d' & ) =y d o ) o [ as I'd a
YOITBIMENUNUE panilszneunie VAINGINNYIVDINVIF1IUBITUN

5 .
youtinSsuTnTsouAnyN 3 luwadunedio

ar ot = 1
v aarealn
A va a o ¢
Youeu WSy dgassal
-, U -] - a0 =
Inenmansumdamia VIR INT 1535 8U
=, = o
ASNITUNITTOUINNHNWULS
4 N ) 4
TOINANTINTOLANGTE d10eAna Usgsrunssunts
SIFNTRTINGG ATUNUS T ATIUMS

1 o = as
FE‘H‘JEJPI‘I’CTW?W'IS aunen MUY NITUNTT

Unfiaeie
- o o et o ) =1 = . o o LY | & o
msteaTelildaglssaed WeRnuulSeuifoumninsusivesinSsuduisou
antf e o I o o A v o=la o = 1o df
Ayl 3 Twwasunedles Smiadealni Alwnfilyen yadnnm  dileuiug
o 4 a A ' o or L4 =
5 dszmsunndnedy uazitefnuBniwasmiuveddeiodnunniilyan yadnnmw uay
) d.‘, o w L4 U4
Migunuge 5 dszms lumswonseiszduanniesyal
] o ] |
AQuElndeidn e WnSsuseAududisendouiii 3 meSeud 2 Tasdnm
2543 defensualigfny nsznsdnuins Twvedunedies SamSaBeduy $1uou
& 9! 1 o v q’: & A e gk o 9}
535 au aeldnlasmsduiedummeduaey  wiesdenllumafusiusmdeya
@ o
o wuugeLmWSnEMENIssENg BmAdeUII NI Standard Progressive Matrices
¥
(SPM) UUVIAYATAAIN Maudsley Personality Inventory (MPD) wuviasiiisuingiu
s = o o
5 sgms sasuvuTammdersuel SnszideyaTaeTisunsuduSegy) SPSS for Windows
3!
lumsdramdiadadugiu nsdinnsdanuudsdsiuniedes msimsedany

wlsdsn 2 n9 saznisinnziosasemygauuuiys st



MANISIVEWYN

v :/’ o/ = e e Y o v (Y| o 3 Ll
L UNTSHYUNTEUAN TN 3 wmzﬁmﬂm'suﬂmﬂumr}maﬂu WIgINYIHoITIN

[
aad ar

uansnsfusdelfoddymeadansedy .05 TaninFoundszdunniilygrnn spm

ar o'

asudremana Snnlesusigenininfouiils sduemitaygren seM thunans

ar u’;’ as et 4 =3 oo g ar o 1 o
2. dnFounaisondnyidld 3 AflyeReamluiffiud - wassusndiety

o

a ) o 1 o T v s aad Ly L) 4 =
fiszdumnniensualuanssduediiivdifameadasedy 01 TasvinFeuniyninnm

o o ] = =Y & o o o
HSEMEITYA (O[] ﬁi&"ﬂﬁ!‘]ﬂ?ﬁﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂfﬂm’ﬁﬂ'J']L!ﬂﬁﬂﬂ']Wtl'll‘]J!.ﬂ‘]JEFI?Llf’lzu‘U‘UﬂQLﬁﬂﬂ')ﬂﬂiﬁﬂ\iﬁl'}

t ] ] ]
3. dnFouiuisoufnntii 3 Aluednamiuddtune - wiulvauendtesy

E]

L]
F ool

dszdurniosyel usndsfusaidodnamuassnseay os

4 Jumsfnudduiussenhayndnamluifduim - uassih  uaslifdune-

ko
c‘: @ dor g

numveninSouduisendnuils 3 wu il §auius e smmnd
seivedymsadanseey .01
o = ] d‘v L =) n’: Y
5. wnitlyan yafinam Midflewfiug 5 dszns veninSeusussondnu
- 1 ) 4
103 mwsodwtunnnsslisinfonuel 187z 11.6 R =0.116)
o el o o Jﬂ o w A - 9/ o aa,
6. Amunsaiidtumsnensaliniesueiiiududuusnie arfloudwmsifoa

=y ey of o Qr =
AINABITITUYOIMIUT sodaunhe yaanamilAanuda-uaasd wniilyg, HAZYATNAIN

] 1
oSS O o

] L4
ifdune-nininy swdrdy definsansunlunswonselvosiulssaszmai
T A A et Y e & v o v e oy
WUN mdsuiuge 5 dsemsimbedn 4 A Sanuduiusmeuinsudiisudiu
msd§ianugusismvesmantussdudoudrege S ld liaansesunensel

i niasualle



Thesis Title Psychological Factors Related to the Emotional Quotient
of Matayomsuksa 3 Students in Amphoe Mueang

Changwat Chiang Mai
Author Miss Chareon Khumsuwan
MLS. School of Psychology

Examining Committee
Assoc, Prof. Sangsuree Sum-angoon Chairman
Assoc, Prof. Dr. Napon Samma Member

Asst. Prof. Mugda Chatbunchachai Member

ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were to compare the emotional quotient among students
with different levels of intelligence, different personality traits and different levels of five basic
values and to determine the relationship between intelligence, personality traits, and five basic
values with the emotional quotient of Matayomsuksa 3 students.

The subjects consisted of 353 Matayomsuksa 3 students studying in the second semester
of the 2000 academic year who were selected using Multistage Random Sampling from
secondary schools under the Department of General Education, Ministry of Education in
Amphoe Mueang Changwat Chiang Mai, The instruments used for collecting data included
student background questionnaires, the Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) intelligent test,
the Maudsley Personality Inventory (MPI), a five basic value inventory and an emotional quotient
inventory. The program Sf’SS for Windows was used to analyze the data including descriptive
statistics, one-way analysis of variance, two-way analysis of variance and stepwise-multiple

regression analysis.



The results are as follows:

1. There was a statistically significant difference in emotional quotient (P < 0.05) among
students with different levels of intelligence. Specifically, students with higher average SPM
intelligence scores had a higher emotional quotient than students with average SPM scores.

2. There was a significant difference in emotional quotient (P < 0.01) among students
with different introvert-extrovert personality scores. Specifically, the extrovert personality
students had higher emotional quotients than either introvert or ambivert personality students.

3. No difference in emotional quotient was found among students with different stability-
neuroticism personality scores at the .05 level of significance.

4. No difference was found at the .01 level of significance in an interaction study
between introvert-extrovert and stability-neuroticism personality.

5. Intelligence, introvert-extrovert personality, stability-neuroticism personality and
religious values significantly predicted the emotional quotient of the students; however,
the explanatory power was only 11.6% (R*= 0.1 16).

6. Religious value was the best single predictor of emotional quotient, followed by
introvert-extrovert personality, intelligence, and stability-neuroticism personality, in that order;
however, a positive correlation was found between religious value and the other four basic

values. (multicollinearity)



