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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were 1) to construct a Diagnostic Test in reading
comprehension for Prathomsuksa 4 students 2) to investigate the quality of a Diagnostic Test in
reading comprehension for Prathomsuksa 4 students the researcher made 3) to find out the
deficiencies in reading comprehension of Prathomsuksa 4 students and 4) to make the handbook
how to use a Diagnostic Test in reading comprehension for Prathomsuksa 4 students. The sample
group used for this research consisted of 356 Prathomsuksa 4 students from 15 schools under the
office of Mahasarakham Primary Educational Service Area 3 by using multi stages by random
sampling method. The research instrument was a Diagnostic Test in reading comprehension

comprised of 3 subtests ; Word, Sentence,and story.

The research findings were as follows :

1. The Diagnostic Test in reading comprehension with the construct validity, was approved
by the experts, found that 3 subtests attained quality and were really able to assess reading
comprehension of Prathomsuksa 4 students.

2. The quality of 3 Diagnostic Tests were found that the Difficulty value of all was .51-.79,
the Discrimination Index of the tests ranged from .21 to .98, the tests reliabilities value of each

was .91-.98, and the Standard Error of measurement was .20 -.74.



3. The Discovery of students deficiencies in reading comprehension found that 38.45
percent displayed on Word aspect, 49.44 percent displayed on Sentence aspect , and 31.46 percent
displayed on Story aspect.

The most frequent deficiency in reading comprehension performed by the students were :

3.1 The Word Test was found that the most frequent deficiency indicators of alf was the 6"
indicator, told the adverb correctly, were performed by 132 students shown the percentage of 37.13.
The least deficiency indicators of all was the 5" indicator, told the verb correctly, were performed
by 98 students shown the percentage of 27.52,

3.2 The Sentence Test was found that the most frequent deficiency indicators of all was the
13" indicator, fold the given sentences as the request correctly, were performed by 126 students
shown the percentage of 35.45. The least deficiency indicators of all was the 12" indicator, told the
given senfences as the negative correctly, were performed by 88 students shown the percentage of
24.71.

3.3 The Story Test was found that the most frequent deficiency indicators of all was the
18" indicator, told the main idea from the reading stories correctly, were performed by 132 students
shown the percentage of 37.07. The least deficiency indicators of all was the 17" indicator, told the
mind map of the reading stories correctly, were performed by 95 students shown the percentage of

26.59.



