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CHAPTER IV 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

This chapter presents the findings of the research and the discussion of the 

research. In the finding research, the researcher shows all of the data which are 

collected during the research. While in the discussion item, the researcher 

analyses all of the data in finding item. 

4.1.  Research Finding 

In this chapter, the researcher presented the data and analyzed the 

data that were collected trough two kinds of test, they are pre-test and post-

test. Beside that, there are also the calculation of trying out test, the students’ 

score in the pre-test and the post-test, the students’ score classification, the 

mean score, the significant differences between the score of pre-test and 

post-test and the hypothesis testing of the paired samples T-test. The finding 

is described as follows: 

4.1.1. The Calculation of Trying Out the Test 

The researcher conducted trying out of instrument on Wednesday, 

July 9th 2020. It was given to XI Bahasa where there were 16 students who 

joined in the trying out of test. There were 40 questions of multiple 

choices that is given to the students. The trying out the test aims to 

measure that the instrument is valid and reliable or not in improving the 

students’ reading comprehension. After the researcher gave the test to the 

students, the researcher analyzed the validity and reliability of the test. 

Each of the discussions is presented as follows: 
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4.1.1.1. Validity 

Before the researcher calculated the validity of the test, the 

researcher consulted the significant level 0,05 from 16 respondents was 

0,497. The item was valid if r-count > r-table. To calculated validity of 

trying out the instruments, the researcher used SPSS 24. Based on the 

calculation by using SPSS, it showed that there were 16 items number 

were valid and 24 items were invalid. The valid numbers were: 2, 5, 7, 8, 

10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 19, 24, 26, 33, 37, 38, 39. In this research, the 

researcher used 15 items numbers as test instrument. The numbers were 

2, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 19, 24, 26, 33, 38, 39. The entire results of 

test item validity analysis can be found in the appendix 1. 

4.1.1.2.  Reliability 

The researcher calculated reliability after measuring the validity 

of the test. It is aimed to know that the instrument is reliable or not. To 

calculated reliability of the test, the researcher used SPSS 24.  

Table 4. 1 Reliability Testing 

 

 

 

 

Based on the table above, it showed that the reliability of 

Cronbach’s Alpha was 0,609. From this calculation, it could be concluded 

Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's 

Alpha N of Items 

.609 40 
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that the test was in the category reliable because 0,609 > 0,60. It meant 

that the instrument of trying out the test was reliable. 

4.1.2. Normality and Homogeneity Testing 

4.1.2.1.  Normality Testing 

Normality testing is conducted to determine whether the gotten 

data is normal disstribution or not. The researcher used SPSS.24.0 Test 

of Normality by the value of significance (α) = 0.05. The result can be 

seen in the table below: 

Table 4. 2 Normality Testing in Pre-Test 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Based on the table above, it was known that the output from Test of 

Normality showed that the Sig = 0,296 > 0,05 (α = 5% = 0,05), it meant 

that the students’ score in pre-test  was normal distribution  

 

 

 

Tests of Normality 

 

Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic Df Sig. Statistic Df Sig. 

Nilai .102 35 .200* .964 35 .296 

*. This is a lower bound of the true significance. 

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 
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Table 4. 3 Normality Testing in Post-Test 

 

 

 

 

          

Based on the table above, it was known that the output from Test of 

Normality showed that the Sig = 0,079 > 0,05 (α = 5% = 0,05), it meant 

that the students’ score in post-test  was normal distribution  

Based on the output from SPSS above it was known that the 

significance value from pre-test is 0,296 and from the post test is 0,079. 

Both value from pre-test and post-test are bigger than 0.05. The sig value 

in pre-test is 0,296 (0,296 > 0.05). It meant that H0 is accepted and H1 is 

rejected and the data is in normal distribution. Then, for post-test score the 

value of sig value is 0,079 and that is bigger than 0.05 (0,079> 0.05). It 

also meant that H0 is accepted and H1 is rejected and the data is in normal 

distribution. So, it can be interpreted that both of data (pre- test and post-

test score) are in normal distribution. 

4.1.2.2.  Homogeneity Testing 

Homogeneity testing is conducted to know whether the gotten data 

has a homogeneous variance or not. To know the homogeneity, the 

Tests of Normality 

 

Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic Df Sig. Statistic Df Sig. 

Posttest .169 35 .012 .945 35 .079 

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 
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researcher used Test of Homogeneity of Variances with SPSS.24.0 by 

the value of significance ( α ) = 0.05. The result can be seen below: 

Table 4. 4 Homogeneity Testing 

Test of Homogeneity of Variances 

 

Levene 

Statistic df1 df2 Sig. 

1.915 5 28 .124 

 

  Based on the table above, it was known that the output from test of 

homogeneity of variance showed that the Sig 0,124 > 0, 05 (α = 5% = 

0,05). It meant that H0 was accepted and the students’ score was 

homogenous. 

4.1.3. Scoring the Students’ Answer in Pre-Test and Post Test 

The students’ score in pre-test and post-test was used to know the 

ability of the students’ reading comprehension before and after the treatment.  

Table 4. 5 The students’ score in pre-test and post-test 

No. Nama Pre-test 

Score 

Post-test 

Score 

1. APPD  46 93 

2. ADA 53 73 

3. AYM 60 80 

4. ARA 53 66 

5. A 33 73 

6. AM 80 86 
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7. CLL 93 100 

8. DAP 80 86 

9. DR 73 80 

10. ERS 86 93 

11. EN 53 86 

12. ENM 33 80 

13. FIDM 73 86 

14. FHA 46 100 

15. FA 60 86 

16. IM 60 80 

17. ITF 14 66 

18. KA 86 93 

19 MZS - - 

20 MY 80 80 

21. MA 53 93 

22. MHTP 26 73 

23. NF 73 86 

24. NR 66 86 

25. NS 46 73 

26. NFY 40 73 

27. NAS 86 93 

28. NA 53 86 

29. RR 66 73 
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30. RM 60 66 

31. SNS 33 60 

32. SP 53 73 

33. SNS 86 93 

34. TM 86 86 

35. WH 46 73 

36. ZS 66 93 

 

4.1.4. The Classification of Students’ Pre-Test Score 

Before treatment, the researcher conducted pre-test. The result of pre-

test is acquired to know the students’ improvement in reading 

comprehension. The following table showed the classification of frequency 

and percentage the score of students’ reading comprehension in narrative text 

of the eleventh grade at MA Darul Ulum Purwogondo in pre-test of 

experimental class and controlled class. 

Table 4. 6 Classification of Frequency and Percentage Score of the 

Students’ Reading Comprehension in Pre-Test 

No Scale Classification Frequency Percentage 

1. 90 – 100 Excellent 1 2,8% 

2. 80 – 89 Good 8 22,9% 

3. 70 – 79 Adequate 3 8,6% 

4. 60 – 69 Inadequate/unsatisfactory 7 20% 

5. Bellow 60 Failing/unacceptable 16 45,7% 

TOTAL 35 100% 
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The table above showed that the rate percentage of the 

experimental class score in pre-test from 35 students. It can be seen that 

one student (2,8%) got excellent and eight students (22,9%) got good 

score and there were twenty five(74,3%) got adequate, inadequate, and 

failing/unacceptable score. 

4.1.5. The Classification Of Students’ Post-Test Score  

The following table showed the classification of frequency and 

percentage the score of students’ reading comprehension in narrative text of 

the eleventh grade at MA Darul Ulum Purwogondo in post-test of 

experimental class and controlled class. 

Table 4. 7 Classification of Frequency and Percentage Score of the 

Students’ Reading Comprehension in Post-Test 

No Scale Classification Frequency Percentage 

1 90 – 100 Excellent 9 25,7% 

2   80 – 89 Good 14 40% 

3   70 – 79 Adequate 8 22.9% 

4   60 – 69 Inadequate/unsatisfactory 4 11,4% 

5  Bellow 60 Failing/unacceptable - - 

TOTAL 37 100% 

 

The table above showed the rate percentage of the experimental 

class score in post- test from 35 students. It can be seen that the students’ 

score increased. There were nine students (25,7%) got excellent score 

and fourteen students (40%) got good score and twelve students (34,3%) 
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got Inadequate/unsatisfactory and failing/unacceptable score. 

Table 4.6 and Table 4.7 indicated the rate percentage in the pre-

test and in the post-test. From the tables above, it could be concluded that 

the rate percentage in the post-test was higher than the rate percentage in 

the pre-test. In the pre-test, there are nine students (25,7%) in good 

classification, while in the pos-test, there was twenty three students 

(65,7%) in good classification. It meant that the percentages score in 

post-test were better than pre-test and the result of percentages score in 

post-test included in adequate classification. So, it indicated that the 

students had improvement after giving treatment by using blended 

learning through Google Classroom application. 

4.1.6. The Mean Score and Standard Deviation in Pre-Test and Post-Test 

After calculating the result of the students score, the mean score 

and standard deviation in pre-test and post test are presented the 

following table: 

Table 4. 8 The Mean Score and Standard Deviation in Pre-Test and 

Post-Test 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 

Pretest 35 60.03 19.719 
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The table above showed that the mean score in pre- test was 60.03 

and the standard deviation was 19,719, while the mean score in post-test 

was 81,91 and the standard deviation 10,231. It could be concluded from 

both of the tests, post- test gained greater mean score than pre- test. 

4.1.7. Test of Significance Testing 

The significant score between pre- test and post-test could be 

known by using paired sample t-test. The result of paired sample t-test 

could be seen as follows: 

Table 4. 9 The Result of Paired Sample T-Test 

 

Valid N 

(listwise) 

35 

  

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 

Posttest 35 81.91 10.231 

Valid N 

(listwise) 

35 
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The output table above showed the result of test of significance 

testing using paired sample t-test. It was known that t-count was 

negative (-8.189). The result of t-count was negative because the 

average of the students’ score in pre-test was lower than the average of 

the students’ score in post-test. In this case, it can be concluded that if 

the t-count was negative, it could be also positive. So, t-count could 

become 8.189. Based on the output above, the significant level of paired 

sample t-test was 0.000, for the level of significance (p) 0, 05 and the 

degree of freedom (df) = N- 1= 35-1= 34, the result of t-table was 1.690 

and the result of t-count was -8.189.  

From the calculation above, t-count was higher than t-table 

(8.189 > 1.690). The result of the test clearly showed that there was a 

significant difference between the students’ score in the pre-test and 

post-test. It indicated that the use of blended learning through Google 

Classroom application was effective in improving students’ reading 

comprehension. It meant that Ho was rejected and Ha was accepted 

because the t- test was higher than t-table (8.189 > 1.690). Therefore, the 

hypothesis of the research was accepted. 

4.2.   Discussion 

The result of this research showed that the students’ scores were 

higher after the treatment by using blended learning through Google 

Classroom application. The students showed their improvement in reading 

comprehension, most of them got good score. The use of blended learning 

through Google classroom application was effective in improving students’ 
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reading comprehension in Narrative Text. 

Table 4. 10 The Mean Score and Standard Deviation  

in Pre-test and Post-test  

 Pre-test Post-test Range 

Mean Score 60,03 81,91 21.88 

Standard Deviation 19,719 10,231 9,488 

 

The analysis of the mean score gap and the standard deviation in the 

pre-test and post-test above showed that the strategy that was used was 

effective. The mean score in pre test was 60,03 and 81,91 in post-test. It 

meant that the mean gap of the students’ score in the pre-test and post-test 

was 21.88. The standard deviation of pre-test was 19,719 and post-test was 

10,231. It meant that the standard deviation gap of the students’ score in the 

pre-test and post-test was 9,488. The explanation of the gap between the pre-

test and post-test indicated that there was significance difference after the 

students got the treatment. 

Based on the result of the statistical computation using paired sample 

t-test, the result showed that there was any significant difference between 

pretest and posttest achievement. The result t-count was -8.189, if the t-count 

is compared to t-table with the degree of freedom 34 as stated hypothesis 

testing; the t-count -8.189 was higher than the t-table 1.690. Therefore, based 

on the hypothesis testing, Ha is accepted and the Ho is rejected, the theory is 

verified. It meant that there was significance different score in the reading 

comprehension at eleventh grade students of MA Darul Ulum Purwogondo 

in the academic year 2020/2021 before and after being taught using blended 
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learning through Google Classroom application and blended learning through 

Google Classroom application was effective to teach reading comprehension. 

In the previous research also stated that the use of blended learning is 

more effective to teach students’ reading comprehension. But the differences 

with the previous research, this researcher showed that the use of blended 

learning through Google classroom application is more effective to teach 

students’ reading comprehension. So, it could be concluded that 

implementation of using of blended learning through Google Classroom 

application in teaching reading comprehension of narrative text is effective 

and the use of blended learning through Google Classroom application also 

could motivate students to engage in language learning especially to improve 

their ability in reading a text. In the other words, there is an effect of using 

blended learning through Google classroom application toward the 

improvement of the students’ reading comprehension of narrative text at the 

eleventh grade students of MA Darul Ulum Purwogondo. It was proven with 

students’ final score after giving treatment, the teaching reading 

comprehension of narrative text using blended learning through Google 

classroom application as media was better than teaching reading 

comprehension of narrative text using direct instruction method.  

 


