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Online Scientific Argumentation Strategy on Improving 
Pre-Service Science Teachers’ Scientific Reasoning through 
Experiment Activity: A Case Study in Indonesia
The problem and the aim of the study. Pre-service science teachers have to do some experiments to teach students to 
find scientific truth. As a result of COVID-19 and the distance learning situation, the unqualified experimental process is 
found in the ability of pre-service science teachers to discuss findings that lack the support of reliable data. This study 
aims to see the effectiveness of the online scientific argumentation strategy on the pre-service science teachers' scientific 
reasoning through a basic science experiment course during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Research methods. The research method used is a mix-methods research design.  The data were collected using 
scientific reasoning tests and interviews and analyzed quantitively and qualitatively. Participants in this study were pre-
service science teachers at Universitas Negeri Semarang in Indonesia, consisting of 32 pre-service science teachers in the 
experimental class and 32 pre-service science teachers in the control class. 

Results. The essence of scientific argumentation is the delivery of ideas or statements accompanied by valid evidence 
by a group of people or individuals so that others can accept them. Considering the previous statement, the essence of 
the online scientific argumentation strategy is to deliver ideas or statements with valid and acceptable evidence through 
online media.

The mean score for the experimental class is 9.9 and 8.5 for the control class. The mean score of pre-service science 
teachers' scientific reasoning with online scientific argumentation strategy is better than those without online scientific 
argumentation strategy. However, the number of correct answers for difficult essay questions is more significant than 
easy multiple-choice questions in some items. Therefore, an interview with pre-service science teachers who answered 
correctly was conducted. The respondents from the experimental class have no difficulty, while respondents from the 
control class have difficulty applying Archimedes' law and understanding questions with more than two variables.

In conclusion, the implementation of the online scientific argumentation strategy effectively improves the pre-service 
science teachers' scientific reasoning through experiments at home during the COVID-19 outbreak. They learn to use the 
online scientific argumentation strategy in claims and evidence from the experiment results repeatedly to have proven 
new learning methods. For proper scientific reasoning, understanding is needed by integrating the data and facts so that 
the online scientific argumentation strategy becomes an alternative practical solution during a pandemic.

This study will provide new insight into the online scientific argumentation strategy to improve scientific reasoning 
for universities. The results of this study may serve as a tool for further studies to explore other learning strategies to 
improve scientific reasoning or determine other skills that can be improved using the online scientific argumentation 
strategy.
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Introduction

UNESCO state that education is one of the most affected fields by the coronavirus 
pandemic [69]. In the last week of March 2020, it is estimated that 1,3 billion children and 
youth, or around 80% student population, are affected by school closures in 138 countries 
[69]. This situation inspires researchers to make innovations in the teaching and learning 
process [63]. Many educational studies were conducted online to overcome the COVID-19 
situation, such as Taufik et al. [55], who developed an instrument using Kahoot! to measure 
pre-service science teachers' cognitive aspect on COVID-19 pandemic. At the school level, 
Pratama and Mulyati [48] explored onsite and online learning.

The scientific reasoning skills of pre-service science teachers should be prepared based 
on mastery of theoretical concepts and the discovery of experimental results. If they have 
more experience doing experiments in science, they will have a deeper understanding [14]; 
[30]. One of the strategies in the learning process to improve scientific reasoning skills is 
a scientific argumentation strategy [2]. According to Sampson & Schleigh [50], scientific 
argumentation strategies consist of claims, evidence, and justification of evidence. Claims 
are used to answer questions of the problem, and evidence is an activity of interpreting 
the results of observing, measuring, or searching, while justification of evidence is valid 
evidence [50]. Data and scientific evidence are used to defend opinions, and the ability 
to do so supported by authentic evidence in science determines the acceptability of an 
argument Cavlazoglu & Stuessy [15]; Erduran et al. [23]; Erduran et al. [22]. Based on the 
scientific argumentation strategy stages from Sampson & Schleigh [50], these stages can be 
carried out in experiment activities.

Experiments are usually carried out in the laboratory. Pre-service science teachers are 
usually accompanied by laboratory assistants and utilize materials and tools in the laboratory. 
The COVID-19 outbreak has made experiments not be carried out in the laboratory, so they 
should do experiments at home. During experiments at home, laboratory assistants are not 
present, and materials and tools are unavailable. Moreover, there is no direct interaction 
between pre-service science teachers and lecturers or laboratory assistants because it is 
done online [49]. Science learning during the pandemic was carried out online from home, 
applying a distance learning model with various difficulties as Atmojo et al. [11] and Okur 
[44] found, including in the experiments [10; 51]. Based on the existing trends from various 
analyses of previous studies, many problems are found in online learning, so learning 
innovation is needed due to the COVID-19 pandemic [47].

The success of the experiments is determined by the ability to explain the data used 
to solve problems rationally [4; 39]. Curiosity in science learning is channeled through 
experiments that prove concepts and allow learners to discover new concepts [36; 38]. 
The experiments carried out emphasize independence in preparing tools and materials. 
The preliminary study of this research found that pre-service science teachers had difficulty 
modifying practical tools and materials during experiments at home. The low ability to modify 
tools from existing resources at home makes experiments difficult during a pandemic. The 
data analysis and findings during the scientific process are used to solve problems. Pre-
service science teachers cannot provide sufficient data to discuss experiment results [5; 43]. 
The main weakness of the experiment report analysis results is the weak evidence of the 
experiment results.
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Analysis of the explanation in the discussion and conclusion of the experiment report 
describes the mastery of knowledge and practical skills of pre-service science teachers. 
When the ability to conclude does not provide strong evidence support, it means that 
the scientific reasoning of the pre-service science teachers does not develop. Inferences 
supported by empirical evidence during the experiment will determine the scientific 
reasoning when expressing opinions. Using an online scientific argumentation strategy can 
reflect scientific reasoning because valid evidence is used to express opinions. Scientific 
reasoning is a 21st-century skill pre-service science teachers need [31; 45]. Pre-service 
science teachers should have good scientific reasoning to facilitate science learning under 
the demands of the 21st century.

One strategy to foster pre-service teachers' scientific reasoning is the scientific 
argumentation strategy. To begin with, argumentation itself can be abstractly defined as 
the interaction of different arguments for or against some conclusion [67]. It uses language 
to justify or refute a standpoint to secure the agreement in views [68]. Argumentation, an 
interaction of different arguments to justify a standpoint, can also be applied in science to 
state scientific justification where the conclusion is justified and viewed from the scientific 
point of view. Scientific argumentation is a social practice in which community members 
make sense of the phenomena under study, proffering, evaluating, critiquing, challenging, 
and revising claims through discourse [64]. Scientific argumentation is an important activity 
for the development and refinement of scientific knowledge [65]. From the various previous 
research, we state online scientific argumentation as a social practice for community 
members' development and refinement of scientific knowledge under study proffering, 
evaluating, critiquing, challenging, and revising claims through online discourse. 

The specificity of the online scientific argumentation strategy is the provision of 
statements with valid data support according to findings and evidence through online media. 
A statement has something to do with the evidence and consideration. This statement is 
supported by [66], who stated that the essence of scientific argumentation is the delivery 
of ideas or statements accompanied by valid evidence by a group of people or individuals 
so that others can accept them. Considering the previous statement, we may say that the 
essence of the online scientific argumentation strategy is to deliver ideas or statements with 
valid and acceptable evidence through online media. Correct arguments are built from the 
results of scientific investigation. Online scientific argumentation leads to the formation, 
modification of concepts and theories about science. Various weaknesses were found 
during the online experiment, especially in the scientific activities on concept discovery 
and application [19; 62]. Education for pre-service science teachers can not only be in 
theoretical studies. Unlike pre-service teachers from different subject matters, pre-service 
science teachers have to do some experiments to teach students to find scientific truth. 
As a result of COVID-19 and the distance learning situation, the unqualified experimental 
process is found in the ability of pre-service science teachers to discuss findings that lack 
the support of reliable data. The experiment that does not produce reliable data can be 
ascertained that the process has experienced errors or even failures. Pre-service science 
teachers make experiments errors due to depicting a low understanding of the procedures 
and problems. Errors in science can be found in conclusions in problem-solving that are not 
supported by strong scientific evidence [9].

Meta-analysis research found that the most effective scientific argumentation was 
conducted to improve scientific reasoning at the higher education level [52]. However, 
this meta-analysis does not specify the higher education level on pre-service science 
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teacher education. Argumentation-based Inquiry Courses can improve pre-service science 
teachers' scientific reasoning [2]. However, previous research was not carried out in online 
learning. Based on these findings, it is necessary to research the application of the scientific 
argumentation strategy during the pandemic through online learning and specifically for 
pre-service science teachers.

Based on the background, this study aims to see the effectiveness of the online scientific 
argumentation strategy on the pre-service science teachers' scientific reasoning through 
a basic science experiment course during the COVID-19 pandemic. This study will provide 
new insight into the online scientific argumentation strategy to improve scientific reasoning 
for universities. The results of this study may serve as a tool for further studies to explore 
other learning strategies to improve scientific reasoning or determine other skills that can 
be improved using the online scientific argumentation strategy. 

The scientific reasoning will be measured by concluding experiment results supported 
by the valid data and facts through the presentation of the experiment results. This research 
only uses test data of scientific reasoning between experimental and control classes, need 
to use pretest data to investigate the difference of gain of scientific reasoning through online 
scientific argumentation strategy. Moreover, the observation method needs to investigate 
the learning process to get more findings on the scientific argumentation strategy towards 
pre-service science teachers' ways of improving their scientific reasoning.

Materials and methods

The design used in this study is mixed methods, according to Creswell and Clark [18]. The 
quantitative data was from the scientific reasoning test adopted from The Lawson Classroom 
Test of Scientific Reasoning (LCTSR) [35. The data from the test was analyzed and followed 
by interviews as qualitative data. The interviews were held with 19 pre-service science 
teachers (30%), and the interviews were conducted over the Google Meet application, with 
conversations lasting for about 30 to 45 minutes. 

This study used a random sampling technique. There are 64 pre-service science teachers 
as the sample of this study at Universitas Negeri Semarang in Indonesia. The samples are 
divided into the experiment and control classes. The study used an instrument consisting 
of 24 multiple-choice questions to measure pre-service teachers' scientific reasoning. This 
instrument was adopted and translated to Indonesian from The Lawson Classroom Test 
of Scientific Reasoning (LCTSR) [35], first developed in 1978 and revised in 2000. Another 
instrument used interview guidelines validated by an expert teacher who had experience 
teaching science subjects for more than 20 years. An experiment at home with an online 
scientific argumentation strategy was used in the experimental class, and an experiment 
at home without an online scientific argumentation strategy was used in the control class. 
The experimental class is provided with skills and etiquette in argumentation about the 
experiment. After that, pre-service science teachers will know how to argue in spoken and 
written ways to arrange experiment reports.

Before hypothesis testing, the test data is tested for its normality and homogeneity.
Based on Table 1, the normality test results of the control class have a calculated sig 

value of 0.28 ≥ 0.06 sig table, so the data is normally distributed. The count sig value is 0.061 
≥ 0.06 sig table, so the experimental class data is normally distributed. The normality test 
indicates that the data is normally distributed, so it still uses parametric statistical analysis.
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Table 1
Normality Test

Class
Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk

Statistic Df Sig. Statistic Df Sig.
Control .133 32 .162 .960 32 .282
Experimental .185 32 .007 .937 32 .061

The Levene homogeneity test is carried out with the results of sig 0.95> 0.05. It means 
that the data is homogeneously distributed and comes from a population with the same 
variance (homogeneous).

The data were analyzed from test and hypothesis testing. The hypothesis test used 
was the student's t-test because the data in this study were normally distributed [17]. The 
following are the hypotheses of this study.

H0: There is no difference between pre-service science teachers' scientific reasoning 
using online scientific argumentation strategy and without using online scientific 
argumentation strategy.

H1: There is a difference between pre-service science teachers' scientific reasoning 
using online scientific argumentation strategy and without using online scientific 
argumentation strategy.

The data interview collected needs to be interpreted and coded validly and reliably 
for analysis. The method seeks to classify the findings of discussions into an effective 
number of categories that represent similar meanings [41]. Thus, different respondents 
should code the exact text the same way, and the reliability of the analysis depends on 
this consistency [60]. 

The data was edited to reveal the interpretive truth in the text by searching for meaningful 
segments, cutting, pasting, and rearranging [40]. A semi-structured question interview 
approach was used to cover a broader scope of the data range. The expert judgment results 
declare that the instrument can be used for interviews and discover this study's actual 
information. The analysis of interview results is carried out in descriptive qualitative by 
looking through the dominant answers from respondents. The data analysis was obtained 
from the test results in Table 2 and Table 3.

Literature review

Ahied et al. [3] studied distance learning using augmented reality-based multimedia 
to improve students' scientific literacy. To find out teachers' and students' responses, 
Thongbunma et al. [56] surveyed and interviewed teachers and students at secondary 
school about online learning. Another study by Velazco et al. [58] determined the virtual 
andragogical competencies of education in Ecuadorian universities. Sukarno and El Widdah 
[54] measured the level of self-regulated and self-awareness in the science learning process 
and analyzed the students' self-regulated and self-awareness in science learning. A study 
using Technological Pedagogical Content and Knowledge (TPACK) by Atmojo et al. [11] 
investigated TPACK of biology teachers. While at the university level, Juanda et al. [32] 
investigated students' metacognition and digital literacy through virtual lecturers. Different 
from others, Al-Ansi et al. [6] investigated the advantages, opportunities, and challenges of 
using ICT-based learning at the school and university levels. Therefore, El Islami et al. [21] 
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suggested that research is necessary to answer the challenges of the COVID-19 outbreak in 
the learning context. 

Regarding the importance of research to overcome COVID-19 challenges, many kinds 
of educational research have been conducted, especially at the university level, including 
in the teacher education program towards students' achievement. There is research in the 
teacher education program on improving students' critical thinking skills, such as Ernawati 
and Sujatmika [24], who developed a worksheet based on a scientific approach, and Azzahra 
and Simatupang [12], who implemented a talking stick method. Other research showed 
students' achievements developed in the teacher education program. Mukhtar et al. [42] 
used dynamic mathematics software GeoGebra on problem-solving and self-efficacy, 
and Aberilla et al. [1] surveyed university students' acceptance of the evolution concept 
to address the misconceptions about evolution. WF et al. [61] also addressed students' 
memory using Mneumonic learning at the school level. Even though some previous studies 
still address the students' learning achievement [34; 37] and students' motivation [8], these 
previous studies show us that the achievements of students both at the university and 
school levels has become one of the important goals on the educational researches.

Research results

Based on the test results, the mean score for the experimental class is 9.9 and 8.5 
for the control class. The mean score of pre-service science teachers' scientific reasoning 
with online scientific argumentation strategy is better than those without online scientific 
argumentation strategy. The results can be seen in Table 2.

Table 2
Inferential Statistical Test: Independent Sample T-test

Class T df Sig. (2-tailed) Mean Difference Std. Error Difference Conclusion
Control vs Experimental -4.412 62 .000 -10.281 2.330 H0 is rejected

Based on Table 2, the hypothesis test obtained the independent t-test with equal 
variance assumed. Sig <0.05 means that H0 is rejected, indicating a difference between the 
mean learning outcomes of the experimental and control classes. The follow-up test is the 
one-tailed t-test. Because t is negative, the experimental class' average learning outcome is 
higher than the control class with sig < 0.025.

Before interviewing pre-service science teachers, researchers analyzed the distribution 
of correct answers from 24 items of scientific reasoning in the experimental and control 
classes, as shown in Figure 1.

Odd number questions are questions with multiple-choice answers, while even number 
questions ask the reason. Odd number questions have a lower difficulty level than even 
number questions. With a lower difficulty level, the number of correct answers for odd 
number questions should be higher than even number questions. However, in some 
questions, even numbers got more correct answers than odd numbers. The correct answers 
in even numbers are in two items: numbers 3, 4, 5, and 6. The four questions are about the 
application of Archimedes' law in the experiment activities. Unusual findings were further 
explored by conducting interviews with respondents who correctly answered the questions 
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that asked the reason but answered incorrectly on the multiple-choice questions. The results 
of the interview to explore the findings on the four items are in Table 3.

 
Figure 1 Correct answer distribution in the experimental and control classes

Table 3
Interview Results

Questions
Respondents' Answers

Control Class Experimental Class

Do you have difficulty applying 
Archimedes' law in the experiment 
activities?

Yes, because the concept is often 
mistaken when memorized but 
easier to understand in practice 
because of visible symptoms.

No, because it is easier to 
understand from the experiment 
results of theoretical studies.

Do you have difficulty understanding 
questions that connect more than 
two variables?

Yes, especially in the form of 
relationships between variables.

No, because we have been trained 
to understand the form of the 
relationship between variables

Do you have difficulty with questions 
with an experimental image stimulus?

No, because the pictures presented 
in the questions make it easier to 
understand scientific phenomena.

No, because we are accustomed 
to analyzing pictures/graphics in 
practice.

Table 3 consists of pre-service science teachers' responses from the interview after the 
implementation of the online scientific argumentation strategy through experiments during 
the COVID-19 outbreak. The questions in the interview guide are gone through expert 
judgment before use and declared valid and reliable. The questions are about whether 
the pre-service science teachers have difficulty in learning. The respondents from the 
experimental class have no difficulty. On the other hand, respondents from the control class 
have difficulty applying Archimedes' law and understanding questions with more than two 
variables. Based on the results, the implementation of an online scientific argumentation 
strategy in experimental class effectively helps pre-service science students learn.
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Discussion

Based on the results of hypothesis testing in Table 2, it can be concluded that the online 
Scientific Argumentation strategy effectively improves the pre-service science teachers' 
scientific reasoning through experiments at home. An in-depth interview was conducted 
to determine why pre-service science teachers correctly explained but answered the 
questions incorrectly (Table 3). The interview results found that the causative factor was 
not understanding the concept but connecting questions and the answers.

In the experimental class, pre-service science teachers with the given treatment are 
more accustomed to analyzing questions with different variables and are trained to analyze 
stimuli from practical results. The experiments in the experimental class differ from the 
control class in the strategy of critically analyzing learning studies. The learning outcomes 
analyzed are the experiment results according to the experiment topics collected by the 
lecturer and used as material for online discussions before the experiment is carried out. 
The experiment results analyzed are in the experiment reports and video presentations 
obtained from various YouTube channels. Pre-service science teachers are more ready 
to experiment even though they are done remotely from home after training in critically 
analyzing learning resources. Analyzing the experiment results before experimenting is 
carried out repeatedly every time they experiment. Iterative strategies provide experiences 
for learners to sharpen their analytical power [20]. A repetition strategy in learning science 
that is carried out sustainably impacts reasoning acuity [57]. Giving the online scientific 
argumentation strategy to the experimental class positively impacts the pre-service science 
teachers' scientific reasoning compared to the control class.

The learning strategy in the experimental class emphasizes three learning experiences 
that are given repeatedly every time they do experiments. The three iterative strategies are 
to claim, prove, and justify the evidence. Students have opportunities to seek alternative 
perspectives and reasoning to reinterpret data to evidence and evaluate their knowledge 
claims [16]. In the experimental class, pre-service science teachers can answer questions 
better because they can make claims based on facts. Pre-service science teachers' reasoning 
is formed from the experiment facts obtained so that they are helped to answer questions 
correctly. They are trained to verify the results of observing and measuring during practicum. 
The questions to measure scientific reasoning in this study are given a stimulus: experiment 
results in pictures, tables, charts, and narratives of practical results. They are better at 
finding the correct answers because they are used to analyzing practical findings due to 
the experiments. The ability to prove facts becomes material to communicate findings 
confidently in science learning [59]. In the experimental class, pre-service science teachers 
used data and scientific evidence to defend their arguments orally through presentations 
and written experiment reports.

The online scientific argumentation strategy can be the reason for the achievement of 
pre-service science teachers' science experiments at home due to COVID-19. Even though 
lecturers and laboratory assistants do not directly accompany the experiment as in the 
laboratory, the experiment in the experimental class goes well. From the interview, they 
were serious about each stage of the experiment because they felt it was impossible to give 
correct arguments without understanding everything done. As Grooms et al. [28] stated, 
argumentation helps students during practicum. This expression is not a fear but rather an 
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awareness of each pre-service science teacher to provide arguments following the process 
and findings of the experiment. Awareness of the importance of mastering learning content 
in science creates an internal impulse that impacts the urge to analyze learning resources 
critically [7; 29].

In the experimental class, pre-service science teachers who got the experiment lecture 
process with the online scientific argumentation strategy have an advantage over the control 
class. Their advantages are based on data analysis and in-depth interviews. Evagorou and 
Osborne [25] and Kuhn [33] stated that collaborative argumentation to establish a consensus 
might more productively result in students' argument skills, reasoning abilities, and significant 
knowledge development. Most of them can connect variables in the questions and answers 
to be sharp in analyzing questions and choosing the right reasons [26]. Connecting variables 
is a fundamental skill in understanding a scientific phenomenon [53]. Skills to connect the 
relationship between variables are essential in providing arguments. Experimental barriers 
in the COVID-19 pandemic can be overcome with an online scientific argumentation strategy 
because, after repeated activities, pre-service science teachers are accustomed to using 
data and fact findings as a basis for solving problems critically.

The correctness of scientific reasoning in this study is determined from the level of 
validity of experiment data. The experiment method chosen for the experimental class is 
assessed according to the learning needs of pre-service science teachers in the university. 
From preparing worksheets to experiment reporting, scientific independence has provided 
a new way to solve the obstacles to experiment during the pandemic. More content from 
experiment results needs to be made that applies scientific argumentation through social 
media, which can be used as a reference to remote the experiment. Implementing the 
experiment method in the experimental class can be applied more broadly to prepare 
pre-service science teachers to experiment during the COVID-19 pandemic. Scientific 
argumentation to strengthen scientific reasoning is carried out repeatedly from one 
experiment to the next. This study found a pattern of repetition of up to twelve times for 
experimenting for one semester or six months. Repetition is carried out to familiarize pre-
service science teachers with making claims, presenting evidence, and justifying evidence.

Conclusion

Implementation of the online scientific argumentation effectively improves pre-service 
science teachers' scientific reasoning through experiments at home during the COVID-19 
outbreak. They are correct in giving reasons but wrong in answering questions because they 
do not understand the concept but connect variables. They learn to use the online scientific 
argumentation strategy in claims and evidence from the experiment results repeatedly 
to have proven new learning methods. In the experimental class, they can do it during 
science experiments at home. For proper scientific reasoning, understanding is needed by 
integrating the data and facts so that the online scientific argumentation strategy becomes 
an alternative practical solution during a pandemic.

It is necessary to further research on what is the difference between pre-service science 
teachers' scientific reasoning obtained through online and offline learning using scientific 
argumentation strategy are needed to obtain a more effective scientific argumentation 
strategy. Moreover, it needs to implement a new approach such as STEM Education to 
address scientific reasoning as Bao et al. [13] state that The Lawson Classroom Test of 
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Scientific Reasoning (LCTSR) [35] is viral in the STEM Education community. Additionally, 
STEM Education is a new approach that popular in Indonesia since 2019, as Parmin et al. 
[46] stated and Farwati [27] researched. Moreover, it is also crucial for practitioners to use 
scientific argumentation strategy using experiments at home to address the pre-service 
science teachers' scientific reasoning through online professional development programs.

Acknowledgement

The authors wish to thank the Ministry of Education, Research and Technology of the 
Republic of Indonesia and the Institute of Research and Devotion to the Community of 
Semarang State University for funding this research.

REFERENCES
1.	 Aberilla, O. D., Salic, M. H., Orbita, R. R., Bagaloyos, J. B., Demayo, C. G., & Torres, M. A. G. University Students' 

Acceptance of Evolution: Basis for STEM-based Instructional Design. International Journal of STEM Education for 
Sustainability, 2021, 1(1), 33-44. DOI: 10.53889/ijses.v1i1.3. 

2.	 Acar, Ö., & Patton, B. R. Examination of learning equity among prospective science teachers who are concrete, 
formal and postformal reasoners after an argumentation-based inquiry course. Australian Journal of Teacher 
Education, 2016, 4(2), 69-90. 

3.	 Ahied, M., Muharrami, L. K., Fikriyah, A., & Rosidi, I. Improving Students' Scientific Literacy Through Distance 
Learning with Augmented Reality-Based Multimedia Amid the Covid-19 Pandemic. Jurnal Pendidikan IPA Indonesia 
[Indonesian Journal of Science Education], 2020, 9(4), 499-511. DOI: 10.15294/jpii.v9i4.26123. 

4.	 Ahmad, N. J., Ishak, N. A., Samsudin, M. A., Meylani, V., & Said, H. M. Pre-Service Science Teachers in International 
Teaching Practicum: Reflection of the Experience. Jurnal Pendidikan IPA Indonesia, 2019, 8(3), 308-316. DOI: 
10.15294/jpii.v8i3.18907. 

5.	 Akben, N. Effects of the problem-posing approach on students' problem-solving skills and metacognitive awareness 
in science education. Research in Science Education, 2020, 50(3), 1143-1165. DOI: 10.1007/s11165-018-9726-7.

6.	 Al-Ansi, A. M., Garad, A., & Al-Ansi, A. ICT-Based Learning During Covid-19 Outbreak: Advantages, Opportunities 
and Challenges. Gagasan Pendidikan Indonesia, 2021, 2(1), 10-26. DOI: 10.30870/gpi.v2i1.10176

7.	 Dumbiri, D. N., Nwadiani, C. O. Challenges Facing Application of E-learning Facilities in Vocational and Technical 
Education Program in South Nigeria Universities. Asian Journal of Vocational Education And Humanities, 2020, 1(2), 
1-8. DOI: 10.53797/ajvah.v1i2.1.2020

8.	 Armanisah, A. Upaya Meningkatkan Maotivasi Belajar Siswa melalui Model Pembelajaran Kooperatif tipe STAD 
pada Konsep Imu Pengetahuan Sosial Siswa Kelas IX. Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia Gemilang, 2021, 1(1). 23-27. DOI: 
10.53889/jpig.v1i1.21. 

9.	 Aslan, S. A., Duruhan, K. The effect of virtual learning environments designed according to problem-based learning 
approach to students' success, problem-solving skills, and motivations. Education and Information Technologies, 
2021, 26(2), 2253-2283. DOI: 10.1007/s10639-020-10354-6. 

10.	 Assunção Flores, M., Gago, M. Teacher education in times of COVID-19 pandemic in Portugal: national, 
institutional and pedagogical responses. Journal of Education for Teaching, 2020, 46(4), 507-516. DOI: 
10.10]0/02607476.2020.1799709. 

11.	 Atmojo, S. E., Muhtarom, T., Lukitoaji, B. D. The level of self-regulated learning and self-awareness in science 
learning in the covid-19 pandemic era. Jurnal Pendidikan IPA Indonesia, 2020, 9(4), 512-520. DOI: 10.15294/jpii.
v9i4.25544. 

12.	 Azzahra, S. F., Simatupang, N. I. Implementation of Talking Stick Method on Acid-Base Concepts to Improve 
Students' Critical Thinking Skills. International Journal of STEM Education for Sustainability, 2021, 1(1), 53-59. DOI: 
10.53889/ijses.v1i1.8.

13.	 Bao, L., Xiao, Y., Koenig, K., Han, J. Validity evaluation of the Lawson classroom test of scientific reasoning. Physical 
Review Physics Education Research, 2018, 14(2), 020106.

14.	 Çalik, M., Ebenezer, J., Özsevgeç, T., Küçük, Z., Artun, H. Improving science student teachers' self-perceptions of 
fluency with innovative technologies and scientific inquiry abilities. Journal of Science Education and Technology, 
2015, 24(4), 448-460. DOI: 10.1007/s10956-014-9529-1. 

15.	 Cavlazoglu, B., Stuessy, C. Examining science teachers' argumentation in a teacher workshop on earthquake 
engineering. Journal of Science Education and Technology, 2018, 27(4), 348-361. DOI: 10.1007/s10956-018-9728-2.

16.	 Chen, Y. C., Benus, M. J., Hernandez, J. Managing uncertainty in scientific argumentation. Science Education, 2019, 



Perspectives of Science & Education. 2022, Vol. 55, No. 1

617

103(5), 1235-1276.
17.	 Corder, G. W., Foreman, D. I. Nonparametric Statistics for Non-Statisticians: A Step-by-Step Approach. 2011, John 

Wiley & Sons.
18.	 Creswell, J. W., Clark, V. L. P. Designing and conducting mixed methods research. 2017, Sage publications.
19.	 Cruickshank, I. J., Carley, K. M. Characterizing communities of hashtag usage on twitter during the 2020 covid-19 

pandemic by multi-view clustering. Applied Network Science, 2020, 5(1), 1-40. DOI: 10.1007/s41109-020-00317-8.
20.	 Ecker, U. K., Hogan, J. L., Lewandowsky, S. Reminders and repetition of misinformation: Helping or hindering 

its retraction? Journal of Applied Research in Memory and Cognition, 2017, 6(2), 185-192. DOI: 10.1016/j.
jarmac.2017.01.014. 

21.	 El Islami, RAZ., Faikhamta, C., Khan, S. Van Bien, N, Sari, IJ., Xue, S, Ngan, LMY, Khwaengmake, V, To Khuyen, NT., 
Prasoplarba, T, Praisri, A. Developing Preservice Science Teachers' Ability to Teach the MII-STEM Approach through 
Microteaching [Paper presentation]. 2021 Online International Conference of East-Asian Association for Science 
Education, 2021, Shizuoka University, Shizuoka, Japan.

22.	 Erduran, S., Guilfoyle, L., Park, W. Science and religious education teachers' views of argumentation and its teaching. 
Research in Science Education, 2020, 1-19. DOI: 10.1007/s11165-020-09966-2.

23.	 Erduran, S., Ozdem, Y., Park, J. Y. Research trends on argumentation in science education: A journal content analysis 
from 1998–2014. International Journal of STEM Education, 2015, 2(1), 1-12. DOI: 10.1186/s40594-015-0020-1. 

24.	 Ernawati, T., Sujatmika, S. Development of Worksheet Based on Scientific Approach to Improve Critical Thinking 
Skills. International Journal of STEM Education for Sustainability, 2021, 1(1), 1-10. DOI: 10.53889/ijses.v1i1.1. 

25.	 Evagorou, M., Osborne, J. Exploring young students' collaborative argumentation within a socioscientific issue. 
Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 2013, 50(2), 209-237.

26.	 Faize, F. A., Husain, W., Nisar, F. A critical review of scientific argumentation in science education. Eurasia Journal of 
Mathematics, Science and Technology Education, 2017, 14(1), 475-483.

27.	 Farwati, R., Metafisika, K., Sari, I., Sitinjak, D. S., Solikha, D. F., Solfarina, S. STEM Education Implementation in 
Indonesia: A Scoping Review. International Journal of STEM Education for Sustainability, 2021, 1(1), 11-32.

28.	 Grooms, J., Sampson, V., Enderle, P. How concept familiarity and experience with scientific argumentation are 
related to the way groups participate in an episode of argumentation. Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 
2018, 55(9), 1264-1286.

29.	 Han, J., Kelley, T., Knowles, J. G. Factors Influencing Student STEM Learning: Self-Efficacy and Outcome Expectancy, 
21st Century Skills, and Career Awareness. Journal for STEM Education Research, 2021, 4, 1-21. DOI: 10.1007/
s41979-021-00053-3. 

30.	 Herbert, S., Hobbs, L. Pre-service teachers' views of school-based approaches to pre-service primary science 
teacher education. Research in Science education, 2018, 48(4), 777-809. DOI: 10.1007/s11165-016-9587-x. 

31.	 Jang, H. Identifying 21st century STEM competencies using workplace data. Journal of science education and 
technology, 2016, 25(2), 284-301. DOI: 10.1007/s10956-015-9593-1.

32.	 Juanda, A., Shidiq, A. S., Nasrudin, D. Teacher Learning Management: Investigating Biology Teachers' TPACK to 
Conduct Learning During the Covid-19 Outbreak. Jurnal Pendidikan IPA, 2021, 10(1), 48-59. DOI: 10.15294/jpii.
v10i1.26499

33.	 Kuhn, D. Thinking together and alone. Educational researcher, 2015, 44(1), 46-53.
34.	 Kusnawan, H. Upaya Meningkatkan Hasil Belajar Seni Budaya Siswa Kelas IX melalui Model Project Based Learning. 

Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia Gemilang, 2021, 1(1). 7-12. DOI: 10.53889/jpig.v1i1.18. 
35.	 Lawson, A. E. Classroom Test of Scientific Reasoning. 2000, Arizona State University. 
36.	 Lindholm, M. Promoting curiosity? Science & Education, 2018, 27(9-10), 987-1002. DOI: 10.1007/s11191-018-

0015-7.
37.	 Mardianis, M. Upaya Meningkatkan Hasil Belajar melalui Model Pembelajaran Kooperatif tipe STAD pada Konsep 

IPA Siswa Kelas IX. Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia Gemilang, 2021, 1(1). 18-22. DOI: 10.53889/jpig.v1i1.20. 
38.	 Martínez, G. M., Newman, C. N., De Vicente-Retortillo, A., Fischer, E., Renno, N. O., Richardson, M. I., Fairén, A. G., 

Genzer, M., Guzewich, S. D., Haberle, R. M., Harri, A. -M., Kemppinen, O., Lemmon, M. T., Smith, M. D., de la Torre-
Juárez, M., Vasavada, A. R. The modern near-surface Martian climate: a review of in-situ meteorological data from 
Viking to Curiosity. Space Science Reviews, 2017, 212(1), 295-338. DOI: 10.1007/s11214-017-0368-2. 

39.	 Melville, W., Campbell, T., Fazio, X., Stefanile, A., Tkaczyk, N. Problematizing the practicum to integrate practical 
knowledge. Research in Science Education, 2014, 44(5), 751-775. DOI: 10.1007/s11165-014-9404-3. 

40.	 Miller, W. L. Crabtree, B. F. Overview of Qualitative Research Methods. In Doing Qualitative Research, 1992, 
Newbury Park, CA, Sage Publications.

41.	 Moretti, F., Van Vliet, L., Bensing, J., Deledda, G., Mazzi, M., Rimondini, M., Zimmermann, C. Fletcher, I. A 
standardized approach to qualitative content analysis of focus group discussions from different countries. Patient 
Education and Counseling, 2011, 82, 420-428.

42.	 Mukhtar, M., El Islami, R. A. Z., Damanhuri, D., Hamundu, F. M. Information and Communication Technologies to 
Improve Problem Solving and Self-Efficacy: Exploring Geometry Learning Using Dynamic Mathematics Software 
Geogebra. International Journal of STEM Education for Sustainability, 2021, 1(1), 45-52. DOI: 10.53889/ijses.v1i1.4. 

43.	 Nurita, T., Hastuti, P. W., & Sari, D. A. P. Problem-solving ability of science students in optical wave courses. Jurnal 
Pendidikan IPA Indonesia, 2017, 6(2), 341-345. DOI: 10.15294/jpii.v6i2.8184. 



Перспективы Науки и Образования. 2022. 1 (55)

618

44.	 Okur, M. Determination of the Metaphores Related to the Virus Concept of Pre-Service Science Teachers in the 
Pandemic Process by Using Phenomenological Method. Journal of Turkish Science Education, 2021, 18(1), 161-175. 

45.	 Osborne, J. The 21st century challenge for science education: Assessing scientific reasoning. Thinking skills and 
creativity, 2013, 10, 265-279. DOI: 10.1016/j.tsc.2013.07.006.

46.	 Parmin, P., Saregar, A., Deta, U. A., El Islami, R. A. Z. Indonesian science teachers' views on attitude, knowledge, and 
application of STEM. Journal for the Education of Gifted Young Scientists, 2020, 8(1), 17-31.

47.	 Pratama, H., Azman, M. N. A., Kassymova, G. K., Duisenbayeva, S. S. The Trend in using online meeting applications 
for learning during the period of pandemic COVID-19: A literature review. Journal of Innovation in Educational and 
Cultural Research, 2020, 1(2), 58-68. DOI: 10.46843/jiecr.v1i2.15. 

48.	 Pratama, R. E., Mulyati, S. Pembelajaran Daring dan Luring pada Masa Pandemi Covid-19. Gagasan Pendidikan 
Indonesia, 2020, 1(2), 49-59. DOI: 10.30870/gpi.v1i2.9405

49.	 Harun, F., Suparman., Hairun, Y., Machmud, T., & Alhaddad, I. Improving Students' Mathematical Communication 
Skills through Interactive Online Learning Media Design. Journal of Technology and Humanities, 2021, 2(2), 17-23. 
DOI: 10.53797/jthkkss.v2i2.3.2021

50.	 Sampson, V., Schleigh, S. Scientific argumentation in biology: 30 classroom activities. 2013, NSTA Press. 
51.	 Saputro, B., Saerozi, M., Ardhiansyah, F. Philosophical reflections: Critical analysis of learning strategies for science 

practicum during the covid-19 pandemic. IJORER: International Journal of Recent Educational Research, 2020, 1(2), 
78-89. DOI: 10.46245/ijorer.v1i2.26. 

52.	 Sari, I. J., El Islami, R. A. Z. The Effectiveness of Scientific Argumentation Strategy towards the Various Learning 
Outcomes and Educational Levels Five Over the Years in Science Education. Journal of Innovation in Educational 
and Cultural Research, 2020, 1(2), 52-57. DOI: 10.46843/jiecr.v1i2.17. 

53.	 Songsil, W., Pongsophon, P., Boonsoong, B., Clarke, A. Developing scientific argumentation strategies using revised 
argument-driven inquiry (rADI) in science classrooms in Thailand. Asia-Pacific Science Education, 2019, 5(1), 1-22. 
DOI: 10.1186/s41029-019-0035-x.

54.	 Sukarno, S., El Widdah, M. The Effect of Students' Metacognition and Digital Literacy in Virtual Lectures during the 
Covid-19 Pandemic on Achievement in the "Methods and Strategies on Physics Learning" Course. Jurnal Pendidikan 
IPA Indonesia, 2020, 9(4), 477-488. DOI: 10.15294/jpii.v9i4.25332. 

55.	 Taufik, A. N., Berlian, L., Suryani, D. I., Nulhakim, L., Rohimah, R. B., Ansori, M. Validity of a Kahoot! Based Cognitive 
Test Instrument on Corona Pandemic Theme. Jurnal Penelitian dan Pembelajaran IPA, 2021, 7(1), 118-133. DOI: 
10.30870/jppi.v7i1.9598

56.	 Thongbunma, J., Nuangchalerm, P., Supakam, S. Secondary Teachers and Students' Perspectives towards Online 
Learning amid the COVID-19 Outbreak. Gagasan Pendidikan Indonesia, 2021, 2(1), 1-9. DOI: 10.30870/gpi.
v2i1.10524.

57.	 Trninic, D. Instruction, repetition, discovery: Restoring the historical educational role of practice. Instructional 
Science, 2018, 46(1), 133-153. DOI: 10.1007/s11251-017-9443-z.

58.	 Velazco, D. J. M., Navarro Cejas, M., Cejas Martínez, M. F., Vinueza Naranjo, P. G. V. N., Vega Falcón, V. Digital 
Andragogical Competences of Ecuadorian Higher Education Teachers during the COVID-19 Pandemic. European 
Journal of Educational Research, 2021, 10(3), 1341-1358. DOI: 10.12973/eu-jer.10.3.1341. 

59.	 Wan, Z. H. Exploring the effects of intrinsic motive, utilitarian motive, and self-Efficacy on students' science learning 
in the classroom using the expectancy-value theory. Research in Science Education, 2021, 51(3), 647-659. DOI: 
10.1007/s11165-019-09891-z. 

60.	 WEBER, R. P. Basic Content Analysis, 1990, Newbury Park, CA, Sage Publications.
61.	 WF, A. F., Hendriyani, M., Rachmawati, D. Pengaruh Metode Pembelajaran Mneomonik terhadap Daya Ingat Siswa 

Pada Konsep Protista. Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia Gemilang, 2021, 1(1). 1-6. DOI: 10.53889/jpig.v1i1.17
62.	 Yang, X., Zhang, M., Kong, L., Wang, Q., Hong, J. C. The effects of scientific self-efficacy and cognitive anxiety 

on science engagement with the "question-observation-doing-explanation" model during school disruption in 
COVID-19 pandemic. Journal of Science Education and Technology, 2021, 30(3), 380-393. DOI: 10.1007/s10956-
020-09877-x.

63.	 Ahmad, H., Mamat, N., Mustafa, M. C., Yusoff, S. I. M. Validating the Teaching, Learning, and Assessment Quality of 
Malaysian ECCE Instrument. International Journal of Evaluation and Research in Education, 2021, 10(1), 135-141.

64.	 Berland, L. K., Reiser, B. J. Classroom communities' adaptations of the practice of scientific argumentation. Science 
Education, 2011, 95(2), 191-216.

65.	 Grooms, J., Enderle, P., Sampson, V. Coordinating scientific argumentation and the Next Generation Science 
Standards through argument driven inquiry. Science Educator, 2015, 24(1), 45-50.

66.	 Okumus, S., & Unal, S. The effects of argumentation model on students' achievement and argumentation skills in 
science. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2012, 46, 457-461.

67.	 Walton, D. Methods of argumentation, 2013, Cambridge University Press.
68.	 Van Eemeren, F. H., Jackson, S., & Jacobs, S. Argumentation. In Reasonableness and Effectiveness in Argumentative 

Discourse. Springer, Cham, 2015, 3-25.
69.	 UNESCO How are countries addressing the Covid-19 challenges in education? A snapshot of policy measures. Global 

Education Monitoring Reports, 2020, France: United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization.



Perspectives of Science & Education. 2022, Vol. 55, No. 1

619

Infornation about the authors
Parmin Parmin

(Semarang, Indonesia)
Doctor in Science Education Study Program, Associate 

Professor in Department of Integrated Science
Universitas Negeri Semarang

E-mail: parmin@mail.unnes.ac.id 
ORCID ID: 0000-0001-9576-6882

Scopus ID: 57193713986
Researcher ID: G-5398-2015

Miranita Khusniati
(Semarang, Indonesia)

Master in Natural Science Education, Assistant Professor 
in Department of Integrated Science

Universitas Negeri Semarang
E-mail: miranita@mail.unnes.ac.id 
ORCID ID: 0000-0003-1797-6694

Scopus ID: 57196484003

R. Ahmad Z. El Islami
(Serang, Indonesia)

M.Pd. in Natural Sciences Education, Assistant Professor 
of the Department of Science Education, Faculty of 
Teacher Training and Education, Universitas Sultan 

Ageng Tirtayasa, Serang, Indonesia
Email: zakyislami@untirta.ac.id

ORCID ID: 0000-0002-5730-7658
Scopus ID: 57203096770

Researcher ID: X-1263-2018

Utama A. Deta
(Surabaya, Indonesia)

Master in Physics and Physics Education, Assistant 
Professor of Department of Physics

Universitas Negeri Surabaya
E-mail: utamadeta@unesa.ac.id 
ORCID ID: 0000-0002-2881-7843

Scopus ID: 55872927700
Researcher ID: G-4084-2016

Antomi Saregar
(Lampung, Indonesia)

Magister in Physics Education, Assist. Prof of 
Department of Physics Education

Universitas Islam Negeri Raden Intan Lampung
E-mail: antomisaregar@radenintan.ac.id 

ORCID ID: 0000-0002-2652-1694
Scopus ID: 57201321267

Researcher ID: Q-8778-2016


