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ABSTRACT

This study investigated the effectiveness of the Know-Want-Learned (KWL) strategy
in enhancing reading comprehension and active participation among 6th-grade students in
Khmer language classes. A One-Group Pretest-Posttest design was used, with a sample of 22
students (12 female) from a single class. To gather data, a pre-test and a post-test were
administered to measure reading comprehension. An observation tool was also used to
collect data on student active participation. The test data were analyzed using inferential
statistics to calculate the mean, standard deviation, p-value, and Cohen’s d, with a
significance level set at a = 0.05. The observation data were analyzed using Microsoft Excel
to determine the percentage of active and inactive students during each session. The results
showed a significant difference between the pre-test and post-test scores. The mean pre-test
score was 5.88 (S.D=1.64), which increased to a mean post-test score of 8.50 (S.D=1.16).
The effect size (Cohen's d) of 1.64 indicated a strong impact. Additionally, student active
participation increased from 26.26% to 74.24% after the intervention. These findings confirm
that the KWL strategy is effective in improving both reading comprehension and active
participation. Therefore, it is recommended that teachers implement this instructional method
to help students enhance their reading and engagement. For future research, a Quasi-
Experimental Research Design is recommended to compare the KWL strategy with other
teaching methods. Furthermore, using an observational tool to assess reading
comprehension could provide more robust supporting evidence.

Key words: Know-Want-Learned, Reading Comprehension, Active participation, Khmer
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Gien 2 9 {uh sk ATSMIG VI RIAYIUA I AIJH SfRIN U S AR AL SEATUR 8%
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AU GTR KWL IRNWH AN SAMNAWHA o = 0.05 S ANAATY Effect size (Cohen's d)
YRR G nUiSyINGAa (Pretest) SRR U U (Posttest)d Sinnand g Swinumsunimi

2]

-—
puv ]

o

IR AIM HAPNIENIG miman [iﬁLU Microsoft Excel 2016 AN 1A mwmm\;mag § NHAY

n 3 2

ISIMYGS S‘N’ﬁSUUJ’f]iNHJ"]HLI]SﬂUiLUULHEUMnUfﬂﬂU [UTHiUﬁJ’foU\j“J
é. BRBRVBENSIENS KeMIAMAR
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MK G.9as WEFUINIMIGIHEES SHIMWInUUL)S

kY Agnm p Mean  SD ¢ af p Effect size
Uiineg 10 22 5.88 1.64

-7.72 21 .000*** 1.64
mgugpu 10 22 8.50 1.16

ﬁf§7[b" s Mean = G5, S.D = iiGI5ia ﬁﬁ? df = degrees of freedom, ** *p <.00!

%

mnk ¢.9a uinmAngiumimifinays SNMWINUUIR]SY UGRUUITRANS
BijyMA Mean = 5.88 AR ARIAEN S.D =1.64 SRIARUNUH SHIEMA Mean = 8.50AN ARI RN
S.D =1.169 MUIW: UG R Paired Sample t-Test MSURN DAY p< 0.059 § GIS SHAPFNIING
e sinunging Ho idildaigihomm{m augii Know-Want-Leamed §8M S{WUIH S
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GUIRG NI (Effect size) §G (Small) i3y (Medium) fi (Large)
Cohen's d 0.2-0.5 0508 0.8

(Cohen, 1992)
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Suis:itt wgRismMIAnANIEIS AR oM S U MIANYWIVAIIANA Lismayanti (2014)
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