242 | MIAFANYIANENT UNNINGIRBUSADS TN 25 aUUN 2 Wwwnew - Tguieu 2566

UNA14938 (Research Article)

ANENNUSTEUI s lalunsSeudaineuasaudilanufAnniagainen
vastnReudsuAnwInaulany
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MOTIVATION TOWARD LEARNING BIOLOGY AND
BIOLOGICAL CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDING OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS

Received: November 22, 2020 Revised: January 29, 2021 Accepted: February 10, 2021

§1Uns gdugyn’ eatnan uuesumes’ uLasl3v R wauwn’

Thapakom Ritmaha' Alongglod Tanomthong” and Parichat Saenna”

L2319 I duua LAY

L23Khon Kaen University, Khon Kaen 40002, Thailand

*Corresponding Author, E-mail: parichsa@kku.ac.th

unAnge

mfendsiliingussasdiiofinu 1) ussgdaifsatunsGeuslunedn@rine uas 2) mnuduriussening
usagalaieriumssusluseindainen uazanuidlaunAnvesinG sulseutas Tnsadrsuasianndulunaie
WA AN13T1AT Iz lAaaUN151ATIES 19 (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) Tnadd ng ui g 1ud ulnis euluszau
Tutseudnwmeutats S 106 Au 1A91nNN9d uuuUT N1 (Purposive Sampling) w3nsdotaduuuuinnmy
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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to examine 1) motivation towards leaming biology, and 2) the relationship
between motivation towards leaming biology and Biological Conceptual Understanding (BCU) of high school biology
students using structural equation modeling (SEM). The BCU test and 6 dimensions of well-established motivation
questionnaire were used as a tool to collect data. A hundred and six of students, who were studying in a high school,
was selected as a target group. Data were analyzed IBM SPSS statistics 22 and IBM SPSS Amos. The results found Control
of Leaming Beliefs has a highest mean (X = 4.13, SD = 67). The model was consistent with empirical data

(CMIN/DF = 2.610, GFI = .962, RMSEA = .047, CFl = .937, AGFl = .912). It reveals that Test Anxiety was highest significantly
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negative correlated with BCU (p < .001, TE = .09). The results suggest to promote the conceptual understanding of

students, teaching and learmning should reduce anxiety of testing.

Keywords: Motivation Toward Learning Biology, Biological Conceptual Understanding, Structural Equation Modelling
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39893Ne1 (Biology) iuanvmil wesinenmans (Sience) AfinsdaRanssunsidsuslulsasousedu
Fuses@nyneutans Taesjaiilig SouannsodlawnAamediveriuianssmsSeuiuasmsduanzuayos uie
Urngmsaimeingnaans wieutaiannanssouzene aaueiu (The Institute for the Promotion of Teaching Science
and Technology, 2013) eedlsfima MsieuiTinendidnumzuaninenmsBouiivivenmansdug msinwwes Cimer
(2012) wudndn evmenauInlunsisui MeindVinewesineulaive 3 Usems lauwn 1) wifauagivgnisalng
IS wannibiaunsoueaiulifoniua uasiianuduuusss 2) mMdwitazdoiansmedinedsounn
uae 3) swepnaiilunsdansFoudindinetulifieme dwuassndnandswatenisaduaudlademaeion
FAnearaunsahlueduneunngmsailuTisusedriuld

el namsidednanaenndestumsdanauaraeunumnamazUssimaves]ide wuiesadaimsdanis
Foudidunuuusned eliindeulddomasunumdngns wWumsisdwiane dnFounnnnunssiedesudioy
ftannmaeus dulvajinassesmeuanag dnfu dednFeuldsumanseiuliuanuwnAnriefetuamudlawnin
tnFeuinasdiailumsoudon wazanuigniineg fuasiagueniiedisylilumidedeu duimuntionvasdema
TiinSeunausegdlalunisiieusivn (Fimansyah et al, 2018)

w399419 (Motivation) Lfl‘ui’jaé’aﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁquﬁﬂsimﬁ%miqL‘i’]mmsﬁ,mmawwzashﬂ?iﬁumﬂ%‘au (Keller, 2008)
wazfadummannsaneluduyana wikilu 5 esdUszneuvemnuiesdUszneuintiensualves Goleman (1998) na1vin

wywddanuamsamaamdansual 2 du ldun anuananseniduiaenyapa (Personal Competence) wazaua1LN

1
o

yadsnnl (Social Competence) wssgslardumsléarmmeuandrudniianndiilunsnsgyinlilug sty misld vio
R a P sTias A uazthintaelumsBayumnuteutauwm s (Menhart, 1998)

Tneraumiinil Pintrich et al. (1993) Iiiannuuuiousgda ?Tummtmﬁmmamwﬁ maFeuinedygday
(Social Cognition Theory) usegdlauanagslunsieusues Bandura (1986) ilevnistn 1éud 1) mafunmen (wsigdla
melu usegdanisuen uazmsiiugur1vesy) 2) anumands (AudolA B3 un1sis suvesnuies uazn1sT Uy
ANENNsAYBIRLLEY) Lag 3) esual (Mudnalslunisaey) Fennsmuniussanssuiiisades wuin usgdlely
N15L5 8ug THaf 9ANEIN1TALUNSET 8US VoK 45 U (Schunk, 2012; Ahmad & Safaria, 2013; Jiang et al, 2014;
Firmansyah et al, 2018) faduilidefidunumddglumafivaruaulalunsSeu LLazLﬁ'm%mﬁumzmumiﬁauiﬁ%
thluganaienmngy (Mastery Leaming) uazthlugmsizeudluBeuan (Kusurkar et al, 2013)

mniilsinanluthediu whuimeinianedunginiinGeumnsaGousldig Wemnaunsoueadiuias
FeaulsatiuTanusesriuls dlefieusungivsulifaiivendans (Sadi, 2015) usanmsnsanweATefiiun 5338
wu3n Sl uAdeled ianes uied analan et adelnsianizet 198 afuuseg dlafi 0199¢d was on1siAnvan
Aunssieteiufiviannmadeusindine fuu fifeiedafivefnyusqidafntunsoulunginifine uae
auduriussevinaussgdafenfumaeusluseindine weramutilauwnAnmsdine Tnednsesilunaauns

1A59374 (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) tiafinwinasduseneulaainusiydlaiidmasienisasisnnudlawwida



244 | MIAFANYIANENT UNNINGIRBUSATS TN 25 aUUN 2 Wwwnew - Tguieu 2566

S a va o v & oA av <, ¢ 1 ° v oA g o a Y )
BIINYI ARA EJ‘VI'JQLUTJ@EJ'N?J\nqﬂlaﬂ'ﬁfl3]?JﬂgLU‘UUﬁ%IEJSU‘UC‘]@ﬂqﬁuq‘hﬂmlfw aLUULLU'JWq\ﬂUﬂqi"Uﬂﬂqiljﬁ]uzmaﬂﬂzaﬁaiﬂu

3’18’3‘6’15(]’.1’3'1/18’1LL6“’L1J14‘U auammﬂmmﬁﬂi "ia]}EJVlNWmﬂ’ﬁﬂﬂT'ﬂLW vhMsIvenely

(Y s a o
MY UTLAIANITIVY
1. iefnwusegdalunsBewdineuazanudilannanmadinewesinSsulseudnmneulay
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1. suleuiside I3ulaldsuuurisifeed1sn (Suvey Research)

2. Ussvnsuaznguiaegne lievhmsfnudeyanuingusvasdildnanivineiu §idelingusegisanngu
Fenu fo WuthBsututsosfnudil 5 lsadsuwuuaninymuanaauimils luidlenesiminvouuiu Adddnw
oglumAoudl 1 Ymsfine 2562 S 106 eu TuadudnGeuluwunisGouinemans Fadunsdonlagisnisdu
LuUTINELNEas (Puposive Sampling) naafeesUsznaulusemamnesesas 39.62 Wumavdsfovaz 60.38 Fsdmuau
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357 azvi i lunadunislaseased
Auudaunss winean uasdulumidgmsussnainmsfivesiaeisnizunasduasn (Maximum Likelihood) {33834
finsanvediauaranudululdaunasives Hair et al. (2010)
3. isesfiondy
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Ya v

4 a3 ToUsuanuuuasua i uat uTes Pintrich and DeGroot (1990) léun 1) nsstaidmaneniglu (ntrinsic Goal
Orientation: IGO) 2) msdatiwanenisuen (Extrinsic Goal Orientation: EGO) 3) msl¥inmasedsiinssh (Task Value: TV)
1) msmuaueud elunsiFeu (Control Of Leaming Beliefs: CLB) 5) ms3uimuansnsnvesmuedudiunsifouuas
Usgdnsamnsiseus (Self-Efficacy for Leamning and Performance: SLP) uae 6) AAAS AL B UNSERU (test anxiety:
A) Inedamanuildnuazdunasidiuussdiuan (Rating Scale) 5 sysurasaiAsy (Likert Scale) ATRADUANLASIT AL e
Tner3deiausuuuasunuiififoutarefiTornguazininnssnnu 3 viw ennadeumudenndomiai L
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%Tjam'wummmmszﬁmmgwuﬁaam%’ulé’ﬁmmi’] .05 (Rovinelli & Hambleton, 1997)
32 wuuiarnudlannAansdaine: §33elHdwed esfetaseduanudilonnfanisdsine
TnelinrsigauszasdnmadsuduandommeoulneindAnamndngasaaufnwinguanssmadoud neimans
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wuuiamnudlauwAemsdAneluguuuuresteasudntos i 3 9o ansasumunsadademlnod i oame (0C
983391719 80 - 1.00) uazdinsmaasstunquA I8t 19Ad i I0E19911U 30 AU LilemTIvABUAMAMA LANUIT Bl UL
donAa o glulAzAUEMNTINUN KANTTIATIZY WUTT AT Cronbach’s Alpha 88 3ewine 81 - .93 H3TeUseiliusedu
rudlanAnmadTine it 6 seiv lnedaulamininasives Chi and Roscoe (2002)
4. MseTzideya
01 Aenwideyadesiudelusunsy IBM SPSS Statistics 22 Tngldaddanssniun éud Soves Anade
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42 WadRsddemeimduUssavsavduis (Sample Correlation) selusunsa IBM SPSS Statistics 22
it edTRvUInUAET AL d U ug ve s udsdunaldte 31 Fauus eAnanuduiugldasiAiu 75 ¢ < 75)
(Prasith-rathsint, 2008)

4.3 AATEReIRUsENaURsBudY (Confimatory Factor Analysis: CFA) aelusinss IBM SPSS Amos Useanad
ANTnesHes Maximum Likelihood (ML) Wiemsiaaeunumsswadianna (Model Validation) nsnsiadeunumsads
lassaiene BTl ngiewrusenauledudy Ansananudenndeinaundu (Goodness of Fit) sevindeyalimgufiu
Foyadsuszindannanduiifiuansanuaonndos L dlaaunsduring (QVINDF < 3) drdeilinssduaunaundu (GF
> 90) AdatimauraardeulumsUssnaasdines (RMSEA < 08) AdeilmudenadasySeuiiou (CF > 90) uaz

AdiiSnsedununaunduiiusun (AGF > 90)) (Diamantopoulos & Siguaw, 2000; Kelloway, 2015)
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mouil 1 msAnwussgdlalumsBeuindaineuazarudlauuifnmedaine namsienziusegalsly
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MmN 1 wansrnderesiarasrUsenauvasgdlalunsiFentiiven (N = 106)

asrusznauuselalunsiFeudvine mfm RLUENEROEH xtsp
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1. msdadimneniel (ntrinsic Goal a SureuSewievAanssudlévine 391+ 72
Orientation: 1GO) m'mmmsamex%ﬁﬂﬁﬁaui’éﬁmj‘] (IGO1)
2. mswathmneneuen Extrinsic Goal 4 ?1'aﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁuwﬂamaﬁqmmﬁﬁamsléf INSALAY  3.98 + 64
Orientation: EGO) AZIUUES 9 (EGO1)
3. mﬂﬁ@mﬁﬂ@iaéqﬁﬂisﬁw (Task Value: TV) 6 5uﬁmd13711%’;3wmﬁﬂidﬂﬁuﬂﬁwﬁﬁui (Tva) 382+ 60
4. ﬂ’liﬂ’JU@ﬂJﬂ’J’]ﬂJL%EﬂUﬂ’liﬁEJu (Control of a 5ﬂﬁul§8u§ﬁaﬁ§miﬁ WNZa dUvanusn 413+ 67
Learning Beliefs: CLB) Wlaiorluivdinels (CLBY)
5. mssuianuanansovesnuedluiun1stey 8 lofimsandsruennuediv@Rneieriin 356 + 59
wazUsedvs mwmaiseu (Self-Efficacy for NNAFUALATINANINTVOIT Y FUARINTUAY
Learning and Performance: SLP) Seudindinenldd (SLps)
6. AASEAiEITUNSERU 5 5u§§ﬂﬂmé’uLLazﬁaLLﬁLﬁaﬁ'eNﬁﬁaaaU (TA9) 343+ .90

(Test Anxiety: TA)

Han1TnziesrUsznovuvesigdaniuie Fuluiuuswladuseniu wuin msmuauanudslunsiseu
fifuafasen (4.18 £ .93) sewman Ae nssalminenieuen (398 £ .64) msradwanemelu (391  .72) mslviauase
daninszyi1 (3.82 £ .60) MsfuiAnuasavamuaduaunsS sukazUsEANS AMmnsiSeu (3.56 £ 59) uazauiATen

Wenfumsasu (3.43 £ .90) Anuaau
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Han1sAAsviAIlalIAMTIne) 1nnsTiessissRuvestayafilianuuuinseduanutlanugan
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AN 2 WARISEAUANIINAMIIAATNSY IV 589 STUUIMNET PNUENEEU warSesarduILtnBeuw (N = 106)

FEAUANUETAUUIAAYINGTYINEN FuuinEeu Souay
seiu 5 anuinlawnAemadAnefiauysalligndes 19 17.92
58U & anudlawnAemaAveigndesuslisysal 34 32.08
seifu 3 anutilaunfemadAnefiauysaluligndes 33 31.13
seifu 2 anstilaunAemadAnenitligndes 19 17.92
55U 1 araadilauunAemedineilidenlss 1 94
gev 0 Wiflenundlauuafnnedyiven - 00

X = 4.08,SD = 1.17, SE = .11, Sk = -89, Ku = -.67, CV. = .29

naull 2 nsAneANNEINLS T dRluMIBeAN TN uazaMd lauuIRaNdIInen
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LAENAFDUAINATIVBILULAAA 283D LATI1EV 89A Usenauld a8 udu (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA) L 9579@8U
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2. anusonndasvadlinasunislaseadne namsiinzinnui sauazesdUsznaud B udundsuulse
wudaesulduuuiaesiifianuaenndesiuteyaifssedng (CR, AVE waz Cronbach’s Alpha) AANLASILUUT IS
(Convergent Validity) #u31 9n#iawUsunnnd .70 A1edUsznaunInsg i (Standardized Factor Loading) vesusiagsiauwUsil
ANINNN3 50 ArrulsUTIuTianeldiade (Average Variance Extracted: AVR) vassiuUsudazsadian .50 U wazen
A sadslasaasna (Construct Reliability: CR) vesiaudsusaziadiamnnnia 70 lunadinnuaeandasiuteyaids
Uszdnid dien CMIN/DF = 2610, GFI = 962, RMSEA = .047, CFI = 937, AGFI = 912 Zsflmnuaenndesfunandagu
wazdeyaleUssdnssumanasiii e

3. ManauIlmasNNslATEE N NMIleTsiuwIndvsnarewiauUs liud N1s3eseidvananwss (Direct
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Chi-square = 276.697, df = 106, CMIN/DF =2.610,
GFI = 962, RMSEA = .047, CFI = .937, AGFI = .912

vianewe: 1GO = masiadvanengly, EGO = mssadmnemewen, TV = mslvinuawiedsdingziin, CLB = msmuAuAadslumsiiew, SLP =
msuianuausavemueduiunsS sz UsEAnsamnsiS ey, TA = mudnafeiumsaey, SCE BCU) = msndilauwiAnnidving)

(*p < .05, **p < .01, **p < .001)

A 1 lpadunislaseiweusiltlumsSoudineuasanulauunfemagyine Fes ssuumela vesiniSeusuy
JiseAnuntn 5
namliaaunslasiaien 2 SvnavesusgdlalunsiEerindivenfidnasessiuanaundilawuifamg
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WedAgy (DE = -86, p < .05) uazn1smuAuANdslumMsisew (D = -57) uildsusvinammsadeuinainnisaadimneg

melu (OF = 50) egdlsfimnu wisgdlalunsenindvineddvinasdossauarudlauuafamaddnemimnsiuas

N9 (AN 3)

A5 3 ANUMTNINATTIUYBLAUBYENAN1WSI (DE) udvisnan1sesy (E) uagdvisnasi (TE) seniniiuUsdassiags

hUIeNN
fiauusau R? avdowa i

IGO EGO v CLB SLP TA
DE .503 - - -566 - -.858
SCE (BCU) .057 IE - -127 -022 419 416 -.068
TE 238 -063 -.006 -053 170 -248

DE - =231 - 832 .382 -
IGO 930 IE - .058 780 - .025 322
TE - -.183 663 352 182

DE - - .648 - -473 -

EGO .380 IE - - =217 - -012 -
TE - - 347 - -.398 .037
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Yo9UsEANS A5 8 (Pintrich & DeGroot, 1990) @ s salawi safunisaeui st et us ey saduuuiioy
(Perfectionism) waIuARa (Stoeber & Rambow, 2007) visemsilutinieu “iie” fdnvazamadu MTANT0mLes uay
WIsuflsuruainsnvesmuesuasaudug fdwaliifnmmuidnin mwsues uesanadantoa uenand mwidn
ysensuaifiuszmimatenathlugnsaannuifuienuesuaramundalumvadeunasUssdiune Tagavneavdmaiisay
seUszAvEamlunmsiSeu fasiuldiusqdeiumuinaiotumsaey Silisudvinalaemudsauanusegdasiu
mssuiamuansavessueduiumsiFsulasUssavsnmnsiGeugaiig
wonani ﬁmu‘i%’aﬁizqdWLLmﬁmmﬁaauﬁaﬁJuumﬁmﬁﬁwmwé’ﬁmamiﬁﬂwﬂmalﬁa (Tsai, 2004;
Tsai et al, 2011) FedmduuninnsSousEsual (Msans, N3y, MsAaasNRNULUR) dnnuduiusiuisnis
S HuUFWUU WA (Surface Strategies) (Lee et al, 2008; Lin & Tsai, 2013) dswaliviaaruneienlunisseus dwdu
msifismurnuasnsadadnlumsBeuineneans (Tsai et al, 2011)
22 wspdadunsiadmnemeluidvinadaandearudlawnfamed e anmdlaunfanms
FnelFsudvinammsadsananmmssadimsnenielu (GO) (OF = 50) Bdlfsudvnalnesmbsuananmsliaae
sodsTinszvingafian (TE = 66) se%an Ao ussgdasnumsiuiamuaninsavesuedusumsGounasUsyavsnmnsieu

o w =l o w

(TE = 35) uazganuivaienfunisaey (TE = .18) wandliiiuininSeuidolmedniimdaseusianuddyuasdl

] = 2,

Usrlominda Suwilthivedadmanevemudle Wevndewrudummlunein SmsifEouldndenuiivsslen
ypamsiaftldsueumnetdu il Souliarusiude Wanuaula viedeunsefietosulunishianssuiy
51383 (Uzuntiryaki-Kondakei & Senay, 2015) §amsiigjiSouianidusnlufanssuluionsoy fedudsifiarud
Husnniigemeansi3eu (Duncan & McKeachie, 2005) mssufanuanansavesnuadlusiumsSounasdssavsnmmsiEoy
(SLP) ﬁSwﬁwamaé”amhwmgﬂﬁ]ﬁwuﬂﬁé‘iu’al,ﬂmmanﬂdu NaMIANWIAenAA AU Fimansyah et al. (2018) iesan
mssufanuansavewuenduanuievesypadluanuaunsninorlsuesn mudetndunsgdafieshiniGeu
diumeeeenadiud uasienusivlalunisGeu Welsiussaragaan (Schunk, 2012)
wonanil Sawuin mim‘uqmmmLﬁ?iaiuﬂwsL'%sJueTaﬁmmﬁuﬁ’uélﬁﬂmﬂﬁmﬁé?mﬁmmamsﬂu (IGO)
Fauandiiiufsnuduiussenineanuid eifl eafuusegala (Motivational Beliefs) uagmspunumueaieIfunsEeuy
(Self-Regulated Leaming) (Marcou & Phillippou, 2005) %ﬂLﬁuﬁauwﬁwmmiﬁﬁm (Metacognition) ‘UENESI’L%W
23 usspdasnunsmuguanuidelumsGeusisvinasudsausonnudlaunaamediven mnudila

WNANMTINlESUBvEnaMwsulisauINNsAUANANIdalunsS ey (CLB) (OF = -57) Fausegdlaniunisaugy
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a a =~

audslunsiFsuldsunsnalasramndsuinanussgdadiumslinueided siinssigaiign (TE = 96) sosaan Ao
ussgdladumuinaieatunsaey (TE = 30) uasmssadmanenisuen (TE = 09) sudiu Faansfnuudiuneny
84 Pintrich and DeGroot (1990) finuin msmunueuidslumsiFeu mssatiwsneneuen wagmslinuasediinsgih
ArsgpEmzneLvesainGeu dudsiliSeuiunliifazaianagnslumsSouiteiiamaasuuasmuiidesnis
fAdveiumededunuiii evssdunadudemnuiummamsfinyuagaruaaimadsay sndiog199InTIBNUTes
Tsai et al. (2011) Aind1277 dniFelusouiededuwAnisatumsissunsasugs faziiulsdn ussgslasumsaugy
anudelunsieulssudvisnalassmdainnnussgdasumstinuaedsiinsgvh ddnuuduiiedesiunisaouna
masadmenisuen Wy I¥insn visldesiuug iy FsdadomaridmalifiiansmuguanudonsFouduly
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