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 This study examined the efficacy of collaborative teaching using a project-

based learning (PjBL) worksheet on plastic waste and climate change. The 

research design followed a type-II development approach, with two distinct 

phases: exploration and development, and collaborative teaching. The study 

involved five science teachers, two lecturers, and 45 seventh-grade students 

in three limited field trials. The study found that collaborative teaching 

through worksheet development could increase science teachers’ 

professionalism, particularly in the collegial phase. Furthermore, the study 

developed a valid PjBL-based worksheet on plastic waste and climate 

change, aligning with the 2013 curriculum for science instruction in junior 

high school, involving three core competencies. The research design 

employed a lesson study framework, which allowed for a thorough 

exploration of the research topic, leading to the development of effective 

instructional material. The findings of this study have significant 

implications for science education in junior high school, particularly in 

promoting active learning and fostering a deeper understanding of complex 

environmental issues. Overall, the study highlights the importance of 

collaborative teaching and the potential of PjBL-based worksheets in 

enhancing teacher competence and developing relevant instructional 

materials that align with the curriculum. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Student mastery of learning content still highly depends on the teacher’s professional and 

pedagogical competence [1]. Unfortunately, science teachers’ competence in several regencies in Indonesia 

in 2013-2015 was classified as low [2]. Similar things were found in science teachers in Yogyakarta [3], 

Madiun [4], and Aceh [5]. One of the causes of this low teacher competence is that teachers have not 

attended material content review training since finishing college or they tend only to master one field of 

science, such as biology, physics, or chemistry [6], [7]. 

Low science content mastery affects the teacher’s ability to teach and create a “fully-integrated” 

science instruction [8]. However, teaching is not only about content mastery, it is about competence and 

developing professionalism [9]. The study by Putra et al. [10], found that out of six third-grade teachers at 

elementary school, only one was at level IV, and had the ability to create integrated learning fundamentally. 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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Several studies have been carried out to overcome this problem [11]–[16]. However, none developed an 

integrated science learning instrument by collaborating with lecturers and teachers. 

Collaborative teaching is a form of informal training that can improve teachers’ professional 

competence, in which they observe each other’s instruction as a source of self-reflection [17]. Virtanen et al. 

study [18] showed active learning methods in regular use are important to developing teachers’ 

professionalism. Teacher professional competency improvement training is divided into two forms, namely 

formal collaborative training and informal collaborative training [19]. Studies on collaborative teaching have 

been conducted by several researchers [20], [21]. 

Nevertheless, no research has yet combined the development of science learning worksheets 

employing collaborative teaching (CT). Besides, there are no specific studies that link it to improving the 

professional competence of teachers [22]. The selection of the topic “plastic waste and climate change” is 

essential in Indonesia for several reasons, including i) Indonesia is the second-largest producer of plastic 

waste in the world; and ii) the issue is the dominant environmental issue today [23], [24]. Meanwhile, there is 

no specific curriculum in science learning that discusses plastic waste and relates it to the context of climate 

change. The impacts of climate change are being recorded and documented all around the world [25]. 

Research on plastic waste teaching tools in Indonesia was recently conducted by Rahmawati et al. [26], but 

only measured student eco-literation in social studies learning without showing the worksheets or basic 

competencies (KD) used. Based on the three points above, the purpose of this research is to develop an 

integrated science worksheet on the topic of “plastic waste and climate change”, which is with the prevailing 

curriculum in Indonesia by conducting collaborative teaching between science teachers and lecturers from 

the Teacher Training Institute. 

 

 

2. RESEARCH METHOD 

2.1. Research design 

This descriptive study depicted what happened during learning, with modifications to two research 

types: developmental research and collaborative teaching. Developmental research used a type-II 

developmental research framework, which consisted of two stages: exploration and development phases. 

Meanwhile, collaborative teaching utilizes a lesson study framework, comprising the phases of curriculum 

study, formulating a goal (PLAN), conducting research (DO), and reflection (SEE). The modification of the 

two types of research frameworks was carried out to facilitate innovation in the development of learning tools 

and support the collegial learning process among the teachers participating in collaborative teaching. In the 

lesson study framework, namely the curriculum study and PLAN, discussion activities were conducted. The 

final results were realized in the form of an initial worksheet design. 

 

2.2.  Research sample 

The initial worksheet design obtained from the exploration phase was tried out on a limited scale in 

DO activities, modified with the development phase, towards 15 junior high school students in grade VII for 

a cycle, and this research was conducted in three-cycle processes. Therefore, the total number of students 

involved was 45 people. One teacher acted as a model teacher, while two teachers and two other lecturers 

represented the observers. The use of a limited sample in this study (15-45 students) is very possible because 

qualitative research that develops educational research products as proposed by Borg and Gall can be tested 

using qualitative methods involving small participants [27]. 

 

2.3.  Research instruments and procedures 

Trials were carried out three times (cycle processes). The findings from each completed were 

employed as input for revising the worksheet being developed. The LKPD design would be revised based on 

the results of feedback from the observer in the DO phase. Feedback from observers was delivered in the 

SEE. The research design that modifies collaborative teaching with the exploration and development phases 

is presented in Figure 1. 

This research activity was carried out during the COVID-19 pandemic from April to November 

2020. Discussions were conducted online using WhatsApp and Zoom. The involvement of science teachers 

and model teachers in worksheet development in the form of collaborative teaching started from the initial 

validation process (exploration phase) up to three limited class trials (developing phase). The teachers 

involved in the initial discussion designing the worksheet until the limited trials totaled five teachers and 

lecturers, including the model teacher. Meanwhile, the seventh-grade students of junior high school (SMP) 

totaled 45 people, each of which amounted to 15 students in the trial. Besides, for expert validation, it 

involved other teachers who were not involved in the CT team, with a total of three teachers and lecturers. 
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Figure 1. Modification of collaborative teaching and developmental research phase 
 

 

The findings at each test (reflect) completion were used as input to revise the developed LKPD. The 

revised results were retried so this phase is called the cycle process because it is an accumulation of field 

trials with a limited number of participants. The LKPD design would be revised in each trial process based 

on the trial results' feedback results. The LKPD design from the exploration phase is referred to as the 

construction design, while the trials' final result is called the implementation LKPD design. Likert scale 

questionnaires and semi-structured interviews were used to measure teachers’ professional competence. 

Meanwhile, to measure the level of teacher professional competence, Hargreaves [16] framework was 

employed. It was divided into four professional competence levels: pre-professional phase, autonomous 

phase, collegial phase, and post-professional phase. 

 

2.4.  Data analysis 

The competence of a teacher is usually associated with the professional performance of a teacher in 

relation to student performance, and this professional competence is a crucial part of education. There are 

various frameworks used to measure the professional competence of teachers, and in this study, the 

Hargreaves framework [16] is used. This framework measures competence based on time and the 

consequences it brings, including the pre-professional phase, autonomous professionalism phase, collegial 

professional phase, and post-professional phase. Each indicator can be seen in Table 1. 
 

 

Table 1. Distribution of teacher professional competency questionnaires 
Competency Indicator 

Pre-professional phase The teacher views that mass education is better than individual education. 
Books and learning resources are still limited. 

Teachers dominate the learning process. 

Students are motivated to be competitive. 
The monotonous teaching and learning strategies. 

The teaching materials used from year to year are always the same. 

Teaching is still considered the same as managing a class. 
The pedagogical aspect is only a concern when being a pre-service teacher. 

Autonomous 

professionalism phase 

Continued professional education after bachelors. 

Teachers get full autonomy to teach in class. 
Having commitment and investment in developing technology and innovation in formal education. 

The view that the length of time in the profession as a teacher makes someone lose their professionalism. 

Collegial professional 
phase 

Teachers start working collaboratively. 
The teaching materials are growing rapidly. 

The rapid development of science and teaching methods. 

Multicultural challenge. 
More discussion sessions on student learning difficulties and personal problems. 

The teacher community has grown. 

Post professional phase The professional concept becomes flexible and democratic. 
Professionals have become ingrained in motivation. 

Collaborative work is no longer limited to one institution. 

Teachers improve professionalism at the formal level. 
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3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

3.1. Collaboration teaching in the exploration phase 

CT in the exploration phase discussed the theory of developing a PjBL-based worksheet and a study 

on the suitability of the content with the applicable curriculum. Based on the study in the exploration phase, 

three basic competencies (KD) could be used and packaged in project-based learning (PjBL). The three basic 

competencies in class VII SMP included i) KD 3.7: analyzing interactions between living things and their 

environment and population dynamics due to these interactions; ii) KD 3.8: analyzing the process of 

environmental pollution and its impact on the ecosystem; and iii) KD 3.9: analyzing climate change and its 

impact on the ecosystem. The three basic competencies are presented with the theme “plastic waste and 

climate change” with lesson plans, as shown in Figure 2. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. PjBL lesson plan with the theme “plastic waste and climate change” 

 

 

Figure 3 presents three key activities. Activity 1, as visibly demonstrated in Figure 3(a), involves an 

exploration of the relationship between food webs and plastic waste, reflecting the principles of KD 3.7 and 

3.6. Activity 2, depicted in Figure 3(b), investigates the pertinent link between plastic waste and climate 

change, aligned with the objectives specified in KD 3.9. Finally, the project activity (activity 3), constructed 

on the guidelines of KD 4.8, offers a feasible solution to the pressing issue of plastic waste via the concept of 

green plastic, as displayed in Figure 4. These activities collectively provide a comprehensive insight into the 

topic at hand, consolidating the outlined competencies. 
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 3. Worksheet activity in (a) activity 1 and (b) activity 2 

 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Green plastic-making project 

 

 

Initially, the group project was designed for students to have various solutions to plastic waste. 

However, when it was validated, there were suggestions. First, the form should be specific to only one 

solution, namely green plastic making. However, to facilitate student creativity, the selection of primary 

materials and tools could be free and creative. Second, the worksheet should include all PjBL learning model 

phases: i) starting with the essential question; ii) designing a plan; iii) creating a schedule; iv) monitoring the 

progress; and v) assessing the outcome. Initially, the steps in points 2-5 were already in the worksheet, while 

the first syntax inclusion was entered in the form of a worksheet as in Figure 5. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 5. Essential questions in the worksheet 
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Developing an integrated science worksheet by combining three different KD requires a certain 

amount of knowledge about the components and pedagogical skills to package them in a lesson. In-service 

and pre-service teachers have difficulty making integrated learning in their classes [28]. This difficulty is 

caused by the lack of training [29]–[31]. Another point is that when teachers develop an integrated learning 

curriculum without collaborating, there will be many terms and knowledge that ultimately make them avoid 

developing an integrated curriculum [32].  

Feedback from expert validators in the form of limiting the type of project is the right thing. Based 

on the research between traditional learning and PjBL [33], [34], it was found that PjBL often produced low 

scores in student final exams. The same thing happened when several researchers [35], [36] compared the 

open inquiry learning model and guided inquiry. From their research, it was uncovered that students who 

were not used to inquiry learning would find it difficult to learn with open inquiry; these difficulties caused a 

decrease in student success in learning. In this study, the development of worksheets was aimed at seventh-

grade students who were beginners in working on PjBL-based worksheets. 

 

3.2.  Collaboration teaching in the development phase 

The worksheet design obtained from CT activities in the exploration phase is called the construction 

design. This design was tried limitedly three times, each of which was for 15 students in the developing 

phase. The findings after each DO were used as input for revising the worksheet. The worksheet design 

would be revised for each trial process based on the SEE feedback results. It is referred to as the construction 

design. The revision can be seen in Table 2. 

 

 

Table 2. Findings and revisions of LKPD trial results at each step of PjBL learning 
No. Findings Revisions 

1 The essential questions placed at the beginning of the 
worksheet are shown in Figure 4. 

In the first trial, students were too fixated on the essential 

questions so they forgot that essential questions should not 
be answered and discussed. 

Essential questions on the worksheet were deleted and used as 
introductory questions for learning by including them in 

PowerPoint in the introduction. 

2 In the first trial, many students were not ready to learn. It 

was proven from the worksheets that had not been printed, 
and the students were still confused about which group to 

enter. 

One day before the lesson, the teacher distributed softcopy 

worksheets in the WhatsApp group and asked each student to 
print the worksheet and reminded the notes about which group 

the students should be in so that when zooming was on the 

breakdown, they had already known which group they should 
be in. 

3 The worksheet's learning activities took a lot of time, and 

it was difficult for students to start the next activity. 

Activities were divided into two: activities in the class and 

project activities outside the classroom. Therefore, the 
introductory discourse in Activity 2 was eliminated, and the 

questions were taken by simplifying the form of questions and 

adding conclusions, as in Figure 6. 
4 In activity 1, students had difficulty attaching pictures of 

organisms to create and analyze a food chain. This 

difficulty was caused by unclear pictures and students not 
knowing of the process of eating and being eaten; for 

example, a snake is eaten by a king cobra. 

a. The organism image was provided directly in the worksheet. 

Students simply made food chain arrows, which pointed from 

one organism to another. 
b. Teachers looked for images that were more suitable and 

understood by the students, such as shrimp. 

c. Below the picture of the organism in question, the name in 
the Indonesian language is given. 

The revision in this section can be seen in Figure 7. 

5 Students encountered a little difficulty following the 

project work instructions. It was because students were 

still in the first level of junior high school, with various 

elementary school backgrounds, so neither group could 
produce plastic ore from their PjBL project during the first 

trial. 

Revisions to project activities and a video link for making iron 

ore can be seen in Figure 8. 

 

 

Based on Table 2 in section 3, we gathered a salient observation: the learning activities inscribed 

within the predesignated worksheet were unduly time-consuming, presenting formidable obstacles for the 

students in propelling to the subsequent exercise. Addressing these inefficiencies, the once-included 

introductory speech in Activity 2 was strategically excised, an alteration compelled not by convenience but 

by optimum utilization of available time. Simultaneously, question formats within the exercise received 

significant simplification, with the objective remaining the homogenization of comprehension, engagement, 

and efficiency while precluding the sacrifice of any of the aforementioned parameters at the altar of rigid 

temporal constraints. Furthermore, to commendably maintain the academic rigor and integrity of the learning 

activity, conclusions were incorporated within the revised format. These comprehensive amendments are best 
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visually encapsulated within Figure 6 [11], providing a tangible representation of a responsive adaptation to 

previously observed academic challenges. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 6. The results of the revision of the second activity 

 

 

According to Table 2 point 4, Students found it challenging to attach images of species to design 

and analyze a food chain in activity 1. Students did not understand the process of eating and being eaten, 

such as when a king cobra consumes a snake, which contributed to this issue. Figure 7 represents the first 

activity’s revision, for which the organism image was already included in the worksheet. Students only 

created arrows that indicated the food chain from one organism to another. Teachers also searched for 

pictures of things that students could relate to and understand, like shrimp, and the name of the organism is 

provided in Indonesian below the image of it. 

 

 

  
 

Figure 7. The results of the revision of the activity 1 

 

 

Based on Table 2 point 5, Students had a little trouble following the project work directions in 

activity 1. Both groups were unable to generate plastic ore for their PjBL projects during the first trial since 

the students were still in junior high school’s first level and came from different elementary school 

backgrounds. Figure 8 shows changes to project activities and a video link for producing iron ore. 

 

 

3. From the food webs that you created, is it possible that microplastics will enter the human body. 

Tell me the reason! 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

4. If plastic waste has such a big impact on the ecosystem, how plastic waste can also affect global 

warming and climate change! 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

5. Make a conclusion from the discussion you did from question 1 to 4! 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Figure 8. The results of the revision of the first activity 

 

 

Based on Table 2, several points can be discussed, including points 1, 3, and 4. At point one the 

essential questions are introductory questions to make students think in general about the vital knowledge to 

understand the subject matter content [37]. Therefore, as an improvement, essential questions were employed 

as introductory questions, which the teacher asked without suggesting the correct answer so that they were 

placed in the PPT at the beginning of the lesson. In Shultz and Li study [38], the teachers insert syntax in 

core activities. The primary factor was teachers had difficulty making the essential questions that will guide 

students in PjBL activities [39], or often, essential questions developed by the teacher were not connected 

with the material to be taught [40]. 

Based on the research findings above, it could be concluded that it is vital to ask essential questions 

in developing PjBL worksheets. However, it should not be put in the worksheet but included in the lesson 

plan and used as guided questions. After three trials in the developing phase with DO and SEE cycles, the 

results of developing the worksheet were successful. 

Based on the third trial results as shown in Figure 9, it took 09.17 minutes to carry out the opening 

learning activities, as shown in Figure 9(a), 45 minutes for core activities, and five minutes for closing 

activities. In the opening activity, the learning objectives were conveyed and ended with students starting to 

divide into groups. Meanwhile, the core learning activities were done in the form of group and class 

discussions, while the closing activities were conducted with conclusions and introductions for making 

projects. 

In the third point of Table 2, students did not experience significant difficulties. From the research 

of Friesen and Scott [41], it was found that PjBL learning is more of learning that applies knowledge; in other 

words, when doing PjBL learning, students are deemed to have sufficient knowledge to apply their 

knowledge in the form of projects. However, based on several studies [42], [43], it was revealed that the right 

learning model could often trigger a culture of inquisitiveness in students, which was done in the form of 

asking questions. The fourth point about students' difficulty following the work steps of the green plastic 

project, was overcome by adding a video link as an additional project development guide. The process of 

observing learning and discussing improvements to the worksheets developed was carried out after the 

learning process took place, as in Figure 9(b). Meanwhile, student-made PjBL products and students' correct 

answers to learning activities in the worksheet are in Figure 9. Figure 10(a) and 10(b) is shown the results of 

student’s answers from the final worksheet developed. Figure 10(c) shows the student-made green plastic 

project sheets. 
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 9. Third trial: (a) opening activity and (b) discussion of model teachers and observers to improve the 

worksheets 

 

 

   
(a) (b) (c) 

 

Figure 10. PjBL (a) products and students’ answers; (b) results of student’s answers from the final worksheet 

developed; and (c) student-made green plastic project sheets 

 

 

3.3.  Teacher professional development 

To measure teachers' professional competence, a Likert scale questionnaire and semi-structured 

interviews were employed, using the Hargreaves framework [16] modified by Wardoyo et al. [44]. The levels 

of professionalism referred to were the pre-professional phase, autonomous phase, collegial phase, and post-

professional phase. The level of teacher professional competence on the measured indicators was analyzed 

and divided into three groups: i) indicators before collaborative teaching; ii) after collaborative teaching; and 

iii) indicators that remained after CT had been carried out.  

Based on Table 3, teachers involved in CT had met the pre-professional phase's basic standards, 

even before attending CT, and were more persistent after attending CT, combined with worksheet 

development. However, some indicators did not change. The autonomous phase of CT combined with 

worksheet development changed two fundamental paradigms: i) to make teachers aware of full collaboration 

in developing integrated science learning; and ii) viewing technology as something difficult and should be 

studied formally. CT and worksheet development require teachers to collaborate in a high-learning 

atmosphere to become confident. The collegial phase was the most affected and changed a lot after the CT 

implementation. Meanwhile, the stage that has not changed much due to CT being modified with worksheet 

development was the post-professional stage. 
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Table 3. Levels of teacher professionalism 
Phases Indicators Mean 

Pre-professional 
phase 

Before CT Students are motivated to be competent. 4.5 
The teacher applies the same strategy to the same material in each class. 3 

Pedagogic aspects are crucial only during an internship or when there is supervision. 4 

After CT Students are motivated to collaborate with each other. 4.5 
The teacher applies different strategies to the same material in each class. 4.5 

The pedagogical aspect should be a concern at all times. 4.5 

Remained Mass education that treats students the same in one class is still considered better. 4.0 
Teachers have made use of various books and learning resources. 4.75 

Teachers dominate learning in the classroom. 3.25 

The teacher revises the teaching materials used every year. 2.5 
Teaching is still considered the same as managing a class. 4.5 

Autonomous 

phase 

Before CT My pedagogy is qualified enough to teach students today. 4 

Having commitment and investment in developing technology and innovation in 
formal education 

5 

After CT After attending the collaborative teaching training, I thought that my science 

knowledge should be added so that I could teach integrated science well. 

5 

Having commitment and investment in developing technology and innovation in 

education formally and informally 

4 

The view that the length of time in the profession as a teacher makes someone lose 
their professionalism 

3.5 

Remained Teachers get full autonomy to teach in class. 4.5 
Collegial phase Before CT Before CT, teachers thought that teachers could teach science by sharing subject 

matter content with teachers in other fields without even collaborating. 

4 

 

The teacher understands that the discussion about learning difficulties and students’ 
personal problems is the homeroom teacher's authority and the counseling teachers. 

3.5 

After CT Teachers start working collaboratively because they realize that to teach integrated 

science, they must collaborate. 

5 

The teacher knows a lot about how to teach when observing the teacher's instruction 

during CT. 

5 

The teaching materials owned are growing rapidly. 5 
The teacher believes that the development of science and teaching methods will 

develop rapidly with CT. 

5 

The teacher begins to allocate much time for discussion sessions about learning 
difficulties and student personal problems. 

4.7 

Remained Multicultural challenges are not yet a big problem for teachers.  

The teacher community has grown.  
Post-professional 

phase 

Before CT - - 

After CT - - 

Remained Professionals have become ingrained in motivation. 3.75 
Collaborative work is no longer limited to one institution. 2.5 

Teachers increase professionalism at the formal level. 2.5 

 

 

An interesting point in Table 3 lies in the autonomous phase of the paradigm of professionalism. 

The prevailing general view is that the longer one takes the profession as a teacher, making him a 

professional teacher. However, this view is contrary to, the model teacher. They stated that the longer the 

teacher taught, the less professional the teacher was. It seems that the views of the model teacher were mixed 

between professionalism and idealism. This view changed in the model teacher after following CT. Model 

teachers began to realize that professional education can be achieved through collaboration, discussion, and 

observation. 

Another interesting point in Table 3 is that before CT, one teacher still used the same strategy for 

the same material in different classes. However, while doing CT, teacher C realized that the same strategy 

could not be applied in different classes. On the point of teaching materials, it does not mean that teachers 

immediately have many textbooks after CT. However, CT made teachers aware, so that they initiate CT in 

the form of developing teaching tools in the future. Table 3 shows that the stage that has not changed is the 

post-professional stage. 

The results found in this study are consistent with those exhibited by Kyvik and Larsen [45], who 

found that the professional competence of teachers who have a learning community and collaborate to 

research learning will increase gradually. It corroborates Willemse and Boei [46] statement that there is a 

close relationship between teachers’ research and the teaching and learning process they do in the classroom. 

Introducing research in the form of teaching tool development and jointly discussing to observe the learning 

process of the model teacher in the classroom provides opportunities for teachers to reflect and exchange 

experiences [47], focus on research methodology, develop a “collective research journey” [48], and 

ultimately, improving professionalism [22]. 
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4. CONCLUSION 

Based on the research findings, it was possible to draw the conclusion that the project-based 

learning worksheet on the subject of “plastic waste and climate change” was valid and appropriate for use in 

the classroom, provided that it did not include all of the necessary questions in the worksheet but provided 

enough in the lesson plan, limited the project activities to prevent student confusion, and included video links 

when creating project samples. It also required that students have the necessary background knowledge to 

readily learn new material. This study also suggested that collaborative teaching with worksheet development 

activities could enhance teacher professionalism, particularly up to the collegial phase. 

 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

The research publication of this article was funded by DIPA of Public Service Agency of 

Universitas Sriwijaya in according Rector’s Decree Number 0687/UN9/SK.BUK.KP/2020. 

 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] J. L. S. Lucenario, R. T. Yangco, A. E. Punzalan, and A. A. Espinosa, “Pedagogical Content Knowledge-Guided Lesson Study: 

Effects on Teacher Competence and Students’ Achievement in Chemistry,” Education Research International, vol. 2016, pp. 1–9, 

2016, doi: 10.1155/2016/6068930. 
[2] S. Suyanto, “A reflection on the implementation of a new curriculum in Indonesia: A crucial problem on school readiness,” AIP 

Conference Proceedings, vol. 1868, 2017, doi: 10.1063/1.4995218. 
[3] Y. Rachmawati, Suyatno, and A. B. Santosa, “Principal’s managerial competence in actualizing a creative school,” Universal 

Journal of Educational Research, vol. 8, no. 8, pp. 3406–3416, 2020, doi: 10.13189/ujer.2020.080814. 

[4] J. R. Riwukore, I. Global, and J. S. Street, “The Influence of Competence and Work Motivation to Teacher Performance in SMP 
Negeri at Kota Kupang,” İlköğretim Online, vol. 20, no. 1, 2021, doi: 10.17051/ilkonline.2021.01.73. 

[5] Nilawati, E. Djulia, and S. Edi, “Competency Analysis of Science/Biology Junior High School Teachers that Have Passed 

Certification in Aceh Tamiang Regency,” Proceedings of the 4th Annual International Seminar on Transformative Education and 
Educational Leadership (AISTEEL 2019), 2020, doi: 10.2991/aisteel-19.2019.35. 

[6] A. M. Jiménez, B. García Fernández, and M. T. B. Franco, “How Spanish science teachers perceive the introduction of 

competence-based science teaching,” Journal of Baltic Science Education, vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 371–381, 2016, doi: 
10.33225/jbse/16.15.371. 

[7] J. Ye, S. Mi, and H. Bi, “Constructing core teaching competency indicators for secondary school science teachers in China,” 

Journal of Baltic Science Education, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 389–406, Jun. 2021, doi: 10.33225/jbse/21.20.389. 
[8] J. Gess-Newsome, “Pedagogical Content Knowledge: An Introduction and Orientation,” in Examining Pedagogical Content 

Knowledge, Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, pp. 3–17. doi: 10.1007/0-306-47217-1_1. 

[9] R. Maharaj-sharma, “Teaching Integrated Science Through the Use of Interactive Worksheets,” Caribbean Curriculum, vol. 22, 
pp. 85–103, 2014. 

[10] M. J. Adi Putra, A. Widodo, and W. Sopandi, “Science Teachers’ Pedagogical Content Knowledge and Integrated Approach,” 

Journal of Physics: Conference Series, vol. 895, no. 1, 2017, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/895/1/012144. 
[11] T. R. Tretter, S. L. Brown, W. S. Bush, J. C. Saderholm, and V.-L. Holmes, “Valid and Reliable Science Content Assessments for 

Science Teachers,” Journal of Science Teacher Education, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 269–295, Apr. 2013, doi: 10.1007/s10972-012-

9299-7. 
[12] S. Singerin, E. K. Huliselan, and A. Latununuwe, “Development of Integrated Science Learning Devices Using Problem Based 

Learning (Pbl) Learning Model Through Lesson Study,” EDU SCIENCES JOURNAL, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 124–132, Aug. 2020, doi: 

10.30598/edusciencesvol1iss2pp124-132. 
[13] J. Sari, R. Asyhar, and S. Purwaningsih, “Integrated Science Learning Devices on Substances and Their Characteristics Material 

with Character Enrichment Through the Application of Problem-Based Learning,” Integrated Science Education Journal, vol. 4, 

no. 3, pp. 90–95, Sep. 2023, doi: 10.37251/isej.v4i3.691. 
[14] L. Drăghicescu, G. Gorghiu, G. Laura Monica, and A.-M. Petrescu, “Pleading for an integrated curriculum,” Journal of Science 

and Arts Year, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 89–95, 2013. 

[15] N. Mestrinho and B. Cavadas, “Innovation in Teacher Education: An Integrative Approach to Teaching and Learning Science and 
Mathematics,” Presented at the 2nd Innovative and Creative Education and Teaching International Conference (ICETIC2018), 

2018, doi: 10.3390/proceedings2211343. 

[16] A. Hargreaves, “Four ages of professionalism and professional learning,” Teachers and Teaching: Theory and Practice, vol. 6, 
no. 2, pp. 151–182, 2000, doi: 10.1080/713698714. 

[17] A. R. Freese, “Reframing one’s teaching: Discovering our teacher selves through reflection and inquiry,” Teaching and Teacher 

Education, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 100–119, 2006, doi: 10.1016/j.tate.2005.07.003. 
[18] P. Virtanen, H. M. Niemi, and A. Nevgi, “Active learning and self-regulation enhance student teachers’ professional 

competences,” Australian Journal of Teacher Education, vol. 42, no. 12, pp. 1–20, 2017, doi: 10.14221/ajte.2017v42n12.1. 

[19] A. Hargreaves, “Mixed emotions: Teachers’ perceptions of their interactions with students,” Teaching and Teacher Education, 
vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 811–826, 2000, doi: 10.1016/S0742-051X(00)00028-7. 

[20] R. Y. Purwoko, “The Urgency of Pedagogical Content Knowledge in Improving the Quality of Mathematics Learning,”  

(in Indonesian), Jurnal Pendidikan Surya Edukasi (JPSE), vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 42–55, 2017. 
[21] B. Nainggolan, W. Hutabarat, M. Situmorang, and M. Sitorus, “Developing innovative chemistry laboratory workbook integrated 

with project-based learning and character-based chemistry,” International Journal of Instruction, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 895–908, 

2020, doi: 10.29333/iji.2020.13359a. 
[22] M. B. Postholm, “Collaboration between teacher educators and schools to enhance development,” European Journal of Teacher 

Education, vol. 39, no. 4, pp. 452–470, 2016, doi: 10.1080/02619768.2016.1225717. 



Int J Eval & Res Educ  ISSN: 2252-8822  

 

Enhancing teacher competence through collaborative worksheet development: an empirical … (Meilinda) 

1701 

[23] N. Joseph, A. Kumar, S. M. Majgi, G. S. Kumar, and R. B. Y. Prahalad, “Usage of plastic bags and health hazards: A study to 
assess awareness level and perception about legislation among a small population of Mangalore city,” Journal of Clinical and 

Diagnostic Research, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. LM01–LM04, 2016, doi: 10.7860/JCDR/2016/16245.7529. 

[24] N. David and A. Mavropoulos, “Wasted health: The tragic case of dumpsites,” International Solid Waste Association (ISWA) 
Report, vol. 3, 2015. 

[25] R. J. T. Competente, “Pre-service teachers’ inclusion of climate change education,” International Journal of Evaluation and 

Research in Education (IJERE), vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 119–126, 2019, doi: 10.11591/ijere.v8i1.16923. 
[26] A. Rahmawati, N. Supriatna, and A. Mulyadi, “Ecoliteracy in Utilizing Plastic Waste to Ecobrick Through Project Based 

Learning on Social Studies Learning,” International Journal Pedagogy of Social Studies, vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 101–106, 2019. 

[27] W. R. Borg and M. D. Gall, “Educational research: An introduction,” British Journal of Educational Studies, vol. 32, no. 3, 1984. 
[28] R. Lowe, “Pre-Service Teachers’ Experiences with Curriculum Integration: A Qualitative Study,” Journal of Chemical 

Information and Modeling, vol. 53, no. 9, pp. 1689–1699, 2019. 

[29] Ó. Chávez, J. E. Tarr, D. A. Grouws, and V. M. Soria, “Third-Year High School Mathematics Curriculum: Effects of Content 
Organization and Curriculum Implementation,” International Journal of Science and Mathematics Education, vol. 13, no. 1,  

pp. 97–120, 2015, doi: 10.1007/s10763-013-9443-7. 

[30] S. Drake and J. Reid, “Integrated Curriculum as an Effective Way to Teach 21st Century Capabilities,” Asia Pacific Journal of 
Educational Research, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 31–50, 2018, doi: 10.30777/apjer.2018.1.1.03. 

[31] G. Zhou and J. Kim, “Impact of an integrated methods course on preservice teachers’ perspectives of curriculum integration and 

faculty instructors’ professional growth,” Canadian Journal of Science, Mathematics and Technology Education, vol. 10, no. 2, 
pp. 123–138, 2010, doi: 10.1080/14926151003778266. 

[32] J. Parker, D. Heywood, and N. Jolley, “Developing pre-service primary teachers’ perceptions of cross-curricular teaching through 

reflection on learning,” Teachers and Teaching: Theory and Practice, vol. 18, no. 6, pp. 693–716, 2012, doi: 
10.1080/13540602.2012.746504. 

[33] M. A. Albanese and S. Mitchell, “Problem-based learning,” Academic Medicine, vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 52–81, Jan. 1993, doi: 

10.1097/00001888-199301000-00012. 
[34] L. Berkson, “Problem-based learning,” Academic Medicine, vol. 68, no. 10, pp. S79-88, Oct. 1993, doi: 10.1097/00001888-

199310000-00053. 

[35] G. P. McDonough, “Challenging Catholic School Resistance to GSAs with a Revised Conception of Scandal and a Critique of 
Perceived Threat,” Paideusis, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 71–80, 2020, doi: 10.7202/1071467ar. 

[36] J. Van Den Ende, J. Moreira, L. Tuyisenge, and Z. Bisoffi, “An inquiry about clinicians’ view of the distribution of posttest 

probabilities: Possible consequences for applying the threshold concept,” Medical Decision Making, vol. 33, no. 2, pp. 136–138, 
2013, doi: 10.1177/0272989X12448681. 

[37] J. McTighe and G. Wiggins, Essential questions: Opening doors to student understanding. ASCD, 2013. 

[38] G. V. Shultz and Y. Li, “Student Development of Information Literacy Skills during Problem-Based Organic Chemistry 
Laboratory Experiments,” Journal of Chemical Education, vol. 93, no. 3, pp. 413–422, 2016, doi: 10.1021/acs.jchemed.5b00523. 

[39] J. Krauss and S. Boss, Thinking through project-based learning: Guiding deeper inquiry. Corwin Press, 2013. 

[40] S. Haryani, S. Wardani, K. I. Supardi, and A. T. Prasetya, “The analysis of teacher’s ability in create lesson plans and student 
worksheet,” Journal of Physics: Conference Series, vol. 1321, no. 2, 2019, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/1321/2/022045. 

[41] S. Friesen and D. Scott, “Inquiry-Based Learning: A Review of the Research Literature,” Alberta Ministry of Education, 2013. 

[42] C. Chin and L. G. Chia, “Problem-based learning: Using students’ questions to drive knowledge construction,” Science 
Education, vol. 88, no. 5, pp. 707–727, 2004, doi: 10.1002/sce.10144. 

[43] C. Chin and J. Osborne, “Students’ questions: A potential resource for teaching and learning science,” Studies in Science 

Education, vol. 44, no. 1, pp. 1–39, 2008, doi: 10.1080/03057260701828101. 
[44] C. Wardoyo, A. Herdiani, and S. Sulikah, “Teacher Professionalism: Analysis of Professionalism Phases,” International 

Education Studies, vol. 10, no. 4, p. 90, 2017, doi: 10.5539/ies.v10n4p90. 

[45] S. Kyvik and I. M. Larsen, “Norway: Strong State Support of Research in University Colleges,” in The Research Mission of 
Higher Education Institutions outside the University Sector, Springer Dordrecht, 2010, pp. 219–236. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4020-

9244-2_12. 
[46] T. M. Willemse and F. Boei, “Teacher educators’ research practices: an explorative study of teacher educators’ perceptions on 

research,” Journal of Education for Teaching, vol. 39, no. 4, pp. 354–369, 2013, doi: 10.1080/02607476.2013.797292. 

[47] H. Hagger and D. McIntyre, learning teaching from teachers: Realising the potential of school-based teacher education. 
McGraw-Hill Education (UK), 2006. 

[48] J. Loughran, “Professionally Developing as a Teacher Educator,” Journal of Teacher Education, vol. 65, no. 4, pp. 271–283, 

2014, doi: 10.1177/0022487114533386. 

 

 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS 

 

 

Meilinda     graduated the Sriwijaya University with a degree in biology education. 

She defended her doctoral thesis, the climate change lecture program with the Yoyo learning 

system-based case to provide content mastery and thinking system student skills at the 

Indonesia University of Education, and received the degree of doctor in science education. She 

has been an assistant professor at the Department of Biology Education at Sriwijaya 

University, Sumatera Selatan Indonesia from 2005 until now. Her academic interest is in 

science education, especially in environment education and system thinking. Dr. Meilinda is 

the author of more than 15 scientific papers. She can be contacted at email: 

meilinda@fkip.unsri.ac.id. 

  

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9436-730X
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=7B8I07sAAAAJ&hl=id
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57196089337
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/2098049


                ISSN: 2252-8822 

Int J Eval & Res Educ, Vol. 13, No. 3, June 2024: 1690-1702 

1702 

 

Ratu Ilma Indra Putri     is a Professor of Mathematics Education, at Sriwijaya 

University. She was appointed lecturer in 1994 at Sriwijaya University. She is an academic 

researcher and the author has contributed to research on the topic of Formative assessment, 

Lesson study, Literacy, and Teaching methods. Prof Ratu has written several educational 

books such as Research Methodology, history of PMRI, and Assessment of Mathematics 

Education. She is also one of the drafters of policy formulation within the Faculty of Teaching 

and Education at Sriwijaya University regarding curriculum, quality assurance units, and 

handbooks since 2016. She can be contacted at email: ratu.ilma@yahoo.com. 

  

 

Zulkardi     is a Professor of Mathematics Education, at Sriwijaya University. He 

graduated with a master of computer science at the University of Twente, Netherlands, a 

master of science in education science and technology at the University of Twente and 

Freudenthal Institute, Netherlands, and a doctor in mathematics education. His research 

focuses on PISA-like task design, curriculum development, and design research. He devoted 

himself to Indonesia, especially in mathematics education. He became part of the IP PMRI 

team and promoted more meaningful mathematics learning in everyday life. He is an expert in 

developing curricula, teaching methods and implementing ICD (web-based) in mathematics 

education. He can be contacted at email: zulkardi@unsri.ac.id. 

  

 

Rita Inderawati     is a Professor of the English Study Program, at Sriwijaya 

University. Bachelor of Arts in English Language Education, Sriwijaya University, Indonesia 

(1990). Master of Education in English Language Education, Universitas Pendidikan 

Indonesia, Indonesia (2000). Doctor of Education in Language Education, Universitas 

Pendidikan Indonesia, Indonesia (2005). Her research focuses on the utilization of 

technological tools for academic writing, the development of local culture-based teaching 

materials, and the use of literature for character-building and virtual drama performance. She 

can be contacted at email: rita_inderawati@fkip.unsri.ac.id. 

  

 

Try Desnita     is a teacher at a public junior high school, SMP Negeri 1 Palembang, 

Indonesia. She is currently teaching science subjects. She can be contacted at email: 

desnitatry@gmail.com. 

 

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1802-7757
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=jTut1xsAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=ao
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=55874038900
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/1214336
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6848-7519
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=ClkKFC0AAAAJ&hl=en
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57220148251
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/1143652
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5982-1071
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=7xjYpxAAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=ao
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57222353257
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/O-3573-2018
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-9064-7458

