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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to study effects of three computer
assisted instruction program feedback methods namely : feedback
confirmation, reward, and feedback confirmation with reward upon

students’ learning achievement.

The sample comprised of 60 Prathomsuksa 5 students at
Municipality School 1 (Burapawittayakorn). They were randomly selected

from 218 students and were randomly assigned into three experimantal
groups,lzo each.

The instruments utilized in this study were 1 achievemeﬁt t.ests,
conprising of 30 four choices test items, and 2} computer assisted
instruction program for Mathematics entitled " an algebraic equation
and an algebraic eguation problem solving “:

The subjects Qere pre-tested prior to the experiment. Upon the
completion of the test, they were asked to study the program. At the
end of the program, they were given post-tests. The differences

between the mean scores of the pre—tests and post-tests were analyzed



using t-test, F-test and Tukey method.
it was found that the different method of CAI feedback resulted
in different effects on students' learning achievement (at .05 level).
It was also found that the reward method is better than the feedback
confirmation method. However, when compared the reward method with the
reward with feedback confirmation method, and the feedback confirmation
method with the feedback confirmation with reward method, there was no

different effects on students' learning achievement.




