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The Application of Theory of Didactical Transposition into

Geography Instruction: Focusing on Theory of Didactic Situation™
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D IO A ek w4EhA Rkl $s L, Gérard Vergnaud®] 7id% o &, Guy Brousseau”t AIAIg
A¥a}2(Theory of didactic situation), Yves Chevallard7} AJAI$E w<=8F4] ¥HELZ(Theory of didactic transposition)
=51o] 0l7812] HZ(Anthropological Theory of Didactics) 522 AT} Guy Brousseau: Piaget2] ¢1X]o|Z9]
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J51aL, A ol A QIx1A 915a} o] IpAoA] WAsh= ShgS Wk AAAoR 2Asto] n4tha AES AAlst
%At} Brousseau®] w4-8H4 S22 Plaget®] A-g-oll 23t 814, Bachelard®] QIAEA Aol 7Hd, B Z3H oFs &
N ZA milieus HIFOR 8le], n=0f 5150 AAA AJA, 2|49 QIAE, 181 dh5E A-§(adaptation) ¥} ¥
(acculturation)®] Aoz Hi= ol 28L& Frt, H|ip4 (adidactical) AolA9 om0l 34 A3} the 3
o5 w4 A Poks S WAL 0RO M-S ZXSHEE s flaf, A8 913t 2 o2 A o] (devolution)
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¥el

FR0{: w3k WHERE, w4shd AJSME, Brousseau, Milieu, 2, ¥8

4
o
2 [

2 o2 K Ok O
Oo{(i:‘l
_{
i

[
il

[
>~

o rlo

2o

Abstract : Didactics in France has developed through Gérard Vergnaud’s Theory of conceptual fields, Guy Brousseau’s
Theory of didactic situation, Yves Chevallard’s Theory of didactic transposition and Anthropological Theory of
Didactics et al. Guy Brousseau firstly suggested didactical theory of French didactics, namely the theory of didactic
situation which emphasize the role of situation in building knowledge, systematical cognitive behavior within situation
and learning through this situation, Depending on the theory of learning by adaptation of Piaget, hypothesis of
epistemological obstacle of Gaston Bachelard, the concept of milieu which contains all cultural knowings. the theory
of didactic situation defines learning as combination of adaptation and acculturation, and emphasize devolution
as a condition for adaptation and institutionalization as a condition for acculturation.

Key Words : Theory of didactical transposition, Theory of didactic situation, Brousseau, Milieu, Adaption, Acculturation
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o ShLFe] AFBI2| Aol chE AL AL WistE| e
uf) A :=%] H3Kinstitutional transposition) .2 UHks}
Elol ek, ALl 27 o], ALBl] o 5"
LAESA 7] gata v A AR 52 1 50| Wt
EJo]Aop 8 T AESe A “Aojol 8 27t 9)
ok 2RSS EE A=A S0l A-3517] flehiil=
H 3w o] K] AL, 34 = o HoF SFaL T2 AL A - H o A
ofgit}. o5 W, AAIEHE, A2 EAL = So7Eol
ARSI 258HA] GIARS: SIS AAKSE 2Bk S]] o3
AutA o = BAIE Y T2 Ao SREeld da
7holch... )2 M AL 7|4 9] R AL A7)
3 @) o olsj7ksskaL, h2skE AL JEjar A
o Wake 42 2 AP} UolAl i) st
51 HET, S5 EAGR: AAE ofe] Jele oty
ol x| 4]9] 222 opA] & AR A] $F2 A=A T
24 igte] B 1) WSk A A
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A 1A Ho
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III, w4=shd ASE(TDS) Y]
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1. B4EHE ABE(TDS)2| OI2H vz

1) TDSQ| m4—sHa2tat QIAIZX HiZ
o]%. kAol A Brousseau®} WTHAS
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+ ol A% (institution)S7+2] 48+
(connaissance 9] gRato] EATE 270 th3) 15}
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HHH 2ol A& 2|42 0 2 WA A A =1,

O\j- = 1
o] o|2& 8} X] Educational Studies in Mathmathics2)

E 5 (Laborde et al,, 2005) == 2009 Susan School
9] L 2 A of| A (Margolines et al., 2011) YEFE 714
] QAL 1997d0= FolmE STESL
TH(Brousseau, 1997).

Borosseaur= Z1E%4 Q] Q14
5]—94 /U@]X‘l’ ﬁ 7(4 %PHEQ s
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W9} dH5o 7@,%5]—93\\:}(Ouvr1er—Buffet 2024:2). &
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AL AL _53] Sl AFS A E, BalA AL
S8 7k A4S B A4S o)A TSR
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SRR E R % ol U B3
"1 2B A, A S S set2
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1997:214)2}31 AJA| BT}, TDSE o] S Eaf m4=3H4] A
S ot s3] HAS 7HA AL A E AL B8
Aol & o,

L
L

o3 TDS Y| F-83t 7| 252 shute] o5 ol of
3} A 0ol A FE] ElLF=T], Piaget 2 HE| £ \j:}% 6‘}

Upe] 2}9lo 24 ARRS APy B 121
W0 M 55} Ao u}?t BlLke] Abgto) 11, savmr(Z] A))
WAF 23 s o 2 A Al oA ojt]ef] ©
Ferror) 7} $i= A& A3k 2] A4Ro|eHOuvrier-
Buffet, 2024:3-4).

Ouvrier-Buffet(2024:4)= o2 s}A}=2]
A TDS7} 188k A 71A] 714 7HAA] &)
sl=t|, 217 E]'E‘-Tq' 71'1:]'

- Bachelard.—] 11'0401]
Bachelard @] ZF¢jofA o] Z% Sk connalsance(o") oA
7|\ks}e] k58 Biatolu ) o] A 2] connaisance($)
o WL b s ROl o] 2

= Z}oll(obstacle) Q] 7| E-& Asta, T =2

7| $fstol 0] ke ol

o] 4yahgo] et A

o7} gl miliewr} SHAYEo] HESH]

L= B31A connaisance(8})S SHJ oA

Sk
T JoEE Bys] BRESIHE 42 4

i->

2z29

I e
L e nﬂo

e
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O ROor o e
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>

o|& Q8] TDS=
d, (Artigue et al., 2014:48)
ejaict.

Za% 944 B4 T gk

th ol vl 7= 4

AN
T

TDSO] 3 A 528 54 45131 1 914 o] 712
oli= FiJolc}. ool A olejg oAl e TR Ao

FHE=y, Eﬁ] Bachelardfﬂ Q1] 23} epistemological
W% Ak ol
S}H(fundamental situation) 7|'g
2] 2of| o BA)S 7]- & At (Artigue et al.,
. Brousseau(1997:83)+= QIA|22] A A 9] %}

B2 0 F o] Zo]F9H Bachelard®] A

g0 gt
%]'Oﬂ A 5
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oA
o 2| ow
& Al (forms of knowledge) o EH SIRARSS
spolck )3 Folxl o] 2 A
S2| A4 2 1 7o] 1 9
o] 27 AN G LA = ol
TDSO|A] Fa3k 7 ¥7
A UrEP’h:} A A& -2]9]
£ ol of® A, 22 x4 ¢
o] 73}‘?_}?5 = 578 lojof mj- o& A o)L, T I
22 epgzte] Al & olah= Zoltt. o] et &
Ao g o] AF3l(situation of action), &A1&} AF3k
(situation of formalization) 12|17 E}Z3}2] AF3Hsituation
of validation)o]2h= 4] 714 5431 AF3e] e} 7h9] 1
5 53l TDSo| A HEg = of Flch
Al R Fadt EAL 9 QIXA A 53
adaptation(%]-2-)¥} acculturation(H-g)olgh= F 7}A|
1174 o] Aol ARk Aot} WA adaptationof] 23, “o}
S QITMALEIZ} Sk AR H 2, of 23 2Rl
< oPI8k= milieud]] A4S H-3A 0 2H] SHERITL
(Brousseau, 1997:30)2}1 341510, Brousseau] B2
Plaget'l A]i;,]— EﬂHHb‘]- :L)S/H = _lgoq_,_r,]- j_E{L} OI
8- uto g2 z|A19] AL ZESF}R] 9kl acculturation
o] 75Ick. 5AT] 45 felol 018 o) kg A}
B30 R BT, BopHeR Y el AEse
2 3HslE 2)4), & ZEkAof| A “savoirs”2FL B2 ¢4
L 40] At AN Loz 48] ez wshA
7%= A 0] acculturation®] -4 o|tH(Brousseau, 1997).
ub ko 2 TDSS] a3 B2 sHe] % 7h4 o)
A 218 Aolgt wAte] A3zt AdECks Rol
5 7HA] Q1A1A Q1 adaptation} acculturation;
WA 8}od, a-didactical situation?} milieud] 7| HS &
3t adaptation®] I} oflA] WA= SHAJe]A| devolution
(devolution& o] Al A& Q] oAAA Hgle] o]9]
2} 20 91912 Eolol, ueh 32el7) ojuj7} BalA
oF2 A Q ol = A5} 2] ¢kl devolution . & F A5},

1m

‘__|

g
%

=

o]aFe] 0l 9ol 0|90 2 Wel5 A &) Sok 3
0, st AR} w4 gotolehs S B

acculturation 2] ¥}-% of| A 1A= institutionalization(A|

E=3hE sl Aok
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2) TDSQ| HHZAS 2 Didactic Engineering

Didactic Engineering(©]3} DE) 2] 7jd-2 TDSS} &7
1970 ] Guy Brousseau?| 18} ZZ AN E O] s A]0]
?ltk(Barquero and Bosch, 2015:249). Brousseau(2013)
= A ECRA DEE AHef al 7+ 3] Hof]
AAAZ1 AL 2L oJu|E v o] gt

“DEL= 54519} 745} Apololl 4 L sk 1)1 A2

gojolch. T FHH 0 2 AAE AJEA Hstar o
oo 2 ofA 7k that et A 2 /s &
A=A ZAEDPDP ovl g ‘zﬂﬁlXLEXH

S0} ool A5t S A2 WolSofep 19} 2
2 350 (w43he]) sk §1250] e} (Brousseau,

Michele Artigue= Encyclopaedia in Mathematics Education
7H2022) 2] didactic engineering &0 A Al 2] A7)
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18] 21 TDS o] 29| A DE= Brousseau®]] 2|3}] 0| &o]
1 ATSe| AW eers nejs) gfstel, el
nstolab AW ek T3] Slat shtel
3tz T2 A E 9] —‘?'——‘?‘—0]‘)41:}_’1"’_ B 7}= e} 2 Brousseau
Al 0] o] 2e LEBFHA A3 BEHS YRRIE}
ke Akt o) QLo A, Aol oA 7]
S47 0|24 WSS FEelIA ST, 012 4
o 3ot 4502 oy 1A} mefaloirtn alshct

(Brousseau, 2013:4; Barquero and Bosch, 2015:250). ~1
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2] 11 Michele Artigue(2008)+= DEE 31L}2] o1 2
© & Aetslgt), 122 DE7} 7] A o] 21 o] 24 7}

AEL FEska 12|11 31Lte] ‘phenomenotechnique’
(BA}714: Gaston Bachelard®] 7]'d)24] & w43H4]
HAFE AAIBHE S]] mAet A ATelA] 1

A
= RS
2 9&-g 517] wj&o]|tk(Barquero and Bosch, 2015:

Barquero and Bosch(2015:251)¢] ¢]5HH DE+= 712
A A WG E Ao e o] 14 Tl
T} A A A B, 22 1 AR 22 1 5
4 w3} ehgstel ) o] R AR, o) v
714) o) AIBS B noe A7 £E 4 o

23R o] v7hA S Aate chaa ek
(Barquero and Bosch, 2015:251, 719 4 &x).

DES] 24el 3A) S P masty 2
=2 YAA71E o8] & E4 (preliminary analysis)©]
el gzt], 22 o] Hhz W83 1AL st
E9J8 B ol et QA2 A, e sk ot

% Thgol WABHE A7) 3o ofs) Al g e 2
Aol59) BPE S Eaklh ol A7 7Hlo] B4
3, Fh2 A A 1 5K E g Sl el AEE sk, B
% B P et @Al Joleh SRS Telst
£ 2 golk

w17 £ TIA}elak 4174 £ priori analysis)

rlo

E%n

BE 4514 Aol
Al 01%471] w1 2EASkE] = 2o thgh Rl gofl 483t
. 324814 2 alo] o]0l 4 FElo] 2 4 9lewd, A
202 g2 “Holsrik Bl S gsls}i, 10)3
L oholl A A Al Qo A A Ao gt
E] Z1A 0] o YA e =5 T A1 S AQEt

A A FE ol ol el maek T, 1
of W, el A54e) ol S Eeahe 1ol
o] oA = oA ojuhL Y= A& At =
sajsto] shihe] A 2A0] AR

TJ2]31 upr]uto 2 &5 KL (a psoteriori analysis)
& DE 22|29 49 o] 2tk 1AL o, e,

Aol He W8=0l

<
T
6}
7t 1. oA 24 2
I R 2. AT A 2 .l
7 @gto] H= el fotela, 225} 9l 725251 As}o] ”
o o1o] =7 o212 2 TH RIATHS 86 Y
| olgA aze ddm e Y 5 o &
= A (sequence)
o A7t H
U XI’
o]
T — i
A+HEE
o | YTdwe |
g A
a} 3
A | 4. TYA B4, g3} ea At 3. 4%, g a2l zkE 3 ‘j
S
2 Az 27, FA4, B i vivo' (L) 4] N
2
—‘% =
%:_1 U
_Er'_

8! 4, TDSOIAQ| DE $iptiH=o| 2o

£3A : Artigue, 2014:159.
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2, TDS2| O|EX X2}

1) TDSQ| O|2X 1=

TDS%: Brousseau©] 2]3f| w48} 3-8l
&5 A 1970} 1980 AT 5-9F A w3 it
1990t} E<¢F Brousseau= o| 20| A Milieut}= 7§
(notion) 9] 5 Q/0& 72814131, 2| wshA] A of
(didactical contract)o|gl= 7d-S 7IEs9ic) 1= TDS
Thir ol ol B A 412 2 Aol o7t g)
= ofml AR AT 5 o A, B4ohg
AIA o} Z3HE A o] A Yol TLe]at shte) Skt
ST 99 AAY B A 9] XA 9] nghy}
o]gtal ®th(Brousseau, 2006). £3] 1= EA
waske SR A4 B50 BT 2
L pstoln, A2 A w59 243 99
WIS o7 B9 208 WRae
(Brousseau, 1997:51-52). Z12] 11 1= Z| A3} know-how
7re] S 53l A4 o] P T E Al =

ol

1o

Nl

N
0y

Adrgstal, HAIA

oA, Zja FAHAE XAz mF oA, o]¢F
(devolution) = sk Eok wAe] WES SA5}
5}=d)] 0]-85}% cH(Perrin-Glorian, 1993:34).
Brousseaut= o] £ 7|5 | A st et W oL
R P ELEP ECERINEE PRI
< BAsa 83 F5A7E AA AAAE FASEES
Shi1 123 P ool 2E o] AnkE pig o)
AT o2 A 5S Ael 1ot 22 Bolap
37| w) o] th(Perrin-Glorian, 1993:35). ©| 2}3 of| 4] 2]
42 ol WEolA SAERE s sl 2ol
aL, olsfi7h FAdd 4= qlar, EAE o Qlrkal Ha= Zlo]
Brousseau?] 2| 4]#-o]t}(Brousseau, 1997:62-63). LU=t
Ao ol A4 Shpe] A Sl A 141 A4
B A A o, A= 2] A A lef ofs) -85t
Ao QoA A4 02 A 711 A 413 R0}
o} FcH(Perrin-Glorian, 1993:34).
Brousseau(1999)%= o] 2J3k 2]]2] T20] o7 o] =
of A= A1 A A3 o] 3 S ol A AR
ol 9L, o) % 744 3] ZgeR ol FolA0] o}
231} ZtH(Brousseau, 1999:1-4).

A, T 7 50 §AZY A 7o o iRt AT
o ARSI A W8 A A8} sPA7Te] Fol

A0] ol 25t BRANolekL 11551, 143)

f
LR
Mo X o

=g
-

SRR REEEREN

N
-

Rl
[e]

=
g

>

Yoa

<
\ &

W 4=(teaching), ‘

acculturation

>

25

(adaptation)

I3 5. TDSOIM wa-ah M3

£ : Brousseau, 1999:3; Mangiante-Orsola et al., 2018:148.
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o] o2 APRITE 9 230 4] 2] 22 B 1
A7 Milieu(2H, =4, AF21 4] A F)oll 215512
ZAAA el FaAdo] FFxH ) Piaget= 2-5-3 5
(assimilation) 18] 31
(7|2 Wske A s 4%
O1}, Brouseau= x| 4] 9] 7148 7+217 o|afo] £X] &
I A9 A E= QXA 350 F1. Plaget7} 5

2 st gl M7y, A §) A4 FEE T

fr ﬁ

_\;
X ko

Z & (accomodation) £3

-

]
2

O =
AR o)

gl

S
o
5]

QAL B Ao A= o] R o]FAdE FHERL =
7hol BH4S 2A43t D a7} Qi) Brouseau= Hz}2) 1}

A2 Piagetx] & 7iA 2] & 2 adaptation(Z-5) 0.2 &
T, FARE AR AR A4S 7 B Eel A
7H°10ﬂ o3| ¥ % %|Al2 3+H 3= acculturation(HH
o] 8-S s o3 13 59} 2o]

ﬁ
(e
_g

30
+

H oo
2@ 5 or
U pot

el
Ol
ok
=2

1=Aadidactical) A3}

shte] g o r o] Sy adaptatlom,}
s AT RS ot hte g
acculturation ZZ3H=2 5F= A o] 3}
t}. o] dlof|A] o]%¥(devolution)> 2-5-
BA1a1, 22]3 A =3 acculturation
R ASHH Mangiante-Orsola ef al., 2018:

o oN

o
N
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%
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o
HU i

j_,

=0

>,
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1o > rju
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[RUB)
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o 4o T

SOR P
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SN HEt20| X[2| m40llo ME: i
148-149). E-A]o] TDS= 2=
Al Al el
= At 9
xpholelet o)
Fozn a7 as
7} sk ol el 3
oA 15 4 9L, Lol
ﬂ%ﬂéﬂﬂﬂhA%ﬂ&ﬂﬂ
Perrin-Glorian(1993:43) I
PREESE EEERETE
2 AH 8 72 ek 1212
S5 a7] Sio) 2ual, Lake) ol
3= F-14=7(non-didactic) A3 £33 #]
Aake masislel AT,
R o] A= | 4=2] AFsHadidactic situation)-<
A& otofl A F-1=%](non-didactic) 43| H
808} 1 @ 7} 9Jrp= AE Ratch
A AFBRL- 2=A o) 2 71| 11 WA} LS9 Ao]
ARk, v e o] 2|3k waehA] ool P Ao
2 P5ohe S slolof ek Rl
Perrin-Glorian(1993)& z}Alo] u}elst Brousseau?)
TDSO| FE& tha 719 63 o] A5t £ TDS=

=
H

O
A2 A7

7] $JatsiLke) =

=9 Oﬂfﬂ X]“Ol
ZE

12l

L
1
z

2

Al

i}

B0 Iy ox T o

g
1o o

>
)
Jﬁ _10{1

E3) 2 w48

12 ki

H] a4=3HA A W2EHA LS
- #¥F
Ti FA
mil «—— T
lew | 4 NN EL))
retroaction

A

34 contract

38 6. Perrin—Glorian0| M|A|

Z*] : Perrin-Glorian, 1993:44.
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o) QA Bl WA ST A0 228 e 2] ojal) TREL, of Asold 4 Tt 7}
TlollA| A2 AR ook Sl of | AN, 150l 2Alsie o= 1 mAleh s ol 550 3
AIBIE ofE, EAS waskd FARS o|a|stALH 7} Qlek. 1E5-8 didactic contract(<~8H2] Ao, T}
d&slrE 2L 7aka fdL Alasict a8l A 2 A o]| A A<48}A|HE didactic contract= 2 ]S FHI5}
T MeollA] TDSE o] B et A 715 = wies] Aok ojulsiAl ghom, Bulkk s
o] £A4& &8st 1Eal 183l 713 E AlFete 4 2 A ko] & Erfiti= 4 18 A st A=
e Zr). didactic contractE AFE-5F-2) ol &8l A2t 3
el A RlolA ol WS AR E A AziEele] e A B AZEe aasy
o] 2R A=, 24, Q1A ET AZAAA AP B avt 35} QoA -2 7F 1T 4= e MRS 45 2] 4]
)t} & vl w42 Al3Hadidactic situation)©f| 4] milieu O] 2712 k55H= BlLte] BRI O Z A vl nrE] A3
9} A o] A5 28-S Asly], warsha] ARRS vl (adidactic situation)2 FAFSIC). B2 AFSRS milie,
b4 e wA o) Ak S AAA o] A d et OARAN Ao Aeshs 1A E, 181 tEdte = 54
Uch= Aol of oz} T1a| 3 upx] Aol o BA| o]7]= X]of 2]
Mangiante-Orsola ef al.(2018:149-150)2 o] 23+ Z & AoEl= AAH, sl Aldoz 1HEE £x qith
A8 vtedsto] wpsha AMSEE o] A S & o 1) (Mangiante-Orsola et al., 2018:149-150).
AEHA 28] Z3- o7 19 73} ZHo] AJA| L, AR H| 1 4=8HA ALSlol| A A= 3R} milieu?te] THA|
gt AEE AT of7]ol A wgEkA AR DAL of tfjsfl E= PG EE FH R ETHEY Ao df
H]
i

2| adsas (0 BHHEA

Py A} .

T 3

6_11-

Z]

2

A}

54 didactical

contract

> WA SRS AERE

(o@D (D

= 7}23 A4o] dHoE Amo}

sh4 x4

~» AR} Miliew Apole] )5 Ajel S Afole] A5

I YAR=ZA Y A4l oigt <2

: BHAY Q] milieu?} AT AL = Ao Tt
I8 7, us

£ : Mangiante-Orsola et al., 2018:150.
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3 RS shAok S, miliewE $FHAL B ol
S5Ol 48 57 919 ol2ia g ol et B
o}, ofuff WAk= SAY O] x| Aof thsf &L QAT SHE S
o) milieu®}e] 21| A5 21-8-2 913, BIAEA B4
3+ milieu7k2] TAE 913} SIS AA WS HH o=
'd7]:=tl ©]& devolution(®] )] 2aL Fhrt

HARE 49 Aol 224G FE37] sfol Ee 4
Zoll AAE #A517] flstoimiliend} T 2H-8-2 8L,
1A} milieut o] TA| 1211 5}AY €] 2] A of T <
gk 293 S (7)) B O ARIOA 2= o
7HA] A|9FE4] constraint (o) 2F 14
U 51l 7FEA] = A4S A O R R E B
A APALO] A A0 B EE Sk ofuf s A
AL milieu 9o A Q] AE-LS 185} A 2L X AL
ARSI WAl 02 7o) 8l 4 aated), = stk
C1E Altake] Ae kg oA, 27} e A of
ojtjo]E &A13]) W21 18] 11 milieu?] =8l 117

94 232 7 Z =

sheiA AES Sars) e
DSOS 8 g 4 a142 919 82 53 41t
= 71z Ao 4 X sHA Ueldth(Brousseau,

2006; Perrln—Glorlan, 2008).

2) TDSQ| £HA|

Brousseau= A}A12] W48k o] 28 o FLo 2 U715 %
A] Theory of Didactical Situations in Mathematics(1997)
ol A Zpilo] BIAIR] aLadha] Atshol 22 FofH Al
Aol ZFAISHA AAITE HE Qe 714 A4 € TDS 9]
Als 3520l 4% B4 2K(formulation) 9] 4=, St
(validation) @] A}80 2 A|A|5FaL 18] 3l o 7] of =75}
o:] A =3}o] AFBRS A ABtc). o] Z A B w4shA AF
22 axb7) o] o] £o] HwH1997d ol 2o A 4
o] A WA HAE =floleh= 2ol JlofA o] & 3t
S 5THA = H7] %= g}, Brouuseau”} o] 2|3 AIE
AN 32217} R 8le}. 2 Brousseau7} 7Fek = AYe)
olze] W) 22| AE WS oJupRst ER
0]']:]'

¢} o 4] Perrin-Glorian(1993)©]L} Mangiante-Orsola
et al.(2018)°] A|AZF A9, TDSOA F23F A2 4]
A ;) ool A ke Wl A 49A =
7} oloi Al WA ARgHe] FRolTh LAoA )

ofa) Al HA0] A9 FRT AL SIS Be
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X HE20| X|2| mollo] ME: u4dty ME2RE Ao
AL ol 9Bk ATt 12)7 o] oA THYE)
aWslol w2 2] 210 stk 1213 Ao
el Aol iz A7 47 shae] siol 1Rlsted
oI AU AR ol o 140 Ao
Quksisis Zlolck Wl Aol H7pe] shyEo]
A Ak |71 Aol devolutlonolfq, ojuf sP¥= &
22 9] 3 9] 35 (action), & A SHformulation), B}

SH(validation)o]t}. o]t B 950l o]ojA w2 A
ol A g2 7§ Q14| gl(connsisonce) ol Al 541 2] 2] 4]
(savoir: knowledge) © 2 U= 3397} institutionalization
o] it} 42|51, Brousseau(1998)+= LA 7 9H2] o] 3
otof| A H]n4=8hA Z-8-(adidactic functioning)S- 3-8
5= Jj o] =2H-8 A|oFiT}: devolution, the adidactic
situation(an action situation, a formulation situation, a
validation situation © & 1A %), 18] 21 WA} A1Y] ul>
£ = w48k 2H-S instututionalization(A =8} 0]
THOuvrier-Buffet, 2024:6). ©]= v} © & Brousseau”}
A A B 1=ERA AFsEE o] ThA| = adidactic situation]
3HA 2} didactic situation 2] 1¢HA| (Institutionalization)
£ xZgoto] BT 4TA| 7} Eo) washa) k2ol A] 5t
S AP A=2] of7t FaskA AEskaL wAk
E A1ES 5t o] &o] 7FA|4L, Brousseau(1998)=
14| ¢h+= adidactic(R] al2]) AF=-o] T
74419] A2 o]n)S 7hgic. ofu) sfLte) of
of thgt A I35 Y 2 & | 7] = devolution(©]
F)o] ZQ3}a1 o] A o] didactic contract®] LA AR
|2 © ket
Brousseau(1998)+= o] 2|8} 1l
@¥(connaisance) ¥} X] 4] (savoir) 2]
7} gro] ArRiet. 3 WA v
Aol FE-S 5o 4
5 o 200
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ok 1912 Bh lolch Eigate] Tl 4 Al 1

A 4EsHrt 22l o) e T A SR
8|3 L FAL BN S B WS A |5o]

ehsie] 718k o] uhs- Fasith. oj2fat o)
ol A Ehsiel B 2715} 7ol kL g,

le*tﬂ o3t AFolgt v u4=3}4] (adidactic) ‘474101]*1
5 A Bdete] %), wAks dasioh 4
% =7gstaL, AgFEgst] Al EAsk=t, EA}—
Y FEAR 285 2YARA ALS Sfof Fhck wAf
L oo 2 AJSof| A4=-S 78l w6kl ), & Al3) B

o3} 2] ZA 3ol A] AFR-E SHIE-2] 9(connaissance)

Atoll ejsf 2]

situation)2] devolution(¢]

%= 21 = d| w484 AFSH(adidactic
o)1} 9f(connaissance)2]
gslo] 253t} = SPYE
A ook WA 2] institutionalization®]= #10]
oF. e o] AR A8} £k 28 Fohe

Q7S e Qo g WA= o IE A F QIR
dal B lol Hg sfobet .

AIH o o3t TDSS] 4TtA oA &= gfe

Wele debind) o] & Fashe & 19} e,

institutionalization®] &
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Ay

SRt \

_ A =S
Efa} =2t
. _ Al i
-> 9l(connaisance) > #] 4{(savoir)
ﬁ -8 (acculuturaion)

a8 8, TDse| g™ 7

88511, 1213 22l 71818 AR SUe 2
TDSOJA o] Bl 21
(8h<Q] FtE-olt}. Brousseau= XAy} 9FL LHSFI=
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Q19 212 /4 o] AafEoln, TX]"‘E_‘
< Foko] @7iQIs) gestE A
knowledge) o]t} A} 1= A1) A o= A
o E3 A}8]2 2|4o] o], sHaA %|4]
AJof| AF-S-5ITH(Artigue et al., 2014:54).
12]3 TDSO| A F838F -2 9] I 3}t didactic
situation¥} adidactic situation®|c}. adidactic situation
& gubA] vl agAolgta MoaiA|yl, R =
Gk Qs BA] Apspolek Eolul, Aol gk
WG Holehs o]} ofi), A BEo] AHEaA
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=
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U
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pul

502 1347} TDSE T4 1ol A5
QAR A A] AT P AL AL R ol

(epistemological obstacle) 2} didactic contracto]t}.
Q1412 Hohe AL Hakasiold Tty 2)4)
o] YEoQAY FEsh= YUES AHs7] 919t 7
© 2 A] Gsaton Bachelard”} Q14| 20| It & HE=A| ¥]=
WS AAs7] Slel AlAISHATH Schneider, 2020:276).
Bachelard= o] 2 A1}skA A}10] Mado| 3 2 &
K& 28 AAES Behe YA ATl Hojet 12
Z|o] W2E FALo 2 AdstalA} 31 th Brousseau=
Q.57 (error) o] AJEf ol AR WSS 2P AFORA o]t
Ol1A)|2 A Aloflo] HE-E W4EHA g oz v

aa

L=iye]

ﬂJO

o

“20f k2 otz FA]0] At Ei 9elo] oh]et &
3le] el 12l 1 o HES AT Ao @
A A A e vhed) A AT A 0% 2R AL

A A Alof o3t EJ—}O]E}(Brousseau, 1997). Brousseau
= A A1/ o] Al A e B = WA A ol
(ontogenic obstacle), W= A|AH] Q] Hefoful o]Esl=
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ol A oS g AL uhizo] Hofd 4 9]
£ 9]4] 22 Aol|(epistemological obstacle) 2 J-E-5]H
A, ofe] 71A] Aol whe Aolioll 751tk (Schneider,
2020:276). Brousseau”} 714 3251 91 A 2 4] Alofjal=
e Aol o B E A old RAE
748 %= qlont, alX) 2 B ApslelA|E 250 At
AR AR
“12] 31 Brousseau®] o] 2o 4] YR E] FR 3 3
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g, —’FEJ, @HL T ar H e () Sofl thgt a4 ol
(Brousseau et al., 2020:197), o] 2|3} 34 o] ZHA 2 w4
S Aol A SRk ) I S-S ek A
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1 Attt didactic contracty= # o] El= 7id 3t
glsto] mAke} SO A5 7t A58 2ddh= skt
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dl, Hersant and Perrin-Glorian(2005:119)-2 t}-23} 7to]
A g gt 5ol k=, DC g0l o4l
71t e AARS O] YHEY] set@} aAto] 23] 7]l &]
L S5 919 setzA] AR, A 7] 4 2
The Macro, the Meso, the Micro-contract & 2 L E- &=
287V 4 L, o|2ie SEEL Tk Al 27
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_1‘2. E.OH ] OHX
Al = ES A3 Topare
Eubx fpe) 3 Pl of
ojd o = Jourdan &3} 71

PAL B3l ou|2A B

Sol U ABE /) SIa) 24
= 2l AR HUS| 85

ru{m

2 St ?:ij/}}'__i fﬂﬂa}(x] 7]50}715 S}A]9, Brousseau
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