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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were: 1) to identify the level of use of the
language learning strategies and their sub-categories by high-achieving and low-
achieving English majors students 2) to identify the level of self-efficacy beliefs held
by high-achieving and low-achieving English major students 3) to determine any
significant differences in the use of language learning strategies between high-
achieving and low-achieving English major students, 4) to determine any significant
differences in the level of self-efficacy beliefs held by high-achieving and low-
achieving English major students, and 5) to determine a correlation between language
learning strategies used and the level of self-efficacy beliefs held by high-achieving
and low-achieving English major students.

The total population was 309 fourth-year English major students from the
Faculties of Education of four Rajabhat universities in Thailand. The sample consisted
of 186 English major students. Subjects were selected by stratified, purposive, and
simple random sampling techniques. They were divided into high- and low-achieving
groups by using their grade point averages (GPA) and the high-low-27-percent group
method. The Strategy Inventory for Language Learning (SILL) version 7.0, and the
Questionnaire of English Self-Efficacy (QESE) were used to collect quantitative data.
The reliability established by Cronbach’s alpha coefficient was .96 and .97,
respectively. The statistical devices used for quantitative data analysis were mean,
standard deviation, the independent #-test, and the Pearson correlation.

The major results show: 1) the high-achieving group used learning
strategies at a high level; whereas, the low-achieving group used learning strategies at
a medium level. Metacognitive strategies were the most frequently used by the two
groups of students. 2) High- and low-achieving English major students had high levels
of English self-efficacy. 3) There was a statistically significant difference in language
learning strategies used by high- and low-achieving English major students. 4) There
was a statistically significant difference in English self-efficacy for the two groups of
students. 5) Language learning strategies were found to be positively correlated with
English self-efficacy (= .526, p <.001).

KEY WORDS: LANGUAGE LEARNING STRATEGIES/ ENGLISH SELF-
EFFICACY BELIEFS / ENGLISH MAJOR STUDENTS/ HIGH-
AND LOW-ACHIEVING STUDENTS / RAJABHAT
UNIVERSITIES

120 pages




Fac. of Grad. Studies, Mahidol Univ. Thesis / v

J [ o a
mMsAnIns1¥nagnslunisiSeuiniu vazmsSuiaussouzvesaueavetindninga191391

MBITINOY NUNATUGNT NINMIFEUGI Hazd )
A STUDY OF LANGUAGE LEARNING STRATEGIES USED AND SELF-EFFICACY BELIEFS HELD BY

HIGH- AND LOW-ACHIEVING ENGLISH MAJOR STUDENTS

a @

JanTad nwd Tam15437554 LAAL/M
14 o
ARy, (Muimansilszynd)

{ a a s o ' a
ﬂﬂl%ﬂﬁﬁllﬂﬁﬁ‘lﬁﬂ‘klnﬂmuwu‘ﬁ: ’1/]5\‘1?{% ATUADINT, Ph.D., ﬂimﬁ{ﬂNTd LﬁNﬁ}’Ju, Ph.D., Q’J?‘I 03531949,

Ph.D.

UNAAGD
¥ )
d A

av ofl A A v = (g Y J = 2 @
N17IYAT IU Nﬂ@li]{ﬂi%ﬁ\?ﬂlwm) ﬁﬂ‘H1§$ﬂ‘]Jﬂ151“]5ﬂaq°ﬂ‘ﬁ6],Uﬂ'liLifJ‘Ll§ﬂTH1f]Qﬂi]‘klsllﬁN

WnAnwingilinadugn nemsiouguazd ) Anpisza Umsiuiaussouznamesingveaindnun

@

Aa a7 = o = 1 Y J = k2 @
AFNURNATUONT NNNTLTYUFILASA 3) Llﬁﬂﬂﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂ’)1mmﬂ@nﬂiuﬂ1i51“]1ﬂﬁq°ﬂfﬁ1uﬂ'lﬂiﬂ‘u§ﬂ1‘ﬂ1ﬂ NN H
= Ao

o v
VDIUNANHIAFNUAATNGNG mqmiﬁﬂuqmam ) Llr%ﬂ‘ﬂlﬁEJTJﬂ’NlI!W]ﬂ@'INﬂIﬁNﬁ%ﬂ°1Jﬂ1§§‘1J§ﬁ3J§§ﬂLl$

o o oA ! o o @ ' 2
NWNNIYID Qﬂqﬂﬁ%ﬁ')’muﬂﬁﬂﬂ’]ﬂﬁﬂ Qﬁﬂ\?ﬂaﬂllﬁg 5) ﬁﬂﬂ’lﬂ'ﬂuﬁﬂw u'ﬁ33ﬁ')’]\?ﬂ’lﬁslﬁlsflﬂaqw‘ﬁcluﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂu%}

U

: . .
MBID \‘Iﬂi]‘]s!l,mwﬂﬁiﬂiﬁlliiﬂu NN Qﬂi]‘H"U?NLl ﬂﬁﬂ‘kﬂﬂ ﬁdwﬁﬁNQW‘ﬁ mmwﬁauﬁmam 1
15 Glﬂﬂﬁﬂf]uﬂﬁﬂ‘kﬂﬂi TUVIFINIHID INOH AN ﬁﬂ‘kﬂ?ﬂ’c‘f@li NNUHIINGIA ﬂi?“]fﬂ{,]4 LU

b4 k4
TIUIUN 9T U309 AU éfaaﬂN‘}JﬁzﬁmmﬂaﬁﬂﬁﬂmwmﬁﬁmJ‘n4 S 186 au 34181 Taemsgudaods

A A

' ' A Y, 3 9 A Y s ~ 9 o
DYIINY Lﬂﬁﬂﬁll@mﬁlﬁlfsluﬂ'li!ﬂ‘ﬂ”llﬂllﬁﬂﬁ]lLU‘]J?ff]‘]JﬂnJﬂ'lﬁGl“]fﬂﬁfJVlT]Gluﬂ'lﬁlﬁﬂuﬁﬂ'l‘ﬂﬁlﬂﬂt]‘kl ag

a

'
aaa a

LLUUﬁﬂUﬂ1Mﬂ1§§U§ﬁuﬁﬁﬂu mmmmanqmammm aaan 14 “lumnmiwwmana"lﬁ'ufi ANRAY A

{De9UuIAT§ 11 Independent test uaz Mdudszant anduiuiveuiiofds

H o
WaN13IYNUI 1) ‘Llﬂﬁﬂ‘kﬂﬂ ﬁdwﬁﬁlli]ﬂ‘ﬁ ’Vl%ifﬂil,iﬂuﬁxiMﬂ1§1ﬂfﬂﬁﬂ’ﬂ‘ﬁ1uﬂ1ﬁliﬂu%}

U

]
~

NMB1D AN HIY ﬂ‘]JﬁQ ﬁ’J“Ll‘Llﬂﬁﬂ‘HWﬂ wdwaﬁnqmﬁ 1/]Nﬂ1§!iﬂuﬁ 111ﬂ1§6],5]fﬂﬁq°ﬂ‘ﬁﬁluﬂ1§!§ﬂu

Y @

NN Y

U

' 4
@

9 A = J a @ o =K aa
ﬂﬁﬂ‘kﬂ’ﬂ aﬁamauimmmgma ﬂﬁq%‘ﬁﬁ]ﬂﬂﬁﬁlﬂu 2) UNANHIAINUAATNGNT

@

D

o o=
Ieh ‘]J“lJTLlﬂﬁN “]Nﬂﬁfg’ﬂ Nnu

=

4 td
NMIMsBeugaazed 1 IMssufaussouzmans ingsuenuodeg lusza ugain saeengus) Wndnuiag

U

v
A v o w a | o K 1A

b4
W sdoengild nagnslumsizounudsnguianaas wedaiiisd i n1eata 4) Wndnuiagd saeangull
o @ 1 @ [l v o w aa I
ﬂ'lﬁiﬂiﬁilﬁiﬂuzﬂ'lﬂﬂ'lﬂ'l@ NNHHUBDIAULDILANA NN uf]ﬂ'lﬂﬁuﬂ?f’lﬂﬂﬂnﬁﬁﬂﬂ uag s5) ﬂ'lﬁslﬁlsf}ﬂﬁquﬁﬁluﬂ'lﬁ
@ v o da [ [ [ @ a
SUUNIHID \‘lﬂi]‘ﬂidlﬂ’ﬂllﬁllw UBLWUIND Uﬂ1§§ﬂ§ﬁ1]§§ﬂu$1/l'lﬂﬂ'lﬂ'lf] NNHHUDIU ﬂﬁﬂ‘kﬂ')ﬁ]ﬂ%vmg (r=.526,

p<.001)

120 ¥i1h






