
CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 

Based on the findings and discussions of this research as already discussed 

before, the researcher gives some conclusions and suggestions. 

1.1 Conclusions 

Related to the findings and discussions, the researcher concludes that: 

1) The ability of the second year students of English Department at Bung Hatta 

University in writing sentences using comparative adverbs was moderate 

because 15 students (41.67%) had moderate ability.  

2) The ability of the second year students of English Department at Bung Hatta 

University in writing sentences using comparative adverbs with one syllable 

was good because 14 students (38.89%) had good ability. 

3) The ability of the second year students of English Department at Bung Hatta 

University in writing sentences using comparative adverbs with two or more 

syllables was low because 17 students (47.22 %) had low ability. 

4) The ability of the second year students of English Department at Bung Hatta 

University in writing sentences using comparative adverbs with irregular 

adverbs was good because 19 students (52.78 %) had good ability. 

 

 



1.2 Suggestions 

Based on the conclusions above, the researcher gives some suggestions to 

the lecturers, students, and the future researchers as follows: 

1)   The researcher suggests the lecturers to give motivation to the students to 

be more active in the class and give more exercises to students in writing 

sentences using comparative adverbs. 

2)   The researcher suggests the students to learn more about comparative form 

of adverb in simple sentences and pay attention to the aspects in writing 

skill. 

3)   The researcher suggests the next researcher to do a research on the students’ 

difficulties in writing simple sentences using comparative adverbs. 
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Appendix 2 

Writing Test 

Time :  50 Minutes 

Name   : __________________________________ 

NPM   : __________________________________ 

Direction: Please write simple sentences using comparative adverb based on the 

adverb given below. 

Example:      a. close 

Answer : I live closer to the campus than before. 

b. carefully 

Answer: He drives more carefully than a racing driver does. 

c. little      

Answer: Rudy talks less than Anne. 

1.   fast 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

2.   rapidly 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 



 

3.   late 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

4.   high 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

5.   frequently 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

6.   regularly 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

7.   hard 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

8.   low 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

9.   suddenly 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

10.  badly 



Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

11.  recently 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

12.  happily 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

13.  far 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

14.  long 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

15.   early 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

16.  well 

Answer: ………………………………………………………. 

  

  

 



Appendix 3 

The Students’ Scores in Writing Simple Sentences Using Comparative 

Adverbs 

Student 

Number 

One Syllable  Two or More Syllables Irregular Adverb 

SI SII AS SI SII AS SI SII AS 

1 15.46 13.46 14.46 13.63 13.63 13.63 9.64 10.64 10.14 

2 13.13 9.64 11.39 13.96 13.96 13.96 8.98 9.98 9.48 

3 16.32 13.65 14.99 6.82 10.32 8.57 13.31 11.65 12.48 

4 16.64 15.64 16.14 12.97 12.63 12.80 11.64 11.31 11.48 

5 9.50 11.16 10.33 12.33 9.31 10.82 9.65 8.64 9.15 

6 15.46 15.96 15.71 12.63 12.96 12.80 11.64 10.98 11.31 

7 12.66 13.32 12.99 13.00 9.50 11.25 8.00 7.50 7.75 

8 12.30 12.13 12.22 11.98 15.64 13.81 7.81 9.65 8.73 

9 18.66 17.99 18.33 10.66 13.32 11.99 10.83 10.99 10.91 

10 5.48 7.99 6.74 1.00 3.00 2.00 11.99 11.00 11.50 

11 10.97 9.47 10.22 10.31 10.30 10.31 5.32 4.48 4.90 

12 14.99 13.48 14.24 12.66 8.50 10.58 11.50 8.50 10.00 

13 9.80 12.96 11.38 11.96 10.96 11.46 9.64 7.64 8.64 

14 15.98 15.98 15.98 13.31 12.98 13.15 10.32 9.32 9.82 

15 16.16 15.32 15.74 12.32 15.32 13.82 9.66 11.66 10.66 

16 15.63 16.14 15.89 14.96 14.80 14.88 10.64 10.98 10.81 

17 15.30 15.64 15.47 13.63 14.30 13.97 12.00 12.00 12.00 



18 15.96 14.63 15.30 13.96 17.96 15.96 7.81 8.98 8.40 

19 7.64 10.81 9.23 6.64 5.31 5.98 4.65 6.15 5.40 

20 14.64 16.30 15.47 9.64 10.98 10.31 9.31 8.32 8.82 

21 21.00 19.66 20.33 20.50 22.00 21.25 11.32 13.32 12.32 

22 20.00 18.16 19.08 14.32 14.32 14.32 11.66 12.00 11.83 

23 13.48 14.98 14.23 14.97 15.47 15.22 8.66 6.32 7.49 

24 17.50 18.00 17.75 16.50 16.00 16.25 10.66 12.00 11.33 

25 16.50 18.00 17.25 15.66 17.16 16.41 12.00 12.00 12.00 

26 14.97 16.96 15.97 14.63 13.30 13.97 10.31 11.31 10.81 

27 18.97 19.96 19.47 18.64 20.96 19.80 11.64 12.64 12.14 

28 16.32 16.66 16.49 18.32 14.32 16.32 10.66 10.66 10.66 

29 16.97 15.64 16.31 14.96 18.30 16.63 11.32 11.82 11.57 

30 13.64 13.48 13.56 15.64 15.31 15.48 10.33 9.33 9.83 

31 11.81 14.31 13.06 6.98 11.65 9.32 9.32 8.66 8.99 

32 19.00 14.99 17.00 13.98 12.14 13.06 10.32 13.32 11.82 

33 17.96 18.96 18.46 21.96 21.96 21.96 11.64 11.64 11.64 

34 8.13 8.82 8.48 6.97 9.64 8.31 6.48 5.32 5.90 

35 11.13 11.64 11.39 14.14 12.14 13.14 11.31 10.32 10.82 

36 14.82 11.99 13.41 15.32 14.00 14.66 9.66 10.65 10.16 

∑ 524.88 523.88 524.38 471.86 484.35 478.11 361.63 361.68 361.66 

 

Note:  

SI: Score by Scorer One 



SII: Score by Scorer Two 

AS: Average Score 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 4 

The Reliability of Test in Writing Simple Sentences Using Comparative 

Adverbs 

Number of 

Students 

Score by 

Scorer 1 

Score by 

Scorer 2 X² Y² X.Y 

(X) (Y) 

1 38.73 37.73 1500.01 1423.55 1461.28 

2 36.07 33.58 1301.04 1127.62 1211.23 

3 36.45 35.62 1328.60 1268.78 1298.35 

4 41.25 39.58 1701.56 1566.58 1632.68 

5 31.48 29.11 990.99 847.39 916.38 

6 39.73 39.90 1578.47 1592.01 1585.23 

7 33.66 30.32 1133.00 919.30 1020.57 

8 32.09 37.42 1029.77 1400.26 1200.81 

9 40.15 42.30 1612.02 1789.29 1698.35 

10 18.47 21.99 341.14 483.56 406.16 

11 26.60 24.25 707.56 588.06 645.05 

12 39.15 30.48 1532.72 929.03 1193.29 

13 31.40 31.56 985.96 996.03 990.98 

14 39.61 38.28 1568.95 1465.36 1516.27 

15 38.14 42.30 1454.66 1789.29 1613.32 

16 41.23 41.92 1699.91 1757.29 1728.36 



17 40.93 41.94 1675.26 1758.96 1716.60 

18 37.73 41.57 1423.55 1728.06 1568.44 

19 18.93 22.27 358.34 495.95 421.57 

20 33.59 35.60 1128.29 1267.36 1195.80 

21 52.82 54.98 2789.95 3022.80 2904.04 

22 45.98 44.48 2114.16 1978.47 2045.19 

23 37.11 36.77 1377.15 1352.03 1364.53 

24 44.66 46.00 1994.52 2116.00 2054.36 

25 44.16 47.16 1950.11 2224.07 2082.59 

26 39.91 41.57 1592.81 1728.06 1659.06 

27 49.25 53.56 2425.56 2868.67 2637.83 

28 45.30 41.64 2052.09 1733.89 1886.29 

29 43.25 45.76 1870.56 2093.98 1979.12 

30 39.61 38.12 1568.95 1453.13 1509.93 

31 28.11 34.62 790.17 1198.54 973.17 

32 43.30 40.45 1874.89 1636.20 1751.49 

33 51.56 52.56 2658.43 2762.55 2709.99 

34 21.52 23.78 463.11 565.49 511.75 

35 36.58 34.10 1338.10 1162.81 1247.38 

36 39.80 36.64 1584.04 1342.49 1458.27 

Ʃ 1358.31 1369.91 53496.43 54432.94 53795.71 

 



To find out the coefficient correlation of the two sets of scorers, the 

researcher used Pearson Product Moment formula:  

𝒓𝒙𝒚 = 
𝒏 ∑ 𝒙𝒚−(∑ 𝒙 ∑ 𝒚)

√{𝒏 ∑ 𝒙𝟐−(∑ 𝒙)²}{𝒏 ∑ 𝒚𝟐−(∑ 𝒚)²}
 

 

𝒓𝒙𝒚 =    
36 𝑋 (𝟓𝟑𝟕𝟗𝟓.𝟕𝟏)−(𝟏𝟑𝟓𝟖.𝟑𝟏 X 𝟏𝟑𝟔𝟗.𝟗𝟏)

√{36 𝑋 𝟓𝟑𝟒𝟗𝟔.𝟒𝟑−(1358.31)²}{36 𝑋 𝟓𝟒𝟒𝟑𝟐.𝟗𝟒−(1369.91)²}
  

          

𝒓𝒙𝒚 =     
75883.11

81892.41
 

 

𝒓𝒙𝒚 =    .93 

 

From the calculation above, the researcher found that the coefficient 

correlation of the two sets of the scores was .93. It means that the coefficient 

correlation of the test was very high, and it can be concluded that the test was 

reliable.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 5 

The Students' Converted Score in Writing Simple Sentences Using 

Comparative Adverbs 

Number 

of 

Students 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

1 (X) 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

2 (Y) 

AS CS 

Students' Ability 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderate Low 

1 38.73 37.73 38.23 59.73     √   

2 36.07 33.58 34.83 54.42       √ 

3 36.45 35.62 36.04 56.31     √   

4 41.25 39.58 40.42 63.16     √   

5 31.48 29.11 30.30 47.34       √ 

6 39.73 39.90 39.82 62.22     √   

7 33.66 30.32 31.99 49.98       √ 

8 32.09 37.42 34.76 54.31       √ 

9 40.15 42.30 41.23 64.42     √   

10 18.47 21.99 20.23 31.61       √ 

11 26.60 24.25 25.43 39.73       √ 

12 39.15 30.48 34.82 54.41       √ 

13 31.40 31.56 31.48 49.19       √ 

14 39.61 38.28 38.95 60.86     √   

15 38.14 42.30 40.22 62.84     √   



16 41.23 41.92 41.58 64.97     √   

17 40.93 41.94 41.44 64.75     √   

18 37.73 41.57 39.65 61.95     √   

19 18.93 22.27 20.60 32.19       √ 

20 33.59 35.60 34.60 54.06       √ 

21 52.82 54.98 53.90 84.22 √       

22 45.98 44.48 45.23 70.67   √     

23 37.11 36.77 36.94 57.72     √   

24 44.66 46.00 45.33 70.83   √     

25 44.16 47.16 45.66 71.34   √     

26 39.91 41.57 40.74 63.67     √   

27 49.25 53.56 51.41 80.33 √       

28 45.30 41.64 43.47 67.92   √     

29 43.25 45.76 44.51 69.55   √     

30 39.61 38.12 38.87 60.73     √   

31 28.11 34.62 31.37 49.02       √ 

32 43.30 40.45 41.88 65.44   √     

33 51.56 52.56 52.06 81.34 √       

34 21.52 23.78 22.65 35.39       √ 

35 36.58 34.10 35.34 55.22     √   

36 39.80 36.64 38.22 59.72     √   

Ʃ 1358.31 1369.91 1364.11 2131.58 3 6 15 12 

 



• To get students’ converted scores the researcher used the formula below: 

 

Students converted score =   Average Score  

                                                                              Χ 100  

                                              Maximum Score            

• The percentage of students who got very good ability, good ability, moderate 

ability and low ability in writing simple sentences using comparative 

adverbs: 

Pvery good  = 
3 

36
 x 100 = 8.33 % 

Pgood = 
6 

36
 x 100 = 16.67 % 

Pmoderate = 
15 

36
 x 100 = 41.67 % 

Plow = 
12 

36
 x 100 = 33.33 % 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Appendix 6 

The Students' Converted Score in Writing Simple Sentences Using 

Comparative Adverbs with One Syllable 

Number 

of 

Students 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

1 (X) 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

2 (Y) 

Average 

Score 

Converted 

Score 

Students' Ability 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderate Low 

1 15.46 13.46 14.46 60.25     √   

2 13.13 9.64 11.39 47.46       √ 

3 16.32 13.65 14.99 62.46     √   

4 16.64 15.64 16.14 67.25   √     

5 9.50 11.16 10.33 43.04       √ 

6 15.46 15.96 15.71 65.46   √     

7 12.66 13.32 12.99 54.13       √ 

8 12.30 12.13 12.22 50.92       √ 

9 18.66 17.99 18.33 76.38   √     

10 5.48 7.99 6.74 28.08       √ 

11 10.97 9.47 10.22 42.58       √ 

12 14.99 13.48 14.24 59.33     √   

13 9.80 12.96 11.38 47.42       √ 

14 15.98 15.98 15.98 66.58   √     



15 16.16 15.32 15.74 65.58   √     

16 15.63 16.14 15.89 66.21   √     

17 15.30 15.64 15.47 64.46     √   

18 15.96 14.63 15.30 63.75     √   

19 7.64 10.81 9.23 38.46       √ 

20 14.64 16.30 15.47 64.46     √   

21 21.00 19.66 20.33 84.71 √       

22 20.00 18.16 19.08 79.50   √     

23 13.48 14.98 14.23 59.29     √   

24 17.50 18.00 17.75 73.96   √     

25 16.50 18.00 17.25 71.88   √     

26 14.97 16.96 15.97 66.54   √     

27 18.97 19.96 19.47 81.13 √       

28 16.32 16.66 16.49 68.71   √     

29 16.97 15.64 16.31 67.96   √     

30 13.64 13.48 13.56 56.50     √   

31 11.81 14.31 13.06 54.42       √ 

32 19.00 14.99 17.00 70.83   √     

33 17.96 18.96 18.46 76.92   √     

34 8.13 8.82 8.48 35.33       √ 

35 11.13 11.64 11.39 47.46     √   

36 14.82 11.99 13.41 55.88     √   



∑ 524.88 523.88 524.38 2185.24 2 14 10 10 

 

• The percentage of students who got very good ability, good ability, 

moderate ability and low ability in writing simple sentences using 

comparative adverbs with one syllable: 

Pvery good = 
2 

36
 x 100 = 5.55 % 

Pgood = 
14

36
 x 100 = 38.89 % 

Pmoderate = 
10 

36
 x 100 = 27.78 % 

      Plow = 
10 

36
 x 100 = 27.78 % 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Appendix 7 

The Students' Converted Score in Writing Simple Sentences Using 

Comparative Adverbs with Two or More Syllables 

Number 

of 

Students 

Comparative 

adverbs form 

with two or 

more than one 

syllable 
Average 

Score 

Converted 

Score 

Students' Ability 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderate Low Score 

by 

Scorer 

1 (X) 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

2 (Y) 

1 13.63 13.63 13.63 56.79     √   

2 13.96 13.96 13.96 58.17     √   

3 6.82 10.32 8.57 35.71       √ 

4 12.97 12.63 12.80 53.33       √ 

5 12.33 9.31 10.82 45.08       √ 

6 12.63 12.96 12.80 53.33       √ 

7 13.00 9.50 11.25 46.88       √ 

8 11.98 15.64 13.81 57.54     √   



9 10.66 13.32 11.99 49.96       √ 

10 1.00 3.00 2.00 8.33       √ 

11 10.31 10.30 10.31 42.96       √ 

12 12.66 8.50 10.58 44.08       √ 

13 11.96 10.96 11.46 47.75       √ 

14 13.31 12.98 13.15 54.79       √ 

15 12.32 15.32 13.82 57.58     √   

16 14.96 14.80 14.88 62.00     √   

17 13.63 14.30 13.97 58.21     √   

18 13.96 17.96 15.96 66.50   √     

19 6.64 5.31 5.98 24.92       √ 

20 9.64 10.98 10.31 42.96       √ 

21 20.50 22.00 21.25 88.54 √       

22 14.32 14.32 14.32 59.67     √   

23 14.97 15.47 15.22 63.42     √   

24 16.50 16.00 16.25 67.71   √     

25 15.66 17.16 16.41 68.38   √     

26 14.63 13.30 13.97 58.21     √   

27 18.64 20.96 19.80 82.50 √       

28 18.32 14.32 16.32 68.00   √     

29 14.96 18.30 16.63 69.29   √     

30 15.64 15.31 15.48 64.50     √   



31 6.98 11.65 9.32 38.83       √ 

32 13.98 12.14 13.06 54.42       √ 

33 21.96 21.96 21.96 91.50 √       

34 6.97 9.64 8.31 34.63       √ 

35 14.14 12.14 13.14 54.75       √ 

36 15.32 14.00 14.66 61.08     √   

Ʃ 471.86 484.35 478.11 1992.28 3 5 11 17 

 

 

• The percentage of students who got very good ability, good ability, moderate 

ability and low ability in writing simple sentences using comparative adverbs 

with two or more syllables: 

Pvery good  = 
3 

36
 x 100 = 8.33 % 

Pgood = 
5 

36
 x 100 = 13.89 % 

Pmoderate = 
11 

36
 x 100 = 30.56 % 

Plow = 
17 

36
 x 100 = 47.22 % 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Appendix 8 

The Students' Converted Score in Writing Simple Sentences Using Irregular 

Comparative Adverbs 

Number 

of 

Students 

Comparative 

adverbs form 

with irregular 

adverbs 
Average 

Score 

Converted 

Score 

Students' Ability 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderate Low Score 

by 

Scorer 

1 (X) 

Score 

by 

Scorer 

2 (Y) 

1 9.64 10.64 10.14 63.38     √   

2 8.98 9.98 9.48 59.25     √   

3 13.31 11.65 12.48 78.00   √     

4 11.64 11.31 11.48 71.75   √     

5 9.65 8.64 9.15 57.16     √   

6 11.64 10.98 11.31 70.68   √     

7 8.00 7.50 7.75 48.44       √ 

8 7.81 9.65 8.73 54.56       √ 

9 10.83 10.99 10.91 68.19   √     



10 11.99 11.00 11.50 71.88   √     

11 5.32 4.48 4.90 30.63       √ 

12 11.50 8.50 10.00 62.50     √   

13 9.64 7.64 8.64 54.00       √ 

14 10.32 9.32 9.82 61.38     √   

15 9.66 11.66 10.66 66.63   √     

16 10.64 10.98 10.81 67.56   √     

17 12.00 12.00 12.00 75.00   √     

18 7.81 8.98 8.40 52.50       √ 

19 4.65 6.15 5.40 33.75       √ 

20 9.31 8.32 8.82 55.13     √   

21 11.32 13.32 12.32 77.00   √     

22 11.66 12.00 11.83 73.94   √     

23 8.66 6.32 7.49 46.81       √ 

24 10.66 12.00 11.33 70.81   √     

25 12.00 12.00 12.00 75.00   √     

26 10.31 11.31 10.81 67.56   √     

27 11.64 12.64 12.14 75.88   √     

28 10.66 10.66 10.66 66.63   √     

29 11.32 11.82 11.57 72.31   √     

30 10.33 9.33 9.83 61.44     √   

31 9.32 8.66 8.99 56.19     √   



32 10.32 13.32 11.82 73.88   √     

33 11.64 11.64 11.64 72.75   √     

34 6.48 5.32 5.90 24.58       √ 

35 11.31 10.32 10.82 67.63   √     

36 9.66 10.65 10.16 63.50     √   

Ʃ 361.63 361.68 361.66 2248.23 0 19 9 8 

 

• The percentage of students who got very good ability, good ability, moderate 

ability and low ability in writing simple sentences using irregular 

comparative adverbs: 

Pvery good  = 
0

36
 x 100 = 0 % 

Pgood = 
19 

36
 x 100 = 52.78 % 

Pmoderate = 
9 

36
 x 100 = 25 % 

Plow = 
8 

36
 x 100 = 22.22 % 

 

 


