ABSTRAK

Fithtrah Rahmi, (2018): Studi Komparasi Model Pembelajaran Two Stay
Two Stray (TSTS) dan Think Pair Square (TPSq)
terhadap Hasil Belajar Siswa pada Materi Tata
Nama Senyawa Kimia

Penelitian ini dilatarbelakangi oleh hasil belajar kimia siswa SMA Negeri
2 Bangkinang Kota yang masih dibawah Kriteria Ketuntasan Minimum (KKM).
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui ada tidaknya perbedaan hasil belajar
kimia pada materi pokok tata nama senyawa kimia antara siswa Yyang
pembelajarannya menggunakan model TSTS dan model TPSq pada siswa kelas X
SMA Negeri 2 Bangkinang Kota. Penelitian ini termasuk penelitian komparatif.
Populasi penelitian ini adalah siswa kelas X SMA Negeri 2 Bangkinang Kota
yang berjumlah 88 siswa yang terdiri dari 3 kelas, dilaksanakan pada semester
genap tahun ajaran 2017/2018. Pengambilan sampel dilakukan dengan
menggunakan teknik simple random sampling maka diperoleh 2 kelas sampel
yaitu X A4 (eksperimen 1) dan kelas X A5 (eksperimen 2). Teknik pengumpulan
data pada penelitian ini adalah wawancara, tes dalam bentuk uji homogenitas
sebagai data awal pada materi sebelumnya, tes sebagai data akhir, dan
dokumentasi. Untuk analisis data akhir menggunakan uji “t”. Hasil analisis data
menunjukkan rata-rata hasil belajar siswa sebesar 90 untuk model pembelajaran
TSTS dan 83 untuk model pembelajaran TPSq. Berdasarkan perbandingan nilai to
dengan t; pada taraf signifikan 5% menunjukkan bahwa t, lebih besar dari t;
(3,023 > 2,000). Artinya, terdapat perbedaan hasil belajar siswa yang
menggunakan model pembelajaran TSTS dengan TPSq, model pembelajaran TSTS
lebih baik dari pada model pembelajaran TPSq.

Kata kunci: Model Pembelajaran Two Stay Two Stray, Model Pembelajaran
Think Pair Square, Hasil Belajar, Tata Nama Senyawa Kimia
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ABSTRACT

Fithtrah Rahmi, (2018): The Comparative Study of Student Learning
Achievement in Using Learning Models of Two
Stay Two Stray (TSTS) and Think Pair Square
(TPSq) on Chemical Compounds Nomenclature
Lesson

This research was instigated by student chemistry learning achievement at
State Senior High School 2 Bangkinang that was under the minimum standard of
passing grade. It aimed at knowing whether there was or not a difference on
Chemistry learning achievement on Chemical Compounds Nomenclature Lesson
between students taught by using TSTS and TPSq models at the tenth grade of
Senior High School 2 Bangkinang. This research was Comparative. The tenth-
grade students that were 88 students were the population of this research, and they
were from 3 classes. This research was conducted in the second semester of the
Academic Year of 2017/2018. Simple random sampling technique was used in
this research, and it was obtained two sample classes—the tenth-grade students of
class A4 (the first experiment) and A5 (the second experiment). The techniques
of collecting the data were interview, homogeneity test as the preliminary data on
the previous material, test as the final data, and documentation. t-test was used to
analyze the final data. The data analysis result showed that the learning
achievement mean of students taught by using TSTS was 90, and the mean of
students taught by using TPSq was 83. Based on the comparison between t, and t;
at-5% significant level, it showed that t, was higher than t; (3,023>2.000). It
meant that there was a difference on learning achievement between students
taught by using TSTS and TPSg models, TSTS learning model was better than
TPSq learning model.

Keywords: Two Stay Two Stray Learning Model, Think Pair Square Learning
Model, Learning Achievement, Chemical Compounds Nomenclature
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