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Abstract 
The purpose of this research were 1) develop for of Learning Achievement in Thai Language 

Substance of critical thinking ability and Attitude between Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning for 
Muttayomsuksa 3 and have effective 80/80 2) to study the effectiveness index of Learning Achievement in 
Thai Language Substance of critical thinking ability and Attitude between Multiple intelligent and Brain 
base learning for Muttayomsuksa 3 3) to comparison of Learning Achievement in Thai Language Substance 
of critical thinking ability and Attitude between Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning for 
Muttayomsuksa 3 4) The Comparison of Learning Achievement in Thai Language Substance of critical 
thinking ability and Attitude between Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning for Muttayomsuksa 3. 
The sample consisted of 62 Muttayomsuksa 3 students at Taneewittaya School Surin Province in 2 
semester  academic year 2014 were selected by a random group. The instruments used in the study were 
1) 9 lesson plan of multiple intelligences And brain base learning. 2) achievement test. in multiple choice 
30 items. The discrimination (B) from 0.22 to 0.52 with the difficulty from 0.22 to 0.78 with a confidence 
level of (rcc) of 0.90 3) a test of the critical thinking ability. multiple choice of 30 items with the 
discrimination (B) from 0.23 to 0.56 with the difficulty values from 0.28 to 0.75 with a confidence level of 
(KR-20) 0.92 4) an attitude Is a scale between 5 to 15 items with the item discriminative power.(rxy) ranging 
from 0.39 to 0.74 with a confidence level of ( ) was 0.91 statistical methods used to analyze the data, 
including statistics, the average percent standard deviation. And hypothesis testing using t-test (Dependent 
Samples) and test variability media, by using statistics Holtelling's T2. The results were : 1) Thai Language 
substance group for Muttayomsuksa 3 by using Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning for 
Muttayomsuksa 3 have effective 81.16/80.11 and 81.28/80.10. 2)  The effectiveness of lesson plan Thai 
Language substance group for Muttayomsuksa 3 by using Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning for 
Muttayomsuksa 3 is equal  0.6797 and 0.6924 of the dark secret.  3) Students in Muttayomsuksa 3 that 
using Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning as have a result for critical thinking ability higher than 
pretest significantly. Level of statistical significance. 05.  4)  Students who Learning between Multiple 
intelligent and Brain base learning in Muttayomsuksa 3 The ability of critical thinking and attitude are no 
different. The results were : 1)  Thai Language substance group for Muttayomsuksa 3 by using Multiple 
intelligent and Brain base learning for Muttayomsuksa 3 have effective 81.16 / 80.11 and 81.28 / 80.10  2) 
The effectiveness of lesson plan Thai Language substance group for Muttayomsuksa 3 by using Multiple 
intelligent and Brain base learning for Muttayomsuksa 3 is equal  0.6797 and 0.6924 of the dark secret. 3) 
Students in Muttayomsuksa 3 that using Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning as have a result for 
critical thinking ability higher than pretest significantly. Level of statistical significance. .05. 4) Students who 
Learning between Multiple intelligent and Brain base learning in Muttayomsuksa 3 The ability of critical 
thinking and attitude are no different. 

Keywords : achievement in Thai language, critical thinking, Attitude, learning activity management 
through the Multiple intelligent, learning activity management through the Brain base learning 
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  Value F Hypothesis df Error df p 
 Hotelling’s Trace 0.01 0.35 3 58 0.78* 
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