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A Study on Effects of Blended Learning-based English Grammar

Instruction on Learners’ English Achievement and Reactions
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[Abstract]

The study aims to examine the effects of blended learning-based English instruction on learners'
English achievement and to explore changes in their attitudes and perceptions toward English instruction.
It also seeks to determine how these attitudes and perceptions influence class satisfaction. The
participants were 97 university students, divided into three groups: 32 in the blended learning group, 34
in the offline class group, and 31 in the online class group. All participants completed a pre-test and
pre-questionnaire before instructional treatment, followed by a post-test and post-questionnaire afterward.
The collected data were analyzed. The results revealed that the blended learning-based approach had the
greatest effect on improving learners' English achievement, and it led to the most positive changes in
their attitudes and perceptions. Furthermore, attitudes were found to have a significant effect on class
satisfaction, whereas perceptions did not show a meaningful impact. Based on these findings, this study

proposed efficient strategies for implementing blended learning in English instruction.
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I. Introduction
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II. Theoretical Background
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2. Grammar Instructions and Feedback
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III. Research Methodology

1. Participants
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2. Instruments

2.1 Pre-test and Post-test
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Table 1. Instructional Design of BL Group

Table 2. Instructional Design of OF/ON Groups

Example of Instructional Activities

Example of Instructional Activities

[Online]

Menu!

[Offine]

- Read scripts:

- Watch News clips: McDonald’s Created Special BTS

... BTS which CNN called the biggest
band in the world in 2019 is one of the expensive
celebrity spokes models. For domestic endorsements
only the boy band is paid between 2.69 million
dollars and 4.48 million dollars. McDonald’s ads
target about 50 countries around the world and BTS
is set to receive about 10 billion won... How the U.S.
fast food chain is showcasing its collaboration with
BTS is similar to how the boy band releases its
music.... The reason that the color purple was chosen
by the burger giant was because of the
connection to the band BTS....

- Introduce new vocabulary: celebrity, endorsement,
taint, facade, ...

- Explain target structures: Subject-Verb Agreement &
The Passive

- Q&A to target structures: Each book and magazine
are listed in the catalog. ‘Discuss this sentence with
your partner. For example, Is this sentence correct?
and Why?" — Explain the grammar rules about
singular expressions of quantity such as one, each,
every when there’s no response during the pair work.

- Make sentences: ‘Write a sentence in English. Change
the active to the passive if possible.” (ex. 2&
SPYOIA 1 BBA7E FOIFCh—

- Give feedback & grammar instructions: Direct
Metalinguistic Written Correction (ex. Every students®™
were'” given that report. — “You should use a
singular noun, ‘student’ because one, each, and
every are followed by singular count nouns. “You
need to put ‘was’ instead of ‘were’ after a singular

)

- Explain target structures: Subject-Verb Agreement &
The Passive

- Introduce examples of grammar rules in the target
structures: @ Third person singular in the simple
present tense (ex. My friend lives in Seoul./ @
Singular expressions of quantity such as one, each,
every (ex. Every book and magazine is listed in the
catalog.)

- Answer the exercise gquestions about the target
structures: D ‘Choose the correct answer.” (ex.
Economics (is, are) his favorite subject.) @ ‘Change
the active to the passive.” (ex. The manager

subject.)
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4. Data Analysis
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IV. Results and Discussion

1. Learners’ English Achievement
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Table 5. One-way ANOVA Results of Posttest

ss DF MS F .
gﬁw 1519540 | 2 | 7597.70
\évr'th' 716715 | 94 | 7625 99.65 | .000
Total 2236256 96
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Table 6. Post Hoc Scheffe Results of Posttest

Grou _ S 95% Conf.
: M(I l?]')f Err. p Interval
1| J of Ms Low Upp.
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OF | ON 3.42 217 293 -1.97 8.81
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Table 7. Paired Samples t-Test for Questionnaires

o.] Q@ [N ] M | spD t o
|8 E;‘Zt 32 ;32 :gg 1125 | .000=
g OF E;‘Zt 34 1:22 ;g 136 | 184
TN 3 e w6 | %
| B E;‘Zt 32 ;:2: :4212 1671 | 000
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Table 8. One-way ANOVA Results of Questionnaire

Q |Gr. |N M SD F D
BL | 32 | 195 | 26

> |Pre |OF |34 | 185 | 32 | 106 350

Z ON |31 | 184 | 4

§ BL |32 | 279 | 58

© | post | OF |34 | 189 | .28 | 5077 | .000%
ON |31 | 185 | .35
BL |32 | 189 | 28

@ | Pre OF | 34 179 | .29 1.27 285

3 ON |31 | 186 | .18

2 BL | 32 293 | .42

S | Post |OF |34 | 223 | 30 | 5384 | .000
ON | 31 | 221 | 19
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Table 9. Post Hoc Scheffe Results of Post-
questionnaire for Attitudes
o,
Group | M. Dif. | S. Err. ) 9?n/;’e(r:\g;f'
I J 1= @i Low Upp.
BL OF Q1= .10 .000* .65 1.17
BL ON Q4% 1 .000* 68 1.21
OF | ON .04 R 941 -.23 .30
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Table 10. Post Hoc Scheffe Results of Post-
questionnaire for Perceptions
Group | M. Dif. | S. Err. ) 9?n/:e(r:\73r;f.
1 J (=9 GG Low Upp.
BL OF 70* .08 .000* 51 .90
BL ON 2% .08 .000* 52 92
OF ON .02 .08 970 -.18 22
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Satisfaction
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Table 11. Results of Descriptive Statistics Analysis

Fact. M SD MIN MAX S K

Att. 2.79 .59 1.80 4.0 .55 =44
Per. 2.93 42 2.29 40 71 A3
Sat.. 3.78 .35 3.0 4.40 -05 | -.26
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FOEHEA diks Bgsithr & 4 Qo STsElHE
Ao] z=Qst Ante <Table 12>9} 2t}

Table 12. Multiple Regression Analysis of Learning
Achievement

Ref. Pre.

Var. Var. B sl g t P

Att. | 405 | 084 | .683 | 4799 | .000%
sat Per. | 134 | 117 | 163 | 1.142 | 263
R? (adj. R) = .443 (.404), F = 11,518, p = .000
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