
Journal of Physics: Conference Series

PAPER • OPEN ACCESS

Improving Students’ Mathematical Argumentation
Skill Through Infusion Learning Strategy
To cite this article: Lia Budi Tristanti and Toto Nusantara 2021 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1783 012103

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

You may also like
Argumentation skill profile using “Toulmin
Argumentation Pattern” analysis of high
school student at Subang on topic
hydrostatic pressure
L Syerliana, Muslim and W Setiawan

-

Hidden circuits and argumentation
Risto Leinonen, Mikko H P Kesonen and
Pekka E Hirvonen

-

Designing an argumentation-based
educational digital game to teach the
subject of force
Hasan Ba and Muammer Çalk

-

This content was downloaded from IP address 103.156.211.253 on 22/12/2022 at 04:45

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1783/1/012103
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1013/1/012031
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1013/1/012031
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1013/1/012031
/article/10.1088/1742-6596/1013/1/012031
/article/10.1088/0031-9120/51/6/065018
/article/10.1088/1361-6552/abdae8
/article/10.1088/1361-6552/abdae8
/article/10.1088/1361-6552/abdae8
https://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjstZ8llnigrbWsq-LJW8COY9KRUtpP_TYRHgSzdGxIVQHst8ox-vt0b5aijw9LvJvVT8RgwcYSMja3A5d5XrEZPjO2cb8SFK3eL9esLleZ07vhEbEiX1YytWFtxxVX0DEyQCwug4OxQX4XkNtWpfT5b_5Ip0M7uoENIpoY8fnuCFUChzuQ1_jX9b_kun7S0ja69rQgtVuYm14M5owe8zZR7cWLGS4UpQLyGgBrxS60C63a6AiNOsU90r5KT5uIy0kV3G4F36bgRtlmTHQtL6l_Uyg9wP4KcjI0t0Y_kSc0CbNg&sai=AMfl-YT0s_d_2YExX0nA9e32VTHy9vWIZSmfuyRcreYyJKtTAefpFTKdtnfiXpZIBPjcjjf-j8OvogezY8g2NLaJTg&sig=Cg0ArKJSzAKZuguvLj7m&fbs_aeid=[gw_fbsaeid]&adurl=https://www.electrochem.org/toyota-fellowship%3Futm_source%3DIOP%26utm_medium%3Dbanner%26utm_campaign%3D2023ECSTYIF


Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.

Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd

Annual Conference on Science and Technology Research (ACOSTER) 2020
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 1783 (2021) 012103

IOP Publishing
doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1783/1/012103

1

Improving Students’ Mathematical Argumentation Skill Through 

Infusion Learning Strategy 

Lia Budi Tristanti1, Toto Nusantara2  

1Mathematics Education, STKIP PGRI Jombang, Indonesia  
2Mathematics Education, Universitas Negeri Malang, Indonesia 
 

 

*btlia@rocketmail.com, toto.nusantara.fmipa@um.ac.id 

 
Abstract. This study aimed to develop infusion learning strategy to improve students’ 

mathematical argumentation skill. One problem of mathematical learning in college was that 

students had low competence to solve problems, particularly in argumentation. To cope with 

that issue, therefore, infusion learning strategy was developed. It aimed to assist students in 

improving their argumentation skills. The stages of infusion learning strategy were based on 

theory of argument by Walton. This study applied Research & Development (R&D) method 

with procedures of development by Borg & Gall  which had been modified into 10 stages, but 

it was restricted to 6th stage. The instrument of this study used validation sheet, test of 

mathematical argumentation, and interview guidelines. The result referred to a valid product of 

infusion learning strategy which implementation could improve students’ mathematical 

argumentation. Another result of this study found that students’ argumentation skill 

progressed/improved 

1. Introduction 

Argumentation and verification are two interrelated components in learning and understanding 

mathematics. One part of understanding mathematics is developing mathematical arguments and 

proofs before making evaluation [1]. Mathematical argumentation and verification aim to reveal the 

truth of conclusion making [2]. The general characteristic function of mathematical argumentation and 

verification referred to rational justification that aims to convince universal audience [3].  

A valid argument is deductive which premises were based on definition, theorem, or verified actual 

facts [4] [5] [6][7]. In college level, however, students are found still having non-deductive arguments 

such as structural intuitive and inductive ones [8]. Such fact shows that they have no competence to 

make a scheme of valid arguments. Similarly, [9] [10] [11] [12] [13] argue that students’ mathematical 

arguments are incomplete yet, as not all students use deductive argument and they are confused 

distinguishing between valid and invalid evidence. Students with non-deductive arguments have low 

capability to develop evidence in formal way. Furthermore, they overlook evidence validation process. 

They feel confused to start and have no idea how to verify evidence in formal way [14].  

The use of non-deductive argument makes students difficult to manipulate mathematical 

expressions which are equivalent to other forms. This condition leads to failure in making formal 

argument. As the result, they may fail to develop their cognitive skill. Following Piaget, the 

development of cognitive skill for students in 20-40 age range is on formal operational stage. Piaget 

describes those people thought as “hypothetico deductive” which means that they could develop 
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hypotheses and design an experiment to verify them [15]. Therefore, students’ mathematical 

argumentation should be improved. 

Responding to that issue, it needs to develop a strategy of Infusion Learning that aims to improve 

students’ mathematical argumentation skill. The stages of this strategy are based on Walton’s theory. 

As presented in Figure 1, [16] argues that reasoning activities happen in making arguments, and it may 

occur in either dialogue or non-dialogue. 

 

 
Figure 1. The Correlation between Reasoning and Argument 

 

Walton’s theory is applied in the stages of infusion learning strategy which aims to assist students 

to develop their mathematical argumentation skill. The learning stages of this strategy are as follow. 

a. Reasoning 

A mathematical problem that deals with argumentation is provided for students. They are asked 

to think actively to construct ideas and apply them to solve the problem. 

b. Argument Not In Dialog 

Students are asked to show and confirm their ideas using arguments addressed to themselves. 

They should convince themselves and thus, it leads to an approach and debate inside. 

c. Argument In Small Dialogue 

Students get engaged in a small group discussion consisting of three students. The group 

formation is based on heterogeneity of ideas in solving argumentation problem. Then, students 

are asked to have a critical discussion and each member of the group should show the right ideas 

with arguments addressed to another member. This small dialogue aims to make students speak 

clearly and convince other members. 

d. Arguments in Class Dialogue 

A student is asked to present his arguments in class and the other students give their response to it. 

This class dialogue aims to assist students to speak clearly and convince a number of students 

collectively (at least 10 students). 

 
2. Methodology 

This study aimed to develop Infusion Learning Strategy to improve students’ mathematical 

argumentation skill. It used Research & Development (R&D) method with development procedures by 

Borg & Gall modified into 10 stages including potency and problem, data collection, product design, 

design validation, design revision, product trial, product revision, trial run, product revision, and 

massive production [17]. In this case, however, it was restricted up to 6th stage. This simplification 

and restriction was due to limited time and personnel [18]. The subject of this study was the students 

of STKIP PGRI Jombang, particularly those in class 2019B. 

The instrument of this study involved validation sheet, test of mathematical argumentation, and 

interview guidelines. Validation sheet was used for data collection of validity assessment on infusion 

learning strategy and teaching media by experts and practitioners. Based on the validation result, the 

mean scores of indicators and aspect for each experts and practitioners were all calculated. 

Furthermore, the total mean of validation score (Va) would be confirmed by category classification 

interval of infusion learning strategy based on [19], as presented on Table 1. 
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Table 1. Range and Criteria of Validation Result (Va) 
Range of Mean Score on Validation Result (Va) Criteria 

1,0 ≤ < 1,8 Not valid 

1,8 ≤  < 2,6 Less valid 

2,6 ≤  < 3,2 Valid 

3,2 ≤  ≤ 4,0 Very valid 

The criterion to decide that infusion learning strategy had adequate level of validity was score  

for all minimum aspects classified into valid category. Otherwise, it needed revision as validators’ 

suggestion or by reviewing the aspects with low scores. Subsequently, re-validation and re-analysis 

should be conducted. The stages run over and over again until   score reached, at least, the 

minimum range of valid category. 

The data of students’ mathematical argumentation skill was used to describe their skill on 

mathematical argumentation using either deductive or non-deductive arguments. This data was all 

collected through several instruments including mathematical argumentation test and interview 

guidelines. The elements of students’ mathematical argumentation skill were as follow. 

a. The completeness of mathematical argumentation, that is:revealing facts/claim, revealing warrant 

and making conclusion  

b. The quality of mathematical argument would be confirmed by having students use deductive 

argument correctly. 

The data of students’ mathematical argumentation skill was analyzed quantitatively by giving 

scores on each of the elements. The scoring guidelines were as follow. 

- Score 2, if the students revealed the elements correctly 

- Score 1, if the students revealed the elements wrongly 

- Score 0, if the students did not reveal any element 

Furthermore, the conclusion of completeness level and quality of students’ mathematical 

argumentation skill (i.e., TPM) was made based on several criteria presented in Table 2 [20], as 

follow. 

Table 2. Range and Criteria of TPM 
Range of mean score of  validation result (Va) Criteria 

90  ≤   ≤ 100        Very good 

70  ≤  <    90        Good 

40  ≤   <    70 Less good 

0%  ≤   <   40       Not good 

  

3. Result and Discussion 

The study realized a potency of problem that: the first problem is some students of STKIP PGRI 

Jombang were found still using non-deductive arguments. This condition corresponded to some 

previous studies by [8] [21] [22] that many students in college level were found using non-deductive 

arguments such as intuitive and structural intuitive arguments. the second problem is Some students 

were found capable to construct mathematical arguments in complete way. This issue was in 

accordance to what [9] called as malfone. The third problem, in the process of teaching and learning, 

the lecturer gave a task that should be done immediately in group and asked the students to discuss to 

complete it. Hence, they were not ready yet to understand the task. as the result, they had no idea to 

complete the task.  

The fourth problem is the students were not exclusively trained to express statements in the 

form of mathematical arguments. They were not trained to prepare any valid mathematical 

arguments to convince others in a dialogue. Their mathematical argumentation skill was built during 

their learning process with teacher in class. It was based on [23] [24] [25] [26] that teachers’ 

treatments might develop students’ mathematical argumentation skill, since they were able to 

encourage their students to describe, note, and justify their arguments during class discussion. Students’ 

arguments were dependent on their learning culture in class, features of tasks, and types of reasoning 
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their teacher stressed on. The lecturers’ and students’ activities were also influenced by the applied 

teaching and learning strategy 

In the stage data collection, any information on literature reviews from several textbook references 

and supporting journals was all collected. Then, a product would be developed in the form of infusion 

learning strategy. The stages of this strategy were based on Walton’s theory [16], while the analysis of 

mathematical argumentation completeness was based on Toulmin’s theory [27]. 

After collecting information from field studies and literature reviews, the data was then used as 

references to plan the development of infusion learning strategy. It was also used as references to 

analyze the needs of infusion learning strategy to be developed. Moreover, designing infusion learning 

strategy was about to come. It was based on Walton’s theory [16]. It involved several stages such as 

reasoning, argument not in dialog, argument in small dialog and arguments in class dialogs. 

The validity of infusion learning strategy considered two aspects including the content and the 

construct. This strategy was assessed by three validators (V-1, V-2 and V-3). Those three validators 

gave scores in a validation sheet in addition to some notes for revision. The mean scores of each 

validity assessment aspect of infusion learning strategy were presented in Table 3. 

 

Table 3. Validity Assessment of Infusion Learning Strategy 
No. Assessment Aspects Validator 1 Validator 2 Validator 3 Mean 

    1  Rationality  3.17  3.17  3.29  3.21  

    2  Theoretical Base  3.00  3.29  3.17  3.15  

    3  Model Component  3.29  3.17  3.29  3.25  

    4  Instruction 3.00  3.17  3.29  3.15  

Total mean 3.12  3.20  3.26  3.19  

 

Table 3 showed the mean score of the total aspects was = 3,19. Referring to the classification of 

validity level in Table 1, this strategy was classified into valid level. 

The revised product which became a draft of qualified infusion learning strategy must be tested to 

see the improvement of students’ mathematical argumentation skill. This product trial was conducted 

in a small group. It was conducted in STKIP PGRI Jombang, particularly in class of space geometry. 

Infusion learning strategy was implemented three times in class 2019B. 30 students participated in the 

class. The result of product trial was as follow. 

 

Table 4. The Results of Students' Mathematical Argumentation Abilities 
Mathematical argumentation skill Meeting 1 Meeting 2 Meeting 3 

The completeness of Students’ 

mathematical argumentation 

Revealing fact/claim 12 17 25 

Revealing warrant 11 15 23 

Making conclusion 11 14 21 

Using deductive argument correctly 9 14 19 

Mean of TPM 65 71 77 
 

 

According to Table 4, it showed that implementing infusion learning strategy may improve 

students’ mathematical argumentation skill in each of the meetings. In meeting 3, 25 students (83%) 

were found capable to reveal facts/claim, 23 students (77%) were capable to reveal warrant, 21 

students (70%) were capable to make conclusion, and the mean score of TPM= 77. Referring to the 

predetermined criteria of completeness level of students’ mathematical argumentation skill, the result 

was classified into good category. However, 19 students (63%) used deductive argument correctly. 

Referring to the predetermined criteria of students’ mathematical argumentation quality level, it was 

classified into less good category.  

The result of this study found that implementing infusion learning strategy could improve students’ 

mathematical argumentation skill, and it also showed that their argumentation skill was improved. The 

correlation between argumentation and verification in mathematics was as a rational justification [3], 
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since the reasoning process during argumentation played an important role in verification construction 

[23] [24] [28]. 

Implementing infusion learning strategy was found capable to improve students’ argumentation 

and verification skills. Arguments and evidence in mathematics were developed when someone 

wanted to convince himself and others about the truth of a statement [29]. Therefore, this study could 

be used as reference to improve students’ mathematical argumentation skill through infusion learning 

strategy. However, further researches would still be necessary to see the effectiveness and impact of 

this strategy in improving students’ argumentation and verification skill in bigger sample. 

Before implementing infusion learning strategy, a lecture should make sure his students’ initial 

competence in basic course and argumentation. They used their initial competence to produce 

mathematical arguments. Otherwise, students might not know how to start constructing evidence if 

they had no initial competence in argumentation. [30] argued that the common fault of making 

argument was that students had no idea how to start writing evidence.   

 
4. Conclusion 

This study showed that the development of infusion learning strategy had met the criteria of valid 

category, and its implementation could improve students’ mathematical argumentation skill. The 

stages of infusion learning strategy involved reasoning, argumentation not in dialogue, argumentation 

in small dialogue, and argumentation in class dialogue. To drill, develop, and improve students’ 

mathematical argumentation skill, the researchers suggested to implement this strategy in mathematics 

learning. This study brought some implications to researches and practices such as (1) the result of this 

study could be used as inspiration for education observer particularly to issues dealing with 

mathematical argumentation for further researches, and (2) infusion learning strategy could be used as 

an alternative way to explore students’ mathematical argumentation skill in learning math which might 

eventually bring positive impacts for their skills in solving argumentation problems. 
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