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Abstract

This research was intended to (1) compare the achievement of Prathomsuksa
Five students in learning fraction after teaching with the procedure of constructing
conceptual thinking and the conventional teaching method, (2) compare the interest of
Prathomsuksa Five students in leaming fraction after teaching with the procedure of
constructing conceptual thinking and the conventional teaching method, (3) compare the
achievement of Prathomsuksa Five students in leaming fraction as shown before
teaching with the procedure of constructing conceptual thinking and after, (4) compare
the achievement of Prathomsuksa Five students in leaming fraction as shown before
teaching with the conventional teaching method and after. _

The samples of this study comprised 60 Prathomsuksa Five students of the Ban
Yantakhoa School during the second semester of the academic year 1999. This
experimental study was of a Randomized Control Group Pretest — Posttest Design. The
research instruments used were a mathematical achievement test with reliability levels at
.88, a interest in mathematics test with reliability levels at.72, mathematics teaching
plans with the procedure of constructing conceptual thinking and the conventional
teaching plans. The statistical analysis of data was performed by means, standard
devitions, and t-test.

The research findings were as follows :

1. Students who are taught with mathematics teaching w_ith" the procedure of
constructing conceptual thinking achieve higher than those lcafrling through the

conventional teaching method with the significant at .001 level.
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2. Students who are taught with mathematics teaching with the

procedure of constructing conceptual thinking had better mathematics interest than those

learning through the conventional teaching method with the significant at .05 level.
3. Students who are tanght with mathematics teaching with the
procedure of constructing conceptual thinking significanily showed in the posttest a
higher level of achievement than that in the pretest at.00! level.
4, Students who are taught with mathematics teaching with the
conventional teaching method significantly showed in the posttesta higher level of
achievement than that in the pretest at .001 level.

(6)





