachers had discussed what the learners should already know at the start 

of the lesson, they began discussing what the learners should have learned by the 

end of the lesson.  
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Teacher 1 proposed four lesson outcomes as their learning goals for the end of the 

lesson:  

[Learners] “should be able to add and subtract fractions with common denominators, 

should be able to explain what a lowest common denominator is, should be able to 

identify denominators as multiples of one another, should be able to order fractions in 

ascending and descending order.” 

Teacher 2 pointed out that there were too many lesson outcomes for a single lesson. 

In agreement, the three teachers then collaboratively narrowed the lesson outcomes 

down to one. Teacher 2 stated, "This lesson is only for adding and subtracting 

equivalent fractions.” 

Figure 8 represents the physical model of two designed cardboard cut-out pizzas the 

teachers decided to use. The pizzas are the same size and have each been cut into 

six slices.  

Justifying the choice and use of cardboard cut-out pizzas, Teacher 1 had this to say: 

“The physical model will be used to “get [the learners] minds going, just to get them 

interested in the main topic. It will be used to get the learners curious about how the 

pieces work together and actually get a visual representation of how a fraction is part 

of a whole; see which pieces are the same and which pieces are not.”  

Following the discussion of lesson outcomes, I asked Teacher 1 during the 

unstructured interview to clarify how exactly the lesson outcomes were planned. 

Through this question, I wanted to gain insight into whether the teachers 

collaboratively planned the lesson outcomes best suited to the needs of the learners.  

 

 

 

Figure 8: Physical model of designed cardboard cut-out pizzas 
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Teacher 1 responded: 

“The lesson outcomes were based on the CAPS lesson outcomes for Grade 8 learners 

with regard to common fractions. We focused on action words, the learners should be 

able to identify, to find or to be able to state.”  

Thereafter, I questioned whether or not the teacher presenting the lesson will explicitly 

state the lesson outcome(s) to the learners at the beginning of the lesson. I asked this 

question to gain insight on whether or not the teachers will communicate their 

expectancies of the learners for the lesson and guide the learners to meet the success 

criteria of the lesson. This question was significant to my study because, according to 

the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014), communicating 

expectancies and success criteria gives the learners an idea of what is expected of 

them and what to achieve from the lesson. In other words, they get an indication of 

what it is that they need to do in order to achieve mastery of the concept being dealt 

with. Essentially, explicitly stating the lesson outcomes to the learners will facilitate the 

implementation of formative assessment practices. Nonetheless, when responding to 

the question I posed regarding presenting the lesson outcomes to learners, Teacher 

1 stated, “No, the learners will not be made aware of the lesson outcomes beforehand.” 

4.2.1.2. Oral formative assessment 

While planning the lesson and using the physical model, the teachers discussed how 

they must encourage learners to seek assistance while doing the examples 

independently. Teacher 1 said: 

“They can put their hand up and ask for help if they are stuck. The pizza cardboard 

can then be used to explain, and re-explain, adding. [We can] ask the learners how 

many pizzas there will be without cutting the pizzas into slices - linking this to normal 

addition.” 

Although not implemented in the actual lesson, Teacher 2 suggested that in addition 

to the physical model, they could ask the learners to bring fruit with them, as a means 

to “divide their own food.” Teacher 3 stated in the agreement that the cost of food 

needs to be considered, and oranges are relatively affordable.” 
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Teacher 1 further explained how the physical model of designed cardboard cut-out 

pizzas (Figure 8) could be used to develop learners’ conceptual understanding of 

equivalent fractions and the concept of lowest common denominators: 

“We could ask if one pizza had one slice missing, it would no longer be a whole but 

rather five out of six, seven out of eight and so on. The numbers can then be used to 

support equivalent fractions as well as adding of fractions with the same denominator. 

With the same denominator, we would use the same size pizzas with the same slices, 

so two same size pizzas cut into six different slices, two out of six plus four out six will 

equal one whole pizza with some extra.” 

These utterances and exchanges regarding how the physical model would be used 

were an indication of planning of oral formative assessment, which teachers would 

use to facilitate learning.  

4.2.1.3. Written formative assessment 

While the teachers discussed the consolidation of the lesson, they indicated that due 

to the duration of the lesson, this would be the shortest part. From the discussion on 

time, the teachers decided it would be best to inform the learners that whatever work 

they did not complete during class time would be homework. The specific questions 

for the work were not discussed or planned during the lesson. 

During the unstructured interview, I asked Teacher 1 what specific formative 

assessment practices would be implemented during the course of the lesson. This 

question was asked to identify whether the teachers had specific formative 

assessment techniques and questions in mind to gain insight into learners' 

understanding of the concept of equivalent fractions.  

Teacher 1 explained as follows: 

“No specific questions have been planned but more along the lines of, if we are dealing 

with equivalent fractions, we will generally ask questions about a half or a quarter. This 

way it relates it to the knowledge that they acquired in Grade 6 and 7.” 

From this response, it is clear that the actual written formative assessment questions 

to be implemented were not planned thoroughly.  
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4.2.2. Stage 3: Lesson presentation and observation  

Within Stage 3 of the Lesson Study cycle, I observed how the planned lesson was 

implemented by one of the three Grade 8 Mathematics teachers. The lesson took 

place during the morning school hours. For this reason, only one of the other two 

teachers was able to observe the lesson because the third teacher did not have a free 

period and had to teach her own class at the same time. Teacher 1 presented the 

lesson and Teacher 2 observed.  

From my observations of this stage, I organised my data into the categories of oral 

formative assessment, written formative assessment and feedback provided.  

4.2.2.1. Oral formative assessment 

The lesson began with Teacher 1 briefly introducing the concept of fractions to the 

learners and directed the learners’ attention to a diagram of six equally sized pizzas 

presented on the board that had been cut into different size slices: 
1

2
;

1

4
 ;

1

6
 ;

1

3
;

1

5
 𝑎𝑛𝑑

1

7
 

(Figure 9).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is important to note that Figure 9 is not the same activity as what was discussed 

during the lesson planning (Figure 8). The oral formative assessment techniques 

based on Figure 9 were in no way discussed among the teachers and were, therefore, 

not aligned with the originally planned formative assessment to be executed within the 

lesson.  

 

 

Figure 9: Six equally sized pizzas 
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For the first oral formative assessment, Teacher 1 stated:  

“Two people can share a pizza in half, a family of four can share a pizza cut into 

quarters. If we had to put the quarters on top of each other, would they be the same?”  

At this point, Teacher 1 paused for a response from the learners. Once the learners 

responded “Yes”, he stated that “Since they are [the same], everyone in the family will 

be getting an equal-sized slice.”  

Regarding Figure 9, Teacher 1 implemented the second form of oral formative 

assessment by asking the learners: “What do you notice about all six pizzas and their 

slices, as a whole?” He prompted the learners to identify any similarities and any 

differences that can be stated about the six pizzas.  

The learners responded with a variety of answers:  

“The more slices the pizza is cut into, the smaller the sizes; all slices are cut equally; 

cutting the pizza into three slices is more difficult than to cut four slices”.  

Upon receiving and discussing these responses with the learners, Teacher 1 stated, 

"It is unconventional to cut a pizza into three, and one would need to know their 

measurements [well] to cut the pizza into three equal slices.” 

Teacher 1 redirected the learner’s attention to the sizes of all six pizzas by saying: 

“They all have the same size.” Once the learners agreed that all the pizzas were the 

same size, Teacher 1 asked: “If you were to order a pizza, would you prefer to have 

your pizza cut into six slices or eight slices of pizza?” The learners responded 

enthusiastically with eight slices. Teacher 1 did not immediately provide feedback on 

the learners’ responses and instead prompted them to think about their answers. He 

then asked, “Is eight slices of pizza in fact more than six slices of pizza?” By asking 

the learners to think about the same-sized pizza being cut into different-sized slices, 

Teacher 1 implemented the third form of oral formative assessment for the lesson.  

At this point, some learners were able to conclude that regardless of how many slices 

the pizza has been cut into, the pizza is still one whole pizza. Teacher 1 then referred 

to Figure 9 and said, “Even though these pizzas have been cut into different size 

pizzas, we will be eating the same amount of pizza for each pizza.”  
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Teacher 1 began using the planned physical model of the designed cardboard cut-out 

pizzas. Figure 10 below indicates the cardboard cut-out pizzas that had already been 

placed on the whiteboard for the learners to see.  

 

 

 

 

He asked the learners, “If we had to add these two pizzas together how would we go 

about adding these two pizzas together?” Teacher 1 did not answer himself 

immediately but instead waited for the learners to think about what he was asking of 

them. When the learners did not respond, Teacher 1 rephrased the question using 

different terminology, “How many pizzas have been ordered in total? One pizza and 

one pizza, therefore, two pizzas have been ordered.” At this question, it can be noted 

that Teacher 1 attempted to implement an oral formative assessment. However, 

Teacher 1 answered his own question as he asked it.  

Teacher 1 further asked, from these two pizzas, “How many slices has each pizza 

been cut into?” When the learners identified that the pizzas had been cut into six slices, 

Teacher 1 removed one slice from the second pizza (Figure 11) and asked the fourth 

oral formative assessment: “Are we able to add the two pizzas in the same way as 

before?” The learners quickly realised that it was no longer one whole pizza plus one 

whole pizza. Teacher 1 confirmed this by stating, “A different way needs to be found 

to represent the second pizza.”  

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 10: Cardboard cut-out pizzas on whiteboard 

Figure 11: One cardboard cut-out pizza missing one slice 
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Teacher 1 provided the learners with some time to explore different ways that the 

second pizza can be represented, to which a handful of learners argued that it could 

be represented as a fraction. He further prompted them and asked, “How can the pizza 

be turned into a fraction?” This question constitutes the fifth oral formative assessment 

to be implemented in the lesson.  

After having some time to think, a learner raised her hand and stated: 

“You need to calculate how many slices there are in total of the second pizza and use 

that as the denominator of the fraction and use the number of slices left over as the 

numerator.”  

Teacher 1 positively agreed and rephrased this answer, so all learners heard and 

understood the concept.  

Teacher 1 began the process of adding the two pizzas together. Regarding the whole 

pizza (Figure 11), Teacher 1 asked: “How many slices are there in total for the 

denominator? And how many slices have been eaten? So how many slices are left for 

the numerator?” Asking these questions form part of the sixth oral formative 

assessment, and as he asked these questions, the learners responded to them, and 

he wrote the answers on the board as a means for learners to visualise what he was 

verbally describing.  

Teacher 1 obtained the solution 
6

6
 and wrote this fraction underneath the whole 

cardboard cut-out pizza (Figure 12). Once this answer had been written on the board, 

Teacher 1 explained to the learners that “Fractions can be represented as whole 

numbers and whole numbers can be represented as fractions. Six out of six slices are 

a whole pizza”.  

Teacher 1 then referred to the second cardboard cut-out pizza with one slice missing 

(Figure 11) and repeated the same oral formative assessment questions, constituting 

the seventh oral formative assessment: “How many slices are there in total for the 

denominator? And how many slices have been eaten? So how many slices are left for 

the numerator?” After having visualised this for the learners on the board, Teacher 1 

wrote the answer of 
5

6
 underneath the cardboard cut-out pizza with one slice missing 

(Figure 12).  
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Figure 12: Fraction answers of both cardboard cut-out pizzas 

 

 

 

 

 

 

With both cardboard cut-out pizzas represented as fractions on the whiteboard, 

Teacher 1 asked the learners, “Is it easier to add the two pizzas together now since 

both numbers are fractions?” He then described to the learners that since “Both 

fractions have the same denominator, this means that the answer of the sum will have 

the same number as the denominator.” From here, Teacher 1 implemented the eighth 

form of oral formative assessment by asking the learners, “How will you calculate the 

numerator for the answer?” The learners quickly stated that they could add the two 

numerators in the sum and obtain 11.  

Teacher 1 wrote the final solution down as 
11

6
 and asked the learners, “What do you 

notice about the fraction that is different from the two fractions in the sum?” When the 

learners state that the numerator is bigger than the denominator, Teacher 1 informed 

the learners that “This type of fraction is called an improper fraction.” He then informed 

learners that “The conversion from mixed fractions to improper fractions, and vice 

versa, is not the focus of this lesson but will be needed for future reference.” Teacher 

1 also described to the learners what a mixed fraction means in terms of the cardboard 

cut-out pizzas; “We have one whole pizza and a pizza with one slice missing from six 

slices.”  

Teacher 1 paused at this point and prompted the learners to ask any questions. When 

no questions were asked, he restated the basic requirement of having the same 

denominator when adding and subtracting two fractions.  

Teacher 1 solved an additional sum with the learners, 
3

5
+

1

5
. He began by asking the 

learners, “What do you think the first step is to complete this sum?” When a learner 

provided an incorrect answer, he redirected them by asking, “What should you first 
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check for before attempting to solve the sum?” This guidance serves as the ninth oral 

formative assessment practice as the learner, who previously provided the incorrect 

answer, could identify that they must first look if the denominators of both fractions are 

the same. Once the learner got this right, Teacher 1 responded with the positive 

interjection “Perfect!” and repeated the answer louder for all learners to hear: “You 

cannot add or subtract fractions unless the denominators are the same.” He then 

pointed to the sum and stated, "Since the denominators are the same, the denominator 

of five can be carried over to the answer”. After this, he stated that “Only now can the 

two numerators be added together.” 

But before he did so, he asked the learners, “Can anyone say why the denominator of 

five remains the same in the answer?” When the learners did not respond, he referred 

them to the cardboard cut-out pizzas (Figure 10) and told them to “Think in terms of 

the pizza slices.” Teacher 1 implemented the tenth form of oral formative assessment 

by referring the learners to this frame of reference. Learners were allowed to relate the 

concept of common denominators to the physical model and, from here, were able to 

deduce that the denominator indicates how many slices there were in total for one 

pizza.  

With the progression of the lesson, Teacher 1 introduced the concept of equivalent 

fractions, related it to a real-life example, discussed a simple fraction problem followed 

by a more complex fraction problem, 
4

5
−

3

5
+

1

5
. This problem involved multiple 

operations in the form of addition and subtraction operations. Teacher 1 again began 

solving the sum by stating, "The first step one needs to do is to check if the 

denominators are the same before adding or subtracting the fractions.” Once he 

confirmed with the learners that the denominators were the same in all three fractions, 

he described how “The denominator of the three fractions must be the denominator in 

the solution.” Teacher 1 then explained to the learners how to “Solve for the numerator 

by subtracting and adding the numerators in the sum from left to right.” Teacher 1 

obtained two for the numerator. At this point, a learner asked him if, when solving the 

problem, they must apply BODMAS. Teacher 1 informed the learner that the question 

asked “Is a good question” and asked the learners, “What does BODMAS stand for?”. 

The learners responded with “Brackets Of Division Multiplication Addition and 

Subtraction”.  
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From this definition, Teacher 1 began solving the sum for the numerators by doing 

addition first and then subtraction. However, he intentionally ignored the signs of the 

numerators and obtained 
0

5
 , which is different from the previous solution. Teacher 1 

then asked the learners, “Why are the two solutions different and which one is wrong?” 

After taking some time to think about it, the learners stated that they needed to include 

the signs of the numerators when performing the operations, and thus, the second 

solution is incorrect. Teacher 1 reiterated this and reminded the learners of “The 

importance of signs and how they should always be included when adding and 

subtracting integers.”  

I sense that by intentionally ignoring the signs of the numerators, Teacher 1 used the 

eleventh form of oral formative assessment to encourage the learners to identify their 

mistakes, thus developing their mathematical reasoning and understanding of the 

significance of signs.  

4.2.2.2. Written formative assessment 

After discussing the concept and tenets of equivalent fractions with the learners, 

Teacher 1 provided them with four problems (Figure 13) to try on their own. These 

specific problems were not discussed and planned in the collaborative lesson 

planning. It is important to note that the four problems are of the same complexity as 

each sum only has one mathematical operation between two or three fractions; 

addition or subtraction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 13: Written formative assessment problems 
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Providing learners with example problems to attempt on their own constitutes the first 

form of written formative assessment for the lesson. From these example problems, I 

asked Teacher 1 in the unstructured interview why he did not provide any examples 

with different denominators. I asked this question to gain insight into how Teacher 1 

was planning on developing the learners' conceptual understanding of finding the 

lowest common denominator of two or more fractions. Teacher 1 stated that the 

reason for not introducing different denominators is that: 

“Since it was an introductory lesson, I did not want to jump too far ahead or get them 

overwhelmed in anyway so I just kept it with same denominators and the answers for 

the examples, some of them had required learners to simplify thus, giving different 

denominators which reinforces the concept of equivalent fractions. I like to build up into 

the next few concepts for the next lesson.” 

Teacher 1 concluded the lesson with the second form of written formative assessment 

and provided the learners with more complex examples for homework.  

a) 
3

5
−

6

5
  

b)  
1

8
−

3

8
+

5

8
−

7

8
 

c)  4 +
1

2
  

d) 3
1

2
+ 4

1

2
  

 

From these examples, I asked Teacher 1, in the unstructured interview, if there was a 

particular reason for giving the learners the examples that he did. The reason for 

asking this was because specific questions were not planned in the Collaborative 

lesson planning and to gain insight into whether Teacher 1 had purposefully chosen 

the examples to enhance the learners’ understanding of the concept at hand. 

Purposeful questions form part of the tenets of Lesson Study. I wanted to gain insight 

on whether or not Teacher 1 had planned to ask about those specific examples with a 

reason behind it. Teacher 1 claimed that: 

“Some of them were just because they looked good, others because they involved a 

negative [sign] or they involved a previous section of the work and the different 

operations.” 

To further corroborate my observation of the oral and written formative assessment 

techniques, I asked Teacher 1 what he believed was the most effective type of 
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formative assessment and how it provided insight into the learners’ understanding. 

The reason for asking this question was to determine if Teacher 1 was aware of the 

various formative assessment techniques he implemented throughout the lesson and 

how he would use the information gathered from the formative assessment techniques 

to regulate learning and develop learners’ mathematical thinking. Teacher 1 

responded that he believed, “Relating the concept of fractions back to the pizza 

definitely helped them get interested in the subject. And just constantly reminding 

them, as they are doing the examples, that if they are struggling, they [must] ask for 

help. And the walking around while they were doing the sums and just checking that 

they were following the correct steps.” 

Lastly, I asked Teacher 1 whether or not he believed that the forms of formative 

assessment that he had implemented were adequate to elicit learners’ mathematical 

thinking and what he would do to improve them. This question was asked to gather 

insight on what information regarding learner understanding Teacher 1 gathered from 

the formative assessment techniques that he implemented and how he would use the 

information he gathered to regulate learning, provide effective feedback to the learners 

and improve upon future teaching decisions. Teacher 1 stated that “No. They 

[formative assessment techniques] could have been a lot better if I had ended the 

lesson with a mini test, say four fractions. So instead of the examples, given it to them 

as a little test that just to put more pressure on them, if I had the opportunity to do so.” 

4.2.2.3. Feedback provided  

Regarding the written formative assessment techniques, Teacher 1 would give the 

learners a few minutes to attempt to solve the problems on their own and then, when 

discussing the solutions, he wrote all his actions while doing them on the whiteboard. 

Upon receiving the learners’ responses to the oral formative assessment techniques 

implemented, Teacher 1 would either provide positive interjections such as 

“Awesome!” or “Perfect!” to correct solutions or, Teacher 1 would rephrase his own 

questions and redirect the learners' mathematical thinking.  
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4.3. Lesson Study Cycle 2  

4.3.1. Stage 2: Collaborative lesson planning 

Within this stage of the second Lesson Study cycle, I observed the three Grade 8 

Mathematics teachers once again coming together to collaboratively plan a lesson on 

algebraic expressions. However, during this stage, the actual topic of the lesson was 

algebraic equations. When I questioned why the change in the topic after Stage 3 had 

been completed, Teacher 1 stated that “We decided it was best to try and teach the 

two [topics] at the same time especially considering [the learners] have been exposed 

to like terms already.” It is important to note, however, that the focus of my study does 

not depend on the topic planned and taught but rather on the formative assessment 

practices implemented in the context of Lesson Study.  

The teachers met during the break because they could not find a time that suited all 

three of them otherwise. After I had observed the Collaborative lesson planning, I 

interviewed two of the three teachers to collaborate on my observations. The third 

teacher had her own personal commitments to attend to. Within this stage, I once 

again observed how the teachers planned the desired lesson outcomes for the lesson 

and how they planned for oral and written formative assessments. 

4.3.1.1. Planning lesson outcomes 

The lesson outcomes for the lesson were formulated from the three teachers' prior 

experience in teaching algebraic like terms. From this point, Teacher 2 stated that the 

focus of the lesson would be based on: 

“Present[ing] algebra in the idea of apples and oranges instead of variables. All the 

apples go together, all the oranges go together just as all the x’s go together and all 

the y’s go together.” 

Because the lesson outcomes were not discussed in detail, I asked Teacher 1 and 

Teacher 2 in the unstructured interview to describe what they wanted the learners to 

know by the end of the lesson.  
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Teacher 1 responded:  

"Just to start off with the rules of algebra, if it is times this is what happens, it is plus 

this is what happens, if you have brackets this is what happens. Kind of just get the 

main basics and then we can just build from that.” 

In addition, Teacher 2 stated: “How to identify like terms.” 

4.3.1.2. Oral formative assessment  

When discussing the concept of adding and subtracting like terms, Teacher 2 

described how the learners become easily confused when using the distributive law. 

For this reason, the teachers agreed to use the oral formative assessment to relate 

the concept 

“To something [the learners] know and give them actual pictures, because with the 

variables they are like why is there alphabet? With apples they can see [the] apple 

actually relates to something and it becomes easier for them to actually understand.” 

The teachers then discussed common misconceptions such as simplifying an 

algebraic expression consisting of like terms. Teacher 3 provided pre-emptive insight 

by using the example of 𝑥 + 2𝑥. Teacher 3 described how the teacher presenting the 

lesson must be mindful of how the learners tend to think when solving such a problem: 

“x+2x; okay it is x there, oh no! You said x+2x=3x. Where did the other x come from? 

So, what is this x. Now we saying we have an orange here and we have two oranges 

this side. You know you are going to consider that orange [when adding together and] 

there will be three [oranges] altogether. You can’t just say there is no one in that orange 

so I am not calculating it. You need to add everything.” 

From this example of learner thinking, the teachers agreed that relating the concept to 

fruit would best be suited to facilitate learning.  

Further on, during the lesson planning, Teacher 3 stated that the learners need to be 

constantly reminded of the laws of exponents when dealing with algebraic like terms: 

“Remind them of that; refer to the laws again, do you remember that, now we have the 

same base, what do we do to the exponents? Then they have to say the exponents 

add. If the teacher is going to write 𝑥2, the learners must know where it came from. It 

means 𝑥 times 𝑥, not just 𝑥 plus 𝑥.” 
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4.3.1.3. Written formative assessment  

While discussing the development of the body of the lesson, the teachers planned for 

the first written formative assessment for the lesson by providing the learners with an 

opportunity to simplify some algebraic expressions on their own. Teacher 1 suggested, 

“Just give them a few, maybe six questions.” 

After that, the teachers planned for the second form of written formative assessment 

by providing the learners with more complex problems that would require them to 

analyse the expression fully before attempting to simplify it.  

Teacher 2 stated that she thought it would be best to:  

“Also give them something that is straight. Something that they cannot do anything 

[with], just to see if they actually understand the concept and that analysis of them 

saying that, if it is apples plus oranges, you can’t add them together, they are not the 

same. Instincts will kick in and they will want to do something to this, you know you 

have to solve this. But someone who knows and has the knowledge, because they 

have understood the food concept, then they will know that they are not supposed to 

do anything so they are just going to leave it as it is and then they are going to write it 

just as it is because that is how it goes.” 

After the teachers agreed on the body of the lesson, they began to discuss the 

consolidation phase of the lesson, which included planning for the third form of written 

formative assessment.  

Teacher 1 suggested that for the conclusion: 

“We can do a mini test that will take 10 minutes, maybe [do] five or six questions of 

different forms. Starting with something simple like, 𝑥 + 𝑥 = 2𝑥 and 4 × 𝑥 = 4𝑥 so that 

we can see if they can see [what to do] when solving something that is simple, and 

then increasing the difficulty level of the sums and increasing their cognitive levels.”  

However, the questions to this mini-test were not discussed in detail.  

From these three written formative assessment techniques, in the unstructured 

interview, I questioned two of the teachers on how the teacher presenting the lesson 

will gather information on learner understanding and what type of problems will be 
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provided to the learners. I asked this question to determine if the teachers had 

purposefully planned their formative assessment questions.  

Teacher 2 explained that: 

[The mini-test] “At the end of the lesson [would be used] to actually see if they have 

any key takeaways, from what was actually done in class. Because then, if we start 

from simple things like 𝑥 +  𝑥 and we see that there is a problem there, and that there 

is no way they will be able to distribute and still group like terms. Because they can’t 

group something that is plain and simple.”  

4.3.2. Stage 3: Lesson presentation and observation  

Within Stage 3 of the second Lesson Study cycle, I observed how Teacher 1 taught 

the collaboratively planned lesson on algebraic expressions (which was actually a 

lesson on algebraic equations), followed by an unstructured interview. The lesson took 

place during the morning school hours. Teacher 1 presented the planned lesson, but 

the other two teachers could not observe the lesson because they did not have a free 

period and had to teach their own classes at the same time. It is important to note that 

the implication of the other two teachers not being able to observe the lesson 

presentation deviates from the Lesson Study prescripts. Additionally, since the other 

two teachers did not observe the lesson being taught, they were not needed for the 

unstructured interview, which took place directly after Stage 3 of the Lesson Study 

cycle.  

From my observations of this stage, I organised my data into the categories of oral 

and written formative assessment.  
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4.3.2.1. Oral formative assessment 

Teacher 1 discussed the concept of algebraic equations using drawn diagrams of fruit, 

as seen in Figure 14 below.  

 

 

 

 

 

Teacher 1 informed the learners that he would solve the problems on the board with 

two different methods: 

“The purple way and the green way. The purple way is keeping the fruit, we are still 

using the fruit. Then once I am done with that, we will do the green way which is how 

you would solve the sum algebraically. Algebraically means when there are variables 

present.” 

Teacher 1 then solved the first fruit equation (Figure 14). Once Teacher 1 had gone 

through how the first fruit equation must be solved, he explained how the rest of the 

fruit equations could be solved by gesturing to the board. He then implemented the 

first form of oral formative assessment by asking the learners, “How would you simplify 

the second [equation]?” Teacher 1 provided guidance with the first equation and then 

provided a platform for the learners to develop their own mathematical reasoning. To 

this question, some learners responded that there were “two bananas”. 

 

 

 

Figure 14: Fruit equations as oral formative assessment 
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Teacher 1 explained how to solve the second fruit equation (Figure 14) if the learners 

simplified the fruit equation to two bananas. Teacher 1 further explained: 

“We know the opposite of plus 10 is minus 10 [and] what you do to one side, you do to 

the other side of the equal sign. 18 − 10 =  8 and 10 − 10 will cancel out and give you 

0. What you are then left with on the left-hand-side is 2 bananas which we can easily 

see needs to be divided by 2. Keep in mind, we are not looking for the value of 2 

[bananas], we are just look for the value of one, so we have to take the 2 away. To do 

that we divide by 2; the 2’s cancels out [and] we are then left with just 1 banana, is 

what we are looking for, is then equal to 4, because 8 divided by 2 is 4.” 

Throughout the whole explanation of how to solve the second fruit equation, Teacher 

1 indicated the steps on the board for the learners to visually see what he was doing. 

However, Teacher 1 missed an opportunity to implement any form of formative 

assessment by not allowing the learners to attempt to solve the problem on their own 

first.  

Teacher 1 then began the third fruit equation by discussing how to first simplify what 

had been given. However, throughout his explanation of the final fruit equation (Figure 

14), Teacher 1 would answer his own questions and did not provide an opportunity for 

learners to explore their own mathematical reasoning. Only towards the end of the 

equation-solving process did Teacher 1 pause to allow the learners to engage with the 

work. 

Teacher 1 then questioned the learners with the third form of oral formative 

assessment for the lesson on removing the negative sign in front of the grapes: “How 

can we turn a negative number into a positive number?” When a handful of learners 

responded that multiplication with −1 needed to take place. Teacher 1 further probed 

the learners by asking them, “What is a negative multiplied by a negative?”  

To which the learners responded “Positive”. After having explained the importance of 

negative signs, Teacher 1 continued to solve for the third and then fruit equations 

(Figure 14). 
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4.3.2.2. Written formative assessment  

After completing the equations in terms of fruit, Teacher 1 asked the learners to 

complete the same set of equations in their workbooks, but now in algebraic terms. 

Teacher 1 rewrote the equations in terms of 𝑥, 𝑦 and 𝑧 in green on the whiteboard 

(Figure 15). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

After observing the written formative assessment provided by Teacher 1, I asked him 

in the unstructured interview if he thought the formative assessment, he applied was 

adequate. I asked the question to gain insight into whether Teacher 1 had a reason 

for presenting the learners with those specific equations.  

Teacher 1 replied: 

“No, in the sense that I can’t really get immediate feedback from it, it is a bit delayed 

for a bit. If they do get it wrong, they will get it wrong for a day or so, until I am able to 

correct them. I would have liked to have just put more emphasis on questions like 3 

and 4, [and] giving them another example to get them to understand.”  

 

 

 

Figure 15: Algebraic equations as written formative assessment 
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4.3.2.3. Feedback provided 

Just as in the first Lesson Study cycle, Teacher 1 provided positive interjections to the 

learners regarding their responses to the oral formative assessment techniques. 

Additionally, when presenting the concept of integers through the example of grapes 

(as seen in Figure 15), learners would simply respond with “grapes”. To this response, 

Teacher 1 cautioned the learners to think deeper “Careful. What do you see next to 

the grapes?” when the learners responded that there was a negative sign in front of 

the grapes, Teacher 1 explained to the learners that negative signs do “Not fall away, 

[they do] not disappear.”  

With regard to the algebraic equations as written formative assessment, a learner 

immediately asked, “Where did the 𝑥 come from?” to which Teacher 1 responded: 

“Instead of apples, we have replaced the apple with 𝑥. So, if you look, 3 apples is equal 

to 30, is the same way as 3𝑥 is equal to 30. Same [way] the 𝑦 is your bananas and the 

𝑧 is your grapes.” 

4.4. Summary  

In this chapter, the data collected was presented for two Lesson Study cycles 

consisting of two stages, namely Stage 2: Collaborative lesson planning and Stage 3: 

Lesson presentation and observation. Each stage’s data were recorded and presented 

in the categories of oral formative assessment and written formative assessment.  
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CHAPTER 5: DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1. Introduction 

The primary purpose of the current chapter is to discuss the findings. I begin with an 

overview of the previous chapters and then address each research question regarding 

the findings and the relevant literature. A reflection on the theoretical framework is 

then provided, followed by the limitations of my study and, thus, possible implications 

for similar future studies. Recommendations for future research are also discussed. 

Finally, a reflection of the study as a whole is provided.  

5.2. Overview of previous chapters 

In Chapter 1, my study was introduced, and the purpose and aims were discussed. 

The primary purpose of my study was to examine Grade 8 Mathematics teachers' use 

of formative assessment during the implementation of the Lesson Study Cycle. The 

rationale for the need to teach for learner understanding was also discussed. The 

primary research question and three secondary research questions were formulated 

and presented.  

Chapter 2 presents an in-depth literature review on the tenets of formative assessment 

and the Lesson Study practice. The literature review emphasised the process of 

formative assessment. Thus, the focus was placed on the significance of eliciting 

responses from learners, providing effective and timely feedback, and regulating 

learning to improve learners' mathematical understanding. A conceptual framework 

was compiled by integrating the underpinnings of Situated Learning Theory (Lewis et 

al., 2009) and the five processes of the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou 

& James, 2014) within the context of the Lesson Study cycle process.  

In Chapter 3, I discussed the methodologies that I used for my study. Firstly, I 

discussed the interpretivism paradigm, which served as an underpinning for my study. 

After that, I discussed using a qualitative single case study design within my study, 

followed by the data collection process. Three Grade 8 Mathematics teachers from 

one secondary school in Pretoria were selected, whereby they participated in two in-

school Lesson Study Cycles. Observation of two consecutive stages of the Lesson 

Study cycles took place, followed by unstructured interviews to corroborate my 
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observations. I also discussed the quality criteria and ethical considerations for my 

study.  

In Chapter 4, I presented the findings of the collected and recorded data. The data 

collection procedure from each Lesson Study cycle was presented individually. The 

observations were deductively analysed to interpret the relationship between the 

concept of formative assessment and the actual implementation of formative 

assessment. The unstructured interviews were analysed inductively to interpret the 

participants' perceptions of formative assessment.  

5.3. Discussion of findings 

5.3.1. Collaboratively planning for formative assessment 

As discussed in my literature review, the benefits of purposeful formative assessment 

are many and aim to ensure effective mathematics teaching and learning (Black & 

Wiliam, 2010). From the literature, I perceive formative assessment as a vehicle to 

promote socio-mathematical discourse, develop learners' conceptual understanding 

and enhance their mathematical thinking and reasoning. For this reason, teachers 

should meticulously plan the types of formative assessment techniques they wish to 

implement in a lesson to facilitate learning. Essentially, teachers must be aware of and 

understand the reasoning behind choosing a specific formative assessment to be 

implemented. Black and Wiliam (2010, p. 86) state that formative assessment 

techniques should be “thoughtful, reflective, focused to evoke and explore 

understanding, and conducted so that all [learners] have an opportunity to think and 

express their ideas”. 

Additionally, providing learners with an indication of the desired learning outcomes is 

a prescript for successful formative assessment (Antoniou & James, 2014). Learners 

need to be informed of what is expected of them to achieve so that they can take 

responsibility for their own learning, identify the gap between their current levels of 

understanding and the desired levels of understanding and set small obtainable goals 

to meet the desired learning outcomes (Chan et al., 2014). 

Throughout both collaborative lesson planning stages, the teachers did not specifically 

state what formative assessment techniques would be used in the lesson. However, 
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there was an underlying discussion of the oral and written formative assessment 

practices. As evident in the findings of the first collaborative lesson planning, where 

the focus was on fractions, the teachers stated that they would ask the learners 

questions based on the physical model, real-life examples and equivalent fractions. I 

sense that planning to ask fraction questions constitutes planning for oral formative 

assessment. In addition to this form of oral formative assessment, the teachers also 

planned to provide learners with a chance to complete some fraction questions to 

complete on their own in their workbooks, which constitutes a written formative 

assessment. According to Takahashi and McDougal (2016), when teachers 

collaboratively plan formative assessment, the teaching and learning process shifts, 

focusing on the learners’ mathematical understanding. Therefore, by planning for both 

forms of formative assessment, the teachers aimed at developing the learners' 

mathematical thinking. Further, as presented in the literature review, Singh et al. 

(2018) claim that with various formative assessment practices such as oral and written 

formative assessment, learners’ problem solving and critical thinking skills are 

enhanced.  

Within the second collaborative lesson planning, where the lesson's focus was 

planned to be on algebraic expressions, the teachers again did not discuss and plan 

for specific formative assessment practices to use within the lesson. The teachers 

instead focused on the common learner misunderstandings and how to address the 

misunderstandings by creating a connection to the learners’ prior knowledge. By 

discussing the common misunderstandings, the teachers were pre-emptive and 

discussed a possible oral formative assessment to combat the misunderstanding. 

Being pre-emptive is a key issue advocated by Lesson Study during collaborative 

lesson planning. Teachers contribute to the planning of the lesson by adding their own 

experiences (Sekao & Engelbrecht, 2021) by stating what learners grasp easily and 

what tends to be a challenge with regard to the topic being dealt with. The skill of being 

pre-emptive is an important skill for mathematics teachers to have, especially in the 

context of Lesson Study. Being pre-emptive implies that a teacher can foresee the 

challenges that learners generally have with certain topics. This, in turn, provides 

enough information for the teachers to plan how to teach the topic to address said 

challenges and develop the learners' mathematical thinking. Additionally, the teachers 
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discussed providing learners with mixed cognitive questions to complete on their own, 

which constitutes a written formative assessment. 

However, it is important to note that the questions the teachers discussed to give the 

learners, both the oral and the written questions, were not discussed in detail. The 

teachers simply stated that they would give the learners some problems to do. But 

they did not plan exactly what questions to ask the learners. According to Elliott (2019), 

when formative assessment techniques are purposefully thought of and designed, 

learners are provided with a more sturdy platform to actively engage and participate 

in the lesson. From my observations and the interviews conducted afterwards, the 

teachers had not carefully thought through the questions that would be best suited to 

elicit learner responses and develop their mathematical learning. Instead, the 

questions would simply be general questions based on the lesson as it naturally 

progressed. I believe that by not having scrupulously planned the questions to pose 

to the learners, the teacher presenting the lesson would not be able to actively gather 

information on the learning taking place within the lesson, hence, detracting from the 

facilitation of mathematical learning. Through planning formative assessment 

practices, teachers can create a benchmark they wish to see the learners achieve. 

Without planning the formative assessment, teachers will not be able to see if the 

learners have obtained the required knowledge for the formative assessment.  

5.3.2. Formative assessment as a means to facilitate mathematics learning 

Throughout both lessons, Teacher 1, whether knowingly or not, implemented various 

formative assessment techniques. Within the first lesson concerning the topic of 

equivalent fractions, Teacher 1 often related the concept of equivalent fractions to the 

physical model of the cardboard cut-out pizzas (Figure 10) and facilitated a discussion 

with the learners by posing various questions to them that related to real-life examples. 

This relation served as an oral formative assessment, as it provided a platform for the 

learners to make the relevant connections between the real world and fractions. As 

argued by Singh et al. (2018), it is imperative for learners to be able to make 

connections between mathematical concepts to real life. By doing so, learners are 

encouraged to “think critically and creatively and beyond their foundational knowledge” 

(Singh et al., 2018, p. 299).  
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 In my opinion, by providing the learners with a real-world example, the learners' 

mathematical understanding of equivalent fractions was deepened. Learners could 

think about something they were already familiar with in terms of mathematics. 

Additionally, when Teacher 1 asked the learners whether 8 slices of pizza is more than 

6 slices, the learners were engaged in critical thinking. The learners had to think about 

the actual sizes of the pizza slices if the pizza was divided into 8 and 6, respectively. 

Naturally, the learners would assume that 8 slices would be more since 8 is a whole 

number greater than 6, but the learners were required to think in terms of fractions and 

not whole numbers. Questions like these create a platform for dialogue to flourish 

(Black, 2015). Essentially, the correlation between the classroom and real life was 

made evident to the learners to develop their mathematical learning (Singh et al., 

2018). 

Teacher 1 used two methods in the second lesson to present the various equations 

provided. He first used fruit as a means to make the topic more relevant to the learners 

and in order to gain the attention of the learners. The learners could relate to what he 

was explaining and then make the connection between fruit that is the same and 

variables that are the same.  

In addition to relating the concept to what the learners are already familiar with in the 

real-world, Teacher 1 related the new work to the learners’ prior mathematical 

knowledge also. Relating new concepts to concepts that learners are already familiar 

with is a key attribute of formative assessment. Additionally, Black and Wiliam (1998) 

claim that relating learners’ prior knowledge to new work enhances their conceptual 

understanding of the topic. As Konicek-Moran and Keeley (2015) put forward, 

evidence of conceptual understanding is when a learner can apply their current 

mathematical knowledge to new mathematical concepts. The learners were required 

to think about their understanding and apply it to the new work. The relation of the new 

work to the learners’ prior knowledge was clearly evident in solving the algebraic 

equations in the second Lesson Study cycle. Without the knowledge of algebraic-like 

terms, the learners would not have been able to solve for an unknown variable, and 

so Teacher 1 constantly reminded them of the rules and operations when dealing with 

algebraic-like terms. By reinforcing the learners’ prior knowledge while teaching new 

work, learners’ conceptual understanding of the work was developed.  
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Another means by which Teacher 1 used oral formative assessment to develop the 

learners' conceptual understanding was by purposefully obtaining two different 

solutions for a fraction problem in the first Lesson Study cycle. Teacher 1 encouraged 

the learners to identify the correct solution and provide justification and reasoning for 

their choice. The learners were required to make the relevant connection between 

their prior knowledge of the order of operations, BODMAS (Bracket, Order, Division, 

Multiplication, Addition and Subtraction) and their newly gained knowledge. 

Furthermore, the mistake that Teacher 1 made is a very common misunderstanding 

of BODMAS and the signs of integers. Hence, the learners who could identify the 

mistake could apply their conceptual understanding and mathematical reasoning to a 

different mathematical concept and realise that no concept works in isolation. By 

realising that mathematics is a subject where all concepts are interrelated, learners' 

mathematical learning is developed as they are encouraged to think mathematically 

about the concepts and apply the necessary rules (Singh et al., 2018).  

Various elicitation techniques are suggested throughout the literature (Boston, 2002). 

However, one of the most notable elicitation techniques used by Teacher 1 was 

pausing and allowing the learners to think for themselves before providing the correct 

solution for the learners. The Department of Basic Education (2011) states that simply 

pausing within a lesson to observe and discuss with learners how the learning is 

progressing serves as a beneficial elicitation technique. Further, I sense that pausing 

and prompting the learners to engage and ask questions encourages socio-

mathematical discourse. 

Within the first Lesson Study cycle, Teacher 1 occasionally paused and encouraged 

the learners to explore, discover and discuss their understanding of the pizza sizes by 

themselves before responding to questions related to equivalent fractions. It is my 

opinion that pausing the flow of the teaching and learning process in order to ensure 

that there are no misunderstandings before continuing with the lesson constitutes an 

oral formative assessment practice. The Department of Basic Education informs 

teachers that pausing in a lesson to check for understanding and to facilitate socio-

mathematical discourse is an essential attribute of formative assessment and needs 

to be implemented continually within a lesson. The benefits of pausing are numerous. 

Pausing allows learners to express their levels of understanding and teachers to 

gauge what is being misunderstood and thus needs to be re-explained. In other words, 
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pausing allows for the teaching and learning process to be slowed down and adapted 

to the needs of the learners.  

Another form of pausing was seen by Teacher 1 when he did not solve the given 

problems immediately. For instance, he would write the problem, whether it was an 

equivalent fraction question or an equation question, on the whiteboard and discuss 

the correct steps to solving the problem with the learners. Regarding the equivalent 

fraction questions, Teacher 1 would ask the learners what needed to be done first to 

solve the question and then highlight the significance of finding the lowest common 

denominator before solving the question. Regarding the equation questions, Teacher 

1 would once again ask the learners what needed to be done first to solve the question 

and then highlight the significance of adding and subtracting like terms. Through this 

type of pausing, Teacher 1 engaged the learners with critical thinking; the learners 

were required to make the relevant connections between what steps needed to be 

taken before one could solve the actual problem. In other words, the learners did not 

just copy what Teacher 1 did but were given an opportunity to explore their own 

mathematical understanding and reasoning to obtain a solution. The practice of 

stopping within a lesson to observe for learner thinking is a necessary formative 

assessment practice to obtain information on how learning is progressing  and what 

requires improvement (Department of Basic Education, 2011). 

Elicitation questioning techniques evoke responses from learners and engage them to 

think critically and apply their problem-solving skills. Questions posed that evoke 

responses are in line with the prescripts of Lesson Study, where learners’ 

mathematical thinking is the main focus of the teaching and learning process. Within 

Stage 2 of the Lesson Study cycle, teachers are expected to gather and plan questions 

to pose to learners to gain insight into learners’ mathematical thinking (Sekao & 

Engelbrecht, 2021). The types of formative assessment questions planned within 

Lesson Study, according to Fernandez (2002), must be planned with the purpose, as 

to enhance learners' conceptual understanding and mathematical thinking. Asking 

questions to evoke responses transforms the teaching and learning process into 

learner-centred and places focus on mathematical thinking (Takahashi & McDougal, 

2016). 
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However, although there were many opportunities to develop and enhance the 

learners' mathematical thinking, Teacher 1 provided many platforms for 

misconceptions and confusion. For instance, in the first Lesson Study cycle and with 

regard to Figure 14 in specific, many misconceptions can occur. The most notable is 

the number of bananas and grapes drawn, which is presented as one single banana 

and one single grape. Teacher 1 has provided a gap for misunderstandings to occur, 

as some learners may count each banana and conclude that within the second fruit 

equation (Figure 14), the equation is one apple plus four bananas plus three bananas 

is equal to 18 and not one apple plus one banana plus one banana is equal to 18. 

Within the third fruit equation (Figure 14), learners may assume the equation is three 

bananas plus six grapes are equal to 2, and not one banana plus one grape is equal 

to 2. In the final fruit equation (Figure 14), learners may assume that the equation is 

six grapes plus one apple plus three bananas is equal to however many and not one 

grape plus one apple plus one banana is equal to however many. Thus, teacher 1 has 

not considered the many different interpretations of the learners for this type of 

example.  

The implications of ambiguous representations such as this one for mathematics 

learning is that more misconceptions can occur than actual understanding. A teacher 

may unintentionally make the mathematical topic being dealt with more difficult than it 

needs to be for the learner by allowing room for misconceptions to occur. Formative 

assessment should facilitate learning and aim to guide learners in identifying the gap 

between the knowledge they currently possess and the desired knowledge (Farrell & 

Rushby, 2016). However, when ambiguous representations are used within the 

formative assessment, the learning that takes place may not be a true reflection of the 

learners' conceptual understanding. For this reason, formative assessment practices 

to be implemented within a lesson need to be meticulously planned in the collaborative 

lesson planning stage of a Lesson Study cycle (Norwich et al., 2014).  

In some instances, Teacher 1 tended to ask more than one question at a time. For 

example, when asking questions concerning the pizza slices, he would ask three 

questions back-to-back. The implication is that learners will be unsure of what is being 

asked and how to answer the questions. Questions asked need to be clear and 

concise.  
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From the findings, one can see that Teacher 1 had not planned any questions 

purposefully. Instead, as he said in the interview, he posed certain questions “because 

they looked good.” Choosing questions to ask learners because they “look good” is 

not an adequate reason to implement the question.  

5.3.3. Tenets of meaningful feedback  

For assessment to be formative, feedback is required (Taras, 2005) and only through 

specific feedback can new skills be learnt and developed (Chan et al., 2014). Teacher 

1 provides feedback to the learners as soon as the learners asked any questions or 

provided responses to his questions. In agreement, Sadler (1998) concurs by stating 

that the nature, contextualisation and timing of feedback provided an important aspect 

of quality feedback. Essentially, Teacher 1 used feedback to encourage an interactive 

dialogue between himself and the learners and ensured that all learners’ responses 

were acknowledged. According to Wiliam and Leahy (2016), with interactive dialogue, 

learners feel encouraged to continue to engage within a lesson and thus act on any 

feedback provided.  

The most prominent forms of meaningful and effective feedback that Teacher 1 

implemented in both lessons were positive interjections and constructive and 

corrective reinforcement advocated by (Owen, 2016). Constant positive interjections 

such as Awesome! Well-done! Good one!, were provided to any of the learners’ correct 

responses. I believe that using these interjections as feedback promotes the self-

esteem and motivation of the learners.  

Constructive and corrective feedback were provided to both incorrect and correct 

responses. Although the learners were unaware of the desired learning outcomes, the 

feedback indicated what was considered ‘good’ performance in terms of the desired 

learning outcomes (Owen, 2016). Praising learners’ correct solutions serves as a 

means to encourage the learners to continue to engage in the lesson and partake in 

socio-mathematical discourse. Similarly, when learners provided incorrect solutions, 

Teacher 1 did not dismiss the learners' responses but rather redirected the learners’ 

train of thought. Essentially, Teacher 1 provided feedback to bridge the gap between 

the learners’ current level of understanding and the desired level (Nicol & Macfarlane‐

Dick, 2006). 
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Ultimately, Teacher 1 used feedback to guide the learners to identify their own 

strengths and weaknesses (Owen, 2016) and to provide teaching information so that 

he could adapt his teaching methods (Nicol & Macfarlane‐Dick, 2006). Teacher 1 did 

so by rephrasing the questions he posed, using different terminology to ensure the 

learners knew what was being asked of them. Teacher 1 could have easily answered 

his own questions, especially when learners provided incorrect solutions, but by 

rephrasing the questions, the learners could understand the question from a different 

perspective and apply their critical thinking to the problem. It is my view that Teacher 

1 was able to guide the learners toward the correct methods to obtain the correct 

solutions by redirecting, and by doing so, learners were encouraged to dig deeper in 

terms of their mathematical thinking and reasoning.  

However, despite all the positive aspects of Teacher 1 feedback on the learners’ 

responses, there were some incidents whereby he answered his own questions and 

did not allow the learners to explore their own mathematical ideas. By doing so, 

Teacher 1 encourages learners to simply rote learn procedures and not to develop 

their own conceptual understanding of the topic at hand. Teachers posing and 

answering their own questions contradict the prescripts of Lesson Study to promote 

learners’ mathematical thinking and the affordances of formative assessment to 

encourage socio-mathematical discourse. 

5.4. Responding to the secondary research questions  

This study aimed to examine Mathematics teachers’ formative assessment practices 

within the Lesson Study cycle. As such, the primary research question was crafted as 

follows: How do teachers use formative assessment during the implementation of the 

Lesson Study cycle in a Grade 8 mathematics class? The following three secondary 

research questions were used to address this question: 

1) How do Mathematics teachers collaboratively plan formative assessment 

during the Lesson Study cycle? 

2) In what ways do Mathematics teachers use formative assessment to facilitate 

mathematics learning?  

3) How do teachers provide meaningful feedback to learners?  
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Observations and unstructured interviews were conducted to answer the above 

research questions. The research questions were aligned with the data collection 

instruments (Table 1), and each question was contextualised within my conceptual 

framework (Figure 5). The data analysis from Stage 2 of each Lesson Study cycle was 

used to explore how the mathematics teachers planned for formative assessment, and 

the data analysis from Stage 3 of each Lesson Study cycle was used to examine and 

gain insight into how formative assessment is used within a lesson and how the tenets 

of formative assessment facilitate mathematics learning.  

5.4.1. First secondary research question 

To address the first secondary research question of how do mathematics teachers 

collaboratively plan formative assessment during the Lesson Study cycle, data were 

collected by observing the three teachers collaboratively plan a lesson and, after that, 

conducting interviews. Using the observation sheet and the interview, I was able to 

specifically focus on what the teachers discussed, how they formulated their lesson 

outcomes and what forms of formative assessment they planned to implement within 

each lesson.  

From my findings and the above discussion, the following two key takeaways arose: 

1) the teachers may have collaboratively planned the lesson outcomes but did not plan 

on sharing the desired learning outcomes with the learners. In other words, the 

teachers planned for what they wanted the learners to achieve by the end of the 

lesson, but they did not explicitly plan how they wanted to ensure that the learners 

would achieve it, and 2) it is clear that planning for formative assessment is not at the 

forefront when planning a lesson. The teachers may have planned for oral and written 

formative assessments, but such planning was very vague, and no specific problems 

to implement or questions to pose were discussed. Planning only in a broad sense is 

not a prescript of Lesson Study. 

Based on the discussion and these two key takeaways, the teachers did not 

collaboratively plan the formative assessment efficiently and purposefully during the 

two Lesson Study cycles but instead discussed vague occurrences of formative 

assessment to implement.  
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5.4.2. Second secondary research question  

To address the second secondary research question, in what ways do Mathematics 

teachers use formative assessment to facilitate mathematics learning, data were 

collected by observing one of the three teachers presented the collaboratively planned 

lesson for each Lesson Study cycle and once again conducting an interview after. 

Using the observation sheets and interviews, I could specifically focus on how, if at all, 

the teacher communicated the expected learning outcomes of the lesson to the 

learners and how the teacher used formative assessment to elicit learners' 

mathematical thinking.  

Based on the above discussion, it is clear that formative assessment is the most 

natural form of assessment within the teaching and learning process (Department of 

Basic Education, 2011). Teacher 1 used oral and written formative assessment 

continually throughout both lessons to elicit the learners’ conceptual understanding 

and mathematical thinking. Teacher 1 allowed for and promoted socio-mathematical 

discourse whereby the learners could discuss and explore their own mathematical 

ideas and reasoning. However, Teacher 1 also missed many opportunities to 

implement a formative assessment to enhance the learners' mathematical thinking 

and instead created a platform for misconceptions to occur. For this reason, I argue 

that the formative assessment implemented was not done effectively to facilitate 

mathematical learning. If the questions posed to the learners had been meticulously 

planned and planned with a purpose, the misconceptions might have been avoided, 

and better-suited questions could have been formulated to develop the learners' 

mathematical understanding.  

5.4.3. Third secondary research question 

To address the third secondary research question, how do teachers provide 

meaningful feedback to learners, data were collected by observing one of the three 

teachers present the planned lesson for each Lesson Study cycle and conducting an 

interview. With the use of the observation sheets and interviews, I was able to 

specifically focus on what the quality of the teacher’s feedback was like towards the 

learners’ engagements throughout both lessons in each Lesson Study cycle.  
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However, since the desired learning outcomes were not made clear to the learners, 

an essential element of feedback was overlooked. The learners were not allowed to 

take responsibility for their own learning. However, the feedback that was voided 

during both lessons proved constructive and encouraging. Through the feedback 

provided, the learners were informed immediately if they had misunderstood 

something and afterwards received guidance to rectify it. Additionally, if a learner 

responded with a correct solution, they received feedback that encouraged interactive 

dialogue to flourish and active engagement to continue.  

5.5. Responding to the primary research question 

From the discussion of the three secondary research questions, light can be shed on 

the primary research question: how do teachers use formative assessment during the 

implementation of the Lesson Study cycle in a Grade 8 mathematics class?  

Numerous studies and researchers have shown that the practice of formative 

assessment is highly beneficial in Mathematics Education (Wiliam & Leahy, 2016). 

However, what was most notable in my study is that teachers do not realise the 

significant impact of formative assessment and do not plan formative assessment 

techniques with purpose. For the case of my study, it can be argued that the 

implications of teachers not realising the affordances of planning for and using 

formative assessment are alarming because:  

• formative assessment expectancies and success criteria are not shared with 

the learners, hindering their ability to identify the gap between their current 

mathematical understanding and the desired level.  

• learners cannot interpret feedback successfully, as they are unaware of the 

desired mathematical learning outcomes.  

• mathematics teachers cannot interpret learners' responses adequately 

because, the formative assessment techniques implemented were 

implemented with no purpose and hence, hinder the teaching decisions.  

• without implementing purposeful formative assessment practices, mundane 

and rote activities and exercises are given to learners that do not elicit learners’ 

mathematical thinking and do not collect information on learners conceptual 

mathematical understanding.  
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• mathematics teachers cannot teach for understanding, as they do not collect 

adequate information on learner understanding and, in turn, do not provide 

meaningful feedback and adjust teaching decisions.  

Based on the implications mentioned above, I assert that teachers generally do not 

view and use formative assessment as a powerful vehicle to teach mathematics for 

understanding. 

5.6. Reflection of the theoretical framework and the study 

The two theoretical lenses underpinning my study are the Situated Learning Theory 

(Lewis et al., 2009) and the Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 

2014). They were used to guide my study on how formative assessment techniques 

are used within the context of Lesson Study. These two theories aided me in 

formulating my research questions, identifying the relevant literature to shed light on 

formative assessment practices and organising, analysing and interpreting the 

research findings.  

The Situated Learning Theory presented by Lewis et al. (2009) provided a fertile 

platform for Lesson Study to be situated within. This framework postulates that 

(teacher) learning takes place effectively when it is situated in authentic contexts, 

which in the case of my study is the classroom or the school environment. That is to 

say, instead of simply informing the teachers of the tenets of Lesson Study, the 

Situated Learning Theory (Lewis et al., 2009) allowed for teachers to be exposed to 

the tenets in a practical manner. The teachers were required to collaboratively plan a 

lesson and then were expected to actually teach the lesson.  

Additionally, the Formative Assessment framework presented by Antoniou and James 

(2014) provided theoretical guidance on how formative assessment practices should 

unfold within a lesson and be used to adapt and regulate the teaching and learning 

process. Essentially, this theory guided me in understanding the affordances and the 

formative assessment process. The framework was directly linked to crafting my 

research questions and data collection instruments.  

Using the two theoretical lenses, I collected data in the form of direct observations 

followed by unstructured interviews with the teachers involved. The data collection 

instruments used provided a platform to gain insight into how formative assessment is 
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planned and how it can be used to elicit learners' mathematical thinking. The 

Formative Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014) was used during the 

data analysis to determine whether or not the formative assessment process was 

carried out as intended. The findings from the data collection procedure indicate that 

the teachers did not adequately or intentionally 1) share the formative assessment 

expectancies and success criteria with the learners, 2) use formative assessment 

techniques to gather information on learner mathematical understanding, 3) interpret 

responses from learners adequately and 4) to provide meaningful feedback to develop 

learners mathematical learning.  

5.7. Limitations of the study 

Although undoubtedly valuable, the findings of my study are subjected to certain 

limitations. COVID-19 put many restrictions on schools such as implementing 

rotational timetables stating that only 50% of the school’s learners may be on the 

premises at a time. This, in turn, hindered my ability as a researcher to 1) gain access 

to the school and 2) gain insight into how all the learners responded to the lessons 

being taught. The second limitation of the study is attributed to Lesson Study not being 

institutionalised. Lesson Study and the tenets thereof are a relatively novice practice. 

Therefore, the teachers are still in the process of perfecting the practice of it. The third 

limitation of the study was the time allocation of the Collaborative lesson planning and 

the Lesson presentation and observation. Due to the teachers’ private commitments 

after the Collaborative lesson planning, I could not interview all three of the teachers 

but only one for the first Lesson Study cycle and two for the second Lesson Study 

cycle. The prescripts of Lesson Study state that the teachers who are not presenting 

the planned lesson should observe the lesson to reflect on learner engagement and 

think in the next stage of the Lesson Study cycle. However, because the planned 

lessons took place within school hours, the other two teachers could not observe the 

lessons as they had their own classes to attend to during that time allocation. The 

fourth limitation of the study was the fact that only one out of three teachers presented 

both lessons, as previously mentioned due to time issues, the other two teachers were 

not given a chance to teach the planned lesson but rather Teacher 1 presented both 

lessons. This limitation detracts from the prescripts of Lesson Study as the aim behind 

planning a lesson together to create a shared lesson and not an individualised lesson.  
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The study was a qualitative interpretivist study and used a single case study design. 

The data were collected from only one school with three teachers. This sample is not 

large enough to allow for generalisability. However, the findings are sufficient for me 

to gain insights into the use of formative assessment in the context of Lesson Study.  

5.8. Recommendations for further study 

This study only focused on formative assessment during collaborative lesson planning 

and lesson presentation in Lesson Study. Lesson Study is a teacher development 

practice of teachers collaboratively working together to enhance learner mathematical 

thinking. Further studies can be done with regard to all the five stages of the Lesson 

Study cycle and their respective tenets. Additionally, an exploration of how teachers 

use the information gathered from formative assessment to regulate learning and 

adapt teaching decisions can be done. Lastly, more than two Lesson Study cycles can 

be examined and perhaps, researchers who are interested in the field of study can 

examine a larger Lesson Study cycle cluster, that is to say, more than teachers from 

just one school participating. If teachers from various schools were to participate in 

Lesson Study, the inputs from the teachers on how the lesson should be taught to 

facilitate and develop learners learning would be much greater. A further 

recommendation is to research formative assessment practices across a variety of 

grades, and perhaps even other subjects, and not just Grade 8 and mathematics.  

5.9. Implications 

The study's findings indicate that formal training on formative assessment techniques 

could enhance teachers’ formative assessment knowledge and practices. Additionally, 

formal training on Lesson Study could be beneficial for teachers to understand the 

concept and what it is set to achieve more fruitfully. From the results of this study, it 

can be deduced that if formative assessment techniques are planned for and 

implemented effectively and continually, teachers will be able to teach mathematics 

for understanding, gain insight into learners’ mathematical thinking and provide 

feedback to guide learners to success.  
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5.10. Final reflections 

From the beginning of my career as a mathematics teacher, I have always been 

interested in how we can assist learners in learning mathematics with understanding. 

I have always believed that formative assessment is a way to ensure this. Therefore, 

through the current study, my aspiration was that it would assist mathematics teachers 

in implementing purposeful formative assessment practices within the teaching and 

learning of mathematics. I hope with the use of my study, teachers will provide learners 

with problems, exercises and activities with meaning and not just ‘busy work.’ This 

study has, in turn, had a significant influence on how I currently implement formative 

assessment and the questions I pose to learners. I believe that this study sheds light 

on the significance formative assessment techniques have on the teaching and 

learning process and that mathematics teachers should strengthen their formative 

assessment practices.  

5.11. Conclusion  

In this study, I explored Grade 8 mathematics teachers’ formative assessment 

practices with the Lesson Study cycle. Because this study was a qualitative 

interpretivist study through the single-case study design, it was conducted by 

observing the participants in their natural settings. The theoretical frameworks that 

guided the study were the Situated Learning Theory (Lewis et al., 2009) which is 

centred around learning through participation in authentic contexts; and the Formative 

Assessment framework (Antoniou & James, 2014), which is concerned with the 

process of formative assessment practices.  

The key findings of the study can be summarised as follows:  

• Teachers do not plan for formative assessment. They implement formative 

assessment as the lesson naturally progresses.  

• Learners are not made aware of the formative assessment expectancies and 

success criteria.  

• Feedback to learners’ responses is critical in guiding learners to achieve the 

desired learning outcomes. 

 
 
 

 

©©  UUnniivveerrssiittyy  ooff  PPrreettoorriiaa  

 



96 

These findings and the implications thereof suggest that teachers are not fully aware 

of the affordances that formative assessment practices have to offer. This could be 

attributed to the pressure of teaching for summative purposes and not teaching for 

conceptual mathematical understanding. However, it is salient to note that although I 

cannot make definitive generalisations and conclusions with regard to the study of 

mathematics teachers’ formative assessment practices, I can formulate valuable 

lessons from my study:  

• There is a dire need for teachers to place more emphasis on teaching for 

understanding through the use of formative assessment practices. Teaching 

for a test yields momentary rewards, whereas teaching with formative 

assessment yields conceptual understanding.  

• Planning for formative assessment is as crucial as implementing formative 

assessment. Teachers need to be mindful of the questions that they pose to 

learners and have a reason for providing learners with certain problems. 

• Learners need to be made aware of what is expected of them to achieve the 

desired mathematical learning outcomes. Learning outcomes serve as a ‘map’ 

for learners to follow and take responsibility for their own learning.  

• Feedback is only effective if it is targeted in a timely manner, promotes socio-

mathematical discourse and is actionable. Feedback must encourage learners 

to engage with the lesson and explore their mathematical understanding and 

reasoning.  

• For effective teaching and learning of mathematics to take place, continual and 

purposeful formative assessment must be followed by adaption of teaching 

decisions to meet the needs of the learners.   
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Annexures 

Annexure A: Observation Sheet for collaborative lesson planning 

OBSERVATION SHEET 

STAGE 2: Collaborative lesson planning 

What is discussed 

among the teachers 

involved? 

How are the lesson 

outcomes formulated? 

What types of formative 

assessment are planned 

to be used?  

 

Researcher observation notes 

 

Researcher observation notes Researcher observation notes 
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Annexure B: Observation sheet for lesson presentation and observation 

OBSERVATION SHEET 

STAGE 3: Lesson presentation and observation 

How does a teacher 

communicate the 

expected outcomes of 

the lesson to the 

learners? 

How does the teacher 

implement the decided 

upon formative 

assessment within the 

lesson to elicit learners 

mathematical thinking?  

What is the quality of the 

teachers’ feedback to the 

learners? (i.e. is it timely? is 

it insightful? does it address 

the misunderstandings? 

etc.) 

 

Researcher observation notes 

 

Researcher observation notes Researcher observation notes 
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Annexure C: Interview schedule for Lesson Study cycle 1 

UNSTRUCTURED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 

Lesson Study cycle 1 

STAGE 2: Collaborative lesson planning 

1. How were these lesson outcomes formulated? Were they formulated as a 

group based on what the learners require? Will the lesson outcomes be 

stated to the learners?  

2. Will the teacher presenting the lesson introduce the lesson by explicitly 

stating the lesson outcomes to the learners? 

3. What specific formative assessment questions will the teacher presenting the 

lesson ask? 

4. What will be done for the learners who cannot afford to buy a chocolate or 

forget to bring one? 

STAGE 3: Lesson presentation and observation 

1. Was there a particular reason for having chosen the given example to the 

learners? 

2. What questions did the learners ask you during the lesson presentation? 

3. Why were no examples with different denominators provided? 

4. Do you think the learners achieved the lesson outcome, namely identify the 

denominators as multiples of one another? In other words, identifying the 

LCD. This was a lesson outcome that you planned in the lesson planning but 

was not covered in the lesson. 

5. You managed to address stronger learners and provide them with extended 

opportunities with more complex sums. But what about weaker learners? The 

ones that could not keep up or couldn’t solve the sums by themselves, did 

you do anything to address their needs? 

6. What do you think your strongest/ most effective form of formative 

assessment was? What provided insight into their understanding for you? 

7. What was your actual overall lesson outcome that you wanted to be achieved 

by the end of the lesson?  

8. What do you believe the learners actually did take away from the lesson? 

9. Do you think that your forms of formative assessment were adequate? 
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10. How would you have improved on them? 
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Annexure D: Interview schedule for Lesson Study cycle 2 

UNSTRUCTURED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 

Lesson Study cycle 2 

STAGE 2: Collaborative lesson planning 

1. What are your desired lesson outcomes? What do you want the learners to 

know by the end of this lesson? 

2. How will you check learner understanding? What will you do to make sure 

that they understand? Like what kind of questions would you ask them? 

3. When you get your key takeaways, are you going to address the issues in 

the next lesson? 

STAGE 3: Lesson presentation and observation 

1. What were the planned lesson outcomes? 

2. Do you think that the lesson outcomes were achieved? 

3. Do you think that the formative assessment that you applied was adequate? 

4. Do you promote discussion and sharing of ideas while learners are working 

individually? 

5. Once you have received this information about whether or not learners 

understand like terms, to improve your future teaching? 

6. Do you think that learners are aware of mark allocation? 

7. How do you plan your board work? 
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Annexure E: Declaration of responsibility 

 

 

      

 

PERSONAL DECLARATION OF RESPONSIBILITY  
  

Title of research project: Lesson Study - a teacher development model         

  

1. I/we declare that I am/we are cognisant of the goals of the Research Ethics Committee in the Faculty of 

Education to  

❑ develop among students and researchers a high standard of ethics and ethical practice in the 

conceptualisation and conduct of educational research;  

❑ cultivate an ethical consciousness among scholars especially in research involving human 

respondents; and   

❑ promote among researchers a respect for the human rights and dignity of human respondents in the 

research process.  

  

2. I/We subscribe to the principles of  

❑ voluntary participation in research, implying that the participants might withdraw from the research  

at any time.  

❑ informed consent, meaning that research participants must at all times be fully informed about the  

research process and purposes, and must give consent to their participation in the research.  

❑ safety in participation put differently, that the human respondents should not be placed at risk or  

harm of any kind e.g. research with young children.  

❑ privacy, meaning that the confidentiality and anonymity of human respondents should be protected at 

all times.  

❑ trust, which implies that human respondents will not be subjected to any acts of deception or  

betrayal in the research process or its published outcomes.   

  

3. I/we understand what plagiarism entails and am/are aware of the University’s policy in this regard. I/we 

undertake not to make use of another person’s previous work without acknowledgment or to submit it as our 

own. I/we also undertake not to allow anyone to copy our work with the intention of using it as their own work.  

  

4. I/we understand that the data collected in the course of our research become the institutional property of the 

University of Pretoria and I/we undertake to transfer all raw data and documents related to our research for 

safekeeping as required by the Faculty of Education.  

  

5. I/we understand that any amendment to the approved protocol needs to be submitted to the Ethics Committee 

for review prior to data collection. Non-compliance implies that approval will be null and void.  

  

                                

__________________                        ______________________                                        _____________  

Applicant   Signature  Date    

        

             

___________________                     _____________________                                            ______________  

Supervisor (if applicable)  Signature  Date  

L Neuhoff
 

Dr RD Sekao   (Project leader) 07/09/20

20 

08/09/2020
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Annexure F: Ethics approval 

 

 

Amendment 

Ethics Committee 

28 September 2020 

Miss L Neuhoff 

Dear Miss L Neuhoff 

REFERENCE: UP 19/03/01SEKAO20-01 

We received the proposed amendments to your existing project. Your amendment is thus approved. The 

decision covers the entire research process, until completion of the study report, and not only the days that 

data will be collected. The approval is valid for two years for a Masters and three for Doctorate. 

The approval by the Ethics Committee is subject to the following conditions being met: 

1. The research will be conducted as stipulated on the application form submitted to the Ethics 

Committee with the supporting documents. 

2. Proof of how you adhered to the Department of Basic Education (DBE) policy for research must be 

submitted where relevant.  

3. In the event that the research protocol changed for whatever reason the Ethics Committee must 

be notified thereof by submitting an amendment to the application (Section E), together with all the 

supporting documentation that will be used for data collection namely; questionnaires, interview 

schedules and observation schedules, for further approval before data can be collected.  

Noncompliance implies that the Committee's approval is null and void. The changes may include 

the following but are not limited to: 

• Change of investigator, 

• Research methods any other aspect therefore and, 

• Participants. 

The Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Education does not accept any liability for research misconduct, of 

whatsoever nature, committed by the researcher(s) in the implementation of the approved protocol. 

Upon completion of your research you will need to submit the following documentations to the Ethics 

Committee for your 

Clearance Certificate:  

• Integrated Declaration Form (Form D08), • Initial Ethics Approval letter and, 

• Approval of Title. 

Please quote the reference number UP 19/03/01SEKAO20-01 in any communication with the Ethics 

Committee. 

Best wishes 

 
-------------------------- 

Prof Funke Omidire 

Chair: Ethics Committee 

Faculty of Education 
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Annexure G: GDE research approval letter 
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Annexure H: Title registration 

 

 

  

  
             baatseba.mphahlele@up.ac.za                             Tel.: 012-420 5582     
  

26 October 2020  
  

Student no: 13107799  
  

Ms Lauren Neuhoff laulenneuhoff@gmail.com  

u13107799@tuks.co.za  
  

Dear Lauren  
  

APPROVED TITLE AND SUPERVISOR  
  

I have pleasure in informing you that your approved title and supervisor for the MEd is:  
  

Title: Examining Grade 8 mathematics teachers' formative assessment practices within the 

Lesson Study cycle  
  

Supervisor:  Dr RD Sekao  

Contact details: 012 420 4640, david.sekao@up.ac.za  
  

  

You are advised to acquaint yourself with Regulations in the publication ‘General Regulations and 

information’.  

  

Your registration as a student must be renewed annually before 28 February until you have 

complied with all the requirements for the degree.  You will only be entitled to the guidance of your 

supervisor if annual proof of registration is submitted.  
  

  

Yours sincerely  
  
Baatseba Mphahlele  

  

Mrs Baatseba Mphahlele for 

Dean  
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Annexure I: Permission from district director to conduct research 
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Annexure J1: Letter to the principal 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Eng: Ms L. Neuhoff 

2115 Cura Avenue  

3 Cederberg, 0084 

Email: laurenneuhoff@gmail.com 

Dear Principal  

REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO CONDUCT RESEARCH STUDY  

I am an MEd student at the University of Pretoria, and I am conducting a research 

study titled: Examining Grade 8 Mathematics teachers’ formative assessment 

practices within the Lesson Study Cycle. The purpose of the study is to explore the 

formative assessment practices of Mathematics teachers who implement a 

professional teacher development model known as Lesson Study. This letter serves 

to request your permission for your Mathematics teachers who participate in Lesson 

Study to participate in the afore-mentioned research study.  

If permission is granted, the Grade 8 Mathematics teachers will be invited to participate 

in this study by:  

a) being observed during three of the five stages of the Lesson Study Cycle i.e. 

collaborative lesson planning, lesson presentation & observation and post-

lesson reflection stage. A total of two (2) lessons will be observed and 

audio/video recorded. 

b) being part of the interview session (approximately 30 minutes) that will be 

audio/video recorded.  

c) availing their collaboratively prepared lesson plan for analysis.  

Note that participation of the teachers is completely voluntary and if they agree to 

participate, I will ensure that the following ethical principles are adhered to: 
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• Informed consent: teachers’ consent to participate will be based on their 
understanding of the purpose and process of the study, as I would have 
explained to them.  

• Safety in participation: the teachers will not be exposed to any risk or harm of 
any form because they will not be required to deviate from their day-to-day 
teaching and learning practice.  

• Privacy: The names of the teachers and the data they provide will be kept 

confidential and anonymous.  

• Trust: the teachers will not be subjected to any act of deception or betrayal in 
the research process or its published findings. 

I would also like to request your permission to use the data provided, confidentially 

and anonymously, for further research purposes, as the data sets are the intellectual 

property of the University of Pretoria. Further research may include secondary data 

analysis and using the data for teaching purposes. The confidentiality and privacy 

applicable to this study will be binding on future research studies. 

For any additional information, you may contact me, Lauren Neuhoff, at 082 495 

53078 or my supervisor, Dr RD Sekao, at 012 420 4640 or david.sekao@up.ac.za. 

Yours sincerely  

_______________      ___________________ 

Ms L Neuhoff       Dr RD Sekao (Supervisor) 

 

  

 
 
 

 

©©  UUnniivveerrssiittyy  ooff  PPrreettoorriiaa  

 

mailto:david.sekao@up.ac.za


115 

Annexure J2: Letter to the teachers 

 

 

 

 

Eng: Ms L. Neuhoff 

2115 Cura Avenue  

3 Cederberg, 0084 

Email: laurenneuhoff@gmail.com 

Dear Mathematics teacher  

INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN THE RESEARCH STUDY  

I am an MEd student at the University of Pretoria, and I am conducting a research 

study titled: Examining Grade 8 Mathematics teachers’ formative assessment 

practices within the Lesson Study Cycle. The purpose of the study is to explore the 

formative assessment practices of Mathematics teachers who implement a 

professional teacher development model known as Lesson Study. This letter serves 

to request your participation in the afore-mentioned research study.  

Your participation will involve: 

d) being observed during three of the five stages of Lesson Study Cycle i.e. 

collaborative lesson planning, lesson presentation & observation and post-

lesson reflection stage. A total of two (2) lessons will be observed and video 

recorded. 

e) being part of the interview session (approximately 30 minutes) that will be 

audio/video recorded.  

f) availing your collaboratively prepared lesson plan for analysis.  

Note that your participation is completely voluntary and if you agree to participate, I 

will ensure that the following ethical principles are adhered to: 

• Informed consent: your consent to participate will be based on your 
understanding of the purpose and process of the study, as I would have 
explained them.  

• Safety in participation: you will not be exposed to any risk or harm of any form 
since data will be collected during the normal Lesson Study process, and you 
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will not be required to deviate from your day-to-day teaching and learning 
practice. 

• Privacy: your names and the data you provide will be kept confidential and 

anonymous.  

• Trust: you will not be subjected to any act of deception or betrayal in the 
research process or its published findings. 

I would also like to request your permission to use the data you will provide, 

confidentially and anonymously, for further research purposes, as the data sets are 

the intellectual property of the University of Pretoria. Further research may include 

secondary data analysis and using the data for teaching purposes. The confidentiality 

and privacy applicable to this study will be binding on future research studies.  

For any additional information, you may contact me, Lauren Neuhoff, at (082 495 

53078) or my supervisor, Dr RD Sekao, at 012 420 4640 or david.sekao@up.ac.za. 

Yours sincerely  

______________      ___________________ 

Ms L Neuhoff       Dr RD Sekao (Supervisor) 
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Annexure K1: Letter of consent – school principal 

 

 

 

 

Eng: Ms L. Neuhoff 

2115 Cura Avenue  

3 Cederberg, 0084 

Email: laurenneuhoff@gmail.com 

Dear Ms Neuhoff 

LETTER OF CONSENT TO CONDUCT THE RESEARCH STUDY 

I,…………………………………….., principal of 

……………………………………………, voluntarily and willingly permit Ms L Neuhoff 

to conduct a research study titled: Examining Grade 8 Mathematics teachers’ 

formative assessment practices within the Lesson Study Cycle. I understand that 

the participation of the Grade 8 teachers in the afore-mentioned study to which I am 

consenting will involve: 

a) being observed during three of the five stages of the Lesson Study Cycle i.e. 

collaborative lesson planning, lesson presentation & observation and post-

lesson reflection stages. 

b) being part of the interview session (approximately 30 minutes) that will be 

audio/video recorded.  

c) availing the collaboratively prepared lesson plan for analysis.  

I declare that I understand the purpose of the study and that you subscribe to the 

ethical research principles, including the following:  

• Informed consent 

• Safety  

• Privacy, confidentiality and anonymity  

• Trust 

In addition, I grant the University of Pretoria permission to use data provided for this 

study, confidentially and anonymously, for further research purposes, as the data sets 
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are the intellectual property of the University of Pretoria. Further research may include 

secondary data analysis and using the data for teaching purposes. The confidentiality 

and privacy applicable to this study will be binding on future research studies. 

Given the above information, I give consent for our participation in the study.  

_______________________________  ___________________ __________________ 

 (Name and surname) Signature Date  
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Annexure K2: Letter of consent – teacher as participants 

 

 

 

 

Eng: Ms L. Neuhoff 

2115 Cura Avenue  

3 Cederberg, 0084 

Email: laurenneuhoff@gmail.com 

Dear Ms Neuhoff 

LETTER OF CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE IN THE RESEARCH STUDY 

I,………………………..……….., a Mathematics teacher 

at……………………………...…………, voluntarily and willingly agree to participate in 

the research study titled: Examining Grade 8 Mathematics teachers’ formative 

assessment practices within the Lesson Study Cycle. I understand that my 

participation in the afore-mentioned study to which I am consenting will involve: 

d) being observed during three of the five stages of The Lesson Study Cycle i.e. 

collaborative lesson planning, lesson presentation & observation and post-

lesson reflection stages. 

e) being part of the interview session (approximately 30 minutes) that will be 

audio/video recorded.  

f) availing the collaboratively prepared lesson plan for analysis.  

I declare that I understand the purpose of the study and that you subscribe to the 

ethical research principles, including the following:  

• Informed consent 

• Safety 

• Privacy, confidentiality and anonymity 

• Trust  

In addition, I grant the University of Pretoria permission to use the data I will provide 

for this study, confidentially and anonymously, for further research purposes, as the 

data sets are the intellectual property of the University of Pretoria. Further research 
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may include secondary data analysis and using the data for teaching purposes. The 

confidentiality and privacy applicable to this study will be binding on future research 

studies. 

Given the above information, I give consent to voluntarily participate in the study.  

_______________________________  ___________________ __________________ 

 (Name and surname) Signature Date  
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Annexure L: Integrated declaration 
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