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ABSTRACT 1 8 7 07 5

This study aimed to 1) examine the students’ leamning environments; 2) study the students’ levels of
decision on choosing tutoring centers; 3) compare the students’ levels of decision on choosing tutoring centers in
relation to their personal factors; 4) compare the students” levels of decision on choosing tutoring centers in relation to
their leamning environments; 5) investigate the relationship between the students’ personal factors and their leaming
environments; and 6) determine the feasibility of investing in a tutoring business in Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya Province.
The data was gathered from 400 parents and students of schools in Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya District. The research
instruments were a questionnaire and an interview. Statistical analysis was performed in terms of frequency,
percentage, t-test, F-test, and the Chi-square . The findings were as follows:

1. The leaming environment examination indicated that the students attended tutoring programs because

. they wanted to revise and receive summarized contents of subjects. They preferred to have tutoring on Saturdays and
Sundays with reputable instructors with 5 years of experience or more .

2. Curriculum management, and places and locations affected the students’ decision the most. Tuition fees
highly affected the decision, while supplementary services moderately affected the decision.

3. Differences in the students’ gender and school types yielded difference in their levels of decision on
choosing tutoring centers concerning tuition fees. Differences in their age, educational background, and GPA yielded
differences in their levels of decision on choosing tutoring centers concerning tuition fees and supplementary services.
Differences in the parents’ income yielded differences in their levels of decision on choosing tutoring centers
concerning tuition fees, places and locations, and supplementary services. Differences in the parents’ occupation
yielded differences in their levels of decision on choosing tutoring centers concerning curriculum management, tuition
fees, and supplementary services with a statistically significant level of 0.05.

4. Difference in the students’ preferred lesson time yielded differences in their levels of decision on
choosing tutoring centers concerning curriculum management and supplementary services. Difference in the students®
decision on choosing tutoring centers concerning instructors yielded differences in their levels of decision on choosing
tutoring centers concerning tuition fees and supplementary services with a statistically significant level of 0.05.

5. The sfudents’ gender, age, educational background , parents’ monthly income, types of schools, GPA,
reasons for tutoring, and the parents’ occupation related to the students’ learning environments .

6. It was feasible to invest in a tutoring business in terms of marketing since there were more students who
are interested in tutoring programs than those who did not need tutoring. In terms of financial analysis, an investment
period of 3 years, 10 months, and 26 days resulted in the discounted payback period of 4 years and18 days. Assuming a
discount rate of 8 percent, the net present value equaled 427,957 baht. The internal rate of return equaled 20.47 percent
which was higher than bank interest rate of 8 percent. The benefit-cost ratio was equal to 1.5519.





