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ANNOTATION

The goal of the reasearch “Improvement of phonematical perception between 

first and second grade students with learning disorders” is to theoretically and 

empirically investigate and develop phonematical perception methods for first and 

second grade students with learning disorders to improve student grades and proper 

integration in class.

Bachelor thesis is divided into two parts: theoretical and empirical. Theoretical 

part includes study of phonematical perception, learning disorders and description of 

first and second grade students. Empirical part consistsof a research where improved 

phonematic perception is developed and by using the method of children product 

analysis several tests and essays of students are analyzed, and school’s speech therapist 

was interviewed to find out what kind of methods are used with these students.

As a result conclusions ar drawn about empirical research process, obtained 

results and student development.

Keywords:

Improvements of phonematic perception, learning disorders, first and second 

grade students.
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