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Introduction

Education stakeholders are increasingly interested in finding effective
ways to improve education and learning outcomes. Among the factors that
have been found to be crucial to student success are their engagement and
self-efficacy beliefs. These two factors are known to predict students'
learning and performance, both of which are influenced by various factors,
including the teaching method used. Research in recent years has shown that
effective teaching methods require the integration of technology to activate
and improve learners' capabilities. The integration of technology in
education has become a necessity in many educational systems worldwide.
While educators recognize the benefits of educational technologies, the
integration of technology into the curriculum is still complex and
challenging for teachers. They often find it difficult to integrate technology
effectively into the classroom and have questions about how technology
integration can improve learners' performance.

Method

The present study aimed to investigate the integration of technology in
teaching role-playing methods and its effect on cognitive engagement and
academic self-efficacy of elementary students in experimental sciences. The
study used an experimental design with a pre-test and post-test design with a
control group. The sample included 60 sixth-grade students selected through
a multi-stage cluster sampling method and randomly assigned to three
groups: an integration of technology in role-playing, role-playing, and a
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lecture group.The data were collected using two questionnaires: the Tinio
Academic Engagement Questionnaire (2009) and the Jinks and Morgan
Academic Self-Efficacy Questionnaire (1999).

Results

The results showed that the integration of technology in the teaching
method of role-play had a positive effect on students' cognitive engagement
and academic self-efficacy compared to traditional role-playing and
lecturing methods.

Discussion

Integrating film technology into role-playing methods for elementary
school children provides the conditions for learning in which students can
make their thinking processes more coherent and organized. The method
helps children better receive and process information through visual,
auditory, and motor channels. It also increases students' self-efficacy through
social interactions that take place between them, their teacher, and peers,
leading to a growth in students' sense of pride and competence in their
achievements and abilities.In conclusion, it is recommended that teachers
integrate technology such as film into their teaching methods to help
students better engage with the subjects of the experimental sciences and
increase their academic self-efficacy.
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Table 1
Description of training sessions in the role-playing group and integration of
technology in the role-playing method

o ] g1l o) 1 92 50

L obal 560l 5l da 5 e oy LI 5 4S5 w@:i,eb.;)ljylg':.;l; S5 plalibaae
A5 et L lgl adaly 5 (01 slawY) (el slacans

53 oLl S el I35 ¢ 535 il J6ls 4 () a6 b o, g o8 S e
Al Plas 4 ) sl S8 LG s jaslis sstlidie 385 Sladlas b (gday lads

= P

L5558l Wlas8) 0 gl J2ils (O jae wdige) £ 3 sal J2ils (a5l Wlla ) T 5 sal Jils
e g

St g 3 S pon G lo oo b Ol el S LAY iU 1S a

S bas A ke il Shley ot sy Sl S el S b
S o D ;22 (sl e dien 5 L (95501 laesss SULIS b o 8 0L il
Solo o5lss 0¥ Dlms 5 5 S 0 S ) U5l Cond S o 2 b DB S
Al Ok

érﬂ'vcd

S obe) TS sel 230 (s g Slan) ¥ el 230s (U5l s lee) Vsl (RIS 1 A
‘_55\..:.'\.'9\5 FHERLS C'_,-.ay

ol JES BL3L 5 O ol g, ES 4 () 3L 350 3lge b Ol pel tils lsT iban
el 13 3ledelS g8 5l s J S 5 coslle Sl oS a8l 5 Olals 1 st
g g0 25 O C3L 3 5 IS ot iyl b (e 3l g0 i3l b s 5 dylad o3l

Zpy b

(9 oo i) ¥ 5sel 23l Gl )8) ¥ 4l 2l (A g5 dly te) V5 gal (2l 1 2
(&8 5D 5l il s 55 dly ol )18) 0 5 gl 2l (0 5 dsly SIS & 5 gal Sl
] oS Sl S ip 0l s
o g).<».,\§., Ll Lol 5 olals Ohsls Ol a5 > L Olysel 2l SLa) ian
) B L 5 Sl
5 A Sladlee 4 Copple Sl Sy B OB 28 s Ol sl N1 )b
) W 03 b e oS Gl olidl e 03 B L e eali B g gk (505l
S G g e Sl 0l il Olos gy (5l S0 sl
o) Vsl Rl g b B3-) Y 56l (A ((Oldes pae) Vel (Rl 1 AR
(il o) 0 Sael s ¢(ailate ) b Sgel s ¢(ailate
odkul b asds ny
oyl 5 Jlm @il s KuSs b ol bl slae s L 0 el iils bl icban
Jo 1 0l S58 6,53 ol bl 5 Ol gs oz 53 45 ol (63,0 5y S5 olals gl }
S o gl o b e 5 w208 53 1 Bl S5 Ko 5 S e E_
€0, Cawgd) ¥ el Gils (e Cansd) ¥ el Gl (o0 0] Vsl Rl 1 8
(5 50y S 93) £ 550l NS
Op B b g i 5 g0
Fgman 3 b Sl G, g Dledbl Sl e g L Ol el Als Gl iBas
s e e 3l Al (gl g olandl a sl s el 38 Gale oS (g mts Olials 1 g sl AI
oV ST S R - PP SV I GIC B vl PTGV GO T [ PR S P P P
S ol ol Sy 5 iy S el S 508 0l b 31 s Lt
(oa0) £ jaal 2l (b 5al) ¥ 550l (2l (s ;o) ¥ 5 sel J2ils (L) ) 35l il 1 2B

v

*




(F sl V£ Bl 5 by X Tl sl a0 10 Ol jaz dged o&ils oLy, slas gl Y.

M)f-}“ e}ﬁjb @;@)\J}M}&;oub)jﬁ Q\)fT&‘JQS)WJVJaAQ\M
psbe S 5l K 5 5e slapsi e slp pan 05 S Wiles 5 (R lil sy 2 ot
S a3 e 3ls 5l BB G s Ry b ) el
ok Ol pel s ¢ 28 Gl pledl 5l ey 5 a3 a3 S s 28 sla) e Ol gel
\) Qbrp},& crl.au Q)M}Q(ML)@MW w%}b b J}}ﬂ;éu{\)‘ a.,L.LAJJf
Sl s 4 S Osasl e 055 a5l alada OLL S e L5 S Lo e s
5 S O g3l g Todmn sla S0 Sl ot 3 S 5 Al T St

Laasl

-

ST st 53 e b eiie 3,1kl Gl 5 Kk ls Lo 5 sbaasily
ol 0l

Table 2.
Mean and standard deviation of the research variables s in pre-test, post-test and
follow-up

Group Variables Test Mean SD T df Sig.
Pretest 372 037 14.19 18 0.0001
Lecture Posttest 4.01 039 1384 18 0.0001
Follow up 398 045 1226 18 0.0001
. Cognitive Pretest 347 034 825 18 0.0001
Role playing Engagement _Posttest 4.09 066 583 18 0.0001
Follow up 4.04 067 587 18 0.0001
Role playing with Pretest 376 032  9.03 18 0.0001
integration technology Posttest 413 037 1126 18 0.0001
Follow up 415 033 11.24 18 0.0001
Pretest 235 037 7.63 18 0.0001
Lecture Posttest 249 050 445 18 0.0001
Follow up 245 050 445 18 0.0001
' academic Pretest 238 044 532 18 0.0001
Role playing self-efficacy Posttest 310 028 1.51 18 0.0001
Follow up 312 029 1.53 18 0.0001
Role playing with Pretest 214 042 775 18 0.0001
Posttest 38 046 7.16 18 0.0001

integration technology Followup 389 043 7.14 18 0.0001
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Table 3.
Summary of analysis of covariance to compare the effectiveness of technology

integration in role-playing method in comparison with conventional method and
role-playing method on students' Cognitive Engagement

Source of variation SS df MS F Sig Effect size SpP
Corrected Model 3.01 5 0.60 1041 0.0001 0.54 1
Pre-test 0.73 1 0.73 12.65 0.001 0.22 0.94
0.97 1 0.97 16.81 00001 0.28 0.98
Group 0.37 2 0.19 3.23 0.049 0.13 0.59
Error 2.55 46 0.06
Total 901.39 50
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Table 4.
Results of LSD post hoc test comparing engagement in three training groups
Group Mean difference Si
I J (1-3) &
Lecture Role playing with 1ntegr.at10n technology -0.28 0.002
Role playing -0.09 0.291
Role playing with Lecture 0.28 0.002
integration technology Role playing 0.18 0.049
. Lecture 0.09 0.291
Role playing - — -
Role playing with integration technology -0.18 0.049
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Table 5.
Summary of analysis of covariance to compare the effectiveness of technology

integration in role-playing method in comparison with conventional method and
role-playing method on students' academic self-efficacy

Source of variation SS df MS F Sig Effect size SpP
Corrected Model 1691 5 3.38 17.89  0.0001 0.67 1
Pre-test 17.61 1 17.61 93.11  0.0001 0.68 1
0.16 1 0.16 0.84 0.365 0.02 0.15
Group 1.84 2 0.92 4.87 0.012 0.18 0.78
Error 8.32 46 0.19
Total 502.82 50
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Table 6.
Results of LSD post hoc test comparing academic self-efficacy in three training
groups

Group Mean Si

I J (I-J) difference &
Lecture Role playing with mtegr.atlon technology 1.29 0.0001
Role playing 0.60- 0.0001
Role playing with Lecture 1.29 0.0001
integration technology Role playing 0.69 0.0001
Role plavin Lecture 0.60 0.0001
playmg Role playing with integration technology 0.69- 0.0001
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