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Abstract

Budi Mulia Junior High School 2 is an Islamic school that uses both Indonesian and
English in education, and it is one of the international schools in Indonesia. It has a variety of
academic subjects, but teachingthe Arabic language in this school began in 2022, and there was
no strategy for teaching the Arabic language. Due to this problem, some students get
disinterested when learning process considering the results are lessthanthe average results.
Therefore, the researcher tried to present a method of teaching the envelope puzzle to make
students more interested, easier for understand learningthe Arabic language. Thisresearch is
experimental quantitative research. The data collection method used in this research is
interviews, tests, and documentation. Data andlysis is performed using a non-parametric test
using the normality test, thehomogeneity test,and the Mann Whitney hypot hesis test using
SPSS 22 because the data are non-normal. The researcher concluded that the implementation of
the envelope puzzle teaching method in teaching the Arabic language, which is 0.000, was
smaller than 0.05. The researcher concluded that HO was rejected and Hawas accepted. From
thisinformation, it becomes clear to usthat there is a difference between the results of learning
the Arabic language in the experimental classroom and the control classroom. From these
results, it was concluded that the envelope puzzle teaching method was effective in the Arabic
language learning outcomes of eighth grade students at Budi Mulia Junior High School 2,

Yogyakarta.
Keywords:Envelope Puzzle, Learningthe Arabic Language, Teaching’s Media.
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Descriptive Statistics

Std.
N | Range | Min Max | Mean | Deviation
Pretest {15 | 56 40 96 7421 |13.742
Eksperimen
Posttest (5 | 49 60 100  |88.63 |8.921
Eksperimen
Pretest Kontrol| 19 |40 48 88 73.79 11.868
Posttest Kontrol| 19 |34 58 92 80.00 | 7.746
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Kolmogorov-Smirnov® Shapiro-wWilk
kelas | Statistic| df Sig. | Statistic| df Sig.
hasi .
asil Pretest| , 5, 19 |.2000 |.960 19 578
belajar  eksperimen
Posttest o, 19 |.052 |.827 19 003
eksperimen
Pretest| -, 19 |.134 |.921 19 121
kontrol
P
osttest| .., 19  |.000 |.808 19 001
kontrol

*, This is a lower bound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
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Test of Homogeneity of Variance

Levene
Statistic df1 df2 Sig.
hasil belajar  Based on Mean| .202 1 36 656
Based on Median| .161 1 36 .690
Based on Median
and with| .161 1 33.216 | .690
adjusted df
Based on
trimmed mean .181 1 36 .673
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hasil belajar

Mann-Whitney U
Wilcoxon W

Z

Asymp. Sig, (2-tailed)
Exact Sig. [2*(1-tailed Sig,)]

57.500
247.500
-3.629
.000

.000°

a. Grouping Variable: kelas
b. Not corrected for ties.
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