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Abstract 

The purpose of the study is to investigate the effect of cooperative and individual learning methods on 

the conceptual understanding at sub-micro level of pre-service science teachers (PST) in equilibrium 

chemistry. The study was conducted on 52 PSTs. A pre-test/posttest non-equivalent quasi-

experimental design was used in this study. Data collection instruments used as pre- and posttest as a 

Module Test (MT) consisted of seven open-ended questions developed by the researchers. Although, 

participants were identified with a convenience sampling method, each group were randomly assigned. 

For this reason, three study groups were selected, and each implementation was randomly assigned. 

Groups was determined as Cooperative Student Teams-Achievement Divisions (STAD, E1) and 

Reading-Writing-Application (RWA, E2) methods, and Individual Learning (IL, E3) method. The data 

gathered with the MT were evaluated using content analysis. According to findings, there was not a 

significance difference among groups related to conceptual understandings at equilibrium chemistry. 

However, some misconceptions related to topic were decreased. Consequently, when three learning 

methods are used that it is more likely to misconceptions of the PSTs will be treated, while at the same 

time micro level understanding will improve. 
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Introduction  

The study of the behavior of chemical equilibrium has been an essential part of the secondary 

and undergraduate education chemistry curriculum for many years (Cheung, Ma, & Yang, 2009; van 

Driel & Graber, 2002). The subject of chemical equilibrium is considered as one of the issues that the 

students have difficulty in learning due to its complex structure as it includes various abstract concepts 

(Aydeniz & Doğan, 2016; Banerjee, 1995; Ceylan & Seçken, 2019; Özmen & Naseriazar, 2018). The 

concept of chemical equilibrium involves the synthesis of most general chemistry concepts and 

principles (Bilgin, Uzuntiryaki & Geban, 2003). The concept of chemical equilibrium is a basis for 

students to understand other chemical subjects such as acids and base behaviors, oxidation / reduction 

reactions and solubility (Bergquist & Heikkinen, 1990; Bilgin & Geban, 2006; Eilks, Gulacar, & 

Sandoval, 2018; Piquette & Heikkinen, 2005). 

Some studies have shown that there are some difficulties about the problematic aspects of 

understanding the concepts of chemical equilibrium. There are misconceptions regarding the chemical 

equilibrium at the following points: (a) mass vs. concentration (b) characteristics of chemical 

equilibrium, (c) changing equilibrium conditions, (d) rate vs. extent, and (e) misconceptions about K. 

The misconceptions identified by previous research summarized according to these themes in Table 1. 

Table 1. Some Common Misconceptions about Chemical Equilibrium 

Theme Misconceptions  Studies 
Mass vs. 
concentration 

The concentrations of reactants and products 
are equal at equilibrium. 
 
 
 

Atasoy, Akkuş & Kadayıfçı, 2009; Bilgin 
& Geban, 2006; Erdemir Özdemir, Geban 
& Uzuntiryaki, 2000; Hackling & Garnett, 
1985; Karpudewan, Treagust, Mocerino, 
Won & Chandrasegaran,  2015; Okumuş, 
Çavdar, Alyar & Doymuş, 2017 

Confusion regarding amount and 
concentration. 

Bilgin & Geban, 2006; Bergquist & 
Heikkinen, 1990; Doymuş, 2008; Mensah 
& Morabe, 2018 

Inability to appreciate that certain substances 
display fixed or constant concentration in 
certain chemical reaction. 

Wheeler & Kass, 1978 

The bigger the mole number of the products, 
the bigger the equilibrium constant. 

Atasoy et. al., 2009 

Characteristics 
of chemical 
equilibrium 

Each side of the chemical equation is 
independent.  

Wheeldon, Atkinson, Dawes & Levinson, 
2012 

If a substance is added to products which are 
on stable a temperature, reaction will favor the 
products. 

Mutlu & Acar Şeşen, 2016 

Not to understand the Le Chatelier's Principle 
(LCP) in equilibrium systems. 

Cheung et.al., 2009; Hackling & Garnett, 
1985; Mutlu & Acar Şeşen, 2016; Voska & 
Heikkinen, 2000 

Fewer particles (per unit of volume) would 
lead to fewer collisions (per unit of time)  

Van Driel & Graber, 2002 

Confusing the balance concepts in physics and 
chemical equilibrium  

Bergquist & Heikkinen, 1990 

Inability to understand the dynamic structure 
of equilibrium 

Bilgin & Geban, 2006 



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

396 

No reaction takes place while the system is in 
equilibrium. 

Doymuş, 2008 

Changing 
equilibrium 
conditions 

When catalyst is added to a system in 
equilibrium, the concentration of reactants and 
products increases.  

Bilgin & Geban, 2006; Voska & Heikkinen 
2000 

Forward and reverse reaction rate does not 
change or increase depending on whether the 
catalyst is suitable for forward or reverse 
reaction. 

Bilgin & Geban, 2006 

In a system, the equilibrium constant does not 
change with temperature or any effect. 

Mutlu & Acar Şeşen, 2016 

If the temperature of a system in chemical 
equilibrium increases, the reaction moves 
forward. 

Atasoy et. al., 2009; Bilgin & Geban, 2006; 
Mutlu & Acar Şeşen, 2016 

Rate vs. extent  
 

The rate of forward reaction increases with 
time until equilibrium is established and 
forward and reverse reaction rates are not 
equal at an equilibrium system. 

Demircioğlu, Demircioğlu & Yadigaroğlu, 
2013 
 

Failure to distinguish between rate and extent 
of reaction. 

Atasoy et. al., 2009; Banerjee & Power, 
1991; Gussarksy & Gorodetsky, 1990; 
Hackling & Garnett, 1985; Wheeler & 
Kass, 1978 

When a catalyst is added for both the forward 
and reverse reactions by the same amount. 

Karpudewan et. al., 2015 

When a reaction approaches to equilibrium 
forward reaction rate increases. 

Erdemir Özdemir et. al., 2000; Hackling & 
Garnett, 1985; Niaz, 1998 

Not to distinguish the difference between rate 
and equilibrium. 

Koretsky, 2020 

Misconception
s about K 

The value of K does not depend on 
temperature. 

Bilgin & Geban, 2006; Voska &  
Heikkinen, 2000 

The value of K always decreases as 
temperature decreases. 

Voska &  Heikkinen, 2000 

When more products are added to an 
equilibrium system at constant temperature, Kc 
will increase. 

Voska & Heikkinen, 2000 
 

Confusion regarding the meaning of K. Bergquist & Heikkinen, 1990; Bilgin, 
2006; Doymuş, 2008; Karpudewan et. al., 
2015; Okumuş et. al., 2017 

 

Van Driel and Graber (2012) explained the difficulty of understanding this subject by students 

because of the chemical reactions is usually presented with observable events in introductory 

chemistry courses, on the other hand chemical equilibrium at a later stage presents reversibility of 

chemical reactions and the possibility of chemical reactions to continue to be completed. Furthermore, 

though this cannot be deduced from observation, the dynamic nature of chemical equilibrium requires 

students to assume that two opposite chemical reactions take place. Nakhleh (1992) stated that 

students were not able to develop more advanced concepts based on the foundations because they 

could not understand the basic concepts of chemistry. Additionally, Huddle and Pillay (1996) denote 

that the most important reasons for this difficulty are that the subjects are abstract and contain words 

from the daily language that have different meanings. In this regard, many studies and projects have 

been carried out to enable students to understand scientific concepts (Ültay, Durukan, & Ültay, 2015). 

Özmen and Naseriazar (2018) investigated the effect of computer simulations enhanced with 
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conceptual change texts (CS-CCT) on first year university students’ understanding of chemical 

equilibrium. They found that this method has been effective on students conceptual understanding of 

the topic. 

Cooperative Learning 

Today, human beings have started to live in societies based on knowledge rather than power. 

Creating the information is usually done through cooperative studies in the social environment. In this 

case, the question of "How can the most effective learning design be realized in the process of creating 

knowledge needs to be answered (Hong, Chai & Tsai, 2015). Learning outcomes covering knowledge, 

attitudes and abilities are dependent on effective learning. The effectiveness of the teaching and 

learning process can be facilitated by appropriate strategies or models adopted in a learning 

environment (Adesoji, Omilani & Nyinebi, 2015). Cooperative learning was created to increase 

cognitive, social and emotional learning outcomes. Cooperative learning has gained popularity among 

student-centered teaching methods in recent years (Herrmann, 2013; Tran, 2014). Since science 

includes understanding the essence of the universe and learning the information that will shape the 

world, it is very important in the process of creating information. In this context, cooperative learning 

practices should be adequately involved in science education. Student-centered cooperative learning is 

recommended as an alternative to reduce the difficulties that students face while learning science 

(Adesoji et. al., 2015). Studies on cooperative learning have shown that when students work together, 

they learn more than they work alone (Johnson & Johnson, 2014; Slavin, 2014). Cooperative learning, 

which takes place through the interaction of an individual's environment and peers, is based on the 

idea that students learn through social contexts (Tsay & Brady, 2010). 

Chemistry education, which is one of the most abstract areas of science education, is an area 

that is difficult to understand by students. In this context, it is thought that the use of cooperative 

learning in chemistry education will have a positive effect on conceptual meanings. There have some 

studies investigating the impact of cooperative learning on the teaching of various chemistry subjects. 

Joel, Kamji and Godiya (2016) found that cooperative learning strategy enhanced pre-degree 

chemistry students’ conceptual understanding of the rate of chemical reactions than the IL. Some 

studies have explored how cooperative learning could facilitate students’ learning of chemical 

equilibrium.   

There are different cooperative learning methods and techniques applied in various 

educational areas and different subject areas in many parts of the world. At the same time, the pursuit 

of both increasing the impact of these existing methods and developing more effective classroom 

applications continues (Sharan, 2015; Slavin, 2015). Student Teams-Achievement Divisions (STAD) 

method was developed by Slavin (1994) in which students work together in heterogeneous groups of 

4-5 people selected from students at high-low and average -grade levels. In the implementation of this 
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method, there are five important factors: presentation, teams, exams, individual progress points and 

team award. The reason for the selection of STAD is to improve positive attitude towards subject, 

increase interpersonal skills good interaction among students. STAD also add an extra source of 

learning with in the groups because some high achievers act as a role of tutor (Khan & Inamullah 

2011). The detailed information about the implementation of the method is given in the method 

section. STAD has been used in such a wide variety of subjects (Karaçöp, 2016). Many studies have 

shown that the STAD method of cooperative learning has positive effects on academic achievements 

of high school students (Nurhayati &Hartono, 2016) and PSTs. Karaçöp (2016) compared the three 

different learning method in teaching of the electrochemical cells. The researcher found that the STAD 

method along with the models is more effective in increasing student achievements when compared 

STAD method alone and the traditional teaching method.  

One of the other techniques used in the implementation of the cooperative learning model is 

the Reading-Writing- Application (RWA). The application of this method is carried out in three 

stages: reading, writing and presentation /application. In the process of application of the method, the 

class is divided into groups of 4-5 students and then the group head and the name of the group are 

determined. In the reading stage, the groups read the topic given to them by group. The main aim here 

is to increase the time spent by students to think about the subject by reading texts presented to 

students. At the writing stage, the resources related to the subject are eliminated and the students write 

about what they understand about the subject. The instructor of the course examines the student 

reports and if there is a missing group, it will redirect the group to the reading stage; otherwise, the 

presentation will be started. In the presentation/application phase, the students present the subject in 

the class or apply the subject. The lecturer completes the missing parts during the group presentations 

(Okumuş & Doymuş, 2018). In some studies, the effect of RWA method on academic achievement 

was investigated and found to be more effective than the IL in various subjects such as 6th grade 

material and temperature (Gürbüz, Aksoy & Töman, 2013), undergraduate level force and motion 

(Okur Akçay & Doymuş, 2014). 

Individual Learning 

The individualization of teaching has been one of the most debated subjects in education. The 

discussion that students should progress according to their own levels and individual speeds led to the 

development of many programmed instructional models in which students work individually (Slavin, 

Leavey & Madden, 1984). When students reach their goal in a cooperative learning environment, all 

students reach their goals and in an individualistic environment, the achievement goal is independent. 

The achievement of a student's target is not related to the success of other students (Johnson, Johnson, 

& Scott, 1978). Bangert, Kulik and Kulik (1983) stated that individualized systems in secondary 

education give the same results as traditional teaching, and that students' achievements and critical 
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thinking and self-confidence in the typical individualized classroom are similar to those in traditional 

classroom. Today, the focus of individualization has shifted towards the personalization, emphasizing 

the social dimension of learning. The aim of personalized instruction is to provide a holistic learning 

environment with frequent and close personal relationships between students and teachers, with 

emphasis on collaborative groups and authentic assessment (Molenda, 2012). 

Research Hypothesis 

In this study, the hypothesis that cooperative learning methods can be more effective than 

individual learning in terms of conceptual understanding of chemical equilibrium is advocated. Some 

studies in the literature support this hypothesis. For example, Johnson et al. (1978) stated that 

cooperative learning resulted in more positive attitudes and higher achievement compared to 

individualized learning in their study. Tran, Nguyen, Van De, Soryaly & Doan (2019) found that 

students who were instructed using lecture-based teaching had lower scores on the posttest of resource 

management and cognitive - metacognitive strategies than did the students who were instructed using 

cooperative learning. However, there are some studies showing that there is no significant difference 

between individual learning and cooperative learning. For example, Chang and Mao (1999) found no 

significant differences between participants who used cooperative and individual learning strategies on 

comprehension-level scores on the earth science achievement in secondary schools. More recently, 

Özdilek, Okumuş and Doymuş (2018) found that there was no significant effect of applied methods 

(RWA and STAD of cooperative learning and IL) with respect to the achievement level of PSTs’ 

conceptual understanding level at the particulate nature of matter in solution chemistry. 

Purpose of the Study 

The aim of this study is to determine the effect of Student Teams-Achievement Divisions 

(STAD) and Reading-Writing- Application (RWA) of cooperative learning and individual learning 

(IL) methods on the PSTs’ conceptual understanding of chemical equilibrium at sub-micro level. 

Research questions are given as follows:  

(1) Is there a significant difference among the research groups in terms of conceptual understanding in 

the pre and post application of the MT?  

(2) Does the STAD, RWA, and IL methods affect PSTs’ conceptual understanding of chemical 

equilibrium after the implementation? 

Method  

Research Design 

A mix method sequential explanatory research design that consists of two distinct stage was 

used in the study. In this design, researchers first collect and analyze quantitative data. Qualitative 
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(text) data is collected and analyzed in the sequence and helps explain or elaborate the quantitative 

results obtained in the first stage (Creswell, Clark & Garrett, 2003). This study, therefore, combines 

both quantitative and qualitative approaches in two phases. Firstly, a 7-item Module Test (MT) were 

carried out on the PSTs in order to determine the level of conceptual understanding. Data were 

analyzed using descriptive statistics namely Kruskall Wallis and Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Tests. In the 

second phase, content analysis was performed in order to determine the comprehensive level and 

misconceptions of the PSTs. 

Sample 

This study was carried out with the 52 PSTs (42 females, 10 males) of a state university 

located in the east of Turkey. The PSTs were in the second semester of their science teacher education 

program enrolled in General Chemistry II and General Chemistry Laboratory II courses at the time in 

a laboratory application setting. In addition, the PSTs took the General Chemistry I and General 

Chemistry Laboratory I courses at the previous semester. Although all participants had taken 

chemistry courses in high school (i.e. grades 9-12) for four years before entering the Science Teacher 

Education Program, they first met with the subject of chemical equilibrium in the 11th grade. 

Convenience sampling method was used as the study was carried out in the university where the 

researchers took part. Three groups were randomly assigned to the Students Teams Achievement 

Divisions method of cooperative learning (STAD) [E1, (n=19, 16 females, 3 males], Reading Writing 

Application method of cooperative learning (RWA) [E2, (n=15, 12 females, 3 males)], and Individual 

Learning (IL) [E3, (n=18, 14 females, 4 males)]. All of the participants were voluntarily participated 

in the study. 

Data Collection Tool 

The Module Test (MT) was developed by the researchers in order to determine the conceptual 

understanding levels of the PSTs on the chemical equilibrium. When the MT was first created, it 

contained 10 open-ended questions. In these questions, the PSTs were asked to draw several chemical 

equilibrium issues in particle size. Two experts of chemistry education were independently examined 

the test for validity. For reliability, the MT was applied to three PSTs. According to this, three low-

comprehension questions were excluded from the test. The MT contains seven open-ended questions 

in the last case. The PST's responses were evaluated with 10 points for correct drawings and 0 for false 

drawings. The maximum score for the questions was 70. The average of each question was calculated 

by dividing the total correct answer score by the number of PSTs. In addition, two different scorers 

have read the PSTs' MT papers and the consistency between the scorers is examined as 90%. For this, 

Miles and Huberman’s (1994) formulas [Reliability=agreement/ (agreement + disagreement) x 100] 

was used. The MT were applied to all experimental groups as pre-and posttest. 
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Implementation 

Prior to the study, the MT was applied as pre-test to the all groups. Three of the groups were 

randomly assigned to the STAD (E1), RWA (E2), and IL (E3) groups. All of the groups studied two 

weeks on the subject. The MT was re-applied to the groups after the implementation as posttest. The 

same researcher taught the lessons to the STAD, RWA, and IL groups. The same course content was 

used in all of the groups. 

Implementation of students team achievement divisions (STAD) method 

The group in which the implementation was performed according to the STAD method was 

called as E1. As there were 19 PSTs in the practice group five sub-groups were formed, (one group 

has three people and four groups have four people). The PSTs were informed that the subject of 

chemical equilibrium would be processed according to STAD method. At the stage of presentation of 

STAD technique, work sheets containing explanations, drawings and questions of events occurring in 

the chemical equilibrium were distributed to each group and the subjects and concepts related to 

chemical equilibrium were expressed by forming a discussion environment in the classroom by the 

researcher. In the second stage, the study groups worked on the work sheets given, discussed within 

the groups and fulfilled the tasks given. In the last stage of the application, groups made an experiment 

and modelling activity related to equilibrium chemistry. 

Implementation of reading-writing-application (RWA) technique 

RWA of cooperative learning technique was implemented for two weeks in the second study 

group called as E2. According to the cooperative learning where the number of members to be 

assigned to the groups by class size is determined, the working groups can be 2-6 members (Okumuş 

& Doymuş, 2018). The PSTs (n=15) were randomly divided into five sub-groups, each with three 

PSTs. In the first phase of the RWA technique consisting of reading, the PSTs read the explanations 

about chemical equilibrium using textbook and other written sources for 40 minutes in the classroom 

setting. In the second stage of the application, the sources were removed and the groups wrote their 

understanding about what they read. Then the researcher evaluated the tasks and groups with 

unsatisfactory results were returned to repeat the reading phase. In the third stage, the groups made an 

experiment and modelling activity related to equilibrium chemistry. 

Implementation of individual learning (IL) method 

The subjects and concepts related to chemical equilibrium was learning through individual 

activities in the third study group called as E3 (n=18). Prior to each lesson, the PSTs studied the 

subject as individually. During the process, the researcher helped the whole of the classroom 

environment and the learning process. The PSTs asked questions to the researcher related to subjects 

and concepts, which they did not understand, or they were curious in the learning process and 
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researcher informed the PSTs by answering questions, sometimes repeatedly, also sometimes using 

different viewpoints. At the end of the lesson, the PSTs made an experiment and modelling activity 

related to equilibrium chemistry as individually. 

Data Analysis 

For the analysis of the data, firstly, it was examined whether the scores of each experimental 

group in the pre and posttest were suitable for normal distribution. Since the number of the PSTs in 

each experimental group was less than 30, the data were checked for normality with the Shapiro-Wilk 

normality test. Accordingly, it was determined in the pre-test that E2 data were suitable for normal 

distribution (E2pre, p=.088; p> .05), other data (pre-and post) did not show normal distribution (E1pre 

and E1post, p=.003; E3pre, p=.001; E2post, p=.032; E3post, p=.015; p <.05). In addition, it was determined 

that the skewness-kurtosis values of the data are not suitable for normal distribution. In addition, the 

suitability of the pre- and posttest data of the MT for normal distribution on a question basis was 

examined. Accordingly, it is seen that all the data obtained from the pre- and posttest of MT of all 

groups are not suitable for normal distribution (p=.00; p <.05). For this reason, (Can, 2017), Kruskall-

Wallis Test, one of the nonparametric tests, was applied to the pre and posttest data for significance 

analysis. In addition, to compare pre- MT scores with post-MT scores of each groups Wilcoxon 

Signed Ranks Test Analysis was employed. Then, content analysis was made for each question. In the 

content analysis of PSTs' drawings, conceptual understanding levels, difficulties and misconceptions 

were tried to be determined. PST1, PST2, PST3 etc. represent PST codes given under the figures. 

Results 

Findings Relating to the First Research Question 

In the pre-and posttest of the MT, Kruskall Wallis, one of the nonparametric tests, was used to 

evaluate whether there was a significant difference among the groups for the data to be suitable for 

normal distribution. The results of Kruskall Wallis test are given in Table 2.  

Table 2. Kruskall Wallis Results of Pre-and Post-MT 

MT Groups n Mean Rank df X
2 p 

Pre-MT E1 19 24.37 2 .932 .627 
E2 15 29.33  
E3 18 26.39  

Post-MT E1 19 27.45 2 .907 .636 
E2 15 28.47  
E3 18 23.86  

 

According to Table 2, no statistically significant difference was determined among the groups 

in the pre- and posttest (p> .05). It can be said that all three methods affect PSTs' conceptual 

understanding of chemical equilibrium in a similar way. Accordingly, it has been observed that the 

application of individual learning with cooperative methods does not show very different results in 
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terms of conceptual understanding. Table 3 presents the descriptive statistics and Kruskall Wallis Test 

results of the data obtained from the implementation of the pre-MT on the question basis. 

Table 3. Descriptive Statistics and Kruskal Wallis Test Results of Pre-MT on the Question Basis 

Question Group n Mean Rank SD df 
2  p 

Q1 E1 19 3.68 4.956 2 1.236 .539 
E2 15 4.67 5.164    
E3 18 2.78 4.609    

Q2 E1 19 1.05 3.153 2 5.876 .053 
E2 15 4.67 5.164    
E3 18 3.89 5.016    

Q3 E1 19 2.11 4.189 2 1.004 .605 
E2 15 1.33 3.519    
E3 18 2.78 4.609    

Q4 E1 19 6.84 4.776 2 1.106 .575 
E2 15 7.33 4.577    
E3 18 8.33 3.835    

Q5 E1 19 2.11 4.189 2 .481 .786 
E2 15 2.67 4.577    
E3 18 1.67 3.835    

Q6 E1 19 1.58 3.746 2 .110 .947 
E2 15 2.00 4.140    
E3 18 1.67 3.835    

Q7 E1 19 4.74 5.130 2 4.058 .131 
E2 15 7.33 4.577    
E3 18 3.89 5.016    

 

As can be seen in Table 3, Kruskall Wallis test analysis did not show a meaningful difference 

among the PSTs’ conceptual level on the chemical equilibrium at the beginning of the study when 

study groups were compared according to their mean scores on all of the questions. However, mean 

scores of E1 in Q2 and Q6, E2 in Q3 and E3 in Q1 and Q5 are lower than the other groups. This result 

is clearly seen in the graph in Figure 1. 

 
Figure 1. Means of Pre-Test Scores of Research Groups in terms of Questions 

Table 4 shows that the descriptive statistics and Kruskall Wallis test results of the data 

revealed from the posttest of MT. 
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Table 4. Descriptive Statistics and Kruskall Wallis Test Results of Post- MT on the Question Basis 

Question Group n Mean Rank SD df 
2  p 

Q1 E1 19 5.26 5.130 2 1.612 .447 
E2 15 6.67 4.880    
E3 18 4.44 5.113    

Q2 E1 19 7.89 4.189 2 .471 .790 
E2 15 8.67 3.519    
E3 18 7.78 4.278    

Q3 E1 19 6.32 4.956 2 4.264 .119 
E2 15 3.33 4.880    
E3 18 3.33 4.851    

Q4 E1 19 6.84 4.776 2 5.923 .052 
E2 15 9.33 2.582    
E3 18 9,44 2.357    

Q5 E1 19 5.79 5.073 2 2.923 .232 
E2 15 3.33 4.880    
E3 18 3.33 4.851    

Q6 E1 19 3.16 4.776 2 .125 .939 
E2 15 3.33 4.880    
E3 18 2.78 4.609    

Q7 E1 19 8.42 3.746 2 7.330 .026 
E2 15 9.33 2.582    
E3 18 5.56 5.113    

Kruskal Wallis test results shows that while there was a significant difference in the Q7 ( 2  

=7.330, p <.05) in favor of E1 and E2 and there was no statistically significant difference among 

posttest results in the other questions of the research groups (E1, E2, & E3). However, when the mean 

averages are examined, it is seen that the success of E3 group is lower than the other groups except 

Q4. The same results are also shown in the graph in Figure 2. 

 
Figure 2. Means of Posttest Scores of Research Groups in terms of Questions 

Findings Relating to the Second Research Question 

The second research question aims to reveal that how the STAD, RWA, and IL methods affect 

the PSTs’ conceptual understandings after the implementation. For the analysis of this research 

question, pre-test and posttest data were interpreted both quantitatively and qualitatively. Wilcoxon 

Signed Rank Test was used to determine the significance, if any, between pre- and posttest scores 
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based on the questions in each experimental groups respectively. The significance of the difference 

between the scores was tested at the .05 level. Additionally, Figure 1 and Figure 2 shows that the 

means of pre- and posttest scores of research groups in terms of each question, respectively. After, 

content analyses were done to all questions. The PSTs’ misconceptions in drawings related to the 

subject of equilibrium were presented as Figure 3-9 with the examples according to questions. 

Findings related to Q1 

The first question was about the changing equilibrium conditions theme. In Q1, a small 

amount of product is added to a system in equilibrium. The PSTs are required to re-determine the 

number of reactants and products that represents in a particle size after the system is back into 

equilibrium again. It is seen that the pre-test mean average scores is in the range of 2.78-4.67 with a 

maximum score of 10 points on the Table 3. (See also Fig. 1-2). Table 4 shows that the mean average 

scores of research groups of the PSTs who answered the question correctly is 5.26 (E1), 6.67 (E2), and 

4.44 (E3) after the implementation. These results indicate that the PSTs' understanding level of in Q1 

is quite low. Table 5 shows that the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q1. 

Table 5. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q1. 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
16c 
19 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b 
 

.083 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
12c 
15 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b 
 

.083 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
15c 
18 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b 
 

.083 

b. Based on negative ranks. 
 

As can be seen in Table 5, there is no a statistically significant difference found between pre- 

and posttest mean scores of all the groups regarding conceptual understanding of concentration effect 

on the Le-Chatelier Principle (LCP) (z = -1,732; p>.05 for E1, E2, & E3). It was observed that all of 

the groups’ understandings average have increased and they made more accurate drawings at the 

particulate level. However, these results not showed that a statistically significant difference. 

Therefore, it is not possible to say that one of the teaching methods is more effective than to the others 

in Q1. Briefly, none of the teaching methods has been effective on the development of conceptual 

level on Q1. Table 6 shows that the PSTs' misconceptions were tried to be determined of the groups on 

Q1. 

  



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

406 

Table 6. Misconceptions about Q1. 

 Frequency of misconceptions 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
Misconceptions 12 8 13 9 5 10 
1-The concentration on both reactants and products is reduced when a product 
is added to an equilibrium system 

5 3 5 3 2 4 

2-When the product is added to a system in equilibrium, the product 
concentration increases, the reactant concentration decreases 

4 3 3 3 2 2 

3-When the product is added to a system in equilibrium, the product 
concentration decreases, the reactant concentration increases 

3 2 5 3 1 4 

 

As can be seen in Table 6, PSTs have several misconceptions on the Le-Chatelier Principle 

before the implementation. Although, most of the PSTs in each research groups did not change these 

misconceptions after the application. The following drawing examples represent the misconceptions 

that PSTs have regarding the concentration effect (See Fig 3). 

 
Figure 3. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q1 

According to these drawings, PST7 in E1pre group showed that both reactants and products 

were decreased despite the addition of SO3 in the product side. PST16 in E1post believed that products 

are increased, and reactants are decreased in this condition. Some other PSTs thought that there would 

be a decrease on the side in which substance is added and an increase on the other side PST5 in E2pre 

and PST2 in E3post. According to the examples in Figure 3, the PSTs do not understand LCP on the 

effect of concentration. 

Findings related to Q2 

Q2 was about the changing equilibrium conditions in terms of effect of catalyst on chemical 

equilibrium according to LCP. As it is known, the catalysts have no effect on the chemical equilibrium 

and the numerical value of the equilibrium constant. The catalyst increases the speed of the reaction 

only in the forward or reverse direction, allowing for faster equilibrium. Addition of catalyst to a 

system in equilibrium does not affect the equilibrium. With Q2, the PSTs are asked to determine the 

number of reactants and products in particle size when the catalyst is added to a system in equilibrium 

and once the reaction is re-equilibrated at the same temperature. Table 7 shows that the Wilcoxon 

Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q2. 
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Table 7. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q2. 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
16c 
19 

.00 
7.00 

.00 
21.00 

-3.606bb 
 

.001 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
6b 
9c 
15 

.00 
3.50 

.00 
21.00 

-2.449bb 
 

.014 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
7b 
11c 
18 

.00 
4.00 

.00 
28.00 -2.646b 

.008 

b. Based on negative ranks. 
 

As Table 7 shows, there is a statistically significant difference between groups pre- and 

posttest scores relating effect of catalyst on chemical equilibrium (z = −3.606, p< .05 for E1; z=-2.449; 

p < .05 for E2; z=-2.646, p < .05 for E3). While the mean average scores of the groups were 1.05, 4.67 

and 3.89 in pre-test (See Table 3); there were 7.89, 8.67 and 7.78 respectively in the posttest (See 

Table 4). It can be said that the all methods were effective on PSTs' conceptual understanding levels 

on Q2. According to this result, although the most successful group in the posttest seems to be E2, the 

greatest success increase occurred in the group E1 (STAD). Table 8 shows that the PSTs' 

misconceptions were tried to be determined of the groups on Q2. 

Table 8. Misconceptions about Q2. 

 Frequency of misconceptions 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
Misconceptions 17 8 11 4 2 4 
1-Catalyst increases the amount of substance 8 5 4 2 1 1 
2-Catalyst decreases the amount of substances 5 1 4 1 - 1 
3-Catalyst does not affect the concentration of some substances, while some 
of them increase 

3 2 3 1 1 2 

 

After the implementation, it was seen that there was a significant decrease in misconceptions 

in the E1, E2, and E3 (See Table 8). The following drawing examples represent the misconceptions 

that PSTs have regarding on Q2 (See Fig 4). 

 
Figure 4. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q2 

In Figure 4, some PSTs think that the use of catalyst increases the amount of substance PST12 

from E1pre and PST5 from E3post, while some PSTs think that PST13 from E2post decreases the amount 
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of substances present in the equilibrium reaction when the catalyst is used. On the other hand, some 

PSTs showed that some of the substances in the equilibrium reaction did not change and some showed 

an increase in PST8 from E3post. 

Findings related to Q3 

This question was about to equilibrium constant examined in the misconceptions about K. As 

shown in Table 3 and Table 4, the mean average success of the PSTs was between 1.33-2.78 in the 

pre-test and 3.33-6.32 in the posttest. The mean average success scores of all three groups who 

participated in the study were found to be quite low. The main reason for this is that PSTs do not have 

enough understanding of the position between the reactants and the products in the equilibrium 

reaction. Table 9 shows that the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q3. 

Table 9. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q3 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
8b 
11c 
19 

.00 
4.50 

.00 
36.00 

-2.828b .005 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
12c 
15 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b .083 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
1b 
17c 
18 

.00 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 

-1.000b .317 

 

After the implementation, E1 was more successful than E2 and E3 (see Fig. 2). There is a 

significance difference between pre-and posttest scores of only E1 after the implementation. It can be 

said that the researcher explained the equilibrium constant and the PSTs did more examples have been 

more effective. Table 10 shows the frequency of PSTs who answered the question correctly and 

incorrectly. 

Table 10. The Analyses of Drawings on Q3 

Drawing  Frequency of drawings 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
True 4 2 5 12 5 6 
False 15 13 13 7 10 12 

When Table 10 is examined, it is seen that the correct drawings of all groups regarding the 

writing of equilibrium constant show an increase. The highest increase in the number of true answer 

was in the E1 group. The increase in the E3 group was low. The following drawing examples 

represent the misconceptions that PSTs have regarding on Q3. While the PSTs are expected to write 

the equilibrium relation as    
     

         
, it is seen that they make several misconceptions as it is 

shown in the Figure 5. 
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Figure 5. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q3 

According to the Figure 5, PST4 from E1pre did not write the reactant and products as a 

concentration. PST13 from E2post wrote reactant and products reversely in chemical equilibrium. PST16 

from E3pre on the other hand, ignored the concentrations given in the equation and wrote the 

equilibrium incorrectly. 

Findings related to Q4 

This question was about to the equilibrium constant and the concentration relationship of the 

product and reactants in particle size that was examined in the mass vs. concentration theme. PSTs are 

expected to draw particles in the same way according to the equilibrium relation in Q4. Accordingly, 

they should show concentrations of C, B, A and D, respectively, from large to small. Table 11 shows 

that the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q4. 

Table 11. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q4 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
0b 
19c 
19 

.00 
0.00 

.00 

.00 .000c 

1.000 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
12c 
15 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 -1.732b 

.083 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
2b 
16c 
18 

.00 
1.50 

.00 
3.00 -1.414b 

.157 

 

Q4 is the question of the highest success rate of all the groups in the pre-test (see Table 3 and 

Fig. 1). However, there was no success increase in the first group, while the second and third groups 

increased their success average of 9.33 and 9.44, respectively after the study (see Table 4 and Fig. 2). 

However, none of the groups indicated a statistically significance difference after the implementation 

when comparing pre- and posttest mean scores. Table 12 shows the frequency of PSTs who answered 

the question correctly and incorrectly. 

Table 12. The Analyses of Drawings on Q4 

Drawings Frequency of drawings 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
True 13 11 15 13 14 17 
False 6 4 3 6 1 1 
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According to Table 12, after the implementation, the levels of performing the question 

correctly regarding the representation of equilibrium constant and concentration relationship by 

drawing on particle level increased, but the level of correct response in the E1 group did not change. A 

few in some PSTs' drawing misconceptions related to this question is seen in Figure 6. 
 

 
Figure 6. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q4 

According to Figure 6, the concentrations are wrong in all the drawings. The PSTs made 

drawings without paying attention to the concentrations. 

Findings related to Q5 

This question relates to the relationship between equilibrium constant size and product- 

reactant concentrations that is examined in the Characteristics of Chemical Equilibrium theme. Table 

13 shows that the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q5. 

Table 13. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q5 

 

In Q5, it was the first group that increased its success largely (z=-2,646, p< .05). This finding 

showed that the PSTs had difficulty in adjusting the reactant and product concentrations according to 

the size of the Kc correlation for the same reaction. In Q5, it is expected from PSTs that when the Kc 

becomes smaller, the concentration of the reactant will be larger than the products. Accordingly, when 

the Kc grows the reactant concentration becomes smaller than the products. Table 14 shows that the 

PSTs' misconceptions were tried to be determined of the groups on Q5. 

  

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
7b 
12c 
19 

.00 
4.00 

.00 
28.00 

-2.646b .008 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
1b 
14c 
15 

.00 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 

-1.000b .317 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
15c 
18 

.00 
2.00 

00 
6.00 -1.732b 

.083 
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Table 14. Misconceptions about Q5. 

 Frequency of misconceptions 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
Misconceptions 15 11 15 8 10 12 
1-Kc becomes smaller, the concentration of the reactant will be smaller than 
the products 

5 4 6 3 4 5 

2-Kc becomes higher, the concentration of the reactant will be higher than 
the products 

7 5 5 4 4 4 

3-When Kc becomes higher or smaller, the concentration of reactants and 
products do not change 

3 2 4 1 2 3 

 
According to Table 14, it is seen that misconceptions decrease in all groups after 

implementation. It was determined that the most decrease was in E1. Based on the context, the 

examples of incorrect drawing made by the PSTs on the question are given in Figure 7. 

 
Figure 7. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q5 

According to Figure 7, it is seen that PST14 from E1pre draws the concentrations of the 

reactants and products in both containers equally. PST2 from E2post and PST9 from E3post drew only the 

reactants in the first container and only the products in the second container. 

Findings related to Q6 

Q6 is related to temperature change, which is one of the factors affecting the equilibrium 

constant. This question, therefore, is addressed in the context of changing equilibrium conditions 

theme. In Q6, the PSTs are expected to draw products and reactants in particle size when the 

temperature is increased and the system comes back to equilibrium in an exothermic reaction. The 

PSTs were expected to perform their drawings in this direction considering that the equilibrium would 

shift to the reactants direction if the temperature was increased in an exothermic reaction. However, 

the achievement of all groups in the pre-test as well as the posttest is low can be seen in Table 3 and 

Table 4. Similarly, the graph of Figure 1 and 2 shows that the effect of temperature in exothermic and 

endothermic reactions was not fully understood by research groups. Table 15 shows that the Wilcoxon 

Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q6. 

Table 15. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q6 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
16c 
19 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

1.732b .083 
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E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
2b 
13c 
15 

.00 
1.5 

.00 
3.00 

-1.414b .157 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
2b 
16c 
18 

.00 
1.5 

.00 
3.00 -1.414b 

.157 

 

Table 15 shows that there is no statistically significance difference between the groups’ pre-

and posttest mean average scores. This result shows that none of the teaching methods is effective on 

the temperature effect of equilibrium and the subject is difficult to understand. Table 16 shows that the 

PSTs' misconceptions were tried to be determined of the groups on Q6. 

Table 16. Misconceptions about Q6 

 Frequency of misconceptions 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
Misconceptions 16 12 15 13 10 13 
1-If the temperature were increased in an exothermic reaction, both 
products and reactants’ concentrations would decreased. 

10 8 8 8 7 6 

2-If the temperature is increased in an exothermic reaction, reactants’ 
concentrations is decreased while the products’ concentration is increased. 

6 4 7 5 3 7 

 

According to Table 16, it was determined that PSTs' misconceptions were high in this 

question. In the posttest, misconceptions decreased in all groups, but this decrease was not significant. 

The wrong drawing examples of all the groups seen in Figure 8 support this result. 

 
Figure 8. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q6 

According to Figure 8, PST3 from E2post and PST13 from E1post draw according to the initial 

equilibrium state of the reaction. PST8 from E1pre and PST10 from E3post increased the concentration of 

the products in their drawings. 

Findings related to Q7 

Q7 was related to rate vs. extent theme. In Q7, PSTs should draw a particle representation of a 

reaction in the equilibrium given with the graph. In the pre-test, the success of the E2 group was 

higher than that of E1 and E3, whereas the success of E1 and E2 was higher than E3 in the posttest 

(see Table 4 and 5). Table 17 shows that the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test results of the groups on Q7. 
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Table 17. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test Results on Pre- and Posttest Scores on Q7 

Groups  n Mean Rank Sum of Ranks z p 
E1 Negative Ranks 

Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
7b 
12c 
19 

.00 
4.00 

.00 
28.00 

-2.646b .008 

E2 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
12c 
15 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b .083 

E3 Negative Ranks 
Positive Ranks 
Ties 
Total 

0a 
3b 
15c 
18 

.00 
2.00 

.00 
6.00 

-1.732b .083 

 

In Q7, the E1 group increased its success after the application compared to other groups (z=-

2,646; p<.05). However, it is concluded that in all three groups the equilibrium concentration is 

understood to show in particle size within the graph. Table 18 shows that the PSTs' learning 

difficulties of the groups on Q7. 

Table 18. The Analyses of Drawings on Q7. 

Drawings Frequency of drawings 
Pre-test Posttest 

E1 E2 E3 E1 E2 E3 
True 9 11 7 16 14 10 
False 10 4 11 3 1 8 

 

According to Table 18, all groups increased the correct drawing rate in the posttest. The 

highest increase was in E1. Figure 9 shows the incorrect drawing examples of all groups. 

 
Figure 9. Examples of Misconceptions of PSTs in Q7 

According to Figure 9, it is seen in all drawings that the concentrations of the substances in the 

reaction are not taken into account. 
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Discussion, Conclusion and Recommendations  

This research has been developed and implemented within three interventions to determine 

which teaching method was more effective than others in terms of PSTs’ conceptual understanding 

levels of chemical equilibrium. The intervention organized based on the Students Team Achievement 

Divisions (STAD) and Reading-Writing-Application (RWA) method of cooperative learning, and 

Individual Learning (IL) methods. In addition, the PSTs' conceptual understandings of chemical 

equilibrium both qualitatively and quantitatively identified. The analysis of the PSTs’ drawings of MT 

and using Kruskall Wallis, Wilcoxon test and descriptive analysis were done.  

The first research question was whether there was a difference among the experimental groups 

with respect to the understanding level gained through the different learning methods. This research 

question was analyzed in terms of independent samples. The analysis showed that, there was no 

statistically significant difference between the experimental groups at the beginning of the study. 

Considering the classes and pre-learning of the PSTs, it is expected that there will be no difference 

among the groups in the pre-test. However, mean scores of the groups on the Q7 in the two 

cooperative learning groups (STAD and RWA) were higher than individual learning (IL) group at the 

end of the study. At the same time, when the mean score is examined, it is seen that the success of E3 

group is lower than the other groups except Q4. According to these results, it can be said that 

cooperative learning methods are more effective than individual learning in increasing PSTs' 

understanding in chemical equilibrium issues. 

The second research question was about the effect of STAD, RWA and IL methods on the 

conceptual understanding levels of the PSTs after the implementation. The results point to an increase 

in the PSTs conceptual understanding level on the chemical equilibrium through all the three different 

intervention between pre- and posttest in terms of mean scores. However, this increase was 

statistically significant in favor of all groups in Q2 related to the catalyst effect on chemical 

equilibrium. All methods were effective on the understanding that the catalyst did not affect the 

chemical equilibrium and the magnitude of the equilibrium constant. It is thought that all groups are 

successful in this question since PSTs can easily understand the concept of catalyst after application. 

Unlike this result, Erdemir Özdemir et. al. (2000) stated that students think that a catalyst leads to 

higher yield of product.  

After the implementation, only the STAD method was effective on the conceptual 

comprehension level in Q3, Q5, and Q7. These three questions are related to the particle size 

representations of an equilibrium reaction. Q3 refers to writing the equilibrium constant of a given 

reaction in particle size representation. It can be said that STAD method is more effective than to 

others. The correct response rate of the PSTs towards the question increased after the training given in 

the STAD method and the others did not change much. E1 is considered more successful as there are 
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both teacher expression and group work stages in STAD. Similarly, Doymuş (2008) stated that most 

PSTs could not comprehend the effect of the equilibrium constant on the distribution of reaction 

systems. However, the PSTs in the E1 and E2 (cooperative learning groups) understood the topic of 

equilibrium constants well when compared to individual learning method (E3). Q5 was about showing 

the number of particles in the cups of a given reaction, considering that the Kc value of the 

equilibrium particles in the cups was high or low. In the posttest, all groups reduced misconceptions, 

but only a significant difference was observed in E1 in Q5. Parallel with this result, Doymuş (2008) 

stated that there is a decrease in the average of the PSTs about the magnitude of the equilibrium 

constant but that cooperative learning groups are more successful. Q7 related to drawing particle 

representation of the reactants in equilibrium of a given reaction. The reason why STAD method is 

more prominent in this context is that the working groups have to be successful in the questions both 

individually and in groups. Individuals within the group discussed and answered questions together 

and corrected the drawing misconceptions of their group friends. The PSTs had to justify the views of 

others, evaluate their peer understanding, and summarize the concepts that each PST contributed 

(Yeung, 2015). Raviolo (2001) stated that the numbering of particles allows us to assess the 

understanding of the dynamic aspect of the equilibrium. 

However, there was no statistically significant difference in Q1, Q4 and Q6 in any 

experimental group. Q1 and Q6 was about concentration and temperature effects of LCP respectively. 

The lack of a change in the conceptual understanding of these groups is thought to be because the LCP 

is a hard-to-understand issue. Therefore, neither group nor individual studies have been effective in 

understanding the subject as LCP is one of the most difficult-to-understand topics on chemical 

equilibrium. The reason for this is that, as Maria and Justi (2009) point out, the thermodynamic 

approach is complicated for those who do not understand the concept of entropy as well as the relevant 

mathematical tools. Erdemir Özdemir et al. (2000) stated that students have uncertainty how a 

temperature, volume or pressure change will alter the equilibrium concentrations. Q4 relates to mass 

vs. concentration and the drawing of particles of a reaction given an equilibrium constant. Although 

the STAD method was more successful in similar questions, it was interesting that there was no 

difference in this question. That is to say, these results denote that STAD method is effective in 

achieving conceptual learning on the catalyst effect, equilibrium constant and particle representation 

of a reaction in equilibrium whilst RWA and IL is also efficient in achieving on the catalyst effect. 

However, none of the methods has been effective on the LCP of concentration and temperature effect 

and drawing a reaction in a particle size with respect to equilibrium constant. In addition, Kruskall 

Wallis test results revealed that only STAD and RWA methods were more effective than CLBT at Q7, 

but when looking at the averages, it was found that cooperative learning methods (STAD and RWA) 

were more successful than IL group. In summary, dependent and independent samples testing for each 

question showed that cooperative learning methods are more effective in certain subjects of chemical 
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equilibrium. STAD method has become more prominent especially among these techniques. Many 

researchers have also stated that STAD method is effective in understanding the conceptual issues of 

various chemistry subjects (Adesoji & Ibrahemm, 2009; Balfakih, 2003; Carpenter & McMillan, 2003; 

Karaçöp, 2016; Wang, 2012). At the same time, the findings of no significant difference in some of 

the questions are consistent with Khan and Inamullah (2011) conducted research on students studying 

chemistry at higher secondary level and Lantajo (2017) who chemistry students in teaching selected 

topics in General and Inorganic Chemistry found no statistically significant difference in the 

achievement between the STAD and IL method.  

The second research question investigated the conceptual understandings of PSTs’ of chemical 

equilibrium topic in terms of different teaching methods. In relation to this question, each question 

was also handled separately with content analyzes based on the three intervention method. Based on 

the analysis, the factors that the PSTs have difficulty understanding about chemical equilibrium are 

determined in this study as follows: (a) the difficulty in understanding the concentration effect on the 

LCP, (b) believing that the catalyst increases or decreases the product and / or the reactant 

concentration (c) the difficulty in writing equilibrium constant a reversible reaction, (d) difficulty in 

drawing a reaction in a particle size using equilibrium constant (e) difficulty in determining reactant 

and product concentrations according to size of equilibrium constant, and  (f) difficulty in 

understanding the effect of temperature on the LCP.  

Similar difficulties have been identified in many previous studies. In LCP, the addition of 

more reactants or products to equilibrium is one of the most difficult factors to understand. 

Misconceptions in this study are; when a product is added to a system in equilibrium (1) the 

concentration on both reactants and products is reduced, (2) the product concentration increases, the 

reactant concentration decreases, and (3) the product concentration decreases, the reactant 

concentration increases. Similarly, Atasoy et.al. (2009) emphasized that PSTs interpreted LCP as an 

action-reaction situation and they explicated the results as if more reactants were added to the system 

in equilibrium the direction will shift to the side of products in order to reduce the effect and vice 

versa. Cheung et.al. (2009) stated that even teachers generally do not understand that if the amount of 

gaseous substances formed by a reversible chemical reaction is not equal to the amount of gas 

reactants. They found that only one out of the 109 chemistry teachers correctly stated that the number 

of product and reactant molecules when the equilibrium re-established after adding some amount of 

reactant, that is depending upon the amount of reactant in the initial equilibrium system. Most of the 

teachers expected the number of product molecules to increase while some of them thought there 

would be a decrease in the number of molecules. Our results also confirm the findings of the study and 

those of Karpudewan et. al. (2015) that using LCP, displayed the misunderstanding that the solution 

turned yellow (due to the formation of more reactant ions) to counter the increased amount of product 

ions. Bilgin and Geban (2006) stated that PSTs hold a misconception that when equilibrium is re-
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established following an increase in the concentration of NO(g) (a reactance compound), the 

concentrations of reactants and products will be equal to their initial equilibrium values after the 

implementation. Lucanus (2011) noted that without giving an idea about the kinetics that underlie the 

changes in equilibrium; students are left with the misconception that LCP application is going to 

explain them. Therefore, the factors affecting the chemical equilibrium and the LCP during a proper 

flow can be effective in understanding the subject. Similarly, the effect of temperature in this study 

was determined as one of the most difficult factors to understand (Q6). Both pre-and posttest averages 

of the PSTs in all groups are quite low and no teaching method has been effective in developing the 

conceptual understanding of the temperature effect on LCP. The PSTs' misconceptions about this 

question are as follows: (1) if the temperature is increased in an exothermic reaction both products 

and reactants’ concentrations would decreased. (2) If the temperature is increased in an exothermic 

reaction reactants’ concentrations is decreased while the products’ concentration is increased. These 

findings are consistent with the of Karpudewan et. al. (2015)’s finding that in exothermic N2 (g) + 3H2 

(g)            2NH3 (g) equilibrium shifts to the right when the temperature is increased, providing the 

formation of more ammonia and Bilgin and Geban’s (2006) finding that when the temperature is 

increased and disturbs the system at equilibrium, the forward reaction rate will be instantaneously 

greater than the rate of reverse reaction. More specifically, similar to our study, Şimşek, Doymuş, 

Doğan and Karaçöp (2009) stated that the when chemical equilibrium reaction had an effect and then 

the system was rebalanced, PSTs made significant misconceptions regarding the particle size of the 

reaction of this system. Explaining the effect of temperature and concentration on the LCP by 

visualizing chemical equilibrium displacements can help the PSTs conceptualize the relationships 

between concentrations in a system (Ollino, Aldoney, Dominguez, & Merino, 2018). 

Additionally, some of the PSTs also had difficulty writing the equilibrium constant of a 

reaction in equilibrium (Q3). Kousathana and Tsaparlis (2002) highlighted that chemical equilibrium 

problems are the most important and at the same time, the most complex and difficult general 

chemistry problems. Gussarsky and Gorodetsky (1990) stated that equilibrium problems are mostly 

abstract. Therefore, students do not automatically understand what the algebraic symbols or other 

symbols actually mean in relation to the actual chemical system being studied. Furthermore, the 

misconceptions about dynamism seem to be resistant to instruction. Kousathana and Tsaparlis (2002) 

similarly to this study found that students failed to set up the expression for the chemical-equilibrium 

constant (5.0%) and use of number of moles instead of concentrations (21.6%). 

This study aimed to determine the Effects of RWA and STAD of cooperative learning and 

Individual Learning (IL) methods on the conceptual understandings at sub-micro level of the PSTs in 

equilibrium chemistry. In the comparison of these methods, we can say that RWA and STAD methods 

are more effective than IL in terms of drawing the particle representation of the reactants in 

equilibrium. The most successful group was STAD. In this study, the factors that the PSTs had 
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difficulties about the chemical equilibrium were also determined. When the PSTs’ misconceptions 

related to chemical equilibrium are identified, the instructors can help students understand the 

scientifically accepted concept using appropriate teaching methods and techniques (Piquette & 

Heikkinen, 2015). In line with the results obtained from the research, in chemistry, the effect of 

individual and cooperative learning on different topics on conceptual understanding can be 

investigated. 

References 

Adesoji, F.A., & Ibraheem, T.L. (2009). Effects of student teams-achievement divisions strategy and 

mathematics knowlegde on learning outcomes in chemical kinetics. The Journal of 

International Social Research, 2(6), 15-25. 

Adesoji, F.A., Omilani, N.A., & Nyinebi, O.M. (2015). The effect of homogenous and heterogeneous 

gender pair cooperative learning strategies on students’ achievement in chemistry. British 

Journal of Education, Society & Behavioural Science, 11(3), 1-12. Doi: 

10.9734/BJESBS/2015/19537 

Atasoy, B., Akkuş, H., & Kadayıfçı, H. (2009). The effect of a conceptual change approach on 

understanding of students’ chemical equilibrium concepts. Research in Science & 

Technological Education, 27(3), 267-282. Doi: 10.1080/02635140903162587 

Aydeniz, M., & Doğan, A. (2016). Exploring the impact of argumentation on pre-service science teachers’ 

conceptual understanding of chemical equilibrium. Chemistry Education Research and 

Practice, 17, 111-119. Doi: 10.1039/C5RP00170F 

Balfakih, N.M.A. (2003). The effectiveness of student team-achievement division (STAD) for teaching 

high school chemistry in the United Arab Emirates. International Journal of Science Education, 

25(5), 605-624. 

Banerjee, A.C. (1995), Teaching chemical equilibrium and thermodynamics in undergraduate general 

chemistry classes, Journal of Chemistry Education, 72, 879–881. 

Banerjee, A.C., & Power, C.N. (1991). The development of modules for the teaching of chemical 

equilibrium. International Journal of Science Education, 13(3), 355-362. 

Bangert, R.L., Kulik, J.A., & Kulik, C.L.C. (1983). Individualized systems of instruction in secondary 

schools. Review of Educational Research, 53(2), 143-158.  

Bergquist, W., & Heikkinen, H. (1990). Student ideas regarding chemical equilibrium. Journal of Chemical 

Education, 67, 1000-1003. 

Bilgin, İ., & Geban, Ö. (2006). The effect of cooperative learning approach based on conceptual change 

condition on students’ understanding of chemical equilibrium concepts. Journal of Science 

Education and Technology, 15, 31-46. 



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

419 

Bilgin, İ., Uzuntiryaki, E., & Geban, Ö. (2003). Student’s misconceptions on the concept of chemical 

equilibrium. Education and Science, 28(127), 10-17. 

Can, A. (2017). SPSS ile bilimsel araştırma sürecinde nicel veri analizi (5. baskı). Pegem Akademi 

Yayıncılık. 

Carpenter, S., & McMillan, T. (2003). Incorporation of a cooperative learning technique in organic 

chemistry, Journal of Chemical Education, 80(3), 330-331. 

Ceylan, N., & Seçken, N. (2019). Computer animations-supported instructional material design based on 5e 

learning model: a case of “chemical speed and equilibrium” unit. Gazi University Journal of 

Gazi Education Faculty, 39(3), 1181-1202. 

Chang, C.Y., & Mao, S.L. (1999).  The effects on students’ cognitive achievement when using the 

cooperative learning method in earth science classrooms. School Science and Mathematics, 

99(7), 374-379. 

Cheung, D., Ma, H.J., & Yang, J. (2009). Teachers’ misconceptions about the effects of addition of more 

reactants or products on chemical equilibrium. International Journal of Science and 

Mathematics Education, 7, 1111-1133. 

Creswell, J.W., Clark, V.P., & Garrett, A.L. (2003). Advanced mixed methods research. Handbook of 

mixed methods in social and behavioural research. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 209-240. 

Demircioğlu, G., Demircioğlu, H., & Yadigaroğlu, M. (2013). An investigation of chemistry student 

teachers’ understanding of chemical equilibrium. International Journal on New Trends in 

Education and Their Implications, 4(2), 192–199. 

Doymuş, K. (2008). Teaching chemical equilibrium with the jigsaw technique. Research in Science 

Education, 38, 249–260. Doi: 10.1007/s11165-007-9047-8 

Eilks, I., Gulacar, O., & Sandoval, J. (2018). Exploring the mysterious substances, X and Y: challenging 

students’ thinking on acid–base chemistry and chemical equilibrium. Journal of Chemical 

Education, 95(4), 601–604. Doi: 10.1021/acs.jchemed.7b00404 

Erdemir Özdemir. A., Geban, Ö., & Uzuntiryaki, E. (2000). Freshman students’ misconceptions in 

chemical equilibrium. Hacettepe University Journal of Education, 18, 79-84. 

Gürbüz, F., Aksoy, F., & Töman, U. (2013). Effects of reading-writing-application and learning together 

techniques on 6th grade students’ academic achievements on the subject of “matter and 

temperature”. Mevlana International Journal of Education (MIJE), 3(2), 139-150.  

Gussarsky, E., & Gorodetsky, M. (1990). On the concept “chemical equilibrium”: The associative 

framework. Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 27(3), 197-204. 

https://pubs.acs.org/author/Eilks%2C+Ingo
https://pubs.acs.org/author/Gulacar%2C+Ozcan
https://pubs.acs.org/author/Sandoval%2C+Jose


Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

420 

Hackling, W.M., & Garnett, J.P. (1985). Misconception of chemical equilibrium. European Journat of 

Science Education, 1, 205-214. 

Herrmann, K.J. (2013). The impact of cooperative learning on student engagement: Results from an 

intervention. Active Learning in Higher Education, 14(3), 175-187. 

Hong, H.Y., Chai, C.S., & Tsai, C.C. (2015). College students constructing collective knowledge of natural 

science history in a collaborative knowledge building community. Journal of Science 

Education and Technology, 24(5), 549-561. Doi: 10.1007/s10956-015-9546-8 

Huddle, P.A., & Pillay, A.E. (1996). An in-depth study of misconceptions in stoichiometry and chemical 

equilibrium at a South African University. Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 33(1), 65-

77. 

Joel, G.E., Kamji, D.T., & Godiya, E.E. (2016). Enhancing pre-degree chemistry students’ conceptual 

understanding of rates of chemical reactions through cooperative learning strategy. 

International Journal of Innovative Research and Development, 5(7), 322-327. 

Johnson, D.W., & Johnson, R.T. (2014). Cooperative learning in 21st century. Anales De Psicología, 30(3), 

841-851. Doi: 10.6018/analesps.30.3.201241 

Johnson, D.W., Johnson, R.T., & Scott, L. (1978). The effect of cooperative and individualized instruction 

on student attitudes and achievement. The Journal of Social Psychology, 104, 207-216.  

Karaçöp, A. (2016). Effects of student teams-achievement divisions cooperative learning with models on 

students’ understanding of electrochemical cells. International Education Studies, 9(11), 104-

120. 

Karpudewan, M., Treagust D.F., Mocerino, M., Won, M., & Chandrasegaran A.L. (2015). Investigating 

high school students’ understanding of chemical equilibrium concepts. International Journal of 

Environmental & Science Education, 10(6), 845-863. Doi: 10.12973/ijese.2015.280a 

Khan, G.M., & Inamullah, H.M. (2011). Effect of student’s team achievement division (STAD) on 

academic achievement of students. Asian Social Science, 7(12), 211-2015. 

Doi:10.5539/ass.v7n12p211 

Koretsky, M. D. (2020). An interactive virtual laboratory addressing student difficulty in differentiating 

between chemical reaction kinetics and equilibrium. Comput Appl Eng Educ., 28, 105–116. 

Doi: 10.1002/cae.22178 

Kousathana, M., & Tsaparlis, G. (2002). Students’ errors in solving numerical chemical-equilibrium 

problems. Chemistry Education: Research and Practice in Europe, 3(1), 5-17. 

Lantajo, J.T. (2017). The use of STAD model in teaching chemistry: its effect to students’ academic 

performance. CEBU International Conference on Studies in Business, Management, Education 

and Law (SBMEL-17) Jan. 26-27, 2017, Cebu.  



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

421 

Lucanus, C. (2011). A case for de-emphasizing Le Chatelier’s principle in high school chemistry courses. 

Teaching Science, 57(4), 51-52. 

Maria, P.F., & Justi, R. (2009). Learning of chemical equilibrium through modelling‐based teaching. 

International Journal of Science Education, 31(5), 603-630. Doi:10.1080/09500690802538045 

Mensah, A., & Morabe, O.N. (2018) Strategies used by grade 12 physical sciences students in solving 

chemical equilibrium problems. African Journal of Research in Mathematics, Science and 

Technology Education, 22(2), 174-185. Doi: 10.1080/18117295.2018.1475908 

Miles, M.B., & Huberman, A.M. (1994). Qualitative data analysis: an expanded sourcebook. (Second 

edition). Sage Publications. 

Molenda, M. (2012). Individualized instruction: A recurrent theme. Tech Trends, 56(6), 12-14. 

Mutlu, A., & Acar Şeşen, B. (2016). Evaluating of preservice science teachers'understanding of general 

chemistry concepts by using two tier diagnostic test. Journal of Baltic Science Education, 

15(1), 79-96. 

Nakhleh, M.B. (1992). Why some students don’t learn chemistry. Journal of Chemical Education 69, 191. 

Niaz, M. (1998). A Lakatosian conceptual change teaching strategy based on students ability to build 

models with varying degrees of conceptual understanding of chemical equilibrium. Science and 

Education, 1, 107-127. 

Nurhayati, D.M., & Hartono (2017). Implementation of cooperative learning model type STAD with RME 

approach to understanding of mathematical concept student state junior high school in 

Pekanbaru. AIP Conference Proceedings 1848, 040002, Doi: 10.1063/1.4983940  

Okumuş, S., & Doymuş, K. (2018). Modellerin okuma- yazma- uygulama yöntemi ve yedi ilke ile 

uygulanmasının maddenin tanecikli yapısı ve yoğunluk konularının kavramsal anlaşılmasına 

etkisi [the effect of using models with seven principles and cooperative learning on students’ 

conceptual understandings]. Abant İzzet Baysal Üniversitesi Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, 18(3), 

1603-1638. 

Okumuş, S., Çavdar, O., Alyar, M., & Doymuş, K. (2017). Kimyasal denge konusunun mikro boyutta 

anlaşılmasına farklı öğretim yöntemlerinin etkisi [the effect of different teaching methods to 

understanding of chemical equilibrium at micro level]. Elementary Education Online, 16(2), 

727-745. Doi: 10.17051/ilkonline.2017.304730 

Okur Akçay, N., & Doymuş, K. (2014). The effect of different methods of cooperative learning model on 

academic achievement in physics. Journal of Turkish Science Education. 11(4), 17-30. 

Ollino, M., Aldoney, J., Dominguez, A.M., & Merino, C. (2018). A new multimedia application for 

teaching and learning chemical equilibrium. Chemistry Education Research and Practice, 

19(1), 364-374. Doi: 10.1039/c7rp00113d 



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

422 

Özdilek, Z., Okumuş, S., & Doymuş, K. (2018). The effects of model supported cooperative and individual 

learning methods on prospective science teachers’ understanding of solutions. Journal of Baltic 

Science Education, 17(6), 945-959. 

Özmen, H., & Naseriazar, A. (2018). Effect of simulations enhanced with conceptual change texts on 

university students’ understanding of chemical equilibrium. Journal of the Serbian Chemical 

Society, 83(1), 121-137. Doi:10.2298/JSC161222065O 

Piquette, J.S., & Heikkinen, H.W. (2005). Strategies reported used by instructors to address student 

alternateconceptions in chemical equilibrium. Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 42(10), 

1112–1134. 

Raviolo, A. (2001). Assessing students’ conceptual understanding of solubility equilibrium. Journal of 

Chemical Education, 78(5), 629-631. 

Sharan, Y. (2015). Meaningful learning in the cooperative classroom. Education 3-13: International 

Journal of Primary, Elementary and Early Years Education, 43(1), 83-94. 

Şimşek, Ü., Doymuş, K., Doğan, A., & Karaçöp, A. (2009). İşbirlikli öğrenmenin iki farklı tekniğinin 

öğrencilerin kimyasal denge konusundaki akademik başarılarına etkisi [Effects of two different 

cooperative learning technique on students’ academic achievement of chemical equilibrium 

topics]. Gazi Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, 29(3), 763-791. 

Slavin, R.E. (1994). Using student team learning (2nd Ed.). Johns Hopkins University, Center for Social 

Organization of Schools. 

Slavin, R.E. (2014). Cooperative learning and academic achievement: why does groupwork work? Anales 

de Psicología, 30(3), 785-791.   

Slavin, R.E. (2015). Cooperative learning in elementary schools. Education 3-13: International Journal of 

Primary, Elementary and Early Years Education, 43(1), 5-14.  

Slavin, R.E., Leavey, M., & Madden, N.A. (1984). Combining cooperative learning and individualized, 

instruction: Effects on student mathematics achievement, attitudes, and behaviors. Elementary 

School Journal, 84, 409-422. 

Tran, V.D. (2014). The effects of cooperative learning on the academic achievement and knowledge 

retention. International Journal of Higher Education 3(2), 131-140. 

Tran, V.D., Nguyen, T.M.L., Van De, N., Soryaly, C., & Doan, M.N. (2019). Does cooperative learning 

may enhance the use of students' learning strategies? International Journal of Higher 

Education, 8(4), 79-88. Doi:10.5430/ijhe.v8n4p79 

Tsay, M., & Brady, M. (2010). A case study of cooperative learning and communication pedagogy: Does 

working in teams make a difference? Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning, 

10(2), 78-89. 



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

423 

Ültay, N., Durukan, Ü.G. & Ültay, E. (2015). Evaluation of the effectiveness of conceptual change texts in 

the REACT strategy. Chemistry Education Research and Practice, 16(1), 22-38. 

Van Driel, J.H., & Gräber, W. (2002). The teaching and learning of chemical equilibrium. In J.K. Gilbert,. 

O. De Jong, R. Justi, D. F. Treagust, & J. Van Driel (Eds), Chemical education: Towards 

research-based practice (pp.271- 292). Dordrecht Kluwer. 

Voska, K.W., & Heikkinen, H.W. (2000). Identification and analysis of student conceptions used to solve 

chemical equilibrium problems. Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 37(2), 160–176 

Wang, K.P. (2012). The impact of nursing students’ chemistry learning performance assessment in Taiwan: 

competitive versus non-competitive student team achievement division approaches. Research in 

Science & Technological Education, 30(2), 131-149. 

Wheeldon, R., Atkinson, R., Dawes, A., & Levinson, R. (2012). Do high school chemistry examinations 

inhibit deeper level understanding of dynamic reversible chemical reactions? Research in 

Science & Technological Education, 30(2), 107-130. 

Wheeler, A.E., & Kass, H. (1978). Student misconceptions in chemical equilibrium. Science Education, 62, 

223–32. 

Yeung, H.C.H. (2015). Literature review of the cooperative learning strategy – student team achievement 

division (STAD). International Journal of Education, 7(1), 29-43. 

  



Educational Policy Analysis and Strategic Research, V 15, N 3, 2020 
© 2020 INASED 
 
 

424 

APPENDIX 
MODULE TEST 

 

Question 1     2SO2 (g)  + O2(g)  ↔ 2SO3(g) 
The reaction given above is in equilibrium at 100K (Kc = 
2.8x102). 
The equilibrium representation in particle size of this 
reaction is as shown in Fig. A small amount of SO3(g) is 
added to the equilibrium reaction. After a while, at the same 
temperature the system re-equilibrates. In the latter case, 
determine the number of particles in the equilibrium reaction 
in particle size. 

 

Question 2 
                  N2 (g)  + 3H2(g)  ↔ 2NH3(g) 
The reaction given above is in equilibrium at 100K (Kc= 
2,8x102).  
The equilibrium representation in particle size of this 
reaction is as shown in Fig. The equilibrium reaction is 
catalyzed at the same temperature. Once the reaction has 
resumed chemical equilibrium, re-determine the number of 
particles in the particle size. 

 Question 3 
 
H2 (g)  +   I2 (g)   ↔    2HI  (g) 
The reaction is equilibrium at 100K. Write an expression for 
the equilibrium constant for this reaction. 

 Question 4 
 
 
 
 

Taking into account to the reaction given the equilibrium 
constant, show the particles in the cup provided on the left. 

 Question 5 
For A (g) + B (g) ↔ C (g) + D (g) reaction; show the number of 
particles in the cup A and B 
(a)considering the Kc value of the particles in the container 
is low; 
(b) considering that the Kc value of the equilibrium particles 
in the cup is high. 
The symbols you will use for each item are given left. 

 Question 6 
2N2 (g)    + 6H2(g)  ↔ 4NH3(g) + Q 
The reaction given above is in equilibrium at 100K (Kc= 
2,8x102). 
The equilibrium representation of this reaction is as shown 
in Figure left. The temperature of the reaction in equilibrium 
is being increased. The reaction is coming back to re-
equilibrium. Show the particle representation of the new 
equilibrium reaction in the following door. 
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 Question 7 
 
2A(g) + 3B(g)    ↔  4C(g)  + D(g) 
The equilibrium state of the above reaction is shown 
graphically. In the graph, draw the particle representation of 
the reactants in equilibrium into (a). 

 
 
  


