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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were 1) to compare science achievement and
satisfaction with learning between cooperative learning and inquiry cycle ; 2) to compare
science achievement and satisfaction with learning according to students’ ability level ;

3) to study the relationships between science achievement and satisfaction with learning
through cooperative learning and inquiry cycle. The samples were 81 Mathayomsuksa
Two students of the Demonstration School in the second semester of the academic year
2005, received by simple random sampling. The experimental group consisted of 40
students who were taught by cooperative learning and 41 students who were taught by
inquiry cycle. Both groups were taught for 15 hours. The research designed was
Nonequivalent Control Group Design. The research instruments consisted of cooperative
learning’s lesson plans, inquiry cycle’s lesson plans on unit of changing and substances,
science achievement test and satisfaction with learning questionnaires. The data were
analyzed by the use of arithmetic mean, standard deviation, t-test dependent, t-test
independent, One Way ANOVA and testing the difference of each pair by using Scheffe'
Method and Pearson Product Moment Correlation.

The findings were as followed :

1. The science achievement of students after learning by cooperative learning were
significantly different before learning, the science achievement of students after learning by
inquiry cycle were significantly different before learning.

2. The science achievement of students learning by cooperative learning was not

significantly different from those learning by inquiry cycle.
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3. The science achievement on the pretest of students learning by cooperative
learning according to students’ ability level was not significantly different but the science
achievement on the posttest of their were significantly different.

4. The satisfaction with learning of students learning by cooperative learning was
not significantly different from those learning by inquiry cycle.

5. The satisfaction with learning of students learning by cooperative learning
according to students’ ability level were not significantly different.

6. The correlation between satisfaction with cooperative learning and science
achievement was not significantly different.

7. The correlation between satisfaction with inquiry cycle and science achievement

was not significantly different.
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