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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to: 1) compare the students’ analytical thinking
ability after being taught by constructivist teaching model with those after being taught by
curriculum - based teaching model and 2) compare the students’ achievements after being taught by
constructivist teaching model with those after being taught by curriculum-based teaching
model. The sample were Prathom VI students of Saritdidet School in Chanthaburi Primary
Educational Service Area Office 1. Those sample were selected by using multistage random
sampling. The research instrument used in this research consisted of eight - lesson plans on
constructivist teaching model, eight - lesson plans on curriculum - based teaching model, analytical
thinking ability test and achievement test. The statistical analysis included means, standard deviation
and t-test independent.

The results of the research were as follow 1) The students who were taught by constructivist
teaching model showed their analytical thinking ability after the experiment significantly higher
than those were taught by curriculum - based teaching model at the .05 level. 2) The students who
were taught by constructivist teaching model showed their achievements after the experiment

significantly higher than those were taught by curriculum-based teaching model at the .05 level.





