CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

A. Conclusion

Based on the results of the study and the discussion pre-

sented in the previous chapter, several conclusions can be

drawn. These conclusions are organized according to the re-

search questions of the study in order to provide a clear and

systematic summary of the research findings.

1.

Based on the first research question, both male and female
students employed all five categories of Grammar Learning
Strategies (GLS), namely cognitive, metacognitive, social,
affective, and compensatory strategies. Among these strat-
egies, cognitive strategies were the most frequently used by
both groups, while affective strategies were the least fre-
quently used. In addition, female students reported higher
mean scores across all five categories of Grammar Learn-
ing Strategies than male students, indicating that they used
grammar learning strategies more frequently.

Based on the second research question, the level of English
grammar mastery of both male and female eighth-grade
students at SMP Negeri 03 Seluma was classified as Poor
according to Arikunto’s (2013) classification. The mean

score of male students was 53.88, while the mean score of
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female students was 53.89. These findings indicate that the
overall English grammar mastery of both groups still needs
improvement, particularly in the areas of the Simple Past
Tense, Past Continuous Tense, and Modal Verbs.

3. Based on the third research question, the results of the In-
dependent Samples 7-test showed that there was no signifi-
cant difference in English grammar mastery between male
and female students. The significance value (Sig. 2-tailed)
was 0.997, which was higher than the significance level of
0.05. Therefore, the null hypothesis (Ho) was accepted and
the alternative hypothesis (Hi) was rejected. These findings
indicate that male and female students achieved compara-
ble levels of English grammar mastery, despite differences
in the frequency of Grammar Learning Strategies used by

each group.

B. Implication

1. Theoretical Implications

The findings of this study contribute to our understand-
ing of gender differences in English language learning, partic-
ularly with regard to grammar proficiency. The absence of sig-
nificant differences in grammar mastery between male and fe-
male students suggests that gender is not always a determining
factor in students’ grammatical achievement. These findings

support the view that students’ language learning outcomes can
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be influenced by various factors beyond gender. Furthermore,
this study enriches the literature on Grammar Learning Strate-
gies (GLS) by providing evidence on how various types of
learning strategies are used by junior high school students in
the context of English grammar learning.
2. Practical Implications

The findings of this study provide a better understand-
ing of grammar learning among junior high school students.
The results indicate that male and female students are capable
of achieving similar levels of grammatical proficiency. These
findings' emphasize the importance of viewing grammar in-
struction as an educational process that can be successfully
achieved by all students regardless of gender. Furthermore, in-
formation regarding the use of grammar learning strategies
contributes to a deeper understanding of students’ learning ap-
proaches and serves as a useful reference for English language

learning, particularly in the teaching and learning of grammar.

. Suggestion
1. For Students

Students are encouraged to apply various grammar
learning strategies appropriately and consistently to improve
their understanding and mastery of English grammar. They are
also expected to identify the learning strategies that best suit

their preferences and learning needs.
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2. For English Teachers

English teachers are expected to recognize the diversity
of students’ learning strategies and provide learning activities
that support the development of grammatical proficiency. In
addition, teachers must provide equal learning opportunities
and support for both male and female students, as the findings
of this study indicate that there are no significant differences in
grammatical mastery between the two groups.
3. For Future Researchers

Future researchers are encouraged to conduct similar
studies with larger sample sizes and in different educational
contexts to obtain more comprehensive findings. They may
also examine the relationship between grammar learning strat-
egies and grammar mastery y using correlation analysis, re-
gression analysis, or other statistical analyses to gain a deeper
understanding of students’ English grammar learning pro-

CECSSES.
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