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 This lstudy laims lto ldetermine lthe leffect lof lthe lSTAD-type 
lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lon 
lthe lcharacter land llearning loutcomes lof lfourth-grade lstudents 
lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. lThe lresearch lemployed la lquantitative 
lmethod lwith la lQuasi-Experimental lDesign, linvolving l40 
lstudents las lthe lsample lwho lwere ldivided linto lan lexperimental 
lgroup land la lcontrol lgroup. lData lwere lcollected lthrough 
lobservation lsheets, llearning loutcome ltests, land ldocumentation, 
land lwere lanalyzed lusing ldescriptive land linferential lstatistics. 
lThe lresults lshowed lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD 
llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lwas lcarried lout 
leffectively land lwas lable lto lenhance lstudents’ lcharacter, lmaking 
lthem lmore lactive, lcreative, ldisciplined, lresponsible, land 
lconfident. lIn laddition, lthe lapplication lof lthis lmodel lhad la 
lpositive leffect lon lstudents’ llearning loutcomes, las lindicated lby 
lthe limprovement lin lposttest lscores lcompared lto lpretest lscores. 
lOverall, lthis llearning lmodel lnot lonly limproves lstudents’ 
lacademic labilities lbut lalso lsupports lcharacter ldevelopment. 
lBased lon lthese lfindings, lthe lresearcher lrecommends lthat 
lteachers lconsistently limplement lthe lSTAD lmodel lwith lthe 
lPAIKEM lapproach lin lteaching land llearning lactivities, lschools 
lprovide ltraining land lsupporting lfacilities lfor lteachers, land 
lparents lsupport lcooperative-based llearning lat lhome lto 
lstrengthen lstudents’ lcharacter land llearning loutcomes. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  
           Education is all efforts and all efforts to make society able to develop the potential of students to 

have religious spiritual strength, self-control, personality, have intelligence, noble character, and have 

the necessary skills as members of society and citizens. (Sistriani et al., 2023). 
 Education lis la lconscious land lwell-planned leffort lto lcreate la llearning latmosphere 

land llearning lprocess lthat lenables lstudents lto lactively ldevelop ltheir lpotential lin lorder lto 

lpossess lreligious lspiritual lstrength, lself-control, lpersonality, lintelligence, lnoble lcharacter, 

land lthe lskills lneeded lfor lthemselves, lsociety, lthe lnation, land lthe lstate.(Kholisoh et al., 

2023). 

Education lis lalso la ldeliberate land lsystematic leffort lto lcreate lan lenjoyable llearning 

lenvironment lso lthat lstudents lcan lactively ldevelop ltheir lpotential lto lgain lreligious lspiritual 

lstrength, lself-control, lpersonality, lintelligence, lnoble lcharacter, land lthe lskills lneeded lfor 

lthemselves land lsociety. lEducation lincludes lthe lteaching lof lspecific lskills las lwell las 

ldeeper, lintangible laspects lsuch las lthe ltransmission lof lknowledge, ljudgment, land lwisdom 

l(Januaria & Bau, 2025). 

In the modern era like today, everything is demanded to be fast and sophisticated. All things 

are required to develop with the times, as well as education in Indonesia which is considered to 

have to be improved immediately so as not to lag behind other neighboring countries in Southeast 

Asia. (Perkembangan et al., 2020) 

 In the Qur’an, Surah At-Taubah verse 122 explains the importance of education: 

ا اِذاَ قَوْمَهُمْ  وَلِينُْذِرُوْا الدِ'يْنِ  فىِ لِ'يتَفَقَ هُوْا طَاۤىِٕفَة 'منْهُمْ  „ة فِرْقَ   'ل كُ  مِنْ  نفََرَ  فلََوْلَ  ة˝ كَاۤف   لِينَْفِرُوْا الْمُؤْمِنُوْنَ  كَانَ   وَمَا  رَجَعوُْْْْٓ

يحَْذَرُوْن  لَعلَ هُمْ  الِيَْهِمْ   

 “It lis lnot lappropriate lfor lthe lbelievers lto lgo lforth l(to lbattle) lall lat lonce. lWhy lshould lnot 

la lgroup lfrom levery lcommunity lamong lthem lremain lbehind lto lgain lunderstanding lin 

lreligion land lto lwarn ltheir lpeople lwhen lthey lreturn lto lthem, lso lthat lthey lmay lbe 

lcautious?” 

The lverse labove lexplains lthe lnecessity lof lbringing labout lpositive lchange lwithin 

loneself. lAllah lSWT lcommands lall lHis lpeople lto lcontinue lseeking lknowledge. lThrough 

lknowledge, lhumans lare lable lto lrecognize land laffirm lthe lpower land lsovereignty lof lAllah 

lSWT. 

In lits ldynamics, lcharacter leducation lcannot lignore lthe lcondition lof lstudents las lthe 

lprimary ltarget lof leducation. lVarious lpsychological laspects lthat lpotentially linfluence 

lstudents lplay la lsignificant lrole lin lachieving lthe lgoals lof lcharacter lformation. lOne lof lthese 

laspects lis lstudents’ lmoral ldevelopment, lwhich lsupports lthe lachievement lof lcharacter 

leducation lobjectives.(Sains & Ipa, 2024). 

Moral attitudes and behaviors can be developed through education and the inculcation of   

values/norms that are carried out in an integrated manner in lessons and activities carried out by 

children in families and schools. (Bimbingan et al., 2014).  

Character leducation lis lvery limportant lbecause lit lis la lprocess lof lguiding lstudents 

lto lbecome lwhole lindividuals lwith lcharacter lin lthe ldimensions lof lheart, lmind, lbody, land 

lfeeling. lThrough lappropriate lmethodologies land lstrategies limplemented by lteachers, 

leffective lcharacter leducation lcan lbe lachieved.  (Tinggi et al., 2019). 

 Character education should be applied from an early childhood because at an early age it 

is proven to be very decisive for children's ability to develop their potential. Meanwhile, schools 

are one of the institutions responsible for character formation, because the contribution and role of 
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teachers here are very dominant. (Yogyakarta et al., n.d.). Schools are required to play their roles 

and responsibilities to instill and develop good values and help students shape and build their 

character with good values. (Sudrajat, n.d.). The system of instilling character values is carried out 

continuously and continuously until there is a habituation to children's attitudes and behaviors 

according to normal values in society. (Setiardi, 2017). 

The moral formation of children cannot be achieved if it is not followed by character 

education that can instill moral values. (Gowasa et al., 2024). Moral education for children can 

change children's behavior, so that when they are adults, they are more responsible and respectful 

of others and are able to face the challenges of a rapidly changing era. (Paulina, n.d.). Character 

development can be done in the world of education, where basically education indeed directs 

children to develop the potential that exists in them, as well as training children how to socialize in 

their community, as well as cultivating their character. (Aryati et al., 2023) 

Based lon lfield lobservations, lproblems lwere lfound lin lGrade lIV lof lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko, lwhere lmany lstudents lstill llack ldiscipline land lresponsibility. lCharacter-related 

lproblems lrequire lserious lattention lfrom lboth lthe lschool land lfamilies lto lshape lstudents’ 

lcharacter. lDiscipline land lresponsibility lamong lstudents lneed lto lbe limproved. lIt lwas lalso 

lfound lthat lstudents’ lIndonesian llanguage llearning loutcomes land lcharacter ldevelopment 

lwere lnot lyet loptimal. lOut lof l20 lstudents, lonly l9 lstudents l(45%) lachieved lthe lminimum 

lmastery lcriteria l(KKTP), lwhile l11 lstudents l(55%) ldid lnot lachieve llearning lmastery. 

This lrelatively lhigh lrate lof lincomplete llearning lreflects lproblems lin lthe lclassroom 

llearning lprocess. lIt lindicates lthat lsome lstudents lstill lexperience ldifficulties lin 

lunderstanding lthe lsubject lmatter, ldeveloping llanguage lskills, land lapplying lcharacter lvalues 

lin ldaily llearning lactivities. lIn laddition, lthe lteaching lmethods lused lmay lnot lfully laddress 

lstudents’ llearning lneeds lcomprehensively, lboth lcognitively land laffectively. 

From lthe lteacher’s lperspective, lthe llack lof lvariation lin lteaching lmethods lhas lnot 

lyet laccommodated lthe ldiverse lcharacteristics land llearning lneeds lof lstudents. lTeachers ltend 

lto luse lapproaches lthat ldo lnot lactively lengage lstudents, lresulting lin llow lmotivation land 

llimited linvolvement lin lthe llearning lprocess. lFurthermore, lthe lintegration lof lcharacter 

lvalues lsuch las lresponsibility, ldiscipline, land lcooperation lhas lnot lbeen leffectively 

lembedded lin lIndonesian llanguage llearning. lConsequently, lstudents lface ldifficulties lnot 

lonly lin lcognitive laspects lbut lalso lin ldeveloping lattitudes land lbehaviors laligned lwith 

lcharacter lvalues. 

Considering lthese lconditions, la llearning lapproach lthat laddresses lstudents’ lneeds 

lcomprehensively, lboth lcognitively land laffectively, lis lrequired. lOne lalternative lis lthe 

limplementation lof lthe lSTAD llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lto limprove 

lcharacter land llearning loutcomes lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. lAs la 

lcooperative llearning lmodel, lSTAD lis lbelieved lto lenhance lstudent lparticipation lin lgroups, 

lencourage lpositive linteraction, land lbuild lcharacter lthrough lcooperation land lgroup 

lresponsibility. 

Through lthe limplementation lof lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lcombined lwith lthe lSTAD 

lmodel, lit lis lexpected lthat lthe lIndonesian llanguage llearning lprocess lin lGrade lIV lwill lnot 

lonly limprove lstudents’ lacademic lachievement lbut lalso lfoster lessential lcharacter lvalues lin 

ldaily llife. 
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PAIKEM lis la lstudent-centered llearning lapproach. lIt lallows lstudents lto lexperience, 

linternalize, land ldraw llessons lfrom ltheir lown lexperiences. lLearning loutcomes lbecome lpart 

lof ltheir lthoughts, lfeelings, land lexperiences, lmaking lthem lmore lmeaningful land llasting 

lbecause lstudents lare lencouraged lto lbe lcreative. lIn lthis lmethod, lthe lteacher lacts las la 

lfacilitator lwho lassists lstudents lin llearning. lRather lthan lmerely lreceiving lknowledge lfrom 

lthe lteacher, lstudents lgain lknowledge lthrough ltheir lown lexperiences. lPAIKEM lcan lbe 

ldefined las lan lapproach lto lteaching lused lin lconjunction lwith lspecific lmethods land lvarious 

linstructional lmedia, laccompanied lby lclassroom larrangements lthat lmake llearning lactive, 

linnovative, lcreative, leffective, land lenjoyable. (Raya, 2025). 

The ladvantages lof lthe lPAIKEM lmethod linclude lproviding la lstudent-centered 

lcurriculum llinked lto lstudents’ linterests, lneeds, land lintelligence; lencouraging lstudents lto 

lmake ltheir lown ldecisions land ltake lresponsibility lfor ltheir llearning lsuccess; land lenabling 

llogical land lnatural lconnections lbetween lsubjects land ltopics.. (Saluza, 2015). 

STAD lis lcombined lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lto lensure lthat lstudents lbecome 

lactive, linnovative, land lenthusiastic lin lachieving llearning lobjectives. lStudents lnot lonly 

lunderstand lacademic lmaterial lbut lalso ldevelop lsocially land lemotionally. lThey llearn lto 

lthink lcritically, lcollaborate, land lrespect ldifferences. lSTAD lemphasizes lcooperation lamong 

lstudents lin lheterogeneous lsmall lgroups, lencouraging lpositive lsocial linteraction, lmutual 

lassistance, land lshared lresponsibility lfor llearning lachievement. lMeanwhile, lthe lPAIKEM 

lapproach ldirects llearning lto lbe lmore linnovative land lcreative, lproviding lspace lfor lstudents 

lto lactively lparticipate land lthink lcritically lin la lflexible llearning lenvironment. lBy 

lcombining lboth lapproaches, lteachers lcan lcreate llearning lthat lfocuses lnot lonly lon 

loutcomes lbut lalso lon lthe lprocess, lmaking lstudents lmore lmotivated, lconfident, land 

lengaged. lAt lthe lelementary lschool llevel, lthis lcombination lis lparticularly lappropriate 

lbecause lit laligns lwith lthe lcharacteristics lof lyoung llearners lwho lenjoy llearning lwhile 

lplaying land lcollaborating lwith lpeers. lTherefore, lintegrating lthe lSTAD lmodel lwith lthe 

lPAIKEM lapproach lis lan leffective lstrategy lto limprove lthe lquality lof lclassroom llearning. 

The lPAIKEM lapproach lemphasizes lactive, linnovative, lcreative, leffective, land 

lenjoyable llearning, lencouraging lstudents lto lparticipate lmore, lexplore, land lfeel lcomfortable 

lin lthe llearning lprocess. lThe lSTAD lmodel ltrains lcooperation lin lgroups, lsocial 

lresponsibility, land lboth lindividual land lgroup lachievement—elements lthat lare lhighly 

lrelevant lto lelementary lstudents, lwho llearn lmost leffectively lthrough lcollaboration land 

ldirect lexperience. 

Based lon lthe lexplanation labove, lthe lresearcher lis linterested lin lconducting la lstudy 

lentitled: l“The lEffect lof lthe lSTAD lType lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lApproach lon lCharacter land lIndonesian lLanguage lLearning lOutcomes lof 

lGrade lIV lStudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko.” 

 

2. METHOD 
This lstudy lemployed la lquantitative lapproach lusing la lquasi-experimental ldesign l(Quasi-

Experiment), lwhich ldoes lnot linvolve lrandom lassignment lof lsubjects. lThe lpurpose lof lthis 

lresearch lwas lto ldetermine lthe leffect lof lthe lPAIKEM lmethod land lthe lSTAD llearning lmodel 

lon lthe lcharacter land llearning loutcomes lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. lThe 
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lstudy lwas lconducted lfrom lAugust l25 lto lSeptember l30, l2025, lat lthe lschool lto lensure lthat lall 

lresearch lstages lcould lbe limplemented lwithout ldisrupting lregular llearning lactivities. 

The lindependent lvariable lin lthis lstudy lwas lthe limplementation lof lthe lPAIKEM lmethod 

land lthe lSTAD llearning lmodel, lwhich laimed lto limprove lstudents’ llearning loutcomes, 

lmotivation, lcooperation, lsocial lresponsibility, land lcritical lthinking lskills. lThe ldependent 

lvariables lwere lstudents’ lcharacter land lIndonesian llanguage llearning loutcomes. lThe lresearch 

ldesign lused lwas la lQuasi-Experimental lDesign lwith la lNon-equivalent lControl lGroup lDesign, 

lin lwhich lthe lexperimental lgroup lreceived lthe ltreatment lwhile lthe lcontrol lgroup ldid lnot. lBoth 

lgroups lwere lgiven la lpretest land la lposttest las lmeasurement linstruments. 

The lpopulation lof lthis lstudy lconsisted lof lall lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko, ltotaling l40 lstudents. lThe lentire lpopulation lwas lused las lthe lsample l(total lsampling), 

ldivided linto l20 lstudents lin lthe lexperimental lgroup land l20 lstudents lin lthe lcontrol lgroup. lThe 

lresearch linstruments lincluded lobservation lsheets lto lassess lthe llearning lprocess, lpretest land 

lposttest linstruments lconsisting lof l20 lmultiple-choice lquestions lto lmeasure llearning loutcomes, 

land ldocumentation lto lprovide levidence lof lactivities lconducted lduring lthe lresearch. 

The lresearch lprocedure lincluded la lpreparation lstage—comprising lconsultation, 

lobservation, land lpreparation lof lteaching lmodules—and lan limplementation lstage, lwhich 

linvolved lgroup lformation, ladministration lof lthe lpretest, lapplication lof lthe ltreatment lto lthe 

lexperimental lgroup, land ladministration lof lthe lposttest. lThe ldata lwere lanalyzed lusing 

ldescriptive lstatistics lto ldescribe lthe ldata, la lhomogeneity ltest lto lensure lequal lvariances, land lan 

lindependent lt-test lto ldetermine lsignificant ldifferences lbetween lgroups. lThe lt-test lresult lwith 

lSig. l< l0.05 lindicated lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe lPAIKEM lmethod land lthe lSTAD llearning 

lmodel lhad la lsignificant leffect lon lstudents’ lcharacter land llearning loutcomes. 

 

3. RESULTS lAND lDISCUSSION 

a. Research lResults 

1) Implementation lof lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lApproach lon lCharacter land lLearning lOutcomes lof lGrade lIV 

lStudents lat lSDN lInpres lLeko 
The lSTAD l(Student lTeams-Achievement lDivisions) lcooperative llearning lmodel 

limplemented lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach l(Active, lInnovative, lCreative, lEffective, land 

lEnjoyable lLearning) lcan limprove lstudents’ llearning loutcomes lbecause lboth lmethods 

lcomplement leach lother lin lencouraging lactive lstudent linvolvement. lSTAD lemphasizes lteamwork 

lin lheterogeneous lgroups, lwhere leach lmember lis lresponsible lnot lonly lfor ltheir lown 

lunderstanding lbut lalso lfor lthe lteam’s lsuccess. lThis lcondition lmotivates lstudents lto lstudy lmore 

lseriously land lto lteach lconcepts lto lpeers lwho lhave lnot lyet lunderstood lthe lmaterial. 

a) Teacher lObservation 

The lfollowing ltable lpresents lthe lteacher lobservation lsheet lin limplementing lthe lSTAD 

lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lto ldevelop lthe lcharacter lof lGrade 

lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. 
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Table l3.1 lTeacher lObservation 

 Per/I Per/II Per/III Per/IV Per/V Per/VI 

Score 

lObtained/Total 

lScore Pre 

lTest 

5/16 8/16 10/16 14/16 

Post 

lTest Percentace l(%) 31% 50% 63% 88% 

Category Poor Poor Vair Very 

lGood 

 lSource: lProcessed lresearch ldata l(2025) 

 

Based lon lthe lresults lof lteacher lactivity lobservations lconducted lover lsix lmeetings lusing 

lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach, lthere lwas la lsignificant 

limprovement lin lthe lteacher’s lability lto lmanage lthe llearning lprocess. lAt lthe lfirst lmeeting, lthe 

lteacher lobtained la lscore lof l5 lout lof l16 lindicators l(31%), lcategorized las lpoor. lThis lwas 

lunderstandable lbecause lthe lteacher lwas lstill ladapting lto lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD 

lmodel lthrough lPAIKEM. 

At lthe lsecond lmeeting, lthe lscore lincreased lto l8 lout lof l16 l(50%). lAlthough lstill 

lcategorized las lpoor, lthe limprovement lindicates lthat lthe lteacher lbegan lto lunderstand lthe 

llearning lsteps land lshowed lbetter lability lto lcreate lan lenjoyable llearning latmosphere land 

lencourage lactive lstudent lparticipation. 

b) Student lObservation 

The lfollowing ltable lpresents lthe lstudent lobservation lsheet lin limplementing lthe lSTAD 

lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach. 

Table l3.2 lStudent lObservation 

Source: lProcessed lresearch ldata l(2025) 

Based lon lthe lresults lof lobservations lof lstudent lactivities lpresented lin lTable l4.2, lit lcan 

lbe lseen lthat lthere lwas la lfairly lsignificant lincrease lin leach llearning lmeeting lusing lthe 

lcooperative llearning lmodel ltype lStudent lTeams lAchievement lDivision l(STAD) lthrough lthe 

 Per/I Per/ lII Per/III Per/IV Per/IV Per/ lVI 

Skor 

lPerolehan/Skor 

Pre 

lTest 

5/16 10/16 11/16 15/16 

Post 

lTest 

Persentase l(%) 31% 63% 69% 94% 

Kategori Kurang 

lBaik 

Cukup 

lBaik 

Cukup 

lBaik 

Sangat 

lbaik 
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lPAIKEM lapproach l(Active, lInnovative, lCreative, lEffective, land lFun lLearning). lAt lthe linitial 

lstage, lnamely lthe lpre-test lbefore lthe ltreatment lwas lgiven, lthe lstudents’ lscore lonly lreached l5 

lout lof la lmaximum lscore lof l16 lor lequivalent lto l31%. lThese lresults lindicate lthat lstudent 

lactivities land llearning loutcomes lwere lstill lin lthe l“poor” lcategory, lmeaning lthat lmost lstudents 

lhad lnot lbeen lable lto ldemonstrate lactive linvolvement lin lthe llearning lprocess, leither lin lthe 

lform lof lparticipation lin lgroup ldiscussions, lunderstanding lof lthe lmaterial, lor lthe lability lto 

lexpress lopinions lindependently. lThis lcondition lalso lreflects lthat linitially lstudents ltended lto lbe 

lpassive, llacked lself-confidence, land lwere lstill laccustomed lto lconventional llearning lpatterns lthat 

lemphasized lteacher llectures. 

The lfollowing lare lthe lresearch ldata lfrom lthe lobservation lresults lof lstudents lin lthe 

lcontrol lclass land lthe lexperimental lclass: 

1) Control lClass 

Table l3.3 lObservation lResults lof lControl lClass lStudent 

Student 
Cognitively l Psychomotor Affective 

I II III I II III I II III 

Adelia lRahma - - - - - - - - - 

Nurul lFadilah - - - - - - - - - 

Rizky lAhmad lFadli - ✔ - ✔ ✔ - ✔ - ✔ 

Muhammad lAlfian lRiski ✔ - - - - ✔ - ✔ ✔ 

Razzaq lRidho lQalbo lBm - - - ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ - 

Ahmad lRahil ✔ - ✔ - - - - ✔ - 

Nur lKhalifah lAngraeni - ✔ - - ✔ - ✔ ✔ - 

Ahmad lArdiansyah l ✔ - - ✔ - - - - - 

Al lFauzan l - - - - - - - ✔ - 

Aqila lZahrani lHaris l - - - - - - - - - 

Muarifa lAmin l - - - - - - - - - 

Muh lAbisar lzuhair lSr - - - - - - - - - 

Muh lAlif lIbrahim ✔ - ✔ - ✔ - - ✔ - 

Muh. lAl-fikri liksan - - - - - - - - - 

Muh lRidho lAkmal - - - - - ✔ - ✔ - 

Muh lZaahir lAldhabit ✔ - - ✔ - - - - - 

Muhammad lIswar - - - - - - - - - 

Nur lazisah lputriani - - - ✔ - - ✔ - ✔ 

Sitti lKhadijah - - - - - - - ✔ - 

Muhammad lFahri - - - - - - - - - 

Expected lScore 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 

Percentage 25% 10% 10% 25% 20% 10% 20% 40% 15% 

Average 15% 18% 25% 

Category Very llow Very llow l Low 

The ltable labove lshows lthat lin lthe lcontrol lclass, lthe lobservation lresults lfor lthe lcognitive 

laspect lobtained lan laverage lscore lof l15%, lthe lpsychomotor laspect l18%, land lthe laffective 

laspect l25%. lThis lindicates lthat lstudent llearning lactivities lin lthe lcontrol lclass lbefore lbeing 

lgiven ltreatment lin lthe lform lof lapplying lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmethod lwith lthe 
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lPAIKEM lapproach lwere lclassified las lvery llow. 

2) lExperimental lClass 

Table l3.4 lObservation lResults lof lExperimental lClass lStudents 

Student 
Cognitive l Psychomotor l Affectively l 

I II III I II III I II III 

Amirah lAmiruddin - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Ilham l - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Dinda lsinara ✔ ✔ - ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Asrianti lNur lRahman ✔ - ✔ ✔ - ✔ - ✔ ✔ 

Andi lNur lAsyifa ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ - - ✔ ✔ 

Izza lAulia lNajwa ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ - - 

A. Alif lAfrianto l ✔ ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ - - ✔ 

Maya lAriani ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ - - ✔ - - 

Muh. lRidwan ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muh. lAnugrah lSaputra ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Syifa lAl lKhalifatul lR ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muh. lFais lJaya lSaputra ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muh. lHaikal ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muh. lAldrian lDermawan ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muh. lTaufik ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muhammad lharun lAkbar ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muhammad lIrsyad ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Muhammad lIsmail ✔ ✔ ✔ - ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Sainuddin lM ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Nur lAzizah l ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 

Actual lScore 18 16 18 18 16 16 17 17 18 

Expected lScore 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 

Percentace l 90% 80% 90% 90% 80% 80% 85% 85% 90% 

Average l 87% 83% 87% 

Category l Very lgood Very lgood Very lgood 

 

The ltable labove lshows lthat lin lthe lexperimental lclass, lthe lobservation lresults lfor lthe 

lcognitive laspect lobtained lan laverage lscore lof l87%, lthe lpsychomotor laspect l83%, land lthe 

laffective laspect l87%. lThis lindicates lthat lstudent llearning lactivities lin lthe lexperimental lclass 

lafter lbeing lgiven ltreatment lthrough lthe lapplication lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmethod 

lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lwere lclassified las lvery lgood. 

This lis lbecause lthe lmethod lencourages lactive lparticipation lof leach lstudent, lincreases 

linteraction land ldiscussion lamong lgroup lmembers, land lfacilitates ldeep lconceptual lunderstanding 

lthrough lcooperation land lpeer lteaching. lThe lPAIKEM lapproach lemphasizes lenjoyable, 

lchallenging, land lmotivating llearning, lso lthat lstudents lare lmore lcognitively, laffectively, land 

lpsychomotorically lengaged. 
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2) The lEffect lof lImplementing lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lThrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lApproach lon lthe lCharacter lof lFourth-Grade lStudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko. 

The limplementation lof lconventional llearning lwithout lusing lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning 

lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhas lnot lbeen lable lto lfoster lpositive lcharacter lor lproduce 

loptimal llearning lachievements lin lfourth-grade lstudents lof lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko, lMaros 

lRegency. 

This lshows lthat lmost lstudents ltended lto ldisagree lwith lstatements lreflecting lattitudes lof 

ldiscipline, lcooperation, lresponsibility, land lhonesty lin llearning lactivities. lThe llow llevel lof 

lagreement lwith lcharacter lindicators, lsuch las lthe lability lto lcooperate, lwillingness lto llisten lto 

lfriends’ lopinions, land lpunctuality lin lcompleting lassignments, lindicates lthat lone-way llearning 

lhas lnot lbeen leffective lin lbuilding lcharacter lvalues lor lincreasing lstudents’ lactive linvolvement 

lin lthe llearning lprocess. lThe lfollowing lare lthe lcharacter lresults lof lthe lcontrol land lexperimental 

lclasses: 

Table l3.5 lCharacter lResults 

 

Category l 

Control lClass l 

 l 

Experiment 

lClass l 

N % N % 

Very lpoor 5 25% - - 

Porr 12 60% - - 

Vair 1 5% 3 15% 

Good 2 10% 7 35% 

Very lgood - - 10 50% 

Total 20 100% 20 100% 

 

Based lon lthe lcharacter lresults ltable labove, lthere lis la lclear ldifference lbetween lthe 

lcontrol land lexperimental lclasses. lIn lthe lcontrol lclass lwith l20 lstudents, lmost lstudents lwere lin 

lthe lvery lpoor lcategory l(5 lstudents, l25%), lpoor lcategory l(12 lstudents, l60%), lfair lcategory l(1 

lstudent, l5%), land lgood lcategory l(2 lstudents, l10%). lThese ldata lindicate lthat lstudents’ lcharacter 

lin lthe lcontrol lclass ltended lto lbe llow, lso lthe limplemented llearning lhad lnot lbeen lable lto 

loptimally lencourage lcharacter ldevelopment. lMeanwhile, lthe lexperimental lclass lshowed lbetter 

lcharacter lresults; lthere lwere lno lstudents lin lthe lvery lpoor lor lpoor lcategories. lIn lthe lfair 

lcategory lthere lwere l3 lstudents l(15%), lin lthe lgood lcategory l7 lstudents l(35%), land lin lthe lvery 

lgood lcategory l10 lstudents l(50%). lThis lcondition lindicates lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe 

lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhas la lpositive linfluence lon 

lstudents’ lcharacter lformation. lThus, lit lcan lbe lconcluded lthat lthe llearning lmodel lapplied lin lthe 

lexperimental lclass lis lmore leffective lin limproving lstudents’ lcharacter. 
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3) The lEffect lof lImplementing lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lThrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lApproach lon lthe lLearning lOutcomes lof lFourth-Grade lStudents lat lSDN l143 

lInpres lLeko. 

Student llearning loutcome ldata lin lthis lstudy lwere lobtained lthrough la lfinal ltest l(post-

test) lgiven lto lstudents lin lthe lcontrol land lexperimental lclasses. lThe lfollowing lis lthe lassessment 

lof llearning loutcomes lof lstudents lin lboth lclasses: 

 

 

Table l3.6 lStudent lLearning lOutcomes 

Category l 

Control Experiment 

N % N % 

Very lpoor l 6 30% 0 0% 

Poor 11 55% 2 10% 

Vair 1 5% 4 20% 

Good 2 10% 9 45% 

Very lgood 0 0% 5 25% 

Total 20 100 20 100 

 

Figure l3.1 lLearning lOutcomes lGraph 

 

The lfigure labove lshows lthat lmost lstudents lin lthe lcontrol lclass, ltotaling l17 lstudents 

l(85%), lhad llearning lmastery lclassified las lincomplete, lwhile lin lthe lexperimental lclass lmost 

lstudents, ltotaling l18 lstudents l(90%), lhad llearning lmastery lclassified las lcomplete. 
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Figure l3.2 lLearning lMastery lGraph 

The ltable land lgraph labove lshow lthat lin lthe lcontrol lclass, lmost lstudents l(11 lstudents, 

l55%) lhad llearning loutcomes lclassified las lpoor, lwhile lin lthe lexperimental lclass lmost lstudents 

l(9 lstudents, l45%) lhad llearning loutcomes lclassified las lgood. 

4) The lEffect lof lImplementing lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lThrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lApproach lon lthe lCharacter land lLearning lOutcomes lof lFourth-Grade 

lStudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. 

a) Frequency lDistribution lTest 

The lfrequency ldistribution ltest lwas lused lto ldetermine lstudent lresponses lrelated lto ltheir 

lcharacter lto lexamine lhow lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM 

lapproach laffects lcharacter land llearning loutcomes lof lfourth-grade lstudents lof lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko, lMaros lRegency, lin lboth lthe lcontrol land lexperimental lclasses. lThe lfollowing lare lthe 

ldescriptive lstatistical ltest lresults: 

 

 

Table l3.7 lDescriptive lStatistical lTest lResults 

 Control l Experiment 

Mean lScore 58.50 83.25 

Maximun lScore l 85.00 100.00 

Minimum lScore l 35.00 60.00 

Standards lDeviation 14.52 10.67 

Range 25 20 

 lSource: lprocessed lby lresearcher l(2025) 

Based lon lthe ldescriptive lstatistical ltest lresults, lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative 

llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhas la lpositive leffect lon lthe llearning loutcomes 

lof lfourth-grade lstudents lof lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. lStudents lwho lparticipated lin llearning lwith 

lthis lmodel lobtained lan laverage lscore lof l83.25, lhigher lthan lthe lcontrol lgroup lwhich lonly 

lscored l58.50. lIn laddition, lthe lmaximum land lminimum lscores lin lthe lexperimental lgroup lwere 

lalso lhigher, lnamely l100.00 land l60.00, lcompared lto lthe lcontrol lgroup lwith lscores lof l85.00 

land l35.00. lThese lfindings lindicate lthat lthe lapplication lof lthe lSTAD lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM 

lapproach leffectively limproves lstudent llearning lachievement lsignificantly. 
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b) Normality lTest 

The lnormality ltest lused lin lthis lstudy lwas lthe lShapiro-Wilk ltest lbecause lthe lnumber lof 

lrespondents lwas lfewer lthan l50. lAccording lto lthis ltest, ldata lare lsaid lto lbe lnormally ldistributed 

lif lthe lsignificance lvalue lis lgreater lthan l0.05. lThe lresults lare las lfollows: 

Table l3.8 lNormality lTest 

 Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic Df Sig. 

Control l .962 20 .590 

Experiment l .961 20 .556 

 lSumber: lIBM lSPSS lVersi l26 

Based lon lthe lShapiro-Wilk lnormality ltest lresults, lthe lsignificance lvalue l(Sig.) lfor lthe 

lpre-test ldata lwas l0.590 land lfor lthe lpost-test ldata lwas l0.556, lindicating lthat lthe ldata lused lin 

lthis lstudy lin lboth lthe lexperimental land lcontrol lgroups lwere lnormally ldistributed. 

Table l3.9 lNormality lTest lResults 

Class Sig Description 

Control 0.747 Normal 

Experiment l 0.448 Normal 

 lSource: lprocessed lby lresearcher l(2025) 

The ltable labove lshows lthat lthe lsignificance lvalue lof lthe lcontrol lclass lis l0.747 l(sig l> 

l0.05) land lthe lexperimental lclass lis l0.448 l(sig l> l0.05), lindicating lthat lthe lresearch ldata lin 

lboth lclasses lare lnormally ldistributed. 

c) Paired lSample lt-Test 

The lpaired lsample lt-test lwas lused lto lcompare lstudents’ lcharacter lin lthe lcontrol lclass 

lwith lthose lin lthe lexperimental lclass. lThe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lapproach lis lsaid lto linfluence lstudents’ lcharacter lif lthe lsig lvalue l> l0.05. 

The lfollowing lare lthe lresults lof lthe lpaired lsample lt-test lto ldetermine ldifferences lin 

lstudent llearning loutcomes lbetween lthose lwho lreceived lSTAD lcooperative llearning ltreatment 

lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach land lthose lwho ldid lnot: 

Table l3.10 lPaired lSample lt-Test lResults lfor lLearning lOutcomes 

 Sig thitung 

Control lExperiment l 0.000 8.847 

 lSumber: lIBM lSPSS lVersi l26 

For lthe lexperimental lgroup lthat lreceived ltreatment lthrough lthe limplementation lof lthe 

lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach land lthe lcontrol lgroup lthat ldid 

lnot lreceive lthe ltreatment, lthe lsignificance lvalue l(Sig.) lobtained lwas l0.000, lwhich lis lsmaller 

lthan lthe lsignificance llevel lα l= l0.05. 

These lresults lindicate la lsignificant ldifference lbetween lthe llearning loutcomes lof lstudents lin 
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lthe lexperimental land lcontrol lgroups. lFurthermore, lthe ltcount lvalue lof l8.847 lindicates lthat 

lstatistically lthere lis la lvery lstrong linfluence lof lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative 

llearning lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lon lstudent llearning loutcomes. 

Thus, lit lcan lbe lconcluded lthat lthe limplementation lof lthis llearning lmodel lsignificantly 

limproves lstudent llearning loutcomes lcompared lto lstudents lwho ldid lnot lreceive lsimilar 

ltreatment. lThese lfindings lalso lindicate lthat lthe lSTAD lmodel lcombined lwith lthe lPAIKEM 

lapproach lpositively lcontributes lto lthe ldevelopment lof lstudents’ lacademic lpotential, lbecause 

llearning ldoes lnot lonly lfocus lon lmastery lof lmaterial lbut lalso lemphasizes lactive linvolvement, 

lteamwork, lsocial linteraction, land lindependence lin llearning. 

Table l3.11 lPaired lSample lt-Test lResults 

 Sig T Korelasi 

Control lExperiment l 0.000 12.721 0.215 

 lSource: lprocessed lby lresearcher l(2025) 

The ltable labove lshows lthat lthe lsignificance lvalue l(sig) lof lthe lpaired lsample lt-test lis 

l0.000, lwith la ltcount lvalue l(12.721) lgreater lthan lttable l(1.734), land la lcorrelation lvalue lof 

l0.215. lThese lresults lindicate lthat lthere lis la lpositive leffect lof limplementing lSTAD lcooperative 

llearning lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lon lstudents’ lcharacter. 

The limplementation lof lSTAD lcooperative llearning lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhas la 

lpositive leffect lon lcharacter lformation lbecause lthis lmethod lemphasizes lcooperation, lindividual 

lresponsibility, land lactive lparticipation lin lthe llearning lprocess. lIn lthe lSTAD lmodel, lstudents 

lwork lin lheterogeneous lgroups lto lhelp leach lother lunderstand lthe llesson lmaterial, lthereby 

lfostering lmutual lrespect, ldiscipline, land lresponsibility lfor lgroup llearning loutcomes. 

The lPAIKEM lapproach, lwhich lemphasizes lactive, linnovative, lcreative, leffective, land 

lenjoyable llearning, lfurther lstrengthens lstudents’ lmotivation land lengagement lin lthe llearning 

lprocess. lThrough lthis lapproach, lcharacters lsuch las lhonesty, lindependence, land lsocial lawareness 

lcan ldevelop lnaturally lthrough lmeaningful linteraction land llearning lexperiences. 

d) MANOVA lTest 

The lMANOVA ltest lwas lused lin lthis lstudy lto lsimultaneously ldetermine lthe leffect lof 

limplementing lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lon 

lstudents’ llearning loutcomes land lcharacter. lThe lfollowing lare lthe lMANOVA ltest lresults 

lconducted lby lthe lresearcher: 

 

Multivariate lTestsa 

Effect Value F Hypothesis ldf Error ldf Sig. 

Intercept Pillai's lTrace .994 3078.490b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

Wilks' lLambda .006 3078.490b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

Hotelling's lTrace 166.405 3078.490b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

Roy's lLargest 

lRoot 

166.405 3078.490b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

STAD_PAIKE

M 

Pillai's lTrace .897 160.360b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

Wilks' lLambda .103 160.360b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

Hotelling's lTrace 8.668 160.360b 2.000 37.000 <.001 
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Roy's lLargest 

lRoot 

8.668 160.360b 2.000 37.000 <.001 

a. lDesign: lIntercept l+ lSTAD_PAIKEM 

b. lExact lstatistic 

 

The ltable labove lshows lthat lthe lsignificance lvalue lis l0.000 l(sig l< l0.05), lindicating lthat 

lsimultaneously, lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmethod lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhas la 

lsignificant leffect lon lboth lstudent llearning loutcomes land lcharacter. lThis lis lbecause lit lcombines 

lstructured lgroup lcooperation lwith lstudent-centered llearning lactivities. lIn lSTAD, lstudents llearn 

lin lheterogeneous lteams lto lhelp leach lother lunderstand lthe lmaterial, lthereby limproving lcognitive 

lunderstanding land lacademic lachievement lthrough lintensive lsocial linteraction. lThe lPAIKEM 

lapproach lstrengthens lthis lprocess lby lencouraging lactive lengagement, lcreativity, land la 

lconducive llearning latmosphere, lso lthat lstudents lnot lonly lacquire lknowledge loptimally lbut lalso 

ldevelop lpositive lcharacter ltraits lsuch las lresponsibility, ldiscipline, lcooperation, ltolerance, land 

lself-confidence. lThe lcombination lof lboth lcreates la lholistic llearning lexperience, lwhere 

limprovements lin llearning loutcomes lgo lhand lin lhand lwith lsustainable lcharacter ldevelopment. 

 

4. Discussion 

1) The lEffect lof lthe lImplementation lof lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough 

lthe lPAIKEM lApproach lon lthe lCharacter lof lGrade lIV lStudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko 

Based lon lthe lresults lof ldata lanalysis, lthe limplementation lof lthe lStudent lTeams 

lAchievement lDivision l(STAD) lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lhad 

la lsignificant lpositive leffect lon lthe lcharacter ldevelopment lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 

lInpres lLeko, lMaros lRegency. lThe lpaired lsample lt-test lshowed la lsignificance lvalue lof l0.000, 

lwith la lt-value l(12.721) lgreater lthan lthe lt-table lvalue l(1.734), lindicating la lmeaningful 

ldifference lbetween lthe lexperimental land lcontrol lclasses. 

In lthe lexperimental lclass, lmost lstudents ldemonstrated limprovements lin lreligious 

lattitudes, ldiscipline, lresponsibility, lcooperation, lhonesty, land lsocial lawareness lcompared lto lthe 

lcontrol lclass. lThis lfinding lindicates lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lmodel, lwhich 

lemphasizes lheterogeneous lgroup lwork, lmutual lassistance, land lindividual lresponsibility, lis 

lcapable lof lfostering lpositive lcharacter lvalues. lThe lPAIKEM lapproach, lwhich lfocuses lon 

lactive, linnovative, lcreative, leffective, land lenjoyable llearning, lfurther lstrengthened lstudents’ 

lmotivation land lengagement lin lthe llearning lprocess, lallowing lcharacter ldevelopment lto loccur 

lnaturally lthrough lcollaborative land lmeaningful llearning lexperiences. 

These lfindings lcan lbe lexplained lthrough lcooperative llearning ltheory ldeveloped lby 

lSlavin l(1995), lparticularly lthe lSTAD lmodel. lThe ltheory lemphasizes lcooperation lamong 

lstudents lin lsmall lheterogeneous lgroups lto lachieve lshared lgoals. lIn lthis lstudy, lSTAD lenabled 

lstudents lto lhelp lone lanother lunderstand lthe lmaterial, ldevelop lboth lindividual land lgroup 

lresponsibility, land lenhance lsocial lskills. lIntensive linteraction lwithin lgroups lalso lfostered 

lcharacter lvalues lsuch las lcooperation, ldiscipline, ltolerance, land lresponsibility, lwhich lare lkey 

lcomponents lof lcharacter leducation laccording lto lLickona l(1991). 

Furthermore, lthe lPAIKEM lapproach l(Active, lInnovative, lCreative, lEffective, land 

lEnjoyable lLearning) lstrengthened lthese lresults lthrough lconstructivist ltheory lproposed lby lPiaget 
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land lVygotsky. lConstructivism lasserts lthat lknowledge lis lactively lconstructed lby llearners 

lthrough lmeaningful llearning lexperiences land lsocial linteraction. lIn lPAIKEM-based llearning, 

lstudents lare lencouraged lto lthink lcritically, lparticipate lactively, land lderive lmeaning lfrom lthe 

llearning lprocess. lThis lprocess lcontributes lto lthe ldevelopment lof lpositive lcharacter ltraits lsuch 

las lcuriosity, lself-confidence, land lresponsibility ltoward llearning. lThus, lthe lcombination lof lthe 

lSTAD lmodel land lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lcreates la lconducive llearning lenvironment lthat 

lstrengthens lcognitive laspects lwhile lsimultaneously lfostering lholistic lcharacter ldevelopment. 

Picture l1. lImplementation lof lthe lCooperative lLearning lModel lfor lFourth lGrade lStudents lat 

lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko 

These lresults lare lconsistent lwith lthe lfindings lof lSari let lal. l(2019), lwho lconcluded lthat 

lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach 

lempirically lhas la lsignificant limpact lon lstudents’ lcharacter ldevelopment. lAn lactive, linnovative, 

lcreative, leffective, land lenjoyable llearning lenvironment lencourages lstudents lto ldevelop lmutual 

lrespect, lcooperation, land lresponsibility. lThrough lintensive lgroup linteraction, lstudents lfocus lnot 

lonly lon lacademic lachievement lbut lalso lon ldeveloping lpositive lcharacter lvalues lsuch las 

ldiscipline, ltolerance, land lpeer lconcern. 

2) The lEffect lof lthe lImplementation lof lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough 

lthe lPAIKEM lApproach lon lthe lLearning lOutcomes lof lGrade lIV lStudents lat lSDN l143 

lInpres lLeko 

The lresearch lfindings lindicate lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative 

llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lsignificantly limproved lthe llearning loutcomes lof 

lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko. lBased lon ldescriptive lstatistical lanalysis, lthe 

laverage llearning loutcome lscore lin lthe lexperimental lclass lwas l83.25, lhigher lthan lthe lcontrol 

lclass lmean lscore lof l58.50. The paired lsample lt-test lfurther lconfirmed lthis lresult lwith la 

lsignificance lvalue lof l0.000 land la lt-value lof l8.847, lindicating la lsignificant ldifference lbetween 

lthe ltwo lgroups. 

Observations lof lstudent lactivities lrevealed lthat lthe lexperimental lclass ldemonstrated lvery 

lgood llevels lof lcognitive, lpsychomotor, land laffective lengagement, lwith laverages labove l80%, 

lwhile lthe lcontrol lclass lremained lin lthe llow lcategory. lTherefore, lthe lSTAD lmodel lcombined 

lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lproved leffective lin limproving llearning loutcomes, las lthis lstrategy 

lnot lonly lfocuses lon lmastering lsubject lmatter lbut lalso lpromotes lactive lparticipation, lteamwork, 

land lindividual lresponsibility, lwhich lcollectively lstrengthen lacademic lability land llearning 

lmotivation. 
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Picture l2. lImplementation lof lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lfor lGrade lIV lStudents 

lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko 

These lresults lalign lwith lSlavin’s l(1995) lcooperative llearning ltheory, lwhich lstates lthat 

lstudent lsuccess lis ldetermined lnot lonly lby lindividual lability lbut lalso lby lsocial linteraction land 

lteamwork lwithin lheterogeneous lgroups. lThrough ldiverse lgroup lcomposition, lSTAD lencourages 

lpeer lassistance, lidea lexchange, land lshared lresponsibility lfor lgroup lsuccess. lThis lprocess lfosters 

lintrinsic lmotivation, las lindividual lachievement lcontributes lto lteam lsuccess, lthereby lpromoting 

lactive lengagement lin llearning lactivities. 

The lPAIKEM lapproach lfurther lreinforces lthis ltheory lby lemphasizing lstudents’ lactive 

lrole lin lconstructing lknowledge lthrough lmeaningful land lenjoyable llearning lactivities. lBased lon 

lPiaget’s land lVygotsky’s lconstructivist ltheory, lPAIKEM lpositions lstudents las lactive lsubjects 

lwho lbuild lknowledge lthrough ldirect lexperience land lsocial linteraction. lIn lthis lstudy, lthe 

lintegration lof lSTAD land lPAIKEM lallowed lstudents lto llearn lcollaboratively lwhile lremaining 

lactive land lcreative lin lunderstanding lthe lsubject lmatter. lThis lsynergy lexplains lthe lsignificant 

limprovement lin llearning loutcomes, las llearning lbecame lmore lparticipatory, lrelevant, land 

lcapable lof lfostering lsustained land lholistic lmotivation. 

These lfindings lsupport lthe lstudy lof lRamafrizal land lJulia l(2018), lwhich lconcluded lthat 

limplementing lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lwithin lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lsignificantly 

limproves lstudent llearning loutcomes. lActive lstudent linvolvement lthrough ldirect lexperience, 

lgroup ldiscussion, land lcollaborative lproblem-solving lenhances ldeeper lunderstanding land 

lacademic lachievement. 

3) The lEffect lof lthe lSTAD lCooperative lLearning lModel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lApproach 

lon lCharacter land lLearning lOutcomes lof lGrade lIV lStudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko 

Based lon lthe lresults lof ldata lanalysis lof llearning loutcomes land lcharacter lobservations, 

lit lcan lbe lconcluded lthat lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach 

lsignificantly linfluences lboth lcharacter land llearning loutcomes lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN 

l143 lInpres lLeko. lThis lconclusion lis lsupported lby lthe lMANOVA ltest lresult lof l0.000 l(Sig. l< 

l0.05). 

This lmodel lis leffective lbecause lit lsimultaneously limproves lacademic lachievement land 

lfosters lpositive lcharacter ldevelopment lthrough lactive, lcollaborative, land lenjoyable llearning. 

These lfindings lare lconsistent lwith lthe lstudy lconducted lby lPujiarti let lal. l(2025), lwhich 

ldemonstrated lthat lthe limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lsignificantly 
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laffected lstudents’ llearning loutcomes lin lCivic lEducation lfor lGrade lIV lelementary lstudents. lThe 

lquasi-experimental ldesign lshowed lincreased lcognitive lcompetence lafter limplementing 

lcollaborative llearning, lwhere lPAIKEM lprinciples lwere limplicitly lreflected lin lteam-based 

lstructures, lgroup ldiscussions, land ljoint levaluations. 

 

Picture l3. lFourth lGrade lStudent lLearning lOutcomes lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko 

The lfindings lalso lsupport lAstuti let lal. l(2025), lwho lreported lthat lthe limplementation lof 

lthe lSTAD lcooperative llearning lmodel lsignificantly linfluenced llearning loutcomes land linteracted 

lpositively lwith lsocial lskills l(a lcharacter laspect). lTheir lquasi-experimental lstudy lshowed lthat 

lstudents ltaught lusing lSTAD lachieved lhigher lacademic lscores land ldemonstrated limproved 

lsocial lskills lsuch las lcommunication, lcooperation, land lmutual lrespect. lThese lresults lare 

lconsistent lwith lPAIKEM lprinciples lemphasizing lactive land lcollaborative llearning land lcharacter 

ldevelopment lthrough lgroup linteraction. 

 

4. CONCLUSIONS lAND lRECOMMENDATIONS 
Based lon lthe lresults lof lthe lresearch lconducted las ldescribed labove, lthe lfollowing 

lconclusions lcan lbe ldrawn: 

a. The limplementation lof lthe lSTAD-type lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM 

lapproach lin lGrade lIV lstudents lof lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko lwas lcarried lout leffectively. lThis 

lcan lbe lseen lfrom lthe llearning lprocess, lwhere lthe limplementation lof lthis lmodel lwas lable 

lto limprove lstudents’lcharacter, lmaking lthem lmore lactive, lcreative, land lengaged lin lan 

lenjoyable llearning lenvironment. lThus, lthe lapplication lof lthis lmodel lcontributes lto lthe 

lenhancement lof lstudents’ lcharacter ldevelopment. 

b. The leffect lof limplementing lthe lSTAD-type lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe 

lPAIKEM lapproach onlthe lcharacter lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres lLeko lindicates 

la lpositive linfluence. lDuring lthe llearning lprocess, lstudents ldemonstrated ldisciplined, 

lresponsible, land lconfident lattitudes. lTherefore, lthe lapplication lof lthis llearning lmodel lis 

lable lto lshape land limprove lstudents’ lcharacter leffectively. lIn laddition, lthis lmodel lis lalso 

lcapable lof limproving lstudents’ llearning loutcomes.  

c. The leffect lof lthe lSTAD-type lcooperative llearning lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lshows 

la lsignificant linfluence lon lthe llearning loutcomes lof lGrade lIV lstudents lat lSDN l143 lInpres 

lLeko. lThis lcan lbe lobserved lfrom lthe limprovement lin lstudents’ llearning loutcomes lafter lthe 

limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lmodel lthrough lthe lPAIKEM lapproach. lStudents’ llearning 
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lactivities lbecame lmore leffective, land lthey lwere lable lto lunderstand lthe lmaterial lmore 

leasily, lwhich lultimately lenhanced ltheir lacademic lachievement. 

d. Overall, the limplementation lof lthe lSTAD-type lcooperative llearning lmodel lthrough lthe 

lPAIKEM approachlhaslalsignificant leffect lon lboth lstudents’ lcharacter land llearning loutcomes. 

lThis llearning model lnot lonly limproves lstudents’ lacademic labilities lbut lalso lplays lan 

limportant lrole lin lcharacter ldevelopment. 

Based lon lthe lresearch lfindings, lthe lfollowing lrecommendations lare lproposed: 

a. For lTeachers: lTeachers are lencouraged lto lconsistently limplement lthe lSTAD-type lcooperative 

llearning lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach lin levery lteaching land llearning lactivity, lwith la 

lfocus lon lcharacter lbuilding lthrough lgroup linteraction. lThis lwill lhelp lstudents ldevelop 

ldiscipline, lresponsibility, land lcooperation lskills lmore leffectively. 

b. For lSchools: lSchools lshould lprovide lregular ltraining lfor lteachers lregarding lthe 

limplementation lof lthe lSTAD lmodel lwith lthe lPAIKEM lapproach land lprepare lsupporting 

lfacilities lsuch las linteractive llearning lmedia. lThis lwill lhelp limprove lstudents’ llearning 

loutcomes lsignificantly. 

c. For lParents: lParents lare ladvised lto lsupport lcooperative-based llearning lat lhome lby lgiving 

lstudents lopportunities lto ldiscuss land lcomplete lassignments lcollaboratively. lIn lthis lway, 

lpositive lcharacter ltraits land lacademic lachievements lgained lat lschool lcan lcontinue lto lbe 

linternalized land lstrengthened. 
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