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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to develop a Computer Assisted Instruction program on
Information Technology with direction feedback and explanatory feedback with the efficient
criteria of 80/80, to find out an cffectivencess index of the Computer Assisted Instruction
program, and to compare learning achievement. Leaming Effectiveness of the Computer
Assisted Instruction programs included students” learning retention, and students’ satisfaction
with the developed Computer Assisted Instruction programs. The sample used in this study
consisted of 34 Mathayomsuksa 4 students attending Mahawichanukul School in Amphoe
Muang, Maha Sarakham Province, obtained though the purposive sampling Technique. They
were assigned into 2 experimental groups, each with 17 students.

The instruments used in this study included two Computer Assisted Instruction programs on
computer system with 2 different feedbacks, an achievement test, and a questionnaire on

students” opinions about the programs.

Result of the research results were as follows :
1. The effectiveness of the developed Computer Assisted Instruction program of
the direction fecdback was at 80.20/81.18 and that of the developed Computer Assisted -

Instruction program of the explanatory feedback was at 82.55/83.53,



2. The developed Computer Assisted Instruction program of the direction
feedback had an effectiveness index of 0.72 and the developed Computer Assisted Instruction
program of the explanatory feedback had an effectiveness index of 0.75

3. Students learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program of
the direction feedback and thosc learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program
of the cxplanatory feedback did not have different achievermnent means.

4. Students learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program of
the direction feedback and those learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program
of the explanatory feedback did not show difference in learning retention.

5. Students learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program of
the direction feedback and those learning through the Computer Assisted Instruction program

of the explanatory feedback did not indicate different satisfaction.



