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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to compare the learning achievement in science
topic ‘ECOSYSTEM’ for Mathayomsuksa | students between learning from Computer
Assisted Instruction Program and the conventional instruction for the purpose of opinion
of students using Computer Assisted Instruction Program .

The sample consisted of 470 Mathayomsuksa | students of NamPongsuksa
school Amphur NamPong, Changwat Khon Kean, learning in the second semester
of 1995 acadamic year, selected by The Simple random sampling technique, the
second semester of the total of the students were randomly assigned into an
experimental group and a control group. The experimental group of 27 students studied
from Computer Assisted Instruction Program and the control group 27 students studied
from the conventional instruction. The pretest- posttest control group design was used in
this study.

The instruments used in this study were Computer Assisted Instruction Program

on topic of ‘ECOSYSTEM’ for Mathayomsuksa | students, developed by the researcher,



N
Program was 89.64 / 80.10 and effectiveness index was 0.67, the pretest- posttest
set of 40 items for the achievement test with the reliability value 0.61. The data
analyzed and the questionaire for the experimental group learned by Computer
Assisted Instruction Program with the reliability value 0.78 .

The resuits of the study in learning achievement on science ‘ECOSYSTEM’
for Mathayomsuksa | students learning from Computer Assisted Instruction Program
was higher than the students in the control group studying from the conventional
instruction at level of significant .05 .

The experimental group had a good opinion, satisfied and enjoyed with using the
Computer Assisted Instruction Program in learning and must be used the Computer

Assisted Instruction Program in other subjects.



