Journal of Education Naresuan University Vol.21 No.3 July - September 2019 | 313

UnA214938 (Research Article)

NM5ILATIZIANEING18VBIUNBIUNBINuludadeu
NINSANYIZAUTIR faeTUsUNSNORIULRIANIUASND
AN AUTOMATED ANALYSIS OF THE READABILITY OF ENGLISH
READING PASSAGES IN THE ORDINARY NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL TEST
(O-NET) BY USING COH-METRIX

Received: September 12, 2018 Revised: September 25, 2018 Accepted: September 26, 2018

qrasae ensun’

Sudsuang Yutdhana'’

'AREUYBUANERS UNTINEITEUSAIT

'Faculty of Humanities, Naresuan University, Phitsanulok 65000, Thailand

*Corresponding Author, E-mail: sudsuang@gmail.com

UNANEa

ATpatuiliiinguszasdiiolinseisefuanueinitevesunsunwsnguludeasy
Towdnssdudutsonfnuli 6 $1uam 25 Bos dauel wa. 2549-2560 TasldnseuuuAnuasiusunsy
MTAATIZRANLEINIBLUY Coh-Metrix TERA fiusznausie 5 ssausznou laud 1) aadnwaznisian
503 2) muFeudoddasiaing 3) gUsssuvesddmt 4) anudenlowuugieda 5) uazauBenles
1398 wanIfenuin unsunmwidsnguluteasulein fesduszneviiimazuuuanuielusedugs
2 psdUsznay lduA sUsssuvesmAm warenudenloadedn uasiiosdusznaudifiinazuuuninuing

' [ i

agluszAulIunas 2 a3AUseneu laun AudnyaznIsansomaraNSsuieigalasasng ual
peAUsEnaUTdmAzLuuAuiglusEiumeg 1 asRusenou fe Anuveuleliealis Nl HANTS
Bnseiunguil ssdisluwundiiuagiaauniwvdingunielsaioudisieanisenseiunanisaouves

CY a = % a <
Iniseulun1snadeun1NISANYISEAUIA (IE]LHV])

o o w = « . . y > o way ¢ a @
AEN QJUZ NITIATICNAINEINNIYVDIUNBIUNTEIDING Y ‘UE’JﬂE]UIE]LﬁG] TUsunsuenlutAlAvunI NG



314 | MIITANWIANENS UNNINBIEBWTADS TN 21 aduil 3 nsngnay - Muengw 2562

Abstract

The present study revealed the readability of English reading passages in the Ordinary
National Educational Test (O-NET) by using the automated analysis tool called “Coh-Metrix TERA”.
Twenty-five reading passages from the O-NET tests of Matthayomsuksa Six during 2006-2017 were
analyzed in five dimensions: 1) narrativity, 2) syntactic simplicity, 3) word concreteness,
4) referential cohesion, and 5) deep cohesion. It was found that two dimensions of the passages
were at the high level including word concreteness and deep cohesion while two dimensions
were at the moderate level including narrativity and syntactic simplicity. However, the referential
cohesion was found at the low level. The results of this study are beneficial to stakeholders who

plan to forge ahead with the O-NET scores.
Keywords: Automated Analyses of English Passages, Readability, O-NET Test, Coh-Metrix
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fomoulawinimaisanguivldgnitiinsgilasininnislunarnmaisyseiiu
Nipakomkitti and Adunyarittigun (2018, pp. 57-75) lé3iszsinnumsadaiemvesdoaeulaiinian
mwdangy Tusisennudil 6 TneldiBnsmauaenadesszindersutundngns Smuirdeaeuleiin
ﬁmmaamﬂﬁmﬁwé“ﬂz;]mmﬂuﬂmﬂL‘ﬂaﬂuwduuwhﬁu wonanil Sinjindawong, et al. (2552) las1euna
nsiaszidedeulaidnivniwdengy U 2552 dndiulngfianueinegluszdven Sesaz 51.00
(FAAnugnindeiniy 0.306) Tanvazmsreuluutasiidenmsnssndlndifesiufosay 72,00 fAewna
Suunfifiendiaus 0.20 3ulu Sosay 42.00 (A81ATIUNRABYINT 0.169) uardiAA sty Wity
0.794 Wolinrerissdusznauls 1o 14 ssddszneu Feannsaesuiemusunusulldtoas 33.93

detinserludensdariuuunageu Chinda (2013, pp. 103-107) leliaudniiuin Bloom’s
Taxonomy laiwangfiasianldifiunseulunseendeasulaiimnammdsnguiesnlinssiunguinmsia
wazUssdiunanienw uas ana. Suludedinnuddgiunanmesdegeuliasunnd wu aanimes
Foapunundanguamusingg fiinauelng Bachman and Palmer (1996) lduA dandetiold amnsidivanss
wazamuwnzaud iy uenandammineiuuds lumsianndeaeuves ave. dy lilddnssey
vidollemziaruenievesune nludedsy Jemsiinsigiamenitevide Readability vesunetu fewiu
dhdnlunisdmidenunendiiranuiussdutu Wesnunguiifieruemietaiuludmiufeas
dwalasmswiomuduazdlaluumenaiu (Carell, 1987)

gAINTIATIEVIAINEINIBYBIUNETU (Readability Formulas) Hltnnguiuazdndvinismeinu
msUseliunalsiiauslivanegms wignsmsinssiunsumedangulugiugnwi 2 Aldsunseensu
uazuengiuns unwsingunniigelutiagiiu 1¥iun Coh-Metrix Text Ease and Readability Assessor
(Coh-Metrix TERA) waeilnamsiinszsidszavsnmvesgmslaglimdnmsiinnsianudeslodudsdnaug

AuMTIATIEAsEs A Uselen (McNamara, et al, 2014)
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A RresUNs LAz MTIATETUNEY SeilinuATeatulifngustasdiiieTinsi
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(Narrativity) 21368 U183 9lAT9a 519 (Syntactic Simplicity) 3Uss30983A1#WN (Word Concreteness)
AUTolBUUS3Ee (Referential Cohesion) wazauifenleadsdn (Deep Cohesion)
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A7U8IN418UD9UNa1U (Readability)

frdriaa YA NENdIETBsUNEIL V3o Readability tu Tl el ivainuats iy
Weiner (1990) amumanedn “pwanansaiiasviilienuld” (the capability of being read easily) nnagi
Wirnmer and Dominick (2014) lsianumaned “Hadeimuslunudeuiifiasossdvanudlavess
Tyl McNamara, et al. (2002) a5 unein Arugndievesune iy mneds mmmmsmaa@émﬁ%
ansadladesienlfunntendieds liiesdinnuunnaisunistidsitannuedisls uilaesiuuda
AnugndeveIUNe T fife seiuiigeuGenzannsailaFeiswls dues

MsAnvAuASIEIALEINdIBYRIUNE W AT LN UULEY RaursEninet 1915-1920
Tng Thomdike 1@ §99i1 Teachers’ Word Book dulud 1921 & sdo1fufnausnueanisitasiziungiu

o

Inemiisdon Thomdike Favingutiu auewuImINsTaMmAWITINZauiUsEAUNTe RIS B Fasiawnf

LRy

faunnsiesesiuneiuluniyusingg WaiuannEowesindmi ieidueiesdslumsussidiuailos
LagAIASIYRIUYIB LTITINesEAUANLUB e 11 (Alderson, 2000)

ansmieneiennuendevesuns iy fo wiesdleilitinreiune wludeTina Tadld
gasmuvanadiamanslunsiinszdt wazanansawddldidu 2 Bvdng liun mauidgmuuunwidiiin
(heuristic approach) #az35n1514lUsunsuAauialnes (computational methods) Taefidnnguijias
ﬁfﬂ%ﬁmm'iai"]mumﬂﬁlﬁﬁmuaqms 1% Fog Index Formula, Fry Readability Formula, SMOG Formula Wag
Flesch-Kincaid Readability Formula (Carapella, 2012; Lenzner, 2014, pp. 677-698)

MANHUIUNTUABLNIMDI IUNFIATISRLAZU T2 UAILENNIIEYDIUNB N TS ING HUY
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18 SUNISNAEIUALLT BT LAY ARSIV INANITILAS L RE 19 DL B 1Y Crossley, et al. (2008)
IFUssidunan1siingsidaulsene luunstunwdenge wu fulsiieidostudfiuanddiiu
nsmseuiing Tneldnsienesidauduiusveadiosdu wazmsiiasgiinisannosuuunmaa dlden
Wi 0.93 waz 0.86 AMUARU wenaNG galilusunsun Tz iuns U wIsInguen lawn Apple Pie
Parser (Nagata, et al, 2004) wilUsunsuavtiufimsdnsesirududeuvesidmiifundn
PINNTOULLIRAUNTIATIEN Flesch-Kincaid Readability Fawusnisnagevesnidu 2 Uszam
1¢uA Flesch Reading Ease WAy Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Fstilugmsimunlusunsudnisaguilanunse
FasvRuneuduneufiames 3o Coh-Metrix §smuriulneuminedowuila (The University of

Memphis) Usginaansgeiu3ng sauil 2002 audiel 2011 lngldSuyuatvayusuduain Office of
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Educational Research and Improvement (OERI) Fasunnanaduaotuivermansmsiine wie Institute
for Education Sciences (IES) Tneiqauawuues Coh-Metrix agifimsiiaszviune wlunaesziu Inesesinns
Anzsiunsutiu lildaseunquuasyiudnieUsslon ufasfiansnnmnssvueIune Ui nunTou
WA multilevel theoretical framework for language and discourse processing U84 Graesser, et al. (2011,
pp. 223-234) Faueansiaseune i 5 sz Tiua 1) é1 (word) 2) Mneduiig (syntax) 3) ey
JUSTUU03UNEU (the explicit text base) 4) JULUUNTIATIRRAUTUSAITTIa01UN"58 (the situation
model) uag 5) Usstnnvasduiusans tazlassassamdad (the discourse genre and rhetorical structure)

\ile Coh-Metrix gnilunaaeumuszans mmavlssunmssensunazgninluldegraunsnane
uinedsuuila Jalasrudiofvuniinendeuwniasgueslaun (Aizona State University) hagimun
The Coh-Metrix Common Core Text Ease and Readability Assessor (T.ERA) Hio3as1z9i@1A21187n418
vosuneulasuamsliasgiiu 5 ssduseneu leun aadnuazmaEiFes (Namativity) AnuiFeudioids
Tasaas (Syntactic Simplicity) 3Uss5R89Ad (Word Concreteness) mnsidiesilesuuugnafia (Referential
Cohesion) uazAuiouleadiadn (Deep Cohesion) FanTiszluvanasyiuras Coh-Metrix TERA 165U
msseususariinsiungunwsngulugusnuiidedunuidenaisdes vadteneisuuuy
MITeU UALIATIENUNENU WU MTIRTIRIUNE UM BINgud msudiSewrmlusning g Scarton, et al.
(2010, pp. 53-62) MFIATIERTEHUANNLINOBYRIN S IngulunsilsuundagodFelnevnng Yu
(Mccarthy, et al,, 2007) NM5AATIZRTZAUAINEINBVDINUT BUN WA A AINTIUAERS 198 Zhang (2015,
pp. 1929-1934) NM531AT1£%ANNEININBVBIUNS UM BIS Ingwluntlides uueniadmiunntnis ey
Tuuszinauialde Laeg Adling, et al. (2016, pp. 214-220) N153LASIERAIINTUT o UVDIN 1AL UY
IneQuispesaravia, et al. (2016), haz NTIATIZRANYINIIBVDIUNS U IS N Blunilsdeissusziu
SseuAnwiluusemelne 7lEsunmssuseninnssnys@neidnis 1ne Rojanarowan, et al. (2017)

ALUIANNITIATIZRANBINIBTRIUNE WU efifnaznisla Sunisueusurazun luld

TurAdoadsdayamantywie corpus-based research nutléindmandnety JohlemAteatuiidenld
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Fuiseunui¥il 6 Tng Nipakornkitti and Adunyarittigun (2018, pp. 57-75) M3zt eaeuleinivn
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189Ugu (Bloom’s Taxonomy) {unseulumsesndeaeulewnlusieiviniwdingy lne Chinda (2013,
pp. 103-107) Bvhs 3 yAdedieomndlumslinssviddoaeu uidldndniaumeniudeaeulous
olasfinnn Tmddeiieneiuneuniunsingulumidessussiutuissnfnuneuduuas
moulaneluuszmelng Tng Rojanarowan, et al. (2017) waldidasilo Coh-Metrix TERA Tun1siaseyt wui
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(Referential Cohesion) Tuszsusi
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B/Msaiunside
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MR UAsNd @) levinismeunsudules www.niets.orth sniiud w.e. 2556-2557 71 ame. lallgivi
NSNS ToHOUE A5 T m%qﬁaﬁiﬁ’ﬂumﬁLﬂiwﬁsﬁ'ayja Taun TUsunsy Coh-Metrix Text Ease and
Readability Assessor (Coh-Metrix TERA) 71 mmﬁwﬁa’s’mzﬁumm&J’mdwsuawwémmmﬁﬂﬂqﬂugmz
mMwiians Feanunsaldauldil hitp:/129.219.222.66:8084/Coh-Metrix.aspx Fadulusunsunenfinnes
dmsulinesiune wildsunswaiunlag Graesser, et al. (2004, pp. 223-234) Ima@mmﬁumaﬂﬂnmmﬁ fio
SYUUMTATAN IUMANESEAU Usenaunlgseaum seaulassasauselon waginssinnudenmadaduseay
AuazUselondnaie lnglusunsu Coh-Matrix TERA 9291n153w@s1e9 5 aaduszneu laun Amudnvuensia
309 (Narrativity) AnuSaudendslassadns (Syntactic Simplicity) JUsTI1vReAENYT (Word Concreteness)
Adenleauuusnads (Referential Cohesion) wazaudenleadsdn (Deep Cohesion)
LﬁaﬂwwémﬁwéiwumﬁLﬂswﬁmaq Coh-Metrix TERA U&7 S$UUILTIENUAIALLUUYDY
peAUsYNEU 5 Ay tleuanssiumLendevesUNE Uy TnerAzLULER s 0-100 uavaLIsaLy
poniu 3 seu &l
AR 25 e TalnN s
ASLLLRAUA 2575 vaned szAuUIUNaN
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seAUTUNSENANYIUN 6 uldnToURNIARNITIASIEVIANEINI18LUY Coh-Metrix TERA NiUsynaune
5 93AUsENaU lAun ANENBMENISLE1SeY (Namativity) Adaseudeidalaseada (Syntactic Simplicity)
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fewamnsaidlaldine mndlenumediusidiuasnsliiidonsineg nanmsiteussiuiaenndoaty
WwIRATE Anderson (1985) fleSuedn mssuiutiunssusunmsiumenmnglunaesysiu dwusisziue
Tassadnenwn Tuaufsseiuenumine Seamsiagsuuneuldidladu deafansuiduiussewiailom
Tassasaweados fumnudifuvesisiu mnuanmsifouasuudnvesinnug asviouliiiui dnFouty
Toeufnuili 6 tu wndlauneunwdsnguluteasulaitisliine mnifugusdwiazsuuuums
Feulvademensldmdeusneg fuiu mssrensyiunansaoulodinvesinGeutuisen@nu it 6
annsovldlnensliinSedlnduiesosdn warnadlannudiusvenioninedunaifousine

2. FnvasvssunemumunsinguludeseuleniuiidnvarmadSeuariliasaiwosselon
Tusguthunan Wildflanuendedeauiull nanie unsumundnguludeseulowdasyiuiudsen
B 6 tu aadnvarnasdeseglussduiiunas (12 Fee) wazmuFsuieddasaisiufogy
sefuUunataguiy (17 15049) Fdonndosiunani1sIToaos Rojanarowan, et al. (2017, pp. 58-77)
fiaueiune wlunlideldeumudngqussiuduisendnuvneutaeiu Tdnvarnsiadeway
Tnssasmwlusgauliunans Ussiudananaunsaeiuselsin uneumwsinguludeseulowinves
Fudsennuilil 6 dnruaonadeuazauendeney fuunsditnSeulditounn fuiu Sewes
AudnwazmsEses uadlnsaemuddiiveadufuusivihldnsuuaeuleidnnwdnguesinGeu
ogfluszsiu

3. madoulsadeddduumeiinuieglussiudiu mngeui ugwamsnguly
Fomeuloviniudamen ewniimsldsfiuanmudenlondedredddinmin daalvigenlianunse
drlamnudenlosseninedsiieuld SeaenadasiunansinszinrueinitevesunsuluvisdoiFeu
sfuuTsnfnurewaeiiuandiiiiui unednlngfirnudenloaddradduszdus (Rojanarowan
et al, 2017, pp. 58-77) Feausnefiuseldin Feinsdenleadedneia ude referential cohesion tiu
WuesiiFoulussiulssonfnyneulameviedsen@nynousiu Ssnumeuijves Haliday and Hasan (2014)
Ieuansidenloadsdnsdisenndu 3 Uszian e 1) msdrsiissneyse (personal reference) L nsldf
asawuil 3 ifledaiaypraiinamisluuda 2) medneiadenistians (demonstrative reference) vianefis
nslimsngazezlufunauaszogmiunseaiayana dwwes vide aanufl 1wy this, that, these, those
Uudu way 3) MsenatiesensiUSeuiieu (comparative reference) vineiia msldmsiussuisulunssne
fednAentu Inglddfnansninumiion (same, identical) AuAd18AGS (similar, lkewise) A1LILANGNS
(Otherwise, different) Usuad (more, less) ‘m%a@mm‘w (better, worse) Iu“LJ‘ixLﬁu‘ﬁ (Graesser, et al., 2004,
pp. 223-238) 83 U871 winunsulaiiiAAzuY referential cohesion #i gauiinuvinnieder sy

Foeaud uwetulenuenmszdeuliansaedeienloaddniaiedladeniusedd
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UalauauuL
mAfvatuiasioundyumiswesnimsraeununmvenaasiefivviluduuuunagon
ziumd Famerzideseutnenssiufisimslinneitesnuiissesaielails iWeswnlungui
mssunwSangelugugni 2 du fmsssylednsdanuin mdadenuneuivensauiudeudwase
eudilaveafsu wenannslsziuneuludedeunds §ideiuin esimsinseiuasiiiouifiean
AzLULsEAUANEINIBvesUNe WTigndslriegluseiuinsgiumneg 1Wu NSOUINASHILAINANNNIANNS
m‘mé’ﬁﬂqwﬁlﬂumﬂa The Common European Framework of Reference for Languages (CEFR) Wioaziiou
AW ‘Lma'wuﬁﬁwmaauﬁ?ulﬂulﬂmmmmg’mﬁé’wﬁmmﬂﬁﬁﬂm%uﬁugmiﬁﬁmummuﬁjﬁamﬁé’fﬂmitﬁ%au
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