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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to determine the effects of
presentation methods and levels of semantics on word learning of pupils
in Prathom II andlto find the interaction between these two variables.
The research also laoked at the number of word learning in each trial
and then comparad the consonant of word learning with the prediction.
The subjacts were 128 Prathom II pupils in academic yesar 1986 selected
from six Prathomsuksa schools in Pattani, Yala and Narathivat. The
experiment was done individually with each subiject went through only
one treatment. Each pupil rceguired to read each word orally of ths
number of trials attempted until it met the criterion will be used as
the subjects' scores. The ANOVA 2 x 2 completely randomized experiment

{presentation methods x levels of semantics) was applied to analyzc the

data.




The research results were as follows -

1. The group of subijects who learn word with lower semantic
lovel learned faster than the group learning higher semantic lavel.

2. The group of subjects who learn one word at a time learned
faster than the group learning all the words.

3. There was no interaction betwesn presentation methods and

semantic level.




