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Abstract

This research aimed to develop and verify quality of executive function test for Mat-
thayomsuksa | students and to study Matthayomsuksa | students’ executive function level. The
samples were 568 Matthayomsuksa | students under the Secondary Educational Service Area
Office VII, enrolled in academic year 2017, through two-stage cluster sampling. Research tool
was executive function test. Statistic used to verify overall research tool's quality were Face
Validity, Discrimination, Reliability, Construct reliability and Difficulty. Executive function level was
also analyzed by descriptive analysis.

The finding showed that: 1) Executive function test that the researcher created based
on Gioia et al's concept composed 3 components with 9 subcomponents, which test items
were 5 point rating scale and 4s-test items in total. The result of verifying executive function
test quality had Discrimination at 0.223 to 0.696. When verifying by using Multichotomous Item
response theory (IRT) using Graded Response Model it was found that every question item
valued at B1<P2<P3<P4 in term of Discrimination had parameter (Ol) between 0.70 to 14.85.
The verifying overall test quality result had face validity with I0C between 0.60 and 1.00. and
significant construct validity matching up with declarative data (x’=10.31, df = 9, p = 0.325, GFlI
= 0.996, AGFI = 0.980, RMSEA = 0.016). Considering total reliability, there was Cronbach's alpha
coefficient at 0.916. and 2) The result of studying Matthayomsuksa | students’ executive function
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level found that generally students had executive function at a high level (X = 3.73)

ey emasanEnARLEMIIaMsan MInTsiedlstneuGeiuiudusuices NOHMITDUEUDS
FosounuLeTR Fazuuunn 2

Keywords: Executive Function, Second order confirmatory factor analysis, Polytomous
IRT models
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1.3.2 mmﬁmmu%ﬁmaa%w (Construct validity) NNMFAATNTRIRUTENa B E UL
Susiiiaed (Second order confirmatory factor analysis) zasluiaamsiaanuaaNTNAALINITAMIAU
FaamAe e E LSt sEneld Swan o 6 wuhdhulsdaneldremnesiamu gt
aﬂwaﬁﬁmﬁwﬁmmaaﬁ@ﬁizé’u 01 Tnsflehamdniufifhianuasfimnaenadaiusaus 0.ess A9 0976 1o
NonWanesaumen® Bartlett's Test of Sphericity Wuhdewnfy 9612.445 (p < .01) LaAIN
Lw%ﬂ%awﬁwﬁuﬁﬁﬁmmLmﬂemmﬂm’%ﬂsﬁaﬂﬁﬂwaiaﬂwqﬁﬁaéwﬁ@maaﬁﬁﬁizéﬁu 01 §aAARDINUNG
maeneiensail Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy &enwhiiu 0.886 Fasl
fudhlng 1 uamslidiundnulsdaneld ulieainnadrsisnnuasmsnzasiianih b 1#eneiasdissnou
FIGNTN 1

1 ! 6
M 1 AURRULRIATUR ﬁ?%LﬁHGLU%NWGﬁjW% LLa%ﬂNﬂi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂNW%ﬁgLLUULﬁ&l%ﬂ%“ﬂ@x‘i@l’nm‘ﬂ%
IQ\IL@afﬂ‘ﬁ@ﬂ’ﬂ&lﬁ?&ﬂiﬂﬁ@ﬂ%ﬂ?‘iﬁ@ﬂ?i(ﬂ%

Gankie 11ni 2Wor 3Pla 40rg sTas 6Shi 7Emo 8Sel 9lnh
1ni 1.000

2Wor 888 1.000

3Pla 898" 913" 1.000

40rg 877" 905" 901" 1.000

sTas 878 911 952" 901" 1.000

6Shi 788" 854" 837" 875" 876 1.000

7Emo 781" 838" 869 814" 915" 939 1.000

8Sel 709 775" 757" 700" 774" 784" 818 1.000

slnh 697 762" 740" 685 773" 781" 829" 976" 1.000
M 3.669 3.590 3.715 3.748 3.662 3.871 3.733 3.836 3.807
SD 0.602 0.604 0.606 0.615 0.616 0.609 0.606 0.638 0.642

Bartlett's Test of Sphericity = 9612.445 df = 36 p = .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy (KMO) = 0.886

RLWe ** p < .07
q

NANIT AT SRR UTENa LT U UG U FaI7d lLAaMTIAANNEINTDAALSMITANTAU WU
1% A ooy a v 6 2 I v Ao =

AMaFanANaINaNNAuTUYayaTssEanE (X = 1031 df = 9 p = 032582) leaedriinanunannay
(GFl) whifu 0.996 endafianunannauilSuuiuals (AGFl) whifu 0.980 wazmeaiinnidaswasriade
ANNAMIRARaUMAIEBITRINTUTEINMA (RMSEA) wihfiu 0.016

Lﬁaﬁmﬁmmﬂmﬁﬂaqﬁﬂﬁzﬂaﬂugﬂ@zl,mummgmsﬂmﬁaLLﬂﬁé’dmm‘Lé’sLuIaJmamﬁ@mmamﬁmﬁ@
a % 1 £ 1% o A 9: £ [3 [~ A Gg: 1 XK
1AMITAMTANU wmwmmhmmmvlmﬂmmwmwmamﬂizsﬂauLﬂumﬂ Tnafovnadoue 0.902 f9 0.991 Ay
Ao o w Aaad o A A ! A ¥ o € o o Yo o P
luddumesiainaesy 01 Wetsanen R2 wEaanaduiusssniedhudsdanaldtusususenady

e da 4 - 4 a . p P

wunadshiimenarass (Reliability) snnvige @a @aldsmaamuauesans (0.981) 09830 Aa @ails

mMItSuaen (0.979) uazduUTANNNVULYINNL (0.968) MNAIGTL
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Lﬁaﬁm‘smmﬁmﬁﬂaaﬁﬁixﬂaﬂugﬂ@:ﬂ,mummjm‘ﬁaaéﬁLLﬂJ‘sLLNﬂuML@am‘ﬁwmmamﬁmﬁwu’%mi
AAMIGL wmw@nLLﬂiLLﬂJmﬂ@”ﬁﬁmﬁmﬁﬂaaﬁmzﬂauLﬂumﬂ Toefarnadous 0.853 A9 0957 uasitiuseny
yeBffissy 01 Wefiannen R2 Waanudinsssninsinudsudeneasdiseney wudh asdisznouiia
ﬁwmmﬁaﬁumﬂﬁq@ fo sufUszneu 3 MIMAUNRANTIN (0.917) sasasnAnasRLsznaLd 1 MsAeuiaa

m33an (0.854) WAYRIRUIENALA 2 Mamuansuel (0.727) eNNAWL ST 2 wavmwlsenay 2

TN 2 WA mezﬁaﬁﬂ‘szﬂau 179 Quﬁmaﬂm PAMITAANNENTNAALIINIVANITAL

. ihutinasdUsynay
Gkl t R?
B b(SE)
asRtsznau?l 1 mIdaeTiuMIzae
1. M5 0.902 0.541 <> 0.814
2. ANNIVIULYIN 0.984 0.591(0.014) 42.732%% 0.968
3. MIVNLNW/MTAOTLUL 0.973 0.594(0.013) 44.645%% 0.947
4, mﬁm&ﬁw’iaq 0.925 0.573(0.013) 44.109%% 0.856
5. NINTIANDLNU 0.975 0.604(0.015) 41.648%% 0.951
23fUsEnaui 2 mamiuesNal
6. MIUSUWALN 0.989 0.634 <> 0.979
7. mﬁmmuaﬁmi 0.991 0.633(0.007) 95.474%% 0.981
agAlsznoun 3 mImuwg&AnTas
8. MINTIVFDLALLLD 0.973 0.595 <> 0.948
9. MILUEN 0.967 0.589(0.010) 59.256%% 0.936
Futlsurls/aeftsenay
aaﬁﬂisﬁauﬁ 1 miﬁmﬁ'mﬁumiﬁa@ 0.924 0.924(0.038) 24.384%% 0.854
adﬁﬂszﬂaw‘ﬁ 2 MImAuaIHel 0.853 0.853(0.035) 24.600%* 0.727
sFtsznoud 3 MIMNUNEFNTIH 0.957 0.957(0.033) | 28.915%* 0.917
naEme  ** p < .01 Fuar sy fe @hmm@amﬂﬁaumm@m

<——> lsiseamen SE uae t wasnnidunsiiwasiisdu (Constrained parameter)
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#0

98
T
0.93 L)
¥
1.l
0.85%

0. %6

Q.
0.
Q.
a.
a,
::l:l.
0.9
0.
a.

IFla =0 . 0%

/ LA\

STas =_=0.0%

.0z

TEmD ~==0.03

L

¥

/

a7
BSel -0 .0%

#ink =0, 06

Chi-Sguare=10.31, df=9%, P-value=0,32582, RMSEA=0.0l&

Mwisenay 2 Wamal Lﬂswgﬁaqﬁﬁimau G 5%5%5%%%@0%@@34 OAANNENFNITNAALTINTIANTANU

4 o _— - . o . .
1.3.3 andiady  (Reliability) AsananmenNsanadaamely (internal consistency)

€
N0 I@ai%gmﬂmﬂisﬁmmmammmmaumﬂ (Cronbach's Alpha coefficient) WUNLLLIAANNENITD

ARUSTNITAMITOIURMANNTATUNIATUWNAY 0.916 WaRATINAANNETRIUIEaIAUIENOY WUNsdUsznay

' '
' A

Aa eL A 6 d’ Aa aA' (% ra A 6 AI
nMmaNNTalugIgn Ao asntsznaunl 1 MIdenentiumszaa (Ol= 0.847) J09a9in A asAtlsznaun 3
o @ A I A o o & A A ] A o %
mamnuwn&nass (Ol= 0.837) wazasatlaznauil 2 mamnuasnnt (Ol= 0.819) WaRamanemeNui@aiunee
WUNMURRMANTaUgER fa dumInTasauan (Ol= 0.868) 7098931 AiB UMTTNUNK/MITATELY
(Ol=0.836) enumstSuilaen (Ol= 0.786) éﬁmms’%lf%w.l,azéﬁmﬁmuQmaﬁmi (Ol= 0.783) MUMIANTIAEDL
awas (Ol= 0.764) snumstiuey (Ol= 0.762) euanaazaginen (Ol= 0.752) wagmumsinsudayuiao

(Ol= 0.742) enu§61L
2. FUANNENINTNAALSIIT AN IaUTaITNG UL S UTUTTENANI TN 1 WU TS auiana
A a o | o 4 A A = I3 ] 13 AA A
sansnAeuIITanaauag lusediusnn (X -3.73) WeRamonduneesdidszney wuh asdlszneuiifienage
§ugn Ao avddsznaud 3 maffiung@inssn (X = 3.82) sevasnfe ssdsznaud 2 maffivetsuel (X =

I3 A A A o va v Y A @ > oy Aa
3.80) LAYANAUITNALN 1 NIIAANEINUNMIIANR (X: 3.67) MNAOU LAZLNANTINTUTIEOU WU MUAN

A

mmaaqdq@ fla umsUSuwden (X = 3.87) 3098981 A8 MuUN1IOTRFaLaWad (X = 3.84) euwnstiuds
(X = 3.87) é’wumﬁmuﬁw’?ﬂq (X = 3.75) é'mmimmmmmzﬁ (X = 3.73) eumInNw/MITesudey
(X = 3.72) aums3GN (X = 3.67) MUMIATRELNW (X = 3.66) LALAIUANNNVULYNIL (X = 3.59)
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NEIO
WaRasansefuaNNaNTDAAUSMITaMIauasinSouiudsondnwsdn 1 Wunedadms wuh
asAdsvnauil 1 msdaneaiiumeiae ‘iEﬂL’%ﬂ%d’aﬂmjs’jmmmmimﬁ@u’%mﬁ@mimua%ﬂmzﬁumﬂ ANV
2 o d‘ o a d‘ dl & v o dl (% ~ o 6" 2% % 1 o
PDANNA 6 ammyamaa@immamgﬂau‘l@ FaMNN 12 a@Lm994aﬂ@;qﬂmmslwwsamaumsmqm WAL
dafmmauil 22 @TRFaUNUavRuaTueuTaNIBNauaslaUAlRNn  TnEunlanumInInAaLImTIAMIaL
agjslmzéﬁuﬁmﬂam I@aﬁ@hmﬁaagﬁzmm 3.33 D4 4.02 damnmaidemiugige Ao winan IS uwas
malauaEamsngan (X = 4.02) uastammanfiaadusiga Ao a@aﬁmaazlﬁmhﬁaaﬁﬂgﬂaﬂé’ (X = 3.33)
29Atlsznauf 2 mamiuasNet ‘Wm’wiﬂﬂL’%fmmﬂmyﬁ@mmmmsaﬁ@u’%ﬂmﬁmmmuaa”islmzéiumﬂ
% o all A A A 1 EaA'o | =3 A | v A 2 E2 [~ %
SANULDMTINT 32 HNaG Lma@ﬂaqhﬂmumsmwmmﬂ i) wumw,wawmmammmwﬂmgmmu e
‘i(ﬂL’%f&mﬁmmmmimﬁ@u’%ﬂmﬁmmsmuag'sl,mzéﬁuﬂmﬂmq I@aﬁ@hmﬁaa%’iwdn 3.44 D9 4.07 YamaNnf
Mmiegege Ao LLf’ﬂﬁﬂﬂ@%ﬂ@ﬂ%mqma 15 l%o9ml (X = 4.07) uaztammanenaiagn Ao & Lﬁamﬂagh
EaA' ° ! @ A | v A 2 % [ % Evd
FAUMNTONAILN 13 Wumm‘wawmmaaﬂmmmﬂwﬂgwmu e (X = 3.44)
audszneufl 3 msfiung@nssn wuitinGeuflenusansadeuimsianisauag luszéiusnnlunn
v o a AI 1 1 = 3 o d’d U dl A 1 1% =
SIRAREN I@ammmaaagszmm 367 D9 3.96 Tammanfiemdugegn fa usimegneasenassiuuema
a Eva 1% o Aa A B A 16 2 o a Eva
T595em (X = 3.9¢) usstammunfiemdesiign Aa muqmm@ﬂﬂmmsmmmm@ (X = 3.67)
afdnena
1, r;z’i'?a’aa%mLmu’iﬂmmmmmﬁ@u’%mﬁ@msmmmLL‘mﬁmmwﬁmmmmﬁaﬁ@u’%ﬂmﬁ@msmmaﬁLﬁa
« . Ai = 6 g Ao [ I [
uazamue (Gioia et al., 2002, pp. 249-257) 4N 3 a9aUsznay 9 o NanmwosaduneaTUsesnue 5 e6
mqaaammmwmaaLmaas\laiwﬂwawamiw@ﬂammumL@mLLaymwamimauauawaﬂauLwaim@wme@m
AN I@mLsmumsaaﬂiwaﬁuamammwm 90 98 mamamm 9 M MUAL 10 U9 LSJ@%WVLUSLMNVEB’J‘NW
ATFLANNTRENA TSR TaNL N e aAdedaienuganadas 10C AN 0.50 e 45 Y8 @9
v (v 3 (% . . dl 1 1
FOAAIDINUAI e wagasnnk deee (Luan Saiyos & Angkhana Saiyos, 1999, p. 249) “na1im
fertinnusanaaas I0C agfasflrannnivizawiiu 0.50 wastammafivaestinsauaquiensiauiieinms
d’ o osj d”ﬁ.l d‘ 2R v ° d‘ﬂ/ a a!l Y A % d‘ £
AMAUR mu@Lsﬁmﬂmt:yLauaLLw.fLmmaﬂmmm@wamsmﬂﬂammﬂuaaﬂ WEANNFEAINVDINADLLAY
[~ ° [~ 2 : & o 3 £ a a Aava Ig/dl
Lﬁuvlﬁ‘léﬂumsmvl,ﬁmmqmqmasq”a wanNniinsammusenafInUienadUfiams ueienmyavauuy
% % 2 A o AD d‘ ) Lo o a!l [~ a % a =) } 2 1
ELMUSUﬂquLLﬂVL‘HWEaGI@WI\‘] WasananaazlildsudmeaufianssmuanuduassnninGen fa 40 8o lalewen
EWAAVIaT I ENENGS Land iunmIssammanaaisiannulenivanzay sansaiushunuwn@nTa
AI 1w 10 [~ 2 A o 2
11F8el Toolusufudosfidmusnnds
SWRTILUN AsananeandiutrasaviuuedatiuazuuuIN saveuaasuuia (Item total
6
correlation) I@ﬂ%qmmwwmﬂuﬂsxﬂmﬂwﬁmwuﬁmm%‘mimaqLﬁﬂ%ﬂ% (Pearson product moment correlation
coefficient) WLMMULAAANNENITORALIMIIAMTAL U 45 U9 %aﬁmmﬁmémm:hLLuﬁag'i::wm 0.223
9 0.696 laedafiduunleithy (0.20 < r < 0.39) ffwan 19 ¥ Fefiwunléthunans (0.40 < r < 0.59) &
3 & & AI o oA = v | Y o 1o &
S 20 T0 uataRuunled (0.60 < r < 0.79) Hinwhw 6 9o usarhdafmmaE S uunlFunaa
(=3 } o Alu 7 dl A [~ v o dlo oA Aj v £ v (%
sosassnudacmufiuunlidine warfivdadudammufisuwnles Fsanndastiudin aeud Lassann
seuee (Luan Saiyos & Angkhana Saiyos, 1999, p. 185) 7inandleeiilluddeseufiflensnnadimn
% Fazfiensnnnnwsawniu 0.20
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| 1 6
AMNTaiL Aansannnmennaaaadasme L (Internal consistency) aa9uLIn I@ysL%qmamﬁszﬁwﬁ
waanhaasasaung (Cronbach's Alpha coefficient) WUMLLLIAANNERNTNAALIATIAMIAUI M ANNTDN
MATUWNAU 0.916 WaRamanemanNTasiuneasflsznay wuasdlsenaun 1 MIAANLINUMIZAG Jen
4 P d . o ¢ Al 4 o P d
anuain (Ol= 0.847) asadsznaudl 2 msmnuasaal deeanugedy (Ol= 0.819) wavasnlsznaui 3
mMamiuwndinsan Jeenadedu (Ol= 0.837) WaRnmonamanuTodunams W munesian Jen
4 . . . . 4 o > . .
anuadin (Ol= 0.783) MUANNNVMLYINTIH AenanaTasss (Ol= 0.752) MUMTINUN/MIIOTLUY e
4 . e A e Al 4 o > . 4 o
anagadin (Ol=0.836) mumsinsuduuiae damenudadiu (Ol= 0.742) MumnTasaunu dmenugadin
(Ol= 0.868) eumatsuden fehenadadin (Ol= 0.786) Mumsniuguatsunl Aenanudaiiu (Ol
> - 4 . v ¥ oA 4 4
0.783) MUNITATIRFDLAWAY Aamanuzagy (Ol= 0.764) wazanumstuds Jenanumadsy (Ol= 0.762) @9
v (v 2 (% . . dl 1 1 1
FOAARDINUAI Felee wazasnw) deee (Luan Saiyos & Angkhana Saiyos, 1999, p. 209) “Na133eN
ANHNEFDFUAITAAIINAN 0.70 FIAUTUMULNAFIUNRANNTDIA LFAINULLTAANNEETDAAUSNTIAM I
Avao v X A P A O
NrduEN Uil goumnenua NNz
v A [ :5 [ dn“ =) a A [ | [ 13 aA'aA
2. TnBausERuFusaNEnmn 1 34mmﬂmﬁm@mmsa@mimuagsl,m:ﬁmmﬂ Toensdilsznaufisl
] A A I3 A o o a 4 A & A o o ¢
Madugege fa asadsznaui 3 MmarAunadnTIn (X = 3.82)3098900 A asdUsznauy 2 mImua1saol
Eva 6 P a A o va Eva Y A A A Y A o A
(X = 3.80) upzasALsznauf 1 MIAAALIMIMIFAA (X = 3.67) MuAFU Fafienmdelndfustiuanadiasan
mmamﬁmﬁ@u’%mﬁ@msmwﬂuﬁﬁwﬁuiwmaaﬁwmmstﬁﬂmmﬁwmmﬁu‘ﬁ 4 ANNVEURTULN ST
anusanendior (Industry vs. Inferiority) uasdufl s anaTudadnualfuenudusauuunum (Identity vs.
Role Confusion) 2as83ndu (Erikson, 1963) “ﬁﬂdndwﬁqqﬁlﬂwﬁwﬁLﬁﬂaghﬁfm’%mﬁ Nanuaenniaenidiv
=3 3 AI dl 1 o 1 a 021/ dl [~3 % o A 1 o Y @ U A } %
TufamIatnmaaaInTwyh lufeauwad inansyyhannan Snvamsdinldnssynfanssaeng o mslw,@ﬂvlmﬁwg
flsvaumaniasinines lruauwesldfuacned Taamaududnlwiofidosmslomealumsusnsamuansnnaas
XY (% Lo v A £ dl (=1 1 ﬂgj d” } 2 o =3 1 d’)
mmaﬂwmmw‘lmugma&Jamu LwaLLammmmwﬂmaj slmuuqmﬂaiammmﬂwmﬁiﬂm FAUT LAV
Tumssfiuiiamnaiuns i nEinaunuiomas msﬁiﬁﬂqaﬁdwﬁmmmmsamzﬁwﬁwﬁq 9 Tuzaviae
\ c 9o e 9 o Ha 4 & . @
DENIMINEENY AN e fianaEasininasssauaNadEa o wae

daiFuaLUE
v ° ~ o ¥
1. Fowuaunslunmaiwansdiseluly

' 2 '
A YA v

1.1 MNNAMIIRLANL UL IAANNENHNIINAALTINTIONTOUNNID Bﬂ%’]d%%ﬁQMﬂWWGﬁuﬂ’ﬂN NN

U
[ v

ANNIEDIL ANNENNNE LAYEIWIRSILUN a%ﬂmzﬁuﬁmmsam éw’ai"fuﬂ%ﬂau Q‘Uﬂmaa‘m%aﬂg‘*’?ﬁﬁm“ﬁaammsa
iuuwdasanan 1 lumsiaenuaminsadausmsianmsavsasinGey Lﬁ'amm:g@dau@@LL%@LLagﬂiﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂums
MU MTAN ANNENTAAUSINTIaM e WU Suwldeehamangan

1.2 Lm‘u%f@mmmmiaﬁ@u’%ﬂmﬁwmsmuﬁﬂg’iﬁaa’éﬁq%uﬁ 3 23AUTENAY 9 N AMNEMTITLWLN
TN Eestdususdnemta 1 3‘3‘mmmmimﬁ@u’%msﬁ@mimua%'sl,mséw’umml,azﬁmLﬁﬁaiﬂﬁLﬁaqﬁuiuLL@iaz
29ALlsznay Gﬁaﬁuﬁﬁaﬂaﬁm:nmmmsmfmﬁ@u’%mﬁ@m‘mum’;ﬂﬁmméwﬁiyﬁummamﬁmﬁ@u’%mﬁ@mi
mﬂunﬂ o aadUsznavlunion o fu vLaJmﬂﬁmméwﬁam%amsaﬁﬁﬁaqﬁﬂszﬂaﬂ@aaﬁﬁizﬂawﬁq

1.3 anudnm JLEIS AgRseu wasHUnaTas mﬂﬁmmé’nﬁmLLazﬁa’@ﬁaﬂﬁmmiﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁqaa‘qLa‘%m
ANNENHNTOAALIMTIANITAWULATN Lﬁ'aslﬁl,ﬁﬂvl,éﬁt.’%aufjtﬂmmﬁmﬁﬂajm‘wLLaz‘ﬁﬂwzmmamﬁmﬁ@‘u’%mi
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2.1 WLARANMNENITNAAUSINTIaMTes M TaaS et Lflumsﬁizt,ﬁmmmjmﬁaaa'm‘ﬁufluﬁﬂL’%fam
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2.3 LUUSAANMNENMNINAALSMITAM IR NSRS &zﬁﬁa’mmaﬁammwwéﬁummLﬁmmaL%a
Aiha (Face validity) UAEANNENATITILATIFI (Construct validity) %&Lﬂuﬂﬁmﬁaﬂammmmﬂu
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