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Abstract

This research is motivated by the importance of selecting and utilizing instructional media to improve
the quality of Arabic language learning, particularly in terms of students’ learning interest and
outcomes. The objectives of this study are: (1) to analyze students’ interest and achievement in learning
Arabic when taught using Wordwall media and flashcard media, (2) to compare the differences in
interest and learning outcomes between students taught with Wordwall and those taught with
flashcards, and (3) to examine the effect of Wordwall and flashcards on learning outcomes through
learning interest as an intervening variable. This study employed a quantitative approach with a quasi-
experimental design, specifically a comparison group post-test only design. The population consisted
of all third-grade students at SDIT Plus Qurthuba Makassar, totaling 103 students, with the sample
selected using purposive sampling. The research instruments included questionnaires, achievement
tests, observation sheets, and documentation. Data were analyzed using descriptive and inferential
statistics. The results showed that there was no significant difference in learning interest between
students taught using Wordwall media and those taught using card media (p = 0.497 > 0.05), with mean
scores of 83.85 in the Wordwall group and 87.75 in the card group. Similarly, there was no significant
difference in learning outcomes (p = 0.522 > 0.05), with mean scores of 84.33 in the Wordwall group
and 85.38 in the card group. Furthermore, learning media had no significant effect on learning
outcomes (B = -0.044; p = 0.725). In contrast, learning interest was found to have a positive and
significant effect on learning outcomes (B = 0.483; p < 0.01). The implications of this study indicate that
improvements in learning outcomes are more influenced by internal factors, particularly students’
learning interest, rather than the type of learning media used. Therefore, teachers are encouraged to
focus more on instructional strategies that enhance students’ interest and motivation in learning,
rather than merely varying instructional media.

Keywords:  Wordwall Media, Flashcard Media, Learning Interest, Learning Outcomes, Arabic

Language
* Correspondence Address: ‘ khdrinindahsari@gmail.com
Article Histo Received Revised Accepted Published
Y 2025-09-09 2026-04-03 2026-04-19 2026-06-15

INTRODUCTION | dedie

P cnmd ol g3 A8 S5m0 Coand (23 cpadlandl Al (§ Aago D dpyall Aalll i
2ol sl cpyduandl Oldad cpddl Cas idl (gl Codadly @, SUl OTyal) dusJl A5l Ll

© 2026 Abjadia : International Journal of Education
Universitas Islam Negeri Maulana Malik Ibrahim Malang


mailto:khdrinindahsari@gmail.com

A Comparison of The Use of Wordwall and Flashcard Media on The Learning Interest and Outcomes of Elementary
Students Arabic Learning at SDIT Plus Qurthuba Makassar

laS ega) Dy g Al ded padeed) (palaiald wb duyall Gl olas) (6 (.u 009 -2}l
Lg "‘5"'” ¢duadasd! J?'J—QJ‘ i Lg d.uj.:.” dsl uu)du l.uwug.b\ @3 LQA.Q.CB )L.,o\ Lo.@ﬁ U"J“”
Bole Commol U caplanlly Aol ooldell Jie duedlul g Al ol gl S 91 deladl eyl
el plall lId Goyldedl (§ dual)
w@ujw\ Jl Ogalaiedl Joos Gy ade @b dlgy d\;u@,ﬂ\w|wzﬁ§\

G oy dpyall dall Subaall (aslasdl J] @3 aga9 sza-}” duwaY O e dodls Bl cdowy
0259 .Ml ﬁ}” Ll pe aliseadl LU plas (ye Wb (dd nally gl delgally Wil aoll
doandad) Blugdl Cauls g5 gﬂngLuw)gNAw.le b slaxel 8ys xo cpalasdl e (39 lall odn

Ade JWEYI Lo Ol naxig pl:.«]\ A3l 8505 = oo cdusolinll

Aaaad] syl Jad pasid of ey @1 Iasluog)l of 199 5 L3l duapdatl Jslugdl (853

a3l 639l L) L33 g9 pi:.«]\ dudos U1 0,0 ling 0)S8lg dolocinly dalisl pi Lo c‘o:l:JAJ\ Sl P:Lw.oJ\ O

Slogll plasinl dwal G5 L5092 bl dayl 4 OB (290 0 4wlidl § (2017) Sl

Bl (3) el argeland! Z3gedl ldlate ddi (2) ¢oudard] 8392 a9 (1) 129 cdmonlanl]

O05es dnadardl Jiluwgll duad] T 4] ALSYL 1da L duellal dugs Ul 35,01 48140 (4) 9 cBgud! llx)

Pl’.o." 8)dd § L, 3T IS 0 IS coghlgay egd)lrog Ol Cablge (§ LQ_).H IMS (e Lgd) Lol
e duadald dig o] § Laygo (e Wb ¢ gl sVl e

Sio Olaghaall yoye 5B ¢ (Paivio) guisb gyl (I (Dual Coding) ouell e du,lai) B39
dbewgll Hlasl OB (.u 009 -Oedaiall S B,SIUN D53y gl o3 Lg (.s.g_w Bo Sr9 Riad
dgg.ygg by 3zl (Bl 1 39 -deadaill ddasdl 7l (§ 15550 MALC Al dwliadl dadad!
o 3 cdranladl LY JM> R e uo.«l:.:y RICP S o)ab 4ol dad) dlewg(Wordwall)
ub):ud\ P.@.S G"“’JJ Lg P.@—w) ctku.uu_g Mﬁ&lﬂ ‘bfp; O e )Sy (Flashcards) duedaid! cldUall u\
Ayl

Aol dpardadll daad¥l § Aeldll dSlaedly 3SR J) @atall Joo § Jrats olall deadls &)
ARCS z3303 (3 (Keller) ;S 98T 489 .(Nashar, 2004) Lyl Gedii | adlly daioll jgasdl
Bl B-lin Ol pgoleinrlg (akaiall oLl OF ¢(Attention, Relevance, Confidence, Satisfaction)
S 1) § pad OF oSw &3lod) dpadatd] Jiluwgll Lo gs O3 cadley . alardl (3 ASjLanall 333
Aadasl) U1 e Bl 0390 Sy (5 a9 elal] Andls

ehazall (S &S)elg diilarglly dudyandl Cilgaell (e Tylad a1 ol sl dpoydatd] 8Ll Jaig
cgorall ) Slme 6 ) k) ode (Bloom) psb il w3 ‘;L,m Ly dypes d
£U8T OMal pleialg (“‘l”‘” dadloy Bdg WLl Ja.uy Ll oda gudxs LS ij.zllg Mgl
Flwgdl o Jaizeo .la.l..wjjﬂ:.l.os‘ol:.«]‘ duadls C)Ju duoly )l 0d (18 (el e Elug . duadaill dudoal!
Apardad) Z5 LNy daadadl

g ‘o.LyJ\ ddly (§ Glx) yy J99299 dhwy O diludl Cluwhadl o dodadl o yelod
duadal ©BUJI S cHilmawati dkk., 2021; Hilmi Fadhillah Akbar & Hadi, 2022)) ¢nelaial!
((Ni Luh Made dkk., 2020el3S duaddasdl zilidlg plaxaNl (S giue &) & ledlad cal(Flashcards)
du yall dalll oulal Lg Onidacs ol JuUb Adlad o 8l B)guan u)hu LS“” Sloh I JI5 Y «elld xag
Aoyl cpo dosell Goiud didion e 5 e (ddd A8l dl>yoll S giune Ao

J992)99 (@lewy plusuiw 3 &ylaeg Judoed dwlyll ol sl R e (e ls)khib

Li5 ya88.

796 | Abjadia: International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026)



Indah Sari, Haniah Haniah, Rappe

CJU casall duadls ) dyall dadll Bole (§ daadaddl @Llg pleidd) dweid (§ duadaddl ©Bladly
plaial Judo :dduadill GBIl Jiaiy . e dubyd uby dAleliiall dredusd! Sl dusydo 3
aall § p.LuJ' TS Jdod cdadadl BUadly J993)99 Gy plasuiwly doyall dalll pl:.u Jua D
©BUadly J993)99 ddlad § B9,8)l e easlly cduadadl Bladly Jgga)99 plisuiwl dis duyall

el s darlatl] lilly plaia Yl ol dcadadl]

Gl ke Jlaogy latall comdl Jlono sl (3 Golas Gilgus] o o sl oo Jagls
a8l ! Sgitns @8y dsliadl Ahungll Hlusl 3 peolaal] didos 8151 pAES OF lgre Hatd LS eyl
el (U duodazdl 3l |

METHOD | @@.o

y’eg <Yvonne A. Unrau 9 Richard M. Grinnel, Peter A. Gabor, 4:.403 b e dwhlloda § M|
Ll (po Olis gozmoe WAz comasadll 1 e 2lug .comparison group post-test only design
Sl sl paasal! 132 O ¢ (Sugiyono, 2019) 2,53 lad (B899 . dalizes dlolae) lagin S Carsas-
a8l gl elyz] (] Azl 095 dalise Oladlasy (e gaze Alhe (o o) (Sad Y gl
AL

4y s Aoliall duadwl 451l dugyie (3 I Casall Jodl 0gd Sl Egab g0 U]
purposive sampling gﬁ.bf! plasuiwl Ggaall Hlusl o5 U89 .2025/2024 @»\)..U\ plal) P
Ay Lo ol @3 Od] Fgazme 109 duodlidl G duapdBYI hadll Guiles ellae! ) 130k
plisiwl Cawyd dls de gomsS (3T Cinog (Wordwall s plasiwl Cn)d day> de gaxaS
G 53 dedil) (SI sl dsg (flashcards) duodaid] ciléladl dawg

Sl eyl &) @l Jeod! plaial (i) Ol tedads dedstiunell Gl ilgal
(Arikunto, 2013) (86 g)lg da>Mell 8ylesusl J) d8Lo) colaill g5 ol

é,&zﬁ\ “;L,.m u\jai sl Mgﬂw' Ay (\ &f K C,ouJ\ u‘;y\ u.JJu A3

4.L'>jc (Y« p.LuJ' elgll v posttest shy>] @3 coau\zo.‘\ JAL«»}“ 399 pla.J\ 45.1,«9 ..\;uzug cpretest
CJl;MO‘)-Q )Luo-y ubl;uJ' ( L»l?u 3 ‘03 cC)L\Luu-w }"3 ubLuo-}’\ @Lu ddlan cCJUM‘ Zax Lo 39 ‘o.u&.;J“ 251
(descriptive analysis) (9 Juloed s z8ls canas-g .L;QS-“ Tl UL Jdos @5

Ohlasl coyxl colus,all jlasl Judg . ( (inferential statistical analysis JYdiwl Jbax>] Jd=ig
f‘*’.‘i‘*" .(homogeneity test) =il jlislg (normality test) M‘ sl ol & cdied 49
doyzill degazmall (o deddadll Ly plaxadl (§ B9,a)l d8,20) independent t-test Lo
Lgisollalg Gbluaedl 485 OlasalSPSS version 25 guelisy dilasiwl cudy . (Sudjana, 2005)ddzslally

RESULT | it

Wordwalldaslog plustiul egadas o3 oaddl Cdlall Sl doyall dalll olad deadls

Csall (3 Wordwall dbws plassil duyall Al ooty Juaddl plaza fuosl Jdotll gl
bl e 2Uud . Bk 515 ¢ wilo dudoyd el dloiall dadol &8I dusydo (pe B

A0 yLaaHa

Abjadia : International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026) | 797



A Comparison of The Use of Wordwall and Flashcard Media on The Learning Interest and Outcomes of Elementary
Students Arabic Learning at SDIT Plus Qurthuba Makassar

O 12.55 0)48 (standard deviation) ($kae Bly>0b (mean) 83.85 @wdll Jawgio &b cdslazyl
Ll oty Gl aiye plaidl Ggivns el gas deoddl O ) &3 pidy Gumivws 27 fgomme
Wordwall duwy plisuiw! dis doyall

Wordwall dkuwg sl duyall a3l olaiy duodldl plazal ajgs 11 Jgazd!

Interval Fi  Fk Xi  fX; X (Xi-x)? Fi.(Xi-X)? %
46-54 1 1 50 50 1.145,82 1.145,82 3,7%
55-63 1 2 59 59 617,52 617,52 3,7%
64-72 3 5 68 204 251,22 753,66 11,11%
73-81 4 9 77 308 46,92 187,68 14,82%
82-90 8 17 86 688 4,62 36,96 29,63%

91-100 | 10 27 95,5 955 135,72 1.357,2 37,04%
total 27 435,5 2.264 3,85 4.098,84 100%

Ogaiy Ol ahaxs &T (5 dd Ml o (S 3929 @laidb alaia Yl Cilarys ila)gs g
M 84 (100-91) o Olas e Tghas ol sue il G clayddl oo Lall &)1 aus
da)l § (£14.82) oMb day)l 2l O Ly +(7£29.63) Wb 4l (90-82) ws «(%37.04)
L)l 3 (£7.4) lasd oW u=y o> 3 (72-64) &l § (£11.11) oMb &My (81-73)
Sl J) elatll agolaial Jray duadill ddle & zbuiwdl oSas celld e 2oy .(63-46) daasunl!
Ll g dawgiall 85201 (pasd

B Lg (dyndson 48 ] Ogeis (£14.81) OMb 4’.{)‘ ) 48 LoYl Caduaill ddos uﬁb\ J89
LWl &)l (3 1536 el DIl T ¢(£59.26) Wl e daugiall Ll § Ol e &b
il cpeud & Llol uﬁﬂw JuaM! ddle ) OLL! oda u\.ug (7£25.93) dasw P.Q.:..\,.B
g}&h}\ ‘oha.o oL ;_)J.? Lg ‘o.e,wl J9 Wordwall 4.1;&.903 e\..bu.w\ u\ L>L° d.)e \J&_g .4.12.«»}«\”
Lle J] glios Ol o A drud oliy (o 020b cdupall Ll @la3 (§ dSHLie)l e pgarmddy
plaill pgoloial Syt Bab) Lol

Jlogll plassinl O 0S5 &)l dbludl Gluhall xe oles oludl oda OB dale §)94a19
Ay ol W89 duaMl s @lxdl dumdls 33 OF ) dndelanll Lz o) giSGl e AaSIall duaplasdl
oalad 9> (35 (3 Ledlad — deandad QT S (§ Balodl e85 daplad Ay ayliels Wordwall
eladl dmylied 381> ST Ol Jazy aiias
dpaddaill OBUa alustwl egasdad @3 ol Al S duyall dalll alal duadls 1

Call (3 dpadatd] BUadl plasuiwl &yl L)l @lasy deodd ploxad o gll Jakotl! 5gb]

26 Fgaze (pod i Buiz gl uwe ddoyd uds Alotiedl dxedusdl &SN duyde oo EJBI

.9.68 0)43 (standard deviation) ($kae Bly=wib (mean) 87.57 ! lawgine db Busine
i ) A giadl &22)) (pau> 2 B g dnadi)l plasal &T ) eut)l ode pidg
draadaill Bladl pluascisl duya) A3l elais daedld] plazal aojgs 1 2 Jgizd!

Interval fi Fk | Xi fiXi X (Xi-x)2 Fi.(Xi-X)2 %
59-65 2 2 62 124 653,82 1.307,64 7,69%
66-72 0 2 69 0 344,84 0 0%
73-79 3 5 76 228 133,86 401,58 11,54%
80-86 1 6 83 83 20,88 20,88 3,85%
87-93 14 20 | 90 1.260 5,90 82,6 53,85%
94-100 6 26 | 97 582 88,92 533,52 23,07%
total 26 477 | 2.277 87,57 1.248,22 2.346,22 100%

Li5 ya88.

798 | Abjadia: International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026)



Indah Sari, Haniah Haniah, Rappe

—87) layall Blas (§ Ogads dusdl &l O (frequency distribution) HL,SWI lay) g3 wyglsl
O M5 U3 Loy +(£23.07) Db 6 s (100-94) GUas (35 ¢(7£53.85) Wlo 14 sua (93
& (73.85) Ladd uxly oy ((65-59) Bl (3 (£7.69) Wby ¢(79-73) Blai & (711.54)
8 35 el plaial 555 & e duy las ((72-66) Blas § b ST J5ed o9 .(86-80) 3l
398 Led dawgrall L)1 yeud LI

219 cdsnisiall &)l asd 19365 (7£11.54) b 3 O s cplaill plaia Yl Cadual Cawsg
2Uag (£7.69) daid 2 Lhall &l (3 Ol sude iy x> (§ cdlaugiall &l o (£80.77) Wb

oS Las b giadl &)l pass @laill Glaial OgSliay duedll plase &1 Zluswdl o Ses «eld e

oan Sl Jh) b «elld zog  duodadd] Ul plusuul pl:.«]\ ddes @wm@w S Fiwno
‘ol:.;vU Wb S giasnd &BJJ ‘o.l:.oJl o0 ddlol Lile ] Ogxlico dadsunll 452! Lg O]

ploial st &) e o8 duddasdl GBUadl plusiul & Bl oda ).g.h: cdole Byguar9
Ol i S°“LQ’ dwglld .oliall ez e b)bm R o gl i O Y <oyl dsll ("‘L"" BRI
S s JUaly Aule il duasdad A LB 43 Y T A8 ccoldyiell 0gd (de L) delud dapun dopay
Aadad) OV e dailall duad i J5lugll oﬁy
Wordwalldailug pldstiu! dis duyall diall 85l (§ M)l Juas

Uy plasialy 1933 pdll daaddl S dyall Al @lad @l o)l Julonidl gl
I B o dudoyd s doiall dodlusl &8yl dugyde (o EJWI Cisall dWordwall
d):ub (84.33) b (Mean) il lawgin e Jgsasdl 03 B)lie Wb 27 Sgazo (n oped lwsd

oo 198 cple dagy cdadlil] S JI daxd)l 0dd wids .(10.77) 043 (Standard Deviation) Slre
Wordwall Ay aluseiwl eladll ddas day Lz K duyadl &3 85l Qlaiu

Wordwall dkuwg plusciwl duoyall dall olas gl a0)s 13 Jgdanl

Interval  fi Fk Xi fiXi X (Xi-x)2 Fi. (Xi-X)2 %
52-60 1 1 56 56 802,58 802,58 3,7%
61-68 2 3 64,5 129 393,22 786,44 7,4%
69-76 2 5 72,5 145 139,94 279,88 7,4%
77-84 6 11 80,5 483 14,66 87,96 22,2%
85-92 10 21 88,5 885 17,38 173,8 37%
93-100 6 27 96,5 579 148,10 888,6 22,2%
total 27 458,5 2.277 84,33 3.019,26 100%

Aoy e (%3,7) 4>y duals o s dueddl Juuams § (25 3579 HLSH) Olagig el
(%7,8) (pdsals 68—61 ur Wl e lohia> udll Juedl sue &b Loy 60-52 Sdall (pas>
(%22,2) 6 Juodldl sue gy 433 cdlawgrall )l (3 W .76-69 sdall (3 (%7,4) crdweli cliSy
((%37) 10 @234e9 92-85 ¢y Wl e Ighas duadll plase Of > (3 -84-77 0
O it elldg :100-93 el G Adle ©lays e Iska> (%22,2) 3T 4eadls 6 J) 28LYY
) A ) Aawgrell 8l 3 WL 55 daedlal Jogasns

Nials 209 cdsnasciall dxdll § 1555 (%14,81) Jaodl 4 OF (A5 celadd) 515 Capim oz
el dddel OF e Py 1oy adladl dsall § (%11,11) Judli 33 cdlawgiall &)1 3 (%74,07)
ey Lo A3 dud 3929 ) cWordwall gy plusiul SIS (o Baud Buua 85 (3adS | g laiul
3L a9 dulie J] Zliss

dopal) Zall Bolo (3 Jmameid] Syt gy (e )35 Wordwall A of gLl yghad dagocy

A0 yLaaHa

Abjadia : International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026) | 799



A Comparison of The Use of Wordwall and Flashcard Media on The Learning Interest and Outcomes of Elementary
Students Arabic Learning at SDIT Plus Qurthuba Makassar

4043 Uy deodldl oldll odomy bow cdiadasll QLI e aslezely £33 ddels (o 4 oS L]
4a3)l Wordwall sy OF (po Hilmawati dkk. (2021) 44] J4o55 Lo ao bl od (3819359 .85l
Hadi 9 Hilmi Fadhillah Akbar 4wl ae ¢Sy cpla.d‘ B s e 808 dadaddl QLY e

‘o.l,.dl T Je Wordwall duwg) JIs Sl o9 codl &J1(2022)

ol GBUa! plusuiwl dis duyadl dall Bale § Ol Juazs .2

@BUadl plasil 19usd cpdl Jodl (S dyadl M1 ol gl o)l Sl jelal

el Sgiue O oo doyd uds Aloliiadl dnadlsl &SI duyioy I Cavall (§ dnaplal]
(Mean) ©lnyll Laugio de Jgaasll 03 cdubll § B)lis 1300k 26 g0ze0 ood Lod 1z OF
09008 — ple dzgy — Ml O e Wl o Ju39.12,08 0yd8 Gyl Bly=il 85,38 jlddas
S s (§ D95 3929 o) cdpanlatll UMl plasciul NS (o 13 (agd duyall Aall Bole o0gd e

e o Jasasd!
dradanll Bladl aluscisl &yl A3l olas gL a0)ss 14 Jgdax|

Interval  fi Fk Xi fiXi X (Xi-x)2 Fi.(Xi-X)2 %

52-60 2 2 56 112 863,18 1.726,36  7,70%

61-68 1 3 64,5 64,5 435,97 435,97 3,70%

69-76 2 5 72,5 145 165,89 331,78 7,70%

77-84 3 8 80,5 241,5 23,81 71,43 11,53%

85-92 10 18 885 885 9,73 97,3 38,47%

93-100 8 26 96,5 772 123,6 988,8 30,80%

Total 26 458,5 2.220 85,38 1.622,22 3.651,64 100%

A1y duels Jia> d8d. Jaedldl) Joami wlbgiue b5 og eladll gl HLSH ajs
((52-60) el @ (£7,70) oW s o iy ((61-68) $4a)l esd dzyd Je (43,70)
Wl .(77-84) suall § (£11,53) duodls &M x5 WS .(69-76) )l § (£7,70) oly3T oWy
Sall 3 (£38,47) duadls Bde pdode 1y o cilall ] Ansograll Bl asd <36 did dudlal]
oo 193803 duadldl plase T cn 1ag .(93-100) sl (3 (£30,80) Sl dsleds ¢(85-92)
Aadas)l ©BUadl plastl ol UM (po Gand Bl 5 (4o

pisiall Bl yasd 196 (715,38) Juodli day)l Of (S celadd] gl Cidiaad e Bl
Jos 1y 4l 2581 peus Jadd (£7,69) Wby cdlaw grall a1 ¢yaud (776,92) 13uali 09 s g
drardaill Bolal) duzr Claginl ] stdo oo cJow ginll (S giuanall cpaud g5 19 45T JnaDlidl CUET O e
J2edl G ginall ] dny Ja @ Ol

Je daedl Buslus (3 UGS Ay dnaddarll ©BUaJI O 8! 0de USE ¢pgandl drg e
20 &ylaall Lgls celld gog .zl g Jasudl Spadl (2yall UM (pe Lo guas oyl dalll B3l ogd
0833 ¢85 (03 oDl ) daadll A)laall e (§ Candly Bgid JBT ddelanl) dwd)l J5lusgll
oMl eazr oSaty (63T ol Ol pes J) dalbu dnoddatdl Bl JI55 Y dgrdlad
Agaeg Gl AST @S a3 030
Wordwall Jallug plistiuwl pgardad o3 cpdll Ol g o yall dalll elad duadls § 39201 .3

dpopdadl ©BUadly

A Lo @ EIWI Casall ol s dppall A1 olaty duadladl plasal o &)laall

Li5 ya88.

800 | Abjadia: International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026)



Indah Sari, Haniah Haniah, Rappe

dundaill ©BUaly Wordwall diwsy pldsuiwl 19uid cpddl e ddoys Gy dlotSiladl dodluwl
Lrwgio e Wordwall sy s (@1 de gazmall Clsas U8 . 0a8)l lawgia (§ BN 5929 Hglad
Aol BUaI ﬁ\.)aﬁ.wb Caw)d L_,S”“H de gazxoll Clia> Lo ¢(83,85) cl.» P.Ln.’iJ\ ﬁwy Ol
Lawgio O e — druogll LUl (yo — 142 Jug +(87,57) 0348 elasl plaiaY @ilarys Jawgio e

Wordwall &egazes (3 05 (yo Mald el dardatll ulBladl e gazmo (§ plall plaial il

Wordwall dwg plaseiwl lgue)d cppddl & yadl dall (ol:.u daedlill pleiay wb)! 229l b 16 Jgdal

Class Limits z Table Z Pi Value of

Interval fi (Propose)  Hope x?
Under @ Top Under Top Under Top

45 - 54 1 45,5 54,5 -3,05 -2,33 0,498 0,490 @ 0,008 0,237 2,455

55 - 63 1 54,5 63,5 -2,33 -1,62 0,490 0,447 @ 0,042 1,152 0,020

64 - 72 3 63,5 72,5 -1,62 -0,90 0,447 0,315 0,131 3,550 0,085

73 - 81 4 72,5 81,5 -1,03 -0,18 0,348 0,071 0,277 7,481 1,620

82 - 90 8 81,5 90,5 -0,18 0,52 0,071 0,198 | (-0,127) (-3,431) (-38,081)

91 - 100 10 90,5 100,5 @ 0,52 1,32 0,198 0,406 | (-0,208) (-5,618) (-43,416)

27 3,372 (-77,402)

Lroplatll @Bl plasinly 933 addl &yl Al @ty dpadll plaiad (spdall aogdl sl 17 Jgand|

Class Limits z Table Z Pi Value of
Interval fi Under Top Under  Top Under Top (Propose) Hope x?
59 - 65 2 58,5 65,5 (-3,00) (-2,27) 0,498 0,488 0,010 0,267 11.204
66 - 72 0 65,5 72,5 (-2,27) (-1,55) 0,488 0,439 0,049 1,274 1.274
73 - 79 3 72,5 79,5 (-1,55) (-0,83) 0,439 0,296 0,142 3,710 0.135
80 - 86 1 79,5 86,5 (-0,83) (-0,11) 0,296 0,043 0,252 6,575 4,727
87 - 93 14 86,5 935  (-0,11) 0,61 0,043 0,229 (-0,185) (-4,817)  (-17,502)
94 - 100 6 93,5 100,5 @ 0,61 1,33 0,229 0,408 (-0,179) (-4,656) (-3,875)
26 (-4,037)

U39 . (Prerequisite Tests)duwslud cldlatall el sly) Yol © byl Hlos sly>] Ji8
e gazxall GBle of Chi-Square pldiwl (Normality Test) (gwdall aojgdl Hlusl zolo oyl
el <Wordwall (-77,402) duwy Juad Chi-Square hitung Jldde 3o Cum .2 SSi0 £)95
S ghuwn Jis Chi-Square tabel (69,832) dasd oy yiuol LMy ¢(4,037-) duoddard) ©BUL! diwg
LBando )95 8595 (e gazmall ©Ule 0 Jgall oSep &ldog .(0,05) UYL

(1,680) cuils Fhitung 4 OF (Homogeneity Test) Gudlzt)] jlas) z8ls coypglsl clld da
i gezall 3 @latll plazal Wby Of gl oSop @ (09 .Ftabel (1,940) dod o yiuol (23

<Independent Sample t-test pluswiwl (Hypothesis Testing) Wlusyall Hlisl @8l e 2log
Y g (1o AST 29 ¢(0,497) Layud (Sig.) AVl doyd ge (0,061) caily Thitung dewd O s
&l sl oSy ddes . (HL)AAA! dubyall (28,35 (HO) dyisall dubyall Juis elldigal = 0,05.
Ay plascials 193 ol duyall &1 @lasy daedDl plazal (s ddbas] DY I3 B9,8 dzrgs Y
Asaddasdl ©BUaJlgWordwall

oo s el il Jawgio @iyl dxadaddl @Bladl G o) — &5l Coxd! 1o gl ,glals
W o J add 19y . dusbudiwd! &bl (re dblax] DY @13 o @9,8)1 OB — dudo )l dumUl
dinb jailas § olakiss WE Oly cdoyadl Ll @lasy daedld! plazal 35a5 (3 QWS ik sl
|

A0 yLaaHa

Abjadia : International Journal of Education, 11 (2): 795-805 (2026) | 801



A Comparison of The Use of Wordwall and Flashcard Media on The Learning Interest and Outcomes of Elementary
Students Arabic Learning at SDIT Plus Qurthuba Makassar

bilwg plistiwl egardas ©3 Ol Ol ey duo yadl dalll Bole Lg M)l Jwas ‘_g B9yl
ol BUadlgWordwall
1933 (2! oDl (S ool Aalll ol gu3is Jaawgio OF (35 ¢ o 9! Judondl 815 ] 13Uk
plscials \3,“):3 el daed! @u luwgie OF op> (3 ¢(84,33) ihwordwall Ay plasiubs
degazme § pladl @WW lawgie O e dao gl AUl ey .(85,38) ib duedadl wilEladl
B il lagin B! O 0lg (Wordwall ds gozxo LS CIRY el dadadl @Byl
Wordwall aaug plascins 1sd oadd) duaddl () Gl A @las gl adall gl HLas 18 Jgusl)

Class Limits z Table Z Pi Value of
Interval fi Under  Top Under  Top Under  Top (Propose)  Hope x?
52 - 60 1 51,5 60,5 (-3,04) (-2,21) 0,498 0,486 0,012 0,334 1,321
61 - 68 2 60,5 68,5 (-2,21) (-1,46) 0,486 0,427 0,058 1,579 0,111
69 - 76 2 68,5 76,5 (-1,46) (-0,72) 0427 0,264 0,163 4,419 1,324
77 - 84 6 76,5 84,5 (-0,72) 0,01 0,264 0,004 0,260 7,025 0,149
8 - 92 10 84,5 92,5 0,01 0,75 0,004 0,273 0,269 7,273 1,021
93 - 100 6 92,5 100,5 0,75 1,50 0,273 0,433 (-0,159) (-4,314) (-24,658)
27 (-20,732)

Apodatll SBUad Aol 133 ] dasdlal) (S o yall i) el ge5lia) peadall gl 5L 19 Jganll

Class Limits z Table Z Pi Value of

Interval fi Bawah Atas Bawah Atas Bawah Atas (Propose) Hope x?
52 - 60 2 51,5 60,5 (-2,80) (-2,05) 0,497 0,479 0,017 0,457 5,198
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