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ABSTRACT

The purpose of reseach were to determine the quality and the diagnostic test of
reading comprehension in Thai Mathayom Suksa 5 and find bugs in reading comprehcnsioﬁ
Mathayom Suksa 5. The population and samples used in this study as a student Mathayom
Suksa 5 in 2010 academic year the Office Provincial Secondary of Education, Area 29
consisted of 312 from a random stage (Multi-Stage Random Sampling) tool used in this study
were tests to survey the mumber one issue of 60 items. and diagnostic test. Comprehension in
reading English Mathayom Suksa 5, Number 1, Issue 30 items how to do a diagnostic test.
Tested three times at a testing time for maintenance. The second test was to determine
the quality of the tests and send the No. 3 and the test time for the deficiencies in student
The statistics used in this study were mean, percent, standard deviation, item difficulty index,
Discrimination Index and Reliability. Research findings can be concluded as follows |

1. A diagnostic test of Thai. reading comprehension. Mathayom Suksa 5 at the
precise findings of the study was 1.00 is considered a quality test to separate the defective
and the defect was not true. And had difficulty basis from 0.65 up from the discrimination
medium is quite simple and easy as.

For the first Reading for Main Idea part of test, the difficulty index of cach
item was from 0.66 to 0.82. The discrimination index was between 0.30 to 0.68.
For the second Reading for Interpretation part of test, the difficulty index

of each item was from 0.67 to 0.78 The discrimination index was between 0.24 to 0.80



For the third Reading for Analysis part of test, the difficulty index of each
item was from 0.66 to 0.78. The discrimination index was betﬁeen 0.28 to 0.86.

For the fourth Reading for Synthesis part of test, the difficulty index of
edch item was from 0.65 to 0.77. The discrimination index was between 0.32 to 0.73.

For the fifth Reading for Evaluation part of test, the difficulty index of
each item was from 0.65 to 0.81. The discrimination index was between 0.36 to 0.79.

Average is equal to 21.43 and standard deviation equal to 4.52 and the
confidence of the entire test is equal to 0.91.

2. Bug analysis of Thai reading comprehension. Ma.thayom Suksa 5 students

were flawed. Ordered from highest to lowest as follows: reading, interpreting. Reading

synthesis Reading comprehension. Reading Analysis. Read and evaluate.



