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This research aimed to 1) compare the analytical thinking competency of
Mathayomsuksa 2 students by using the 6 hat thinking question learning management of
Edward De Bono and traditional learning management, 2) compare the students’
attitude toward the mathematics learning substance grdup using 6 hat thinking question
learning management of Edward De Bono and traditional learning management.

The 60 samples, obtained by purposive random sampling, was composed of
Mathayomsuksa 2 students of Thammachotsuksa School, Doembang Nangbuat District,
Suphan Buri Province. They were divided into 2 equal groups: experimental group and
control group; each group consisted of 30 students. The former group used the 6 hat
thinking question learning' management of Edward De Bono and the latter group used
traditional learning management. The instruments used were a learning management
plan, an analytical thinking competent test, and an attitude test regarding the
mathematics learning substance group.

The data was analyzed to calculate mean (i), standard deviation (S.D.), and
t-test dependent group.

The findings were as follows:

1. the students’ average score of the experimental group was higher than that

of the control group at a level of .01 significant difference.

2. the Mathayomsuksa 2 students’ attitude toward the six hat thinking
question learning management of Edward De Bono was higher than that of the

traditional method at a level of .05 statistical significance.





