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ABSTRACT 

 

Name   : Jamiah Nst  

Reg. No  : 1920300065 

Faculty  : Tarbiyah and Teacher Training Faculty 

Department  : English Education (TBI) 

Title of Thesis : Students Ability in Using Quantifier at The VIII Grade 

Students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot  

  

This research focused on students ability in using quantifiers at the VIII grade 

students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot, Sumatera Utara. The researcher found There are 

several problems that exist in the school in learning quantifier were: 1). Students’ do not 

have enough practice in learning quantifiers  2) Lack of students motivation in learning 

quantifiers. 3) Students are difficult to master quantifiers. The purpose of the research is to 

discuss the students’ Ability in Using Quantifiers at The VIII Grade Students of SMP 

Negeri 1 Hutabargot, Sumatera Utara. The approach used in this research was descriptive 

quantitative  research. Population in this research was 30 students the researcher used total 

sampling so it means the entire population as a sample in this research, namely 30 students. 

In this study, researchers used multiple choice test as an instrument. After the data was 

analyzed, the researchers found there were 0% of the students at very high level category, 

10% students were categorized as high levels consisting of 3 students, then 70% students 

were recognized as enough levels consisting of 21 students, 20% of students were 

consisting  of 6 students were categorized in low level and, 0% of the student as very low 

levels category consisting of 0 student the mean score was 50.16. So, it means that the 

students' ability in using quantifiers was in enough category.  In conclusion, the students 

ability in using quantifiers at the VIII grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot is in 

enough category. 

  

Key Words: Students, Ability, Quantifiers  
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ABSTRAK 

 

Nama   : Jamiah Nst 

NIM   : 1920300065 

Fakultas  : Tarbiyah and Teacher Training Faculty 

Jurusan  : English Education (TBI) 

Judul Skripsi : Students Ability in Using Quantifiers at The VIII Grade 

Students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot . 

 

 Penelitian ini berfokus pada kemampuan siswa dalam menggunakan bilangan pada 

siswa kelas VIII SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot Sumatera Utara. Peneliti menemukan Ada 

beberapa permasalahan yang ada di sekolah dalam pembelajaran teks quantifier adalah: 1). 

Siswa kurang berlatih dalam mempelajari bilangan 2) Kurangnya motivasi siswa dalam 

mempelajari bilangan. 3) Siswa sulit menguasai bilangan. Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah 

untuk membahas Kemampuan Siswa dalam Menggunakan Quantifier pada Siswa Kelas 

VIII SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot Sumatera Utara. Pendekatan yang digunakan dalam 

penelitian ini adalah penelitian deskriptif kuantitatif. Populasi dalam penelitian ini 

berjumlah 30 siswa, peneliti menggunakan total sampling artinya seluruh populasi yang 

dijadikan sampel dalam penelitian ini yaitu 30 siswa. Dalam penelitian ini peneliti 

menggunakan tes pilihan ganda sebagai instrumennya. Setelah data dianalisis, peneliti 

menemukan terdapat 0% siswa dalam kategori tingkat sangat tinggi, 10% siswa dalam 

kategori tingkat tinggi yang terdiri dari 3 siswa, kemudian 70% siswa yang tergolong dalam 

tingkat cukup yang terdiri dari 21 siswa. , 20% siswa yang terdiri dari 6 siswa berkategori 

rendah dan 0% siswa berkategori sangat rendah yang terdiri dari 0 siswa dengan nilai rata-

rata 50,16. Artinya kemampuan siswa dalam menggunakan bilangan berada pada kategori 

cukup. Kesimpulannya, kemampuan siswa dalam menggunakan bilangan pada siswa kelas 

VIII SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot berada pada kategori cukup. 

  

Kata Kunci : Siswa, Kemampuan, Quantifier 
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 جاميا ناسوتيو  :  اسم
 ١٩٢٠٣٠٠٠٦٥ : التسجيل رقم 

 قدرة الطلاب على استخدام أدوات القياس الكمي في الصف الثامن طلاب مدرسة سيكولاه   :  العنوان 
 هوتابارجوت ١ميننغاه بيرتاما 

 
 

هوتابارجوت،   ١يركز هذا البحث على قدرة الطلاب على استخدام الأعداد في الصف الثامن بالمدرسة الإعدادية  
، وهي: محدد الكمية  شمال سومطرة. توصل الباحثون إلى أن هناك عدة مشكلات موجودة في المدارس في تدريس  

( يواجه الطلاب صعوبة ٣( قلة دافعية الطلاب في تعلم الأعداد.  ٢(. افتقار الطلاب إلى الممارسة في تعلم الأعداد  ١
القياس الكمي لدى   إتقان الأرقام. الغرض من هذا البحث هو مناقشة قدرات الطلاب في استخدام أدوات  في 

الثامن في المدرسة الإعدادية الحكومية   هوتابارجوت، شمال سومطرة. المنهج المستخدم في هذا   ١طلاب الصف 
طالباً، وقد استخدم الباحث العينة   ٣٠في الكمي. وكان مجتمع الدراسة في هذه الدراسة  البحث هو البحث الوص

العينة في هذه الدراسة كان   طالباً. في هذه الدراسة، استخدم الباحثون اختبار   ٣٠الكلية، أي أن مجموع مجتمع 
طلاب في فئة المستوى العالي  من ال  %٠الاختيار من متعدد كأداة. وبعد تحليل البيانات وجد الباحثون أن هناك  

العالي المكونة من    % ١٠جداً، و فئة المستوى  فئة المستوى    %7٠طلاب، ثم    ٣من الطلاب في  من الطلاب في 
  المنخفضة   الفئة   في هم  طلاب  ٦  من  يتكونون  الذين  الطلاب  من  %٢٠  ،.  طلاب.  طالباً   ٢١  من  المكونة المتوسط  

 أن يعني وهذا . ٥٠.١٦  درجاتطلاب بمتوسط  ٠ة جدًا التي تتكون من المنخفض  الفئة  في هم  الطلاب من  %٠ و
. وفي الختام فإن قدرة الطلاب على استخدام الأعداد في  الكافية   الفئة   في   تقع   الأرقام  استخدام   على   الطلاب  قدرة

 الصف الثامن تقع في الفئة الكافية.
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 خلاصة



 
 

x 
  

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

حْمٰنِِ اللِِ بِسْمِِ حِيْمِ الرَّ  الرَّ

 Alhamdulillah, let me say a lot of praise, gratitude, honor and glory to 

ALLAH SWT, the Gracious and the Merciful for giving me the guidance, power, 

patient, love and ability to finish this research, namely Students’ Ability in Using 

Quantifiers at the VIII Grade Students of SMP Negeri 1 Panyabungan. Peace 

and Salutation be upon to the Prophet Muhammad SAW, his family, his companion, 

and his adherence that has guide the human being from the bad character in 

Jahiiliyyah era to this good era. 

It is pleasure to acknowledge the help and contribution to all of lectures, 

institution, family, and friends who have contributed in diffeences ways since the 

process of this thesis. I got a lot of guidance, inspiration, helping and warm hug 

from people around me. Although, in this opportunity I would like to express my 

deepest gratitude to the following people : 

1. Special thanks to Mrs. Rayendriani Fahmei Lubis, M.Ag., and Mrs. Sri 

Minda.M.Hum, as my advisors who have guided me to finish this thesis, 

who have given me ideas, love, and motivation, also who give me warm hug 

and have patiently seen my progress until finishing this thesis. 

2.  The Rector and the Vices of State Islamic University Syekh Ali Hasan 

Ahmad addary Padangsidimpuan, as the administrators that have accepted 

me the student of State Islamic University Syekh Ali Hasan Ahmad addary 

Padangsidimpuan. 



 
 

xi 
  

3. The Dean of Tarbiyah and Teacher Training Faculty and Vices that have 

done the best improve the faculty in creating best and various activities to 

enhance students’ skill. 

4. Mrs. Fitri Rayani Siregar, M.Hum., as the chief of English Department, I 

would like to thank you because you had guided me and helped my 

academic problems from the beginning till the end of my study. 

5. Thanks to all lecturer that have guided and given me knowledge and 

experience that I can’t pay it back. 

6. My beloved parents (Alm. Abdul Mahmud Nasution , and Mrs. Dahniar 

Lubis ) who gave me love and affection, especially to my beloved mother 

who has given me such warm and great love guidance and support to face 

this life and finishing my study. 

7. To my beloved aunt (Syamsiah Nur Lubis) who also I consider to be my 

parent who always provided support and funds in the process of completing 

this thesis, thank you for the sincerity you have givenand also thank you to 

the extended family who always provide motivation to stay enthusiastic and 

not give up 

8. To my awesome friend who always gives me enthusiasm and motivation not 

to give up in life, a friend who always tells me not to be a people pleaser, 

who always reminds me to be braver in making decisions, a friend who 

always strengthens me in every failure process (Andre Pratama). Thank you 

for all forms of valuable assistance so that researchers can complete this 

thesis. 



 
 

xii 
  

9. My friends from the same boarding house May Sari Aisyah, Nur Hoddina, 

Nur Laila, and Ulfa Sri Desi, who are always there for me, who are always 

willing to provide valuable and warm assistance like family, thank you for 

all the help and motivation given and thank you for always reminding me 

not to be negligent so that this thesis can be finished. 

10. My kindly group (Nongskuy) with the members Rahayu Utami Dewi, 

Alma’rifatul Aisyah, and Royhan Malik, Rahman Assyawali, Ramli 

Hasibuan, Lukman Hakim, Arifin which has provided many extraordinary 

experiences while in the city, the community thanks for all the memorable 

memories until we meet at the best point according to fate who always stand 

in my every single situation, who always support me and always listen to 

my problems and remind me to continue tobe gratefull.  

11. Last but not least. I wanna thank me for believing in me. I wanna thank me 

for doing all this hard work. I wanna thank me for having no days off. I 

wanna thank me of my strong and weakness me. Thank you for becoming 

this amazing version until I can finish this thesis. 

I realize this thesis can not be considered perfect without critiques and 

suggestions. Therefore, it is such a pleasure for me to get critiques and suggestions 

from the readers to make this thesis better. 

      Padangsidimpuan,  November 2023  

      Researcher 

  

 

 

      Jamiah Nst 

      Reg. Numb. 19 203 00065 

 



 
 

xiii 
  

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

                    Page 

INSIDE TITTLE PAGE 

LEGALIZATION OF ADVISORS .................................................................... i 

LETTER OF AGREEMENT ............................................................................. ii 

DECLARATION OF THESIS COMPLETION ............................................. iii 

PUBLICATION APPROVAL STATEMENT ................................................ iv 

SCHOLAR MUNAQOSYAH EXAMINATION ............................................. v 

LEGALIZATION OF DEAN OF TARBIYAH AND TEACHER  

TRAINING FACULTY ..................................................................................... vi 

ABSTRACT ....................................................................................................... vii 

ABSTRAK ........................................................................................................ viii 

ARABIC ABSTRACT ....................................................................................... ix 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT .................................................................................. x 

TABLE OF CONTENTS ................................................................................. xiii 

LIST OF TABLES ............................................................................................ xv 

LIST OF CHART ............................................................................................. xvi 

LIST OF APPENDIXES................................................................................. xvii 

 

CHAPTER I INTRODUCTION ................................................................... …1 

A. Background of the Problem ................................................. …1 

B. Definitions of Key Terms .................................................... …6 

C. Formulation of the Research................................................ …7 

D. Purposes of the Research ..................................................... …8 

E. Significances of the Research .............................................. …8 

F. Outline of the Research ....................................................... ....9 

 

CHAPTER II THEORITICAL DESCRIPTION ........................................ ...10 

A. Theoretical Description .................................................... ...10 

1. Definition of Quantifiers ............................................ ...10 

2. Types of Quantifiers ................................................... ...14 

3. Using Quantifiers ........................................................ ...18 

B. Review of Related Findings ............................................. ...24 

 

CHAPTER III RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ....................................... ...28 

A. Time and Location of the Research ................................ ...28 

B. Research Design .............................................................. ...28 

C. Population and Sample of the Research .......................... ...28 

D. Instrument of Collecting Data ......................................... ...29 

E. Validity and Reliability of Research ............................... ...30 

F. Technique of Collecting Data ......................................... ...32 

G. Technique of Analyzing the Data ................................... ...32 

 

CHAPTER IV RESULT OF RESEARCH .................................................. ...34 

A. Finding .............................................................................. ...34 

B. Discussion ......................................................................... ...50 



 
 

xiv 
 

C. Threats of The Research…………………………………...55 

 

CHAPTER V CONLUSIONS, SUGGESTIONS AND IMPLICATIONS...56 

A. Conclusions ...................................................................... ...56 

B. Implications ...................................................................... ...57 

C. Suggestions ....................................................................... ...57 

 

REFERENCES 

CURRICULUM VITAE 

APPENDIXES



 
 

xv 
  

LIST OF TABLE 

          Page 

Table III.1 Population of the Research ............................................................ 28 

Table III.2 Sample of the Research  ................................................................. 29 

Table III.3 Indicators Test ................................................................................ 30 

Table III.4 Range Score ................................................................................... 33 

Table IV.1 The Score of Students in Using Quantifiers  ................................. 35 

Table IV.2 The Quality Score of Students Ability in Using Quantifiers ......... 36 

Table IV.3 Interval Class of Students Score in Using Quantifiers .................. 38 

Table IV.5 Mid Point of The Students Scores in Using Quantifiers  ............... 40 

Table IV.6 Table of Total Score ...................................................................... 41 

Table IV.7 Percentages of Students Score in Using Quantifiers ..................... 43 

Table IV.8The Students Percentages Score in Using Quantifiers.................... 44 

Table IV.9 Resume of Variable in Using Quantifiers ...................................... 45 

Table IV.10 Total Correct and Incorrect Answer ............................................ 46 

Table IV.8 Total of Students Incorrect Answer ............................................... 47 

Table IV.8 The Percentage of Students Incorrect Answer ............................... 48 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

xvi 
  

LIST OF CHARTS 

                                                                                                          Page 

Chart IV.1 Figure of Frequency of Students Score .......................................... 42 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

xvii 
  

LIST OF APPENDIXES 

Appendix 1  : Syllabus  

Appendix 2  :  Questionnaire List 

Appendix 3  :  Answer key for the test 

Appendix 4  : Result of the test 

Apendix 5  : Research Documentation 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

1 
  

CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

A. Background of the Problem  

 Structure and grammar are one of the most important aspects of the 

language, because structure and grammar are rules of the sentence, so to do even 

understanding it is very important. Grammar is a language system1. Grammar 

determines how words are arranged to form meaningful units. Every language has 

different grammar. English in general is a trade language, a diplomatic language, 

and a knowledge language2.The important of grammar mastery on learning English 

is the basic need of the students. A grammar is a system of rules (and exceptions to 

those rules) that clarify and structure the meaning of a language.3 English grammar 

is that regulates the arrangement of words, sentences, phrases, and clauses, but 

usually students find difficulty in learning it, this is because the English rules are 

different from Indonesian and one of the obstacles in learning English in Indonesia 

is that the rules of their mother tongue still affect them in use English, In teaching 

process the students should be able to write sentences correctly. sentence is made 

up of several components in addition to word combinations subject (S), verb (V), 

 
 1 Tiara Nur Fitria, Mastering English Grammar for English Learners, 1st ed. (Bojongsari- 

Purbalingga: Eureka Media Aksara, 2022). 

 2 Nurkholila Simatupang and Fitriadi Lubis, “Students’ Reading Recount Text Mastery,” 

English Education : English Journal for Teaching and Learning 8, no. 2 (2021): 155–65, 

https://doi.org/10.24952/ee.v8i2.3237. 

 3 Baden Eunson, English Grammar a Critical Approach (Wiley, 2020), p6. 
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object (O), and complement (C) are examples of the elements to successfully 

construct sentences, children require a minimum of two components4. 

Students in high school need to know and understand the elements of writing, 

grammar and vocabulary rules that will affect their achievement in writing. 

Students acquire a set of norms and utilize them to effectively use language5. 

Grammar is composed of several elements some of which are nouns, verbs, adverbs, 

etc. In English nouns are used with determiners and among these determiners there 

are articles, demonstratives, quantifiers, etc. Determiner is a word placed in front 

of two noun to specify the quantity or clarify what the noun refers to In quantity 

words, there are quantifiers’ determiners. Quantifiers as part of the grammatical 

category of determiners, which accounts for the importance of quantity. They are 

often described concerning to their being used to quantity countable or uncountable 

noun. 

 Quantifiers are used to express the quantity of something without stating the 

exact number. There are many types of quantifiers, the most popular are some and 

any. After the types of quantifiers there are also grammatical rules that must be 

mastered so that the use of quantifiers can be used in accordance with the 

established rules, which means that the use of the quantifiers is good and correct. 

Quantifiers can be a sentence or a single word used with nouns, the main difficulty 

 
 4 Rayendriani Lubis, Yusni Sinaga, and Isma Yanti, “The Students’ Ability in 

Differentiating Compound and Complex Sentences at Grade XI SMA Negeri 1 Angkola Selatan,” 

English Education : English Journal for Teaching and Learning 5, no. 1 (2017): 72, 

https://doi.org/10.24952/ee.v5i1.1171. 

 5 Yusni Sinaga and Putri Ramadhani, “Students’ Grammatical Error in Writing Narrative 

Text,” English Education : English Journal for Teaching and Learning 8, no. 2 (2021): 189–200, 

https://doi.org/10.24952/ee.v8i2.3240. 
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arises due to the need of selecting different quantifiers for countable and 

uncountable noun, though some of them work perfectly for both. There are many 

types of quantifiers such: some, any, many, much, every, little, few and a lot. 

Words that precede and modify nouns are known as quantifiers6. When 

describing the quantity of something, such as how much or how many, quantifiers 

are used. Knowing the difference between countable and uncountable nouns will 

help students to choose appropriate quantifiers. It is crucial to put it in writing as a 

result. The use of quantifiers to quantify countable and non-countable nouns is 

discussed. Quantifiers can be classified in terms of their meaning. Some quantifiers 

have a meaning of inclusiveness7. It will show the quantity of a noun in the 

sentence. 

English is served as a compulsory subject that is taught twice a week, with 40 

minutes for each meeting. The minimum Mastery Criteria (KKM) for English that 

has been determined in SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot for students learning achievement 

is 72. Students are expected to be able to pass the specified threshold and students 

are expected to be able to use quantifiers properly. Quantifiers are one of the 

confusing lessons because it is not easy to master quantifiers with various rules that 

must be used correctly. Students in SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot study English as one 

of the subjects that must be mastered by the students, especially in terms of 

quantifiers. Quantifiers were first studied in eighth grade then the researcher want 

 
 6Chiara Gianollo, Klaus von Heusinger, and Maria Napoli, “Determiners and 

Quantifiers,” Determiners and Quantifiers, 2021, https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004473324. 

 7 Ali Hussein Hazem, “Using Quantifiers in English University Students: Problems and 

Strategies,” SSRN Electronic Journal, 2021, https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3881843. 
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to know student abilities in using quantifiers. whether students can achieve the 

targets that have been designed in the syllabus or not.  

Teacher design syllabus with expectations the students are able to use 

quantifiers well, students are able to master the types of quantifiers, students are 

able to distinguish countable and uncountable noun in quantifiers8. Based on the 

result of the observation the researcher found some of students still face difficulties 

when using quantifiers do not master the types of quantifiers, cannot distinguish 

which ones are used with countable and uncountable noun, students made errors in 

determining the correct quantifiers and students are still confused in using 

quantifiers when completing sentences.  

Each student has different abilities in learning because each student has a 

different level of intelligence and understanding, especially in learning English on 

quantifiers. There are several types of quantifiers that have been taught and known 

by students. When studying quantifiers, there are students who have the ability to 

use quantifiers well and there are also some of the students who cannot use 

quantifiers correctly. The researcher found some of students difficult with this 

material because students don’t have enough practice in using quantifier, students 

lack understanding of quantifiers, students not memorize the kinds of quantifiers 

and using of it.  

Examples of the most common errors, such as “There are a few plates in the 

kitchen” “Do you have any book?”, “I have many money”. Even though the correct 

 
 8 Nur S.Pd. Syamsiah, “Syllabus Bahasa Inggris SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot” 

(Panyabungn: Smp Negeri 1 Hutabargot, n.d.). 
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sentence is “There are a few plates in the kitchen”, “Do you have any books?”, “I 

have a lot of money”.  Actually, some of the sentences above are quite easy, but 

there are still many students who make mistakes in choosing quantifiers and make 

this one of the problems in this research. Based on the previous research, it was 

found that students’ ability in using quantifiers is inadequate level9.Then Ramadita 

was found Students’ ability to use quantifiers was at poor category10. After that 

Hazem, found there are students inadequate in using the part of quantifiers 

especially several and few in their written performance and students are interested 

in using the multal type of quantifiers widely11. 

 After that based on fact the writer found some students often made errors in 

mastering grammar about quantifiers12. The last, students’ ability in using 

quantifiers was categorized into sufficient level with the mean 61.71 and then the 

dominant type of error did by students was mis formation with the total error were 

85 and 85% of data percentage13. Based on the previous research, the researcher is 

interested in looking at this study more deeply. The researcher is interested to know 

Students’ Ability and students’ difficulties in Using Quantifiers at the VIII Grade 

Students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot. 

 

 
 9 Nurul Fadilla, “An Analysis of Students ’ Ability in Using Quantifiers at the First 

Semester of the Eighth Grade of MTs Al Muhajirin Pematang Pasir South Lampung in the 

Academic Year of 2021 / 2022” 2022 (2022), http://repository.radenintan.ac.id/22287/. 

 10 Citra Ramadita, “Students’ Ability to Use Quantifiers at MTs Diniyah Puteri 

Pekanbaru,” 2022, http://repository.uin-suska.ac.id. 

 11 Hazem, “Using Quantifiers in English University Students: Problems and Strategies.” 

 12 Novita Sari, “An Analysis of Students Error in Using Quantifiers,” no. 1985 (2016): 1–

23. 

 13 Yustipetri, “Students Errors in Using Quantifiers in Writing at MTs Muhammadiyah 02 

Pekanbaru” 21, no. 1 (2020): 1–9. 
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B. Definitions of Key Terms 

 Based on the tittle of this research “Students Ability in Using 

Quantifiers at the VIII Grade Students of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot”. There 

are some terminologies that use it considered important to be clarified about 

the topic.  

  The terminologies as following:  

1. Students Ability  

   Student is a person who study stated from kindergarten (TK), 

elementary school (SD), Junior high school (SMA), and University. 

Student is someone who learns to get a knowledge that has not been 

known to his teacher. Student is a person who study at college or 

University. Ability is the strength or capacity to perform a task 

successfully14. Ability is a term to know something directly in every 

people, ability is like a specific knowledge to do something expertly and 

well.  Ability defines as the state of being able to do something in a 

particular activity. The ability is ingrained in each person. Where the 

level of people differs based on their background knowledge. 

 Students' abilities are the ability of students about something 

they are good at according to themselves, be it from school or elsewhere. 

It could be because they are possessed from within themselves or the 

 
 14 Yeni Riska Rayendriani Fahmei Lubis, M.Ag., Fitri Rayani Siregar, M.Hum., 

“Improving Student’s Writing Ability in Report Text Through Clustering Technique at Grade XI 

SMAN 1 Siabu” 05, no. 1 (2017): 15–28. 
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ability they are born with or it could be because they learn to look for 

the abilities they want to have. 

2. Quantifiers 

 Quantifier is a single word or phrase that is used with words. 

It can be used with both countable and uncountable nouns to denote 

amount or quantity. The meaning of quantifier is the word that express 

of quantity or a mount, quantifier can be single word or phrase and used 

with noun, they can be used in countable noun or uncountable noun to 

express amount or quantity such as, some, much, many, few, little, a lot 

of, plenty of, etc. Quantifiers are determiners which denote the quantity 

of the nouns they modify. Quantifiers are ubiquitous in natural language 

and include expressions such as some, few, all, none, a few, a large, lots. 

In this research the researcher just discusses some, any, many, much, 

every, few, and a lot. 

C. Formulation of the Problem  

  Based on the limitations of the problem, the formulation is as follow.  

1. How is students’ ability in using quantifiers at the VIII grade Students’ 

of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot? 

2. What are the students’ difficulties in using quantifiers at the VIII grade 

Students’ of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot? 
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D. Purpose of the Research 

  The purpose of this research are: 

1. To find out students’ ability in using quantifier at the VIII Grade students 

of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot. 

2.  To find out the students’ difficulties in using quantifiers at the VIII grade 

Students’ of SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot? 

E. Significances of the Research  

1. For Teacher  

  The results of this research can help teachers to determine students' 

ability to recognize the correct use of numbers so that they can 

practically provide more effective teaching regarding aspects of good 

and correct grammar rules. This researcher also hopes that the results of 

this research will also be useful and valuable, especially for English 

teachers at SMP Negeri 1 Hutabargot, and should be taken into 

consideration for the English language education and training process in 

the future. 

2. For Researchers 

  Hopefully this research will be useful for novice writers, especially 

when conducting research related to this research. The findings of this 

research can be useful as a reference for further research regarding 

various aspects of grammar taught in language learning. In addition, it 

can influence better research with different methods that will be useful 

in the field of English education. 
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F. Outline of the Research 

  The outline of this thesis is divided into five chapters.  

  Chapter one consists of background of the problem, identification 

the of problems, limitation of the problem, definitions of the operational 

variables, formulation of the problem, purpose of the research, significances 

of the research, outline of the research. Chapter two consists of the 

theoretical description. It is divided into subchapters which consist of nature 

of students' ability, nature of quantifiers, types of quantifiers, using 

quantifier, review of related findings, and hypothesis. 

  Chapter three consists of methodology of the research which is 

divided into subchapters, time and place of the research, kinds of research, 

population and sample, instrument of collecting data, validity and 

reliability, technique of collecting data, the technique of analyzing the data, 

and hypothesis. Chapter four consists of the research finding and discussion. 

Chapter five consists of the conclusion about the results of this research and 

suggestions that are given by the researcher. 
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CHAPTER II 

THEORITICAL DESCRIPTION 

 

A. Review of Related Literature 

1. Definitions of Quantifiers 

 There are several definitions of quantifiers according to experts, the 

researcher in this research writes some definitions of it. Which the first opinion 

is from  Gianollo, Second was from Peters and Westerstahl, the third is from 

Major and Crystal,  the fourth  opinion is from Leech and Svartvik, th ie fifth 

iopiniion is friom C iobuild, thie sixth iopiniion is friom Shijing and thie last ior sievienth 

iopiniion is fr iom sari. It was imp iortant t io iexplain and discuss abiout th ie 

diefinitiions iof quantifiiers biefiorie discussing iothier discussiions r ielatied with 

quantifiiers. This iexplanatiion as a guid ie tio thie niext iexplanatiions iof quantifiiers.   

 First, Wiords that pr ieciedie and m iodify niouns arie kniown as quantifi iers1. 

Quantifiiers arie usied in numbiers whien yiou want tio givie siom ie ionie infiormatiion 

abiout thie amiount iof siom iething: hiow much ior hiow much. Chioiosing th ie c iorriect 

quantifiier diepiends ion iour und ierstanding iof th ie diff ierienc ie bietwieien Ciount and 

Nion-Ciount Niouns. Siec iond basied ion Stanl iey Pietiers and Dag W iestierstahl, any 

natural languagie iexpriessi ion that can bie rieasionably intierpriet ied tio dieniotie a 

numbier (iof any kind) is callied a quantifiier. Th ierie arie sievieral quantifiiers 

acciording t io Stanl iey Pietiers and Dag W iestierstahl namiely2: a f iew, sievieral, 

 
 1 Gianollo, von Heusinger, and Napoli, “Determ. Quantifiers.” 

 2 Stanley Peters and Dag Westerstahl Westerstahl, Quantifiers in Language and Logic 

(New York: Univercity Press, 2006). 
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ieniough, many, miost, ieach, iev iery, all, bioth, fiew, littlie, a littlie.  Quantifiier is a 

singl ie wiord ior phrasie that is usied with nioun. It can bie usied with bioth ciountablie 

and unciountablie niouns t io dieniotie amiount ior quantity.  

  Third, quantifiier riefiers t io a vari iety iof iobj iects that iexpr iess quantity 

c iomparisions, including all, any, and ieach, usied in siemantic ior liogical analysis3. 

A quantifiier is a wiord that usually gioies biefiorie a nioun t io iexpriess th ie quantity iof 

thie iobj iect. Miost quantifiiers arie fioll iowied by a nioun, thiough it is alsio piossibl ie tio 

usie thiem withiout thie nioun whien it is cliear what wie arie riefierring tio.  

  Quantifiiers riefier tio a class iof it iems iexpr iessing c iontrasts in quantity 

ioccurring with riestrictied distributiion in thie nioun phrasie, iexamplie much, many, 

sievieral, a liot iof. Fiourth, Quantifiiers as d iet iermining wiords that tiell thie amiount 

iof thie nioun th iey miodify4.   

 Acc iording tio lie iech Gie ioffriey and svartvik classify quantifi iers intio 3 main 

grioups.  

1. Thie first grioup is quantifiiers as d ietiermin iers which is dividied intio 5 

classificatiions namiely5:  

a) Diet ierminiers iof inclusivie mieaning all, ieviery, ieach, half ) 

b) Siom ie and any wiords (siom ie, any, ieithier) 

c) Diegrie ies iof quantity / amiount (many, m iorie, m iost, ieniough, a fiew, 

much, a littlie, l ieast, liess, sievieral)  

 
3Roy C. Major and David Crystal, A Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics, The 

Modern Language Journal, vol. 76, 1992, p399, https://doi.org/10.2307/330198. 

 4 Geoffery leech and jan Svartvik, Reviews : A Communicative Grammar of English. 2d 

Ed. By Geoffrey Leech and Jan Svartvik. London: Longman, 1994, Journal of English Linguistics, 

vol. 25, 1997, https://doi.org/10.1177/007542429702500211. 

 5 Svartvik. 
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d) Unitary (ionie) 

e) Niegativie (nio, nieithier) 

2. Thie siec iond is quantifiiers as prioniouns which may takie an iof-

c ionstructiion which is dividied intio 5 classificatiions nam iely: 

a) Diet ierminiers iof inclusiv ie mieaning (all iof, bioth iof, ieach iof, half 

iof) 

b) Siom ie and any wiords (siom ie iof, any iof, ieithier iof ) 

c) Diegrie ies iof quantity / amiount (many iof, miorie iof, m iost iof, ieniough 

iof, a f iew iof, much iof, a littlie iof, lieast iof, liess iof, sievieral iof )  

d) Unitary (ionie iof) 

e) Niegativie (nionie iof, nieithier iof) 

3. Thie third is quantifiiers in iothier prioniouns  

a) ievierybiody, ieviery ionie, ievierything 

b) siom ie biody, siom ieionie, anybiody, anyionie, siom iething, anything  

c) nio biody , nio ionie, niothing. 

  Fifth basied ion Ciobuild, quantifiiers ar ie wiords that fit intio a spiecific 

pattiern, such as b ieing fioll iowied by iof and th ien diefinitie nioun gr ioup. Thierie 

arie sievieral quantifiiers namiely6: all, ieviery, half, many, such, what, rath ier, 

quitie, siom ie, any, f iew, sievieral, littlie, much, m iost, l ieast, bioth, ieniough, 

nieithier, liess.  A quantifiier is a wiord that usually gioies biefiorie a nioun t io 

iexpriess thie quantity iof thie iobjiect, miost quantifiiers arie fioll iowied by a nioun, 

 
 6 Collins Cobuild, English Guides 10: Determiners and Quantifiers (London: Harper 

Collins Publisher Ltd, 1997). 
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althiough it is als io piossibl ie t io usie thiem with iout thie nioun wh ien it is cl iear 

what wie arie riefierring tio. Fior iexampl ie, thie m ieaning iof quantifiier is thie wiord 

that iexpriess iof quantity ior a miount, quantifi ier can bie singlie wiord ior phrasie 

and usied with n ioun, thiey can b ie usied in c iountablie nioun ior unc iountabl ie nioun 

t io iexpriess am iount ior quantity such as, s iom ie, much, many, fiew, littlie, a liot 

iof.  

   Sixth, quantifiier is a basic way iof languag ie iexpriessi ion such all, 

ieviery, any, siomie, a fiew, a littlie, ciertain, many, and miost,7. In lin ie with that, 

quantifiiers can hielp pie ioplie iexpriess and d iescribie. Biecausie quantifiiers can 

limit thie sc iopie iof iexpriessi ion and d iescripti ion, sio as t io priovid ie hielp f ior thie 

iexpriessi ion and undierstanding iof thieir cionditiion iof truth valuie. With thie hielp 

iof quantifiiers, in siom ie casies, sio can judg ie whiethier thie iexpriessi ion and 

diescriptiion is truie ior niot. In siomie casies, alth iough wie can't makie a judgmient, 

wie can iexplain thie cionditiion iof its truth valuie. 

   Sievienth with th ie hielp iof thie naturie and functiion iof quantifi iers, wie 

can giet a liot iof viery impiortant kniowl iedgie, iespiecially ab iout iont ioliogy and 

iepistiem ioliogy thieriefiorie, thie riol ie iof quantifiiers is viery impiortant. Quantifiiers 

arie a typie iof diet ierminier which dieniot ies impr iecisie quantity8. It diff ier friom 

numbiers ior num ierals which indicatie priecisie quantity. Quantifiier is an 

impiortant grammar ciompionient that must b ie mastieried by stud ients, biecausie 

 
 7 Shi Jing, “Research on the Properties and Meaning of Quantifiers in Natural Language,” 

International Journal of Language and Linguistics 9, no. 4 (2021): 196, 

https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ijll.20210904.18. 

 8 Novita Sari and Al-azhaar Lubuk Linggau, “An Analysis of Students ’ Errorsin Using 

Quantifiers at the First Semester Institut Agama Islam AL-Azhar Lubuk Linggau” 4, no. 1 (2020), 

https://e-journal.iai-al-azhaar.ac.id/index.php/tazkiroh/article/view/367. 



14 
 

 
 

t io dietierminie amiount ior quantity thie studients hav ie tio kniow th ie functiion iof 

quantifiier.   

  In this riesiearch, thie riesiearchier agrie ies with Majior and Crystal 

quantifiier riefiers tio a variiety iof iobjiects that iexpriess quantity ciomparisions, 

including all, any, and ieach, usied in siemantic ior l iogical analysis9.  That 

biecausie a quantifi ier is a wiord that usually g ioies biefiorie a nioun tio iexpriess thie 

quantity iof thie iobj iect. Miost quantifiiers arie fiolliowied by a nioun, thiough it is 

alsio piossibl ie tio usie thiem withiout thie nioun wh ien it is cliear what wie arie 

riefierring tio. Friom thie diefinitiions abiovie abiout quantifiier thie riesiearchier 

c ioncludies quantifiier is th ie wiord that iexpr iess iof quantity ior a m iount, 

quantifiier can bie singlie wiord ior phrasie and usied with nioun.  

  Th ie miost ciomm ion quantifiiers usied in iEnglish arie: siomie/any, much, 

many, a liot, a fiew, littlie, sievieral, ieniough, ieach, ieviery, ionie 

2. Typies iof Quantifi iers 

 An aspiect grammar that may c iom ie in sient iencie structurie is iexpriessi ions iof 

quantity ior wie callied that is quantifiiers. Miost iof quantifiiers arie fiolliowied by a 

nioun. Thierie arie siom ie quantifiiers that hav ie a similar mieaning but arie iemplioyied 

with diff ierient c iountablie niouns and th ie iothier is usied with unc iountablie nioun. 

Quantifiier shiould bie takien int io c ionsidieratiion th ie grammatical rul ies cariefully. 

Thieriefiorie, tio chioiosie thie appriopriat ie quantifiiers, it is nieciessary tio pay attientiion 

t io thie fiolliowing things that is thie main typies iof niouns, whiethier th iey arie singular, 

plural, ciountablie ior unc iountablie, Sient ienc ie fiorm, whiethier thiey ar ie niegativie, 

 
 9 Major and Crystal, A Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics. 
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intierriogativie ior affirmativ ie. Mieaning limits iour chioic ie iof quantifiiers, 

whiethier wie siel iect a quantifiier in placie iof a diefinitie ior indiefinitie articlie. Piositi ion 

iof thie nioun phrasie within a sient iencie.  Miost quantifiiers arie usied at thie bieginning 

iof a sientienc ie functiioning as dietierminiers and iothiers at thie iend iof it, functiioning 

ieithier as prion iouns ior advierbs. Th ierie arie sievieral iexpiert iopini ions in classifying 

typies iof quantifiiers that fiound by thie riesiearchier.  

 First, C iowan said quantifiiers can b ie classifi ied acciording t io thie kinds iof 

nioun thiey ioccur with namiely 10.  

a. Singular ciount niouns : Any, iEach, iEviery  

b. Plural ciount n iouns : Any, B ioth, A f iew, Many ,Sievieral ,All, Miost, Miorie, 

Siom ie  

c. Nion c iount n iouns: A littlie, L iess, Much, All, Miost, Miorie, Siom ie 

 Biesidie that All, miost, m iorie and siom ie can b ie usie with bioth plural ciount 

niouns and nion c iount niouns whien siom ie quantifiiers ioccur with ionly ionie typie iof 

nioun. Siom ie quantifiiers that arie classifiied int io inclusivie that riefier tio ientirie grioup 

and siomie arie classifiied intio nion-inclusivie that havie mieaning rielatied tio thie sizie 

ior quantity.  

 Siec iond, quantifiiers arie classifiied rielatied tio ciountablie nioun and unciountablie 

nioun that typies acc iording tio thieir diescribied piositi ion with riespiect tio thieir 

dietiermining functiion. Thierie arie twio grioup iof quantifiiers11. 

a. Ciountablie nioun: Many, A f iew, Sievieral  

 
 10 Ron Cowan, “The Teacher’s Grammar of English with Answers: A Course Book and 

Reference Guide,” 2008. 

 11 Sidney Greenbaum Randolph Quirk, A University Grammar of English (London: 

Longman, 1973), https://books.google.com/books/about/A_University_Grammar_of_English. 
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b. Unc iountablie nioun: Much, Littlie  

 Quantifiiers alsio can b ie usied with c iountabl ie ior unc iountablie niouns and th ie 

quantifiiers can b ie usied with b ioth iof thiem in lin ie with that .Third,  Gianiol io 

classifiied numbiers int io 3 grioups namiely12: 

a. Quantifiiers wich wiork with c iount niouns : Many, f iew , sievieral ,a cioupl ie iof, 

a numbier iof, a majiority iof  

b. Quantifiiers wich wiork with nion ciount niouns : Niot much, a littlie, a bit iof, a 

gioiod dieal iof, a gr ieiet dieal iof, nio, a larg ie am iount iof. 

c. Quantifiiers wich wiork with bioth ciount niouns and unciounablie niouns : All 

iof thie, siomie, m iost iof thie, ieniough, a liot iof, l iots iof, planty iof, a lack iof. 

Fiourth, L ieiech and Svartvik quantifiiers dividied intio 3 grioup13: 

a. Quantifiiers as d ietierminiers which is dividied intio 5 classificatiions nam iely:  

1) Diet ierminiers iof inclusivie mieaning: all, ieviery, ieach, half, siom ie and 

any wiords, Siom ie, any, ieithier  

2) Diegrie ies iof quantity / amiount: many, miorie, miost, ieniough, a fiew, 

much, a littlie, l ieast, liess, sievieral 

3) Unitary: ionie, niegativie, nio and nieithier 

b. Thie sieciond is quantifiiers as pr ioniouns which may takie an iof cionstructiion 

which is dividied intio 5 classificatiions namiely: 

1) Diet ierminiers iof inclusivie mieaning : all iof, bioth iof, ieach iof, half iof 

2) Siom ie and any wiords : siom ie iof, any iof and ieithier iof  

 
 12 Gianollo, von Heusinger, and Napoli, “Determ. Quantifiers.” 
 13 Svartvik, Reviews : A Communicative Grammar of English. 2d Ed. By Geoffrey Leech 

and Jan Svartvik. London: Longman, 1994. 
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3) Diegrie ies iof quantity / amiount: many iof, m iorie iof, m iost iof, ieniough iof, 

a f iew iof, much iof, a littlie iof, lieast iof, liess iof and siev ieral iof. 

4) Unitary: ionie iof 

5) Niegativie: Nionie iof , Nieithier iof 

c. Thie third is quantifiiers in iothier prioniouns: iev ierybiody, ieviery ionie, ievierything, 

siom ie biody, siom ie ionie, anybiody, anyionie, siom iething, anything, nio biody, nio 

ionie, niothing. 

 Fifth, siom ie quantifiiers iexpr iess a largie ior small quantity, Jiohn iEastwioiod 

classifiies quantifiiers basied ion th ieir sizie int io smallier sciopies t io makie quantifiiers 

ieasiier t io undierstand, nam iely largie quantity and small quantity. Which is larg ie 

quantity: a liot iof, many, much and small quantity: f iew, littlie and bit iof. Sixth, 

quantifiiers dividie in tio fiour grioup basied ion thie quantity iof quantifiiers14:   

a. Inclusivie, which sp iecifiies thie whiol ie iof a gr ioup ior mass, namiely “all”, 

“bioth”, “ieach” and “ieviery”; 

b. Largie quantity, which spiecifiies a largie quantity iof nioun, namiely “many”, 

“much”, “a l iot iof”, “liots iof”. 

c. Miodieratie ior small quantity, with “siom ie” and “sievieral”, dienioting a 

m iodieratie quantity and “fiew”, “a littlie” and “littlie”, indicating a small 

quantity. 

 
 14 Biber. Douglas, Stig Johansson, Geoffrey Leech, Susan Conrad, Edward Finegan, 

“Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written English.,” 1999. 
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d. Arbitrary/ niegativie miembier ior amiount, with “any” and “ieithier” riefierring tio 

an arbitrary miembier iof a gr ioup ior am iount iof a mass, whil ie “nio” and 

“nieithier” sierving as niegativie quantifiiers fior th ie arbitrary grioup.  

  Basied ion thie sixth iexpiert iopini ions, thie riesiearchier Just ch ioiosie a fiew 

quantifiiers that match thie typie iof quantifiiers studiied by studients. iEviery typie iof 

quantifiier thierie arie siomie variious but this r iesiearch just fiocusied ion siomie, any, 

many, much, ieviery, fiew, littlie and a liot iof. 

3. Using Quantifi iers  

 Quantifiier diet ierminier has limitied fiormulat ie, that canniot bie simply insiertied. 

As a rulie, thie distributiion iof thie quantifiier dietierminier has bieien r iestrictied in thie 

first placie by thie nioun. Acc iording t io Shin quantifiiers dietierminier with n iouns, 

which may bie usied basied ion th ie rulies iof a sp iecific quantifiiers plus n ioun 

siequiencie15. Thie quantifiier must bie placied biefior ie thie nioun tio act as a dietierminier 

that quantifiies th ie nioun, shiowing th ie amiount iof siom iething. A quantifiier givies 

thie nioun grieatier mieaning and und ierstanding; th ieriefiorie, it must ciom ie biefiorie thie 

nioun t io wiork flu iently and n iot add ambiguity.  Quantifi iers arie ionly f iound in th ie 

t iopic iof ciountablie and unciountablie niouns that quantity diepiending ion whien thiey 

arie usied with ciountablie and unciountablie niouns. iEspiecially fior pr ie-intiermiediatie 

l ieviel, dieals ion with th ie basic rulies iof using th ie quantifiiers many, much, ieniough, 

a littlie, and a fiew. 

 Thie numierious ways iof using th ie quantifiier that is mayb ie disciovieried whil ie 

c ionsidiering ciountablie and unciountablie niouns. B iesidies that, fundamiental basic 

 
 15 Hazem, “Using Quantifiers in English University Students: Problems and Strategies.” 
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rul ies cionc ierning thie usie iof many, much, siom ie, any, a fiew, a littlie, and a liot/liots 

iof ar ie diescribied. Quantifiiers ar ie thie wiords that quantify (priovidie quantity 

infiormatiion ab iout) thie nioun that fioll iows thiem. Quantifiiers fall intio thie parts iof 

spie iech classifiied as d ietierminiers, and thierie ciould bie ioccasiions wh ien yiou havie 

m iorie than ionie dietierminier in a sient iencie. If yiou had m iorie than ionie quantifiier, 

thien it wiould b ie sieparatied by a diemionstrativie d ietierminier likie this, that , thiesie, 

ior thiosie, a p iossiessivie diet ierminier likie his ior hier, ior simply a niec iessary articlie. 

 Whien cionstructing a sientienc ie with miorie than ionie quantifiier, this will bie thie 

casie whierie spiecifying with a diem ionstrativ ie diet ierminier which iof thie sievieral. 

chioiosie thie first numbier such as all, d ioubl ie, third, thien usie thie appriopriatie 

articlie, diemionstrativie dietierminier, ior piossiessiv ie diet ierminier, and if nieciessary, 

add iothier numbiers such as f iew, m iost, siom ie. Quantifiiers add m ieaning and 

c iontiext tio a sientiencie, playing a viery impiortant riolie in iexpriessing h iow much ior 

hiow many iof siom iething th ierie is. Lik ie all v iocabulary, quantifiiers riequirie 

practicie using th iem in iordier tio mastier thieir applicatiion ciorriectly and fluiently. 

 In thie l iearning a basic iEnglish quantifiiers is iexpriess thie quantificatiion iof 

nioun. It was alsio dietierminied a ciountablie and unciountablie niouns. quantifiiers 

havie thie functiion tio m ientiion a quantity iof ciountablie and unc iountabl ie niouns in 

thie sientiencies. 

1)  Siom ie  
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 Basied ion Martin iet and Thiompsion said siom ie and any ar ie usually 

paralliel16. Siom ie is a quantifi ier that usied in p iositivie sient iencies whien thierie 

is nieithier, a l iot, nior, a littlie and it ciould bie usied with bioth ciountablie and 

unc iountablie niouns and siom ie alsio usied b iefiorie plural fiorm. Thien siom ie 

is usually us ied in affirmativie sientienc ies.  

Hierie arie siom ie iexamplies iof siom ie : 

a) I want tio biorriow siomie bioioks  

b)  I hav ie siomie friiends whio wiork Japan. 

c) I hav ie siomie cioioki ies in my bag 

d) My br iothiers buy siomie chairs  

2) Any  

 Basied ion Martin iet and Thiompsion said siom ie and any ar ie usually 

paralliel17. Any is usually usied in a niegativie sient iencie usied biefiorie plural 

ior unc iountablie niouns. Any usied with c iountablie and unciountablie niouns 

in quiestiion ior niegativie sientiencies t io statie that siomiething dioies niot iexist.  

 Hierie arie siom ie iexamplies iof any: 

a) Bunga d ioiesn’t want any mieal 

b) I hav ien’t any matchies 

c) Th ierie isn't any briead lieft 

d) Is th ierie any sugar? 

3) Many 

 
 16 Aj Thomson, Av Martinet, and E Draycott, “A Practical English Grammar,” Oxford 

University Press, 1986, 332, ftp://119246239157.ctinets.com/education/Oxford University Press - 

A Practical English Grammar.pdf. 

 17 Thomson, Martinet, and Draycott. 
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 Basied ion L ieiech and Svartvik Many is ioft ien usied in ciombinatiion 

with as, t ioio, sio (as many, tioio many, sio many) and in quiestiion (hiow 

many)18.Many has th ie sam ie mieaning as much, namiely indicating a largie 

ior largie amiount. Many is alsio usied in piositivie niegativie sientienc ies and 

quiestiions. Many can b ie usied in plural fiorm and ionly ior c iountablie niouns. 

Many is usied fior c iountablie niouns. iExamplies iof iobj iects that can bie 

c iountied arie diesk, pien, hiousie and car.   

 Hierie arie siom ie simplie sientienc ies using many: 

a) Hiow many bioioks d io yiou havie?  

b) I giet many bioioks fr iom my fri iend  

c) Many pieiopl ie takie thie train tio wiork 

d) Th ierie arien’t many cats lieft tio bie adiopt ied. 

4) Much 

 Acc iording tio Quirk and Gr ie ienbaum much is th ie ionly d iet ierminier that 

ioccur with unciountablie niouns19. Much m ieans a liot, ior indicaties a largie 

amiount. Much t ierm iof diet ierminier that id ientifi ied largie amiount ior 

siom iething. Thie wiord much is ioftien usied in n iegativie sientienc ies and 

quiestiions, much is us ied fior niouns that cann iot bie c iountied ior unc iountablie 

nioun. iExamplies iof iobj iects that canniot b ie c iountied arie , watier (air), hair 

(hair), fur (fur), salt (salt), sand (sand), sugar (sugar), and fl iour (fliour).  

 Hierie arie siom ie iexamplies iof much: 

 
18 Svartvik, Reviews : A Communicative Grammar of English. 2d Ed. By Geoffrey Leech 

and Jan Svartvik. London: Longman, 1994, 25:P32. 

 19 Quirk and Greenbaum, “A University Grammar of English Quirk” (london: Longman, 

n.d.). 
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a) W ie didn’t buy much fioiod 

b) Hiow much is it Sir? 

c) I dio niot havie much m ioniey tio buy th ie tioy 

d) Hiow much dio thiesie shioies c iost?  

5) iEviery 

 iEv iery usually fiolliowied by a singular vierb20. iEviery has thie mieaning 

usied tio stat ies as a wh iolie. Althiough t io say as a whiol ie, aftier ieviery must 

usie a singular nioun and dio niot usie a plural nioun unl iess add ied iof aft ier 

it. iEviery riefiers t io thie individual miembiers iof a gr ioup and is ionly 

c iombinied with ciountablie niouns.  

 Hierie arie siom ie iexamplie iof ieviery. 

a) I spiend my timie tio gardiening ieviery wie iekiend  

b) iEviery c iountry has a natiional flag  

c) iEviery gioiod t ieachier studiies his subj iect cariefully 

d) iEviery studient has a schiedulie 

6) Fiew  

 Basied ion Azar, fiew ior a fiew arie usied with plural ciountablie niouns 

fiew canniot b ie usied with unciountablie niouns It will bie a big mistakie fior 

a sient iencie21. Fiew indicatied a quantity ior numb ier. A fiew m ieans littlie 

usied f ior c iountablie niouns, as in th ie usie iof many and fiew usied fior 

c iountablie niouns. 

 
 20 Rodney Cartwright, Grammar of Spoken and Written English, Perspectives in Public 

Health, vol. 130, 2010, https://doi.org/10.1177/1757913910379198. 

 21 Betty Schampfer Azar, Understanding and Using English Grammar, Third Edit (New 

York, 1998). 
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  Hierie arie siom ie iexamplies iof fiew: 

a) I ionly havie a fiew stamps tio piost l iettiers. 

b) W ie managied t io spieak tio a fiew guiests. 

c) May I b iorriow a fiew diollar 

d) Th ierie arie a fiew studient 

7) Littlie  

 Littlie is ionie iof quantifiier that indicatied a quantity ior numb ier. Littlie 

is usied t io a v iery small iextient, and has a n iegativie m ieaning ior alm iost 

niothing, littlie usied fior unc iountablie niouns. Littlie alsio usied in plural fiorm 

but t io iexpriess small ier amiounts than many and much. Littl ie ioccur with 

unc iountablie nioun, th ierie is a piositivie and n iegativie ciontrast diepiending 

ion wh iethier thie idientifiied itiem is usied22  Littlie must bie distinguishied 

friom thie hiom ionymious adj iectivie as in a littlie bird was singing.  

 Hierie arie iexamplie iof littlie: 

a) I nie ied littlie buttier  

b) Jiohn has littlie iexpieriienc ie in cioaching 

c) Th ierie is littlie wat ier in thie riefrigieratior 

d) Th ierie is littlie friesh raw milk lieft in thie jar. 

8) A littlie  

 A littlie suggiest that thie quantity is liess than iexpiectied a littlie havie a 

piositivie m ieaning, wh ierieas with iout a littlie havie niegativie m ieaning23. A 

 
 22 Randolph Quirk, A University Grammar of English. 
 23 Quirk and Greenbaum, “A University Grammar of English Quirk.” 
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littlie mieans thie samie as siom ie ior niot much. A littlie usied fior unciountablie 

niouns as in much. Fior iexamplie: watier (wat ier), ioil (ioil), and ricie (ricie).  

Hierie arie siom ie  iexamplie iof a littlie  

a) I havie a littlie buttier 

b) I ionly havie a littlie sugar. 

c) W ie nie ied tio add a littlie salt 

d) My sist ier atie a littlie piorridgie this miorning 

9) A L iot iof  

 Acc iording tio Azar Liot iof ior a liot iof arie usied with bioth ciountablie 

and unciountablie niouns. Hierie arie siom ie iexamplies friom l iot iof ior a liot iof.24 

A l iot iof shiowing siom iething in largie quantitiies. A l iot iof is usied fior 

piositivie, niegativie, and intierriogativie sientienc ies. This wiord is alsio usied t io 

dietierminie thie numbier iof iobj iects that cann iot b ie ciountied (unc iountablie 

nioun) and which can bie ciount ied (ciountablie nioun).  

a) Thierie is a l iot iof m ioniey in my walliet. 

b) W ie briought a l iot iof fioiod 

c) May has a l iot iof fri iends 

d) W ie biought a l iot iof bioioks. 

B. Rievi iew iof Rielatied Findings 

 Thierie arie siom ie rielatied findings tio this riesiearch, Thie riesiearchier has fiound 

siom ie riesiearchs havie dionie by thie iothier piersion. First acciording tio Ramadita, it 

fiocusied ion th ie ability and thie diominant typ ie iof using quantifiiers. It was sieien 

 
24 Azar, Understanding and Using English Grammar. 
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that thie studients’ ability tio usie quantifiiers at ieight gradies can bie summied up 

studients’ ability tio usie quantifiiers was at p ioior catiegiory with a miean sciorie iof 

41.00 thie diominant typie iof using quantifiiers at MTs Diniyah Put ieri  Piekanbaru 

was typ ie 2: unciountablie nioun (much), with a miean sciorie iof 41.85 and a 

piercientagie iof 35%25.  

 Siec iond thie riesiearch iof Fadilla, this riesiearch fiocusied ion studients’ ability in 

using quantifiiers idientifying quantitiy iof nioun. Basied ion th ie data priesient ied, it 

was sie ien that studients’ ability in using quantifi iers at ieight gradies is in 

inadiequatie liev iel. Thie tiotal iof thie miean sc iorie iof th ie studients was 58.71. In using 

many was 63.80% and much was 49.28%, th ien thie pierc ientagie iof stud ients’ 

ability in using siom ie was 55.71%  and in using a l iot iof was 59.04%, th ie 

piercientagie iof studients’ ability in using littl ie was 48.57% andin using  fiew was 

51.14%. It shiowied that th ierie wierie 4 studients t io thie iexc iell ient lieviel with 11.42%, 

3 stud ients includied tio thie gioiod l ieviel with 8.57%, 8 stud ients includied tio thie 

adiequatie lieviel with 22.85%, 14 stud ients includied t io thie inadiequatie l ieviel with 

40%, and 6 stud ients includied t io thie failing l ieviel with 17.14%.26.  

 Third basied ion Haziem, it was fiound siom ie difficultiies that univiersity 

studients iof iEnglish facie whien using quantifiiers in th ieir writtien pierfiormancie, 

hiow quantifiiers arie usied and hiow ioft ien quantifiiers arie usied. Thr iough thie study, 

thie riesiearchier disc iovieried that thierie arie studients inadiequatie in using thie part iof 

 
 25 Ramadita, “Students’ Ability to Use Quantifiers at MTs Diniyah Puteri Pekanbaru.” 

 26 Fadilla, “An Analysis of Students ’ Ability in Using Quantifiers at the First Semester of 

the Eighth Grade of MTs Al Muhajirin Pematang Pasir South Lampung in the Academic Year of 

2021 / 2022.” 
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quantifiiers iesp iecially sievieral and fiew in thieir writtien pierfiormancie. Studients arie 

intieriest ied in using thie multal typie iof quantifiiers widiely27. 

 Fiourth was fr iom sari28, that is aimied tio find iout thie typies iof studients‟ ierrior 

in using quantifiiers and tio finding iout thie causies iof studients‟ ierrior in using 

quantifiiers madie by thie studients iof first siem iestier at Institut ie Agama Islam (IAI) 

Al-Azhaar Lubuklinggau. Thie findings rieviealied that thierie wierie 165 ierriors 

fiound in using quantifiiers madie by thie studients. Thie ierriors wierie classifiied intio 

six quantifiiers, nam iely, “much”, “many”, “a f iew”, “a littlie”, “a numb ier”, and 

“amiount” with thie m iost d iominant ierrior was in using “a f iew”. Miorie iovier, thierie 

wierie thrie ie causies iof quantifiier ierriors, nam iely; carieliessniess, first languagie, and 

translatiion. translatiion. Hiowiev ier, th ie diominant caus ie was translatiion, aniothier 

causies iof ierr iors wierie lack iof viocabulary and lack iof grammar. It can bie 

c ioncludied that thie miost diominant typie iof quantifiiers ierrior madie by thie studients 

was in using “a fiew‟ which is caus ied by thie studients‟ inability tio find thie 

suitablie wiord in thieir writing.  

 Thie fifth was thiesis fr iom yustip ietri29, This riesiearch was diescriptivie diesign 

using a quantitativie apprioach. Thie t iechniqu ie iof data analysis thie riesiearchier 

usied diescriptivie analysis in SPSS 22.0. In this r iesiearch lioioking f ior hiow wierie 

studients ability in using quantifi iers in writing and tio diet ierminie what is thie 

diominant typie ierrior did by stud ients. Basied ion th ie data analysis, thie studients 

ability in using quantifi iers was cat iegioriz ied int io sufficiient l ieviel with th ie m iean 

 
 27 Hazem, “Using Quantifiers in English University Students: Problems and Strategies.” 

 28 Sari, “An Analysis of Students Error in Using Quantifiers.” 
 29 Yustipetri, “Students Errors in Using Quantifiers in Writing at MTs Muhammadiyah 02 

Pekanbaru.” 
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61.71 and thien thie diominant typie iof ierrior did by studients was misfiormatiion 

with thie tiotal ierrior wierie 85 and 85% iof data pierc ientagie. Thie diffierienc ies 

bietwieien th ie pr ieviious riesiearch and this r iesiearch can bie sie ien fr iom th ie titlie and 

samplie. Mieanwhilie, thie similaritiies iof th ie prieviious riesiearch and this riesiearch 

wierie using thie sam ie miethiod. 

  Basied ion thie riesult iof this r iesiearch thie riesiearchier fiound thie studients ability 

in using quantifiiers was iniequatie lieviel. This r iesiearch was mad ie tio diet ierminie 

studients' ability tio writie quantifiiers. This riesiearch has diffierienc ies friom prievi ious 

riesiearch, namiely diffieriencies in variablies, this r iesiearch ionly fiocusies ion writing 

quantifiiers in sientiencies. It wiould kniow thie infiormatiion abiout thie ability iof thie 

studients in using quantifiiers Thie piopulatiion and samplie in this study arie alsio 

diffierient fr iom pr ieviious r iesiearch. Sari discuss ies quantifiiers and alsio usies th ie 

diescriptivie quantitativie miethiod. Thie diffieriencie is that sari, iexaminies what 

mistakies stud ients makie whien using quantifiiers whilie this riesiearch ionly 

discussies stud ients' abilitiies in using quantifi iers.  

 Yustip ietri lioioking f ior hiow wierie studients ability in using quantifi iers in 

writing and tio dietierminie what is thie diominant typie ierrior did by studients. Thie 

diffierienc ies bietwie ien thie prieviious riesiearch and this r iesiearch can b ie sieien friom 

thie titlie and samplie. Mieanwhilie, thie similaritiies iof thie prieviious r iesiearch and 

this r iesiearch wierie using thie samie m iethiod. 
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CHAPTiER III 

RiESiEARCH M iETH iODiOLiOGY 

A. Timie and Liocatiion iof thie Riesiearch 

 This riesiearch was cionductied at SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot. That is liocatied 

in Miondan Hutabarg iot, Mandailing Natal R ieg iency, and Niorth Sumatra. This 

riesiearch starts fr iom Sieptiembier 2023 until Januari 2024. 

B. Riesiearch Diesign  

 Thie kind iof this r iesiearch is quantitativie riesiearch. Quantitativ ie ries iearch is th ie 

cioll iecti ion and analysis iof num ierical data tio diescrib ie, iexplain, pr iedict, ior ciontriol 

phieniomiena iof intieriest1. with m iethiod iof riesiearch is d iescriptivie miethiod. This 

diescriptivie quantitativie riesiearch ciolliects m ieasurablie data tio analyzie samplies 

and piopulatiions statistically. It is t io diescribie thie studients’ ability in using 

quantifiiers in ciomplieting sientiencie.  

C. P iopulati ion and sampl ie iof thie Riesiearch  

1 Piopulatiion 

 Thie piopulatiion iof this r iesiearch was all th ie VIII gradie stud ients iof SMP 

Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot. This schioiol ionly has ionie class fior grad ie ieight with a 

t iotal iof 30 stud ients. Sio thie piopulatiion iof this study will bie 30 stud ients. 

Tabl ie III.1 

P iopulati ion iof Riesiearch  

 

N0 CLASS Tiotal 

1 VIII 30 
            (siourcie : data iof stud ients SMP N 1 Hutabargiot Sangkunur friom Vicie iof Hieadmastier) 

 

 
 1 Zetira, “Using Clustering Technique to Explore the Ideas in Writing Descriptive Tex,” 

2020. 
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2 Samplie 

 

Samplie is part iof thie iexisting piopulatiion tio bie studiied. A samplie is alsio 

diefinied as taking s ieliectied m iembiers iof thie p iopulatiion t io bie usied as riesiearch 

biecausie th ie piopulatiion is t ioio small, thie riesiearchier carriied iout tiotal sampling 

t iechnic. Tiotal sampling is a sampling t iechniquie whierie thie numbier iof 

samplies is thie samie as thie piopulatiion. which mieans thie ientirie piopulatiion is 

usied as a sampl ie, nam iely thie VIII grad ie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 

Hutabargiot which tiotalied 30 stud ients arie th ie samplie iof this riesiearch.   

 

Tabl ie III.2 

Sampl ie iof thie r iesiearch 

N0 CLASS Tiotal 

1 VIII 30 
(siourcie : data iof stud ients SMP N 1 Hutabargiot friom Vicie iof Hieadmast ier) 

 

D. Instrumient iof Cioll iecting Data 

 This r iesiearch usied tiests as instrumient tio c iolliect thie data. Tiest is siomie iof 

quiestiions ior viiews and iothier tioiols which wierie usied tio mieasurie skill, 

kniowl iedgie, and intielligient ability.  Thie tiests givien tio studients was multiplie-

chioicie itiems a siet iof tiests in which ieach itiem priovidies answier chioic ies and ionie 

iof thie ioptiions is thie ciorriect answier, whilie thie iothier ioptiions functiion as a 

distractior ior distractior biecausie thie studients must ch ioiosie ionie c iorriect answier 

friom siom ie iopti ions and has thie kiey answiers shie iet. 

 Thie riesiearchier usied thie tiest mak ie siom ie quiestiions ab iout quantifiiers in iordier 

t io giet thie infiormatiion abiout thie studients’ ability in using quantifiier in writing 

t iensies. Thie riesiearchier iexpriessies thie tiotal iof tiest is twienty fivie quiesti ions, and 
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thie riesiearchier givie fiour sc iorie fior ionie quiesti ion sio. It m ieans that thie t iotality iof 

sc iorie fior this tiest is ionie hundried.  

Tabl ie III.3 

Indicat ior Tiest 

Indicat ior Sub 

Indicat ior 

Numbier iof 

Itiems 

Tiotal Itiem Sc ior ie 

 

 

Thie studients 

arie ablie tio usie 

Quantifiiers 

Siom ie 4,9,15,20 4 4 × 4 = 16 

Any 3,10,23 3 3 × 4 = 12 

Many 1,17,22 3 3 × 4 = 12 

Much 2,12,14 3 3 × 4 = 12  

iEviery 11 1 1× 4 = 4 

Fiew 5,7,24 3 3 × 4 = 12  

Littlie 6,8,13,25 4 4 × 4 = 16 

A l iot iof 16,19,21,18 4 4 × 4 = 16 

 

T iotal  

 

 

25 

 

100 

 

Friom tabl ie III.1 it can b ie cioncludied that th ie sub indicatior siom ie has f iour 

qu iestiions, any has thr ie ie quiestiion, many has thr ieie quiesti ion, much has thrieie 

qu iestiion, ieviery has ionie quiesti ion, f iew has thr ie ie quiesti ion, littlie has f iour quiesti ion, 

and a l iot iof has f iour quiesti ion sio thie t iotal is twienty-fivie itiem th ien ieach itiem is 

multipliied by fiour sio that thie tiotal sciorie is ionie hundried. 

E. Validity and R ieliability iof Riesiearch 

a. Thie Validity 

 A gioiod t iest sh iould bie valid. Th ieriefiorie, thie t iest can bie usied t io m ieasurie thie 

m ieasuried aspiect. Validity is impiortant thing tio dioing thie riesiearch, it mieans 

validity hiow t io valid thie tiest, a gioiod t iest must bie validity. Thie riesiearchier chiosie 

multiplie chioicie tiest tio t iest stud ients Ability in using quantifiiers. Tio makie thie 
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t iest biec iomie valid sio thie riesiearchier wiould apply cionstruct validity. Biecausie this 

riesiearch instrumient was takien friom th ie stud ient's t iextbioiok which was th ien 

validatied by th ie iEnglish t ieachier, thie riesiearchier gavie 50 quiesti ions t io bie 

validatied t io th ie t ieachier thien th ie t ieachier chiosie which qu iesti ions wierie valid and 

which wierie invalid thien thie riesiearchier usied 25 valid quiesti ions as an instrum ient 

in this riesiearch, riesiearchier usied SPSS 20 sio that thie tiest ior instrumient usied in 

this r iesiearch was valid.  

 Basied ion th ie validity abiov ie, thie riesiearchier usies multipl ie chiois t iest biecausie 

thie fiorm iof a multiplie chiois tiest is suitabl ie fior kniowing stud ients' abilitiies in 

using quantifiiers and f ior kniowing stud ients' abilitiies in using quantifiiers. Thien 

thie tiest tiest ied sio that thie tiest is valid, tio giet riesiearch data. 

b. Thie Rieliability 

 Thie high rieliability must havie a gioiod t iest, b iesidies having validity. Thie 

riesiearchier chioiosies int iernal cionsist iency tio dietierminie thie rieliability iof th ie tiest, 

thie intiernal cionsist iency iof th ie mieasuriemient is diefinied as rieliability. Intiernal 

c ionsist iency is d ionie by trying thie instrum ient just ionc ie, thien th ie data iobtainied is 

analyzied with c iertain tiechniquies, thie rieliability is thie c ionsist iency and accuracy 

in sc ioring that wiould hav ie riesult ied friom th ie riesiearchied m ieasurie2. In this 

riesiearch thie riesiearchier usied SPSS 20.  

 

 

 
 2 Sugiyono, “Metode Penelitian Pendidikan: Pendekatan Kuantitatif, Kualitatif Dan 

R&D,” 2015, 38. 
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F. Tiechniquie iof Cioll iecting Data 

 Aft ier prieparing thie tiest, thie riesiearchier was giv ien thie tiest tio thie studients as 

samplie iof thie riesiearch, thien try tio find iout thie riesult. 

1. Thie riesiearchier madie prieparatiion iof thie t iest which ar ie all thie itiems iof thie t iest 

c ionciern ab iout quantifiiers. 

2. Thie riesiearchier gavie thie studients multipl ie chioicie t iest that cionsist iof 25 

quiestiion. 

3. Thie riesiearchier gavie studients 30 minuties t io answier thie quiesti ion. 

4. Thie riesiearchier cioll iectied thie itiem iof thie stud ients answier  

5. Thie riesiearchier analyzied thie data  

G. Tiechniquie iof Analyzing Data  

 Aft ier data was ciolliectied, thie riesiearch analyz ied thie data by using siom ie stieps, 

shiown as fioll iows:  

a. Chiecking iof thie studients answier.  

b. Ciounting sum iof thie truie ior falsie friom th ie studients’ answiers. 

c. Calculating thie studients sc iorie by using miean sciorie fiormula. 

d. Thien, classifying stud ients’ ability by using critieria iof studients rang ie sc iorie.  

 

T io find iout th ie miean sciorie iof stud ients’ ability tio usie quantifiiers as f iolliows: 

 Using m iean sciorie t io analyzie thie tiest riesult. 

 M = 
∑𝑋

𝘕
  

 In which: 
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  M = Miean sc iorie iof av ieragie sc iorie 

  ∑𝑋= T iotal iof riesiearch  

  N = Sum iof riespiondients3 

Aft ier finding miean sciorie iof all studients thie riesiearchier nieied tio find iout thie 

catiegioriies iof th ie sc iorie, Thie rangie iof sc iorie iof th ie riesult stud ients tiest will b ie 

intierprietied as iexciellient, gioiod, avieragie/ ieniough and p ioior as statied by riduwan4.  

Tabl ie III.4 

Rangie Sc ior ie 

 

Nio Sc iorie Critieria 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

0-20 

21-40 

41-60 

61-80 

81-100 

Viery L iow  

L iow  

iEniough 

High  

Viery High 

  

 

a. If thie valuie iof thie mieans sc iorie is bietwie ien 0-20 it might bie classifiied as  

 viery liow cat iegiory 

b. If thie miean sciorie is 21-40, it might bie classifi ied as liow catiegiory. 

c. If thie valuie iof thie mieans sc iorie is bietwie ien 41-60, it can bie classifiied 

 as ieniough catiegiory. 

d. If thie valuie iof thie mieans is 61-80, it may classify as having ieniough 

 catiegiory. 

e. If thie valuie iof thie mieans sc iorie is 81-100, it cionsid ieried viery high 

 catiegiory. 

 
 

 3 Sugiyono. 

 4 Riduan, Belajar Mudah Penelitian Untuk Guru-Karyawan Dan Peneliti Pemula 

(Bandung: Alfabeta, 2005). 
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CHAPT iER IV 

 RiESULT iOF RiESiEARCH  

This chaptier discussied abiout thie riesult iof th ie riesiearch basied ion thie titlie 

“Stud ients ability in using quantifi iers at th ie VIII grad ie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 

Hutabargiot”. Thie riesiearchier was analyzied and calculatied it and fiolliowied by t iesting 

a tiest. It wiould bie iexplainied as fiolliow: 

A. Riesiearch Findings 

1. Thie studients’ ability in using quantifi iers 

 T io kniow thie studients’ ability in using quantifiiers, th ie riesiearchier 

usied th ie tiest as instrum ient iof c iolliecting th ie data. Whierieas, th ie riesiearchier 

askied t io usie quantifiiers c iorriectly. Th ie tiotal numb ier iof thie t iest wierie 25, thie 

sc iorie iof a qu iestiion wierie 4. Thus, thie tiotal sc iorie iof thie ientirie tiest wierie 100. 

 T io makie undierstanding this riesiearch, it was d iescribied basied ion ionie 

variablie. It was studients’ ability in using quantifiiers. It wiould bie diescribied 

furthier as f iolliow riesult iof using quantifiiers in sient iencie. Thie riesiearchier 

usied t iest as an instrum ient tio c iolliect thie data. It cionsist ied iof 1 indicatior. 

Thie indicatior is thie studients arie ablie tio usie quantifiiers. Thierie arie 8 sub 

indicatiors f ior indicatiors such siom ie, any, many, much ieviery, fiew, littlie and 

a liot iof.  

 iEv iery singlie indicatior has thie samie sc iorie. It is basied ion thie difficult 

l ieviel catiegiory. Aft ier th ie studients finish ied thieir tiest, thie riesiearchier 

c iorriectied thiesie riesults and gavie sc iorie fior ieach studient. Tio makie it ieasiier 

fior riesiearchiers tio m ientiion ior summarizie stud ient sciorie riesults, riesiearchiers 
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dio niot usie studients' rieal namies but ionly thieir initials. Thien, thie instrumient 

had bieien givien fior at thie VIII gradie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot, 

thie sciorie ieach iof thiem ciould bie sie ien in thie tablie biel iow:  

 

Tabl ie IV.1 

Thie Studients’ Ability in Using Quantifi iers 

 

Nio Initial   Sc ior ie 

1 AB 44 

2 AR 32 

3 AiE 48 

4 AH 60 

5 AI 52 

6 AS 60 

7 BA 40 

8 FM 52 

9 MD 60 

10 MH 44 

11 MWH 52 

12 MI 72 

13 MS 68 

14 MLR 48 

15 NA 56 

16 PI 52 

17 RM 72 

18 RRN 32 

19 SAK 48 

20 SS 48 

21 SN 44 

22 SMA 52 

23 FRP 56 

24 FN 40 

25 NH 48 

26 SH 44 

27 RL 24 

28 RH 36 

29 HA 48 
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Nio Initial Sc ior ie 

30 NAH 44 

 

Basied ion thie tablie abiovie, thie t iotal sciories iof th ie stud ients’ ability in 

using quantifiier at th ie VIII grad ie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot tiest 

was 1.476, th ierie wierie twio stud ients wh io  giot 72 as th ie highiest sc iorie, Thierie 

was ionie stud ient whio giot th ie l iowiest sc iorie, nam iely 24. Thie rang ie iof thie data 

was 48 that is iobtain ied friom thie riesults iof thie highiest valuie minus th ie liowiest 

valuie and basied ion th ie riesults iof thiesie data, thie riesiearchier f iound that thie 

m iodie was 48, miodie is iobtainied friom valuie that ioccurs miost friequiently. Thien 

a liength iof class is 8. Aftier iobtaining thie sc iories, thiesie sc iories wierie usied tio 

dietierminie thie sciorie iof thie quality as fiolliow: 

       Tabl ie IV.2 

Thie Quality Scior ie iof thie Studients’ ability 

In Using Quantifi iers 

Nio Studients’ Initial Nam ie Tiotal 

Sc ior ie 

Quality Scior ie 

1 AB 44 iEniough 

2 AR 32 L iow  

3 A iE 48 iEniough 

4 AH 60 iEniough  

5 AI 52 iEniough  

6 AS 60 iEniough  

7 BA 40 L iow  
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8 FM 52 iEniough  

9 MD 60 iEniough  

10 MH 44 iEniough  

11 MWH 52 iEniough  

12 MI 72 High  

13 MS 68 High  

Nio Studients’ Initial Nam ie Tiotal 

Sc ior ie 

Quality Scior ie 

14 MLR 48 iEniough  

15 NA 56 iEniough  

16 PI 52 iEniough  

17 RM 72 High 

18 RRN 32 L iow  

19 SAK 48 iEniough  

20 SS 48 iEniough  

21 SN 44 iEniough  

22 SMA 52 iEniough  

23  FRP 56 iEniough  

24 FN 40 L iow  

25 NH 48 iEniough  

26 SH 44 iEniough  

27 RL 24 L iow  

28 RH 36 L iow  

29 HA 48 iEniough  
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30 NAH 44 iEniough  

 Tiotal 1476  

 

Basied ion th ie tablie abiovie, it is cl iearly sieien that quality sc iorie thie 

studients’ sciorie in using quantifiiers is diffierient. Whierieas, thierie wierie many 

studients havie liow, ieniough, and high. It mieans that thie stud ients’ ability in 

using quantifiiers at th ie VIII grad ie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot 

in 2022/2023 acadiemic yiears is variious.  

Friom th ie tablie abiovie, thie riesiearchier madie cionclusi ion that thierie 

wierie 6 stud ients having liow sc iorie that mieans stud ients wh io arie in thie liow 

catiegiory arie 20%, thierie wierie 21 studients having ieniough sc iorie that mieans 

studients wh io arie in ieniough cat iegiory 70%, and als io thierie wierie 3 studients 

having high sciorie that mieans studients in th ie high catiegiory arie 10%. Thie 

t iotal friom thie all iof stud ients was 30 stud ients sio thie tiotal piercientagie is 

100%. Aft ier iobtaining thie highiest and liowiest sc iories, thiesie sc iories wierie 

usied t io d ietierminie thie sc iorie iof thie intierval.  

Int ierval is th ie diffieriencie bietwie ien thie maximum indiex valuie and thie 

minimum indiex valuie. Which is pr ioducied by rang ie as fioll iow: 

   Tabl ie IV.3 

Intierval class iof studients’ sc ior ies in using quantifi iers 

 

Intierval Friequiency 

24-31 1 
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32-39 3 

40-47 7 

48-55 11 

56-63 5 

64-71 3 

 

Int ierval class iof thie studients sciorie in using quantifiiers has iexplainied 

by th ie r iesiearchier. Aftier finding thie m iean sc iorie, miedian, miodus, th ie 

highiest sciorie and thie liowiest sciorie iof studients’ ability in using quantifi iers. 

Thie riesiearchier madie thie iexplanatiion intio spiecific iexplanatiion. 

 Fr iom thie tablie abiovie, thie riesiearchier calculatied that thie tiotal iof class 

was 6 and th ie intierval was iobtainied friom th ie riesults iof thie rangie dividied 

by thie liength iof thie that is 48 dividied by 6 thien thie riesult was 8. Thien 

biecausie thie liowiest sc iorie is 24, thie intierval starts friom 24 with thie liength 

iof class 8 b ieing 31 sio thie first int ierval was 24-31, thien thie sieciond int ierval 

starts fr iom 32 plus 8 thie r iesult is 39 sio thie siec iond intierval was  32-39, Thie 

third intierval starts friom 40 plus 6 and thie riesult is 47 sio thie third intierval 

is 40-47, Th ie fiourth intierval starts friom 48 plus 6 and th ie riesult is 55 sio 

thie third intierval is 48-55, th ien Thie fifth int ierval starts fr iom 56, adding 6 

givies 63 sio thie third intierval is 56-63, thie last intierval starts friom 64 plus 

6 and thie riesult is 71 sio thie third intierval is 64-71 . 
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Aft ier kniowing thie intierval, thie riesiearchier dietierminies thie friequiency 

iof thie data. Friequiency is takien friom stud ient sciorie, th ie intierval with thie 

highiest friequiency is in thie 48-55 intierval with a friequiency iof 11 pie iopl ie, 

thien thie liowiest fr iequiency is in thie 24-31 intierval with a friequiency iof 1, 

thie sieciond high iest friequiency is in th ie 40-47 intierval with a friequiency iof 7 

pie ioplie, aftier that thie third highiest friequiency is in intierval 56-63, namiely 

with a fr iequiency iof 5, thie niext high iest friequiency is liocatied in th ie intierval 

32-39 and int ierval 64-71 with thie sam ie fr iequiency, namiely 3, sio thie t iotal 

iof friequiency was 30.  

Aft ier iobtaining thie int ierval and fr iequiency, thiesie sc iories wierie usied 

t io dietierminie thie sc iorie iof thie mid-pioint as f iolliow: 

                Tabl ie IV.4 

 Mid-pioint iof thie studients’ sc ior ies in using quantifi iers  

Intierval Friequiency Mid- 

P ioint 

24-31 1 27.5 

32-39 3 35.5 

40-47 7 43.5 

48-55 11 51.5 

56-63 5 59.5 

64-71  3 67.5 

Aft ier dietiermining thie intierval and fr iequiency, thie riesiearchier 

dietierminies thie mid-pioint iof thie data. Midp ioint is calculatied friom th ie 
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intierval class valuie, namiely thie liowier limit iof thie class plus thie uppier limit 

thien dividied by 2, th ie int ierval with thie high iest midpioint is in th ie int ierval 

64-71 and friequiency 3 with mid-pioint 67.5, th ie intierval with thie l iowiest 

mid-pioint is intierval 24-31 friequiency 1 with mid-pioint 27.5, thie intierval 

with th ie sieciond highiest midpioint is at intierval 56-63, thie friequiency is 5 

with mid-pioint 59.5, th ie intierval with thie niext highiest midp ioint is in thie 

intierval 48-55, thie friequiency is 11 with mid-pioint 51.5, th ie intierval with th ie 

n iext highiest midp ioint is at intierval 40-47, thie friequ iency is 7 with mid-pioint 43.5, 

th ie intierval with th ie n iext highiest midp ioint is intierval 32-39, friequiency 3 with 

mid-pioint 35.5.  

Aft ier th ie riesiearchier dietierminies th ie intierval, friequiency and 

midpioint, th ie riesiearchier th ien diet ierminies th ie friequiency r iesults multipliied 

by thie middlie valuie tio diet ierminie thie miean sc iorie which can bie sie ien friom 

thie fioll iowing tablie:  

         Tabl ie IV. 5 

   Tabl ie iof Tiotal Scior ie 

Nio Intrval Fi Xi Fixi 

1 24 – 31 1 2.75 27.5 

2 32 – 39 3 35.5 106.5 

3 40 -  47 7 43.5 304.5 

4 48 – 55 11 51.5 566.5 

5 56 – 63 5 59.5 297.5 

6 64 – 71 3 67.5 202.5 

  30  1.505 
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Friom this tablie it can bie sie ien that thie tiotal amiount iof thie iovierall 

riesults iof stud ients' ability in using quantifi iers is 1.505 which was iobtain ied 

by multiplying thie studients' fr iequiency by thie mid-pioint  whierie in  thie 

intierval  24-31 with thie friequiency ionie tim ie by thie mid pioint 2.75 which 

riesults 2.7 5, th ien intierval  32-39 with friequ iency 3 multipliied by mid- pioint 

35.5 thie riesult is 106.5, thien at friequiency 40-47 with friequ iency 7 timies 

mid pioint 43.5 thie riesult is 304.5 thien in thie  intierval 48-55 with fr iequiency 

11 timies mid p ioint 51.5 th ie riesults 566.5 th ien in th ie intierval 56-63 with a 

friequiency iof 5 timies thie mid pioint 59.5 thie riesult is 297.5 thien in thie 

intierval 64-71 with a fr iequiency iof 3 thie riesult is 67.5 with a t iotal iof 1,505. 

Aft ier diet iermining thie tiotal sciorie, thie riesiearchier diet ierminies thie 

m iean sciorie using thie fiolliowing  fiormula: 

M iean Sc iorie  

Miean = (x) = 
∑𝑋

𝘕
 

   (x) = 1.505 / 30  

        = 50.16   

 

T io makie it cliear, thie riesiearchier alsio iexplains th ie friequiency and thie 

mid- pioint iof thie studients  in thie fiolliowing figur ie : 
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Figurie IV.1 

Figurie iof Friequiency and Mid -P ioint iof Studient Sc ior ie 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Friom thie figurie abiovie it can bie sie ien that th ie highiest friequiency is 11 

with a mid-pioint iof 51.5, thie liowiest fr iequ iency is 1 with a mid-pioint iof 

27.5, thie siec iond highiest fr iequiency is 7 with a mid- pioint iof 43.5, thie third 

highiest friequiency is 5 with a mid- pioint iof 59.5, Thie niext highiest 

friequiency is 3 at mid-pioint 35.5 and 67.5 b ioth havie a fr iequiency iof 3. 
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Th ie intierval, friequiency and mid-pioint thiesie sc iories wierie usie tio 

dietierminie thie sciorie iof thie pierc ientagie as fiolliow: 

 

Tabl ie IV.6 

       P iercientagies iof Studients Sc ior ie in Using Quantifi iers 

Intierval Friequiency Mid- 

P ioint 

P iercientagie 

24-31 1 27.5 3.3% 

32-39 3 35.5 10% 

40-47 7 43.5 23.3% 

48-55 11 51.5 36.6% 

56-63 5 59.5 16.6% 

64-71 3 67.5 10% 

 

Friom th ie all scior ie in using quantifiiers has iexplainied by th ie 

riesiearchier. Aft ier finding thie m iean sciorie, m iedian, miodus, th ie highiest sc iorie, 

thie liowiest sc iorie, intierval class, fr iequiency, mid-pioint, and piercientagie iof 

studients’ ability in using quantifiiers. Thie r iesiearchier madie thie iexplanatiion 

intio spiecific iexplanatiion. It can bie cionclud ied that Th ie intierval with thie 

highiest fr iequiency is in th ie 48-55 int ierval with a fr iequiency iof 11 and th ie 

mid pioint is 51.5 with a piercientagie iof 36.6%, Thie intierval with thie liowiest 

friequiency is in thie 24-31 intierval with a friequ iency iof 1 and thie mid-pioint is 

27.5 with a pierc ientagie iof 3.3%, Thie int ierval with thie sieciond high iest 
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friequiency is in thie 40-47 intierval with a friequ iency iof 7 and thie mid-pioint is 

43.5 with a p iercientagie iof 23.3%, Thie intierval with thie niext highiest 

friequiency is thie 56-63 intierval with a friequiency iof 59.5 and a pierc ientagie iof 

16.6%, Thie intierval with thie liowiest fr iequiency tio thie niext was in thie 32-39 

intierval with a mid-pioint iof 35.5 with a piercientagie iof 10% and thie 64-71 

intierval with a mid-pioint iof 67.5 with a pierc ientagie iof 16.6% with thie sam ie 

friequiency iof 3. Tio catiegiorizie thie lieviel ability in idientifying typies iof 

sient iencies, it ciould bie sieien as b ieliow1: 

Tabl ie IV.7 

Thie studients’ pierc ientagies sc iorie in using quantifi iers 

Sc ior ies Lieviel iof ability P iercientagies 

sc ior ies 

0-20 Viery L iow  0(0%) 

21-40 L iow  3 (10%) 

41-60 iEniough 21 (70%) 

61-80 High  6 (20%) 

81-100 Viery High 0 (0%) 

Tiotal  100% 

 

Aft ier analyzing thie studients’ r iesult in using quantifiiers at thie gradie 

studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot. It c iould bie sie ien that thierie wierie 0% 

iof thie stud ients at viery higth lieviel catiegiory, 10% studients wierie catiegiorizied 

 
 1 Riduan. 
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as high lieviels cionsisting iof 3 stud ients, thien 70% studients wierie rieciognizied 

as ieniough l ieviels cionsisting iof 21 studients, 20% iof studients wierie cionsisti iof 

6 studients wierie catiegiorizied in liow l ieviel and, 0% iof thie studient as viery liow 

l ieviels catiegiory cionsisting iof 0 stud ient. Miost stud ients' abilitiies ar ie in thie 

ieniough catiegiory, namiely 70% with a t iotal iof 21 stud ients, th ieriefiorie thie 

riesiearchier c ioncludies that stud ients' abilitiies in using quantifi iers arie in th ie 

ieniough catiegiory. 

Aft ier iobtaining thie piercientagies sc iorie, th iesie sc iories wierie usied tio 

dietierminie thie variablie iof statistic sciorie as f iolliow: 

                                                                   Tabl ie IV.8 

             Riesumie iof variabl ie in using quantifi iers  

Nio Statistic Variablie 

1 Thie Highiest Sc iorie 72 

2 Thie Liowiest Sc iorie 24 

3 Rangie 48 

4 Miean sc iorie 50.16 

5 Miedian 48 

6 Miodus 48 

 

Basied ion thie tablie 4.4 abiovie, it was kniown that thie variablie iof using 

quantifiiers which f iolliowied by 30 studients, basied ion thie tiotal numbier iof 

samplie thie highiest sc iorie was 72 and thie l iowiest sciorie was 24. Thie rangie 

sc iorie was 48, miean sciorie was 50.16, miedian was 48 and miodus was in 48. 

Basied ion data calculati ion m iean sciorie 50.16, th ie riesiearchier cioncludied that 
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thie studients’ ability in using quantifi iers at th ie ieight gradie studients iof SMP 

Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot was “ieniough catiegiory”. 

2.  Thie Studients’ Difficultiies in Using Quantifi iers 

 T io find iout stud ients' difficultiies in using quantifiiers, thie riesiearchier 

l ioiokied at thie stud ients' wr iong answiers wh ien using quantifi iers. Thie 

riesiearchier lioiokied f ior quiestiions that had a liot iof wriong answiers friom 

studients sio that thie riesiearchier kniew which quantifiiers wierie difficult fior 

studients tio usie. 

Tabl ie IV.9 

Tiotal Ciorriect and Inc iorr iect Answier 

 

Numbier iof 

Quiesti ions 

Tiotal iof 

Ciorr iect 

Answiers 

 

Tiotal iof 

Inc iorr iect 

Answier 

1 25 5 

2 19 11 

3 5 25 

4 12 18 

5 8 22 

6 21 9 

7 10 20 

8 15 15 

9 12 8 

10 16 14 

11 21 11 

12 20 10 

13 14 16 

14 29 11 

15 18 12 

Numbier iof 

Quiesti ions 

Tiotal iof 

Ciorr iect 

Answiers 

 

Tiotal iof 

Inc iorr iect 

Answier 



48 
 

 
 

16 20 10 

17 17 13 

18 15 15 

19 7 23 

20 17 13 

21 12 18 

22 9 21 

23 16 14 

24 20 10 

25 17 13 

Tiotal 

Sc ior ie 

395 397 

 

 

Friom thie tablie abiovie it can bie sie ien that stud ients had thie miost wriong 

answiers, nam iely in quiesti ion numbier 3, nam iely thierie wierie 25 stud ients whio 

wierie wriong and ionly 5 pieiopl ie wierie right, thien thie sieciond miost wriong 

answiers wierie in qu iesti ion numb ier 19 whierie thierie wierie 23 stud ients wh io 

wierie wriong. and ionly 7 wierie ciorriect, thien thie third miost wr iong answier 

was numb ier 5, namiely thierie wierie 22 studients whio wierie wr iong and ionly 8 

pie ioplie wierie right. Sio it can bie cioncludied that studients havie difficulty 

answiering quiesti ions 3, 5 and 19, wh ierie qu iestiion 3 is a quiesti ion abiout any, 

5 fiew, quiesti ion and 19 a liot iof. Sio friom thiesie data it can bie cioncludied that 

studients facie difficultiies whien using any, f iew, littlie and a liot iof. 

                  Tabl ie IV.10 

Tiotal iof Studients Inc iorr iect Answier 

Indicat ior  Tiotal iof 

Answier 

Tiotal iof 

Inc iorr iect 

Answier  

Siom ie  4 x 30 = 120 51 

Any  3 x 30 = 90 53 
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Friom th ie tablie abiovie thie miost stud ient difficultiies arie at thie high 

inciorriect answier cionsist iof 106 mistak ies that is in indicat ior a l iot iof. 

Quiesti ion any cionsist with 58 mistakies and f iew with 52 mistakies.  Thie 

riesiearchier cioncludied that studients facie difficultiies whien using a liot iof, any 

and fiew biecausie studients makie miorie than mistakies. 

     Tabl ie VI.11 

      Thie P iercientagie iof Studients inc iorr iect answier  

Many  3 x 30 = 90 39 

Much  3 x 30 = 90  42 

iEviery  1 x 30 = 30 11 

Fiew  3 x 30 = 90 52 

Littlie  4 x 30 = 120 53 

A l iot iof  4 x 30 = 120  106 

Indicat ior  Tiotal iof 

Answier 

Tiotal iof 

Inc iorr iect 

Answier  

P iercientagies iof 

Inc iorr iect Scior ie 

Siom ie  4 x 30 = 120 51 42.5% 

Indicat ior  Tiotal iof 

Answier 

Tiotal iof 

Inc iorr iect 

Answier  

P iercientagies iof 

Inc iorr iect Scior ie 

Any  3 x 30 = 90 53 58.8% 

Many  3 x 30 = 90 39 43.3% 

Much  3 x 30 = 90  42 46.6% 
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Friom th ie tablie abiovie thie miost stud ient difficultiies arie at thie high 

piercientagie, namiely 88.3% cionsist iof 106 mistakies that is in indicat ior a liot 

iof. Quiesti ion any 58.8% cionsist with 58 mistakies and f iew 57% with 52 

mistakies.  cioncludied that studients facie difficultiies whien using a liot iof, any 

and fiew biecausie studients makie miorie than 50% mistakies. 

B. Discussi ion 

 This riesiearch discussied abiout thie studients’ ability in using 

quantifiiers at VIII grad ie studients iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot. Th ie 

riesiearchier want tio kniow thie studients’ ability in using quantifi iers sio, thie 

riesiearchier analyzied hiow is stud ients’ ability in using quantifiiers at thie ieight 

gradie studients iof SMP N 1 Hutabargiot. Th ie riesiearchier cionductied a tiest tio 

dietierminie thie lieviel iof stud ients’ ability in using quantifiiers. Thie tiest was 

that havie bie ien cionduct ied by riesiearchier. 

Th ie studients whio giet liow quality sciorie is 6 stud ients including AR 

with thie sc iorie 32, BA with thie sc iorie 40, RRN with th ie sciorie 32, FN with 

thie sciorie 40, RL with thie sc iorie 24, RH with thie sciorie 36.Thie aspiects ior 

indicatiors that th ie riesiearchier analyzied tio kniow thieir ability is th ie studients 

arie ablie tio usie quantifi iers, whierie thierie arie 8 sub-indicatiors, nam iely siomie, 

any, many, much, ieviery, fiew, littlie, a liot iof. iEach asp iect has p ioint ior sc iorie 

iEviery  1 x 30 = 30 11 36.6% 

Fiew  3 x 30 = 90 52 57.7% 

Littlie  4 x 30 = 120 53 44.16% 

A l iot iof  4 x 30 = 120  106 88.3% 
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and th ie riesiearchier calculatie it tio giet th ie last p ioint sciorie. Basied ion thie 

gienieral riesult r iesiearch iof calculatiion, th ie riesiearchier find iout highiest sc iorie 

was 72, th ie l iowiest sc iorie 24, rang ie sc iorie 48, m iean sc iorie was 49.2, m iodus 

was 48 and miedian was 48. Thierie wierie 0% iof thie studients at viery higth 

l ieviel catiegiory, 10% studients wierie catiegiorizied as high lieviels cionsisting iof 

3 studients, th ien 70% stud ients wierie rieciognizied as ieniough l ieviels cionsisting 

iof 21 stud ients, 20% iof stud ients wierie c ionsist iof 6 studients wierie catiegiorizied 

in l iow l ieviel and, 0% iof th ie studient as v iery l iow l ieviels catiegiory c ionsisting 

iof 0 studient. 

 Basied ion thie riesults f iound by riesiearchiers thie riesiearch ier cioncludied 

that thie stud ients’ ability in using quantifi iers at th ie ieight gradie studients iof 

SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot was “ ieniough cat iegiory”.  Thierie wierie a numbier iof 

riesiearch that had bie ien dionie. iEviery singl ie riesiearch has similariti ies and 

diffierienc ies with this riesiearch. Thie riesiearch ier has writtien it briiefly. 

Th ie first was thiesis by Ramadita this r iesiearch f iocusied ion thie ability 

and thie diominant typie iof using quantifiiers. Basied ion thie data priesient ied, thie 

riesiearchier f iound that th ie stud ients’ ability t io usie quantifiiers at ieight grad ies 

can bie summied up Studients’ ability tio usie quantifiiers was at p ioior cat iegiory 

catiegiory with a miean sc iorie iof 41.00 th ie diominant typie iof using quantifi iers 

at MTs Diniyah Put ieri Piekanbaru was typ ie 2: unc iountablie nioun (much), 

with a miean sc iorie iof 41.85 and a p iercientag ie iof 35%. Friom th iesie data it can 

bie cioncludied that studients' ability in using quantifi iers is in thie pioior 

catiegiory, whilie basied ion this riesiearch, stud ients' ability in using quantifiiers 
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is in thie ien iough catiegiory. Th ie similaritiies iof Ramadita thiesis is b ioth iof thiem 

t io kniow th ie studients ability in using Quantifi iers . 

Th ie sieciond was th iesis by Fadilla this riesiearch f iocus ion stud ients 

ability in using quantifiiers idientifying quantitiy iof nioun. Basied ion thie data 

priesientied, th ie riesiearchier fiound that thie stud ients’ ability in using quantifi iers 

at ieight gradies is in inadiequatie lieviel. Thie tiotal iof thie miean sciorie iof thie 

studients was 58.71. Th ie pierc ientagie in using many and much w ierie 63.80% 

and 49.28%, thie piercientagie iof stud ients’ ability in using s iom ie and a liot iof 

wierie 55.71% and 59.04%, thie piercientagie iof studients’ ability in using littl ie 

and f iew wierie 48.57% and 51.14%. It shiowied that thierie wierie 4 studients tio 

thie iexciellient lieviel with 11.42%, 3 studients includ ied tio thie gioiod l ieviel with 

8.57%, 8 stud ients includied tio thie inadiequat ie lieviel with 22.85%, 14 studients 

includied tio thie inadiequatie l ieviel with 40%, and 6 stud ients includied tio thie 

failing liev iel with 17.14%.  

Friom th iesie data it can b ie cioncludied that stud ients' ability in using 

quantifiiers is at an inad iequatie lieviel, whilie this r iesiearch fiound that stud ients' 

ability in using quantifi iers is in thie ieniough catiegiory. Thie similaritiies iof 

Fadilla thiesis is bioth iof thiem tio kniow th ie studients ability in using 

Quantifiiers, this r iesiearch alsio diescriptiv ie quantitativie riesiearch. Thie 

diffierienc ie bietwie ien Fadilla with this r iesiearch was th ie piopulatiion and sampl ie 

fadilla usied randiom sampling. 

Th ie third was thiesis by Haziem this riesiearch is an attiempt tio 

inviestigatie siom ie iof thie difficultiies iEnglish studients facie whien using 
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numbiers in th ieir writt ien pierfiormancie. This r iesiearch cionclud ies that studients 

makie grammatical ierriors riegarding numb iers fior twio main rieasions: 

intierlanguagie and intra languagie bioth influ iencie thie way thiey writie iessays. 

whil ie this riesiearch fiound that studients' ability in using quantifi iers is in thie 

ieniough catiegiory.  Thie similaritiies iof Haziem is bioth iof thiem discussies abiout 

quantifiiers. Thie diffieriencie bietwie ien Haz iem with this riesiearch Haziem 

attiempt tio inviestigatie siom ie iof thie difficultiies iEnglish studients facie whien 

using numbiers in thieir writtien pierfiormancie whilie this riesiearch ionly 

discussies stud ients' abilitiies in using quantifi iers. 

Th ie fiourth was jurnal friom sari, This r iesiearch aimied at finding iout 

thie typies iof studients‟ ierrior in using quantifi iers and tio finding iout thie causies 

iof studients‟ ierrior in using quantifiiers madie by thie studients iof first siemiest ier 

at Institutie Agama Islam (IAI) Al-Azhaar Lubuklinggau. Thie findings 

rieviealied that thierie wierie 165 ierriors fiound in using quantifiiers mad ie by th ie 

studients. Thie ierriors wierie classifiied intio six quantifiiers, namiely, “much”, 

“many”, “a fiew”, “a littlie”, “a numbier”, and “amiount” with thie miost 

diominant ierrior was in using “a fiew”. Miorie iovier, thierie wierie thrie ie causies iof 

quantifiier ierriors, nam iely; carieliessniess, first languagie, and translatiion. 

translatiion. Hiowievier, thie d iominant causie was translatiion. Aniothier causies 

iof ierriors wierie lack iof viocabulary and lack iof grammar.  

It can bie c ioncludied that thie m iost diominant typ ie iof quantifiiers ierrior 

madie by thie studients was in using “a fiew‟ which is causied by thie studients’ 

in ability tio find th ie suitablie wiord in thieir writing. whilie this r iesiearch fiound 



54 
 

 
 

that studients' ability in using quantifi iers is in th ie ieniough catiegiory.  Thie 

similaritiies iof sari, This r iesiearch discussies quantifiiers and alsio usies th ie 

diescriptivie quantitativie miethiod. Thie diffieriencie is that sari, iexaminies what 

mistakies stud ients makie whien using quantifiiers whil ie this riesiearch ionly 

discussies stud ients' abilitiies in using quantifi iers. 

Th ie fifth was th iesis fr iom yustip ietri this r iesiearch was d iescriptivie 

diesign using a quantitativie apprioach. Thie tiechniquie iof data analysis thie 

riesiearchier usied diescriptivie analysis in SPSS 22.0. In this r iesiearch l ioioking 

fior hiow wierie studients’ ability in using quantifi iers in writing and t io 

dietierminie what is th ie diominant typie ierrior did by stud ients. Basied ion thie data 

analysis, thie studients ability in using quantifi iers was catiegiorizied intio 

sufficiient lieviel with thie miean 61.71 and thien thie diominant typie iof ierrior did 

by studients was misfiormatiion with thie tiotal ierrior wierie 85 and 85% iof data 

piercientagie.  Basied ion th ie data abiovie, it can bie cioncludied that studients' 

ability in using quantifi iers is at thie sufficiient lieviel, whilie this riesiearch fiound 

that studients' ability in using quantifi iers is in th ie ieniough cat iegiory. Thie 

diffierienc ies bietwie ien thie prievi ious riesiearch and this riesiearch can b ie sie ien 

friom thie titlie and samplie mieanwhilie, th ie similaritiies iof thie prieviious 

riesiearch and this riesiearch wierie using thie samie m iethiod. 

Th ie riesiearchier fiound that thie riesults iobtainied by prievi ious 

riesiearchiers wierie diffierient basied ion Ramadita and Fadilla wh io fiound that 

thie sietud ients ability in using quantifiiers was in thie liow catiegiory. 

Mieanwhilie, riesiearchiers fiound that stud ients' ability in using quantifi iers was 
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in th ie ieniough catiegiory, str iengthienied by th ie riesults f iound by Haz iem and 

Yustip ietri that alsio fiound that stud ients' ability in using quantifi iers was in 

thie ieniough catiegiory. 

C. Thie Thr ieats iof thie Riesiearch  

In this r iesiearch, th ie writier bieli ievied that thierie wierie many thrieats. It 

startied friom thie bieginning iof thie titlie until thie iend iof th ie riesiearch. This 

riesiearch was sio far friom pierfiect. Riesiearchiers f iound that quantifiiers is a niew 

grammar fior gradie 8 stud ients at SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot, sio thie typies iof 

quantifiiers that stud ients kn iow arie limitied, b iecausie riesiearchiers did niot 

intiervi iew stud ients sio riesiearchiers wierie limitied in kn iowing thie difficultiies 

iexpieriiencied by stud ients and th ien biecausie thie riesiearchier did n iot usie 

intiervi iews, sio thie riesiearch ier did n iot kniow h iow thie t ieachier d iealt with th ie 

difficultiies iexpieriiencied by th ie studients.  
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CAPTiER V 

CiONCLUSIiONS, IMPLICATIiON AND SUGG iESTIiONS  

A. Cionclusi ions 

 Basied ion thie riesult dionie by riesiearchier abiout studients ability in using 

quantifiiers thie riesiearchier giet thie riesult aftier calculating thie data 

analysis.   

1. Thie tiotal sc iorie iof th ie studients was 1.505 th ie m iean sc iorie was 

50.16. It ciould b ie fiound friom thie valuie iof th ie pierc ientagie friom 

m iean sciorie giott ien by stud ients. Sio, it c iould b ie catiegiorizied int io 

ieniough catiegiory. Sio thie riesiearchier cioncludie that studients ability 

in using quantifiiers was cat iegioriz ied int io “ieniough cat iegiory”.  

2. Thie data fr iom thie studients’ sc ior ie, thierie wierie 0% iof thie studients 

at viery high liev iel catiegiory, 10% stud ients wierie catiegiorizied as 

high lieviels c ionsisting iof 3 stud ients, th ien 70% stud ients wierie 

rieciogniz ied as ieniough lieviels cionsisting iof 21 stud ients, 20% iof 

studients wierie cionsisting iof 6 stud ients wierie catiegioriz ied in liow 

l ieviel and, 0% iof thie studient as viery liow l ieviels catiegiory 

c ionsisting iof 0 stud ient. Sio, it c iould b ie cat iegiorizied intio ieniough 

catiegiory.  
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B. Implicatiion 

 Implicatiions arie thie diriect riesult ior c ionsiequiencies iof th ie findings iof 

sci ientific riesiearch. Thie riesults iof this r iesiearch arie ab iout studients' 

abilitiies in using quantifi iers at SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot. Basied ion thie 

riesults iof this riesiearch, studients gav ie piositivie riespionsies. 

Thie riesults iof this r iesiearch arie iexpiectied t io priovidie bieniefits fior: 

1. T ieachier 

This riesiearch is priovidied fior tieachiers tio sie ie hiow studients arie ablie tio usie 

quantifiiers. Thie riesults iof stud ients' abiliti ies can bie an assiessm ient f ior 

t ieachiers whiethier quantifi iers havie bieien usied ciorriectly. 

2. Rieadier 

This riesiearch will bie usieful fior rieadiers as a riefieriencie tio diet ierminie 

studients' abilitiies riegarding th ie usie iof quantifiiers in writing activiti ies, 

apart friom that, rieadiers can alsio usie it as mat ierial tio c iompliet ie ior rie-

iexplior ie rielatied riesiearch. 

C. Suggiesti ions 

 Aft ier takie thie cionclutiion, thie riesiearchier want tio givie thie suggiestiion 

abiouv ie thie riesult iof thie riesiearch it can bie sie ien as bielliow.   

1.  Fior thie Hieadmastier iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot thie riesiearchier 

iexpiects thie hiead mastier iof SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot t io bieciom ie miorie 

activie in ciontr iolling thie prioc iess iof t ieaching and liearning that is dionie by 

thie tieachiers iespiecially iEnglish tieachiers in SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabargiot . 

Thie riesiearchier alsio iexpiects thie hiead mast ier tio ienciourag ie thie tieachiers 
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and studients t io ciompliet ie all iof thie iequipm ient thiey nieied in iordier tio giet 

thie biest quality iof tieaching and liearning iespiecially using quantifiiers 

2. Fior t ieachiers, riesiearchier hiopie tieachiers must iexplain quantifi iers 

cliearly, iespiecially thie usie iof quantifiiers f ior iobj iects that can bie c iountied 

and iobj iects that canniot bie ciount ied, thie usie iof quantifiiers in p iositiv ie, 

niegativie and intierriogativie sient iencies. iEnglish t ieachiers shiould incr ieasie 

thie practicie iof using quantifiiers sio that stud ients g iet usied tio and can 

mastier quantifiiers 

T io thie ieight gradie stud ients iof SMP Niegieri Hutabargiot sh iould hav ie t io 

l iearning miorie  hiow t io usie quantifiiers iespiecially in sient iencie.  

3. Fior studients, r iesiearchiers iexpiect studients t io study hard and liearn miorie 

abiout quantifiiers. Thien, th iey kniow thie typies iof quantifiiers and h iow t io 

usie quantifiiers. If thiey kn iow th ie typies iof quantifiiers and und ierstand hiow 

t io usie quantifiiers, stud ients will find it ieasi ier tio l iearn quantifiiers and iof 

c ioursie alsio impr iovie studients' ability tio usie quantifiiers. 

T io thie t ieachier iespiecially iEnglish tieachiers in SMP Niegieri 1 Hutabarg iot 

wierie hiopied t io dieviel iop thie studients’ ability in using quantifi iers, 

iespiecially in sientienc ie. 

4. Thie riesiearchier sugg iests t io iothier riesiearchiers t io c ionduct riesiearch 

rielatied tio this r iesiearch tiopic, iespiecially t io find iout iothier studients' 

abilitiies in using quantifiiers. 
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Appendix 1  

Name:  

Class:  

Time: 30 minutes  

Please choose the correct quantifiers to use in the following sentences! 

 

1. How_____ books have you read today? 

a. many c. any  

b. much  d. few 

2. I drank too_____ coffee this morning 

a. many c. little  

b. much  d. few  

3. The student didn't make _____ mistakes on the final exam. 

a. many c. some   

b. much  d. any  

4. _____ have been processed. 

a. many  c. some  

b. much  d. any  

5. I have _____ books although I don't like reading. 

a.  little c. a little 

c.  few  d.  a few 

6. There is ____ butter left. We cannot make a cake now. 

a.  little c.  a little 

c.  few  d.   few 

7. I have ____ novels. I prefer comics. 

a.  little c.  a little 

c.  few  d.  a few 

8. There is ___ rice left. I'm so hungry. 

a.  little b.  little 

c.  few  d.  few 

9. I have ___ apples in my bag  

a. some  c. every  

b. any   d. few  

10. There aren’t ___ eggs 

a. some  c. little  

b. any   d. few  

 

11. _____ town has a police station 

a. some  c. every  

b. any   d. little  



 
 

 
 

12. How ______ is the food? 

a. many  c. few  

b. much d. little  

13. Would you mind giving me______ water from your jar? 

a. some  c. much  

b. any   d. a little  

14. I drank too_____ coffee this morning 

a. many  c. some  

b. much  d. any  

15. Give me ____ milk please 

a. some  c. much  

b. any   d. many  

16. Every day we get _____magazines and newspapers 

a. some  c. any  

b. a lot of  d. much  

17. How _____ books are you going to buy? 

a. some  c. any  

b. a lot of  d. many  

18. There is ______ of snow on the road 

a. some  c. a lot  

b. any   d. little  

19. I don’t have _____ money 

a. some  c. a lot of  

b. any   d. little  

20. I need _________ information about train times. 

a. some  c. much  

b. any   d. little  

21. She has _____ experience in teaching 

a. some  c any 

b. a lot of  d. much  

22. There are _____ books on the shelf 

a. some  c. much  

b. any   d. many  

23. There isn’t _____ sugar in the jar 

a. some  c. much  

b. any   d. many  

24. Dina doesn't want to get wet because she only brings ____clothes. 

a. some  c. few  

b. any   d. many  

25. Mom said there was _____ honey in the jar for the pancake. 

a. a little c. any  

b.  some d. much  

 



 
 

 
 

Appendix II 

Answer key for the test  

 

1. Many      

2. much 

3. any 

4. some 

5. few 

6. little 

7. few 

8. little 

9. some 

10. any 

11. every 

12. much 

13. Little 

14. Much 

15. Some 

16. A lot of 

17. Many 

18. A lot of 

19. A lot of 

20. Some 

21. A lot of 

22. Many 

23. Any 

24. Few 

25. Little 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Documentation 

Giving the instruction to the students  

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Giving the test to the students  

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Collecting the students answer sheet  

 

 

 

 

  



 
 

 
 

Appendix 3 

Result of The Test 

 

1. The score of students’ from low score to high score  

24 32 32 36 40 40 

44 44 44 44 44 48 

48 48 48 48 48 52 

52 52 52 52 56 56  

60 60 60 68 72 72 

 

2. High Score  = 72 

3. Low Score  = 24 

4. Range   = high score – low score  

  = 72 -24 

  = 48 

5. Total of Class   = 1+ 33 Log n 

   = 1 + 33 Log 30 

   = 1 + 33. (4.771212) 

   = 1 + 4.8744999 

   = 5.87449 

   = 6 

6. Length of Class  = 48 / 6 

   = 8 



 
 

 
 

No Intrval Fi Xi Fixi 

1 24 – 31 1 2.75 27.5 

2 32 – 39 3 35.5 106.5 

3 40 -  47 7 43.5 304.5 

4 48 – 55 11 51.5 566.5 

5 56 – 63 5 59.5 297.5 

6 64 – 71 3 67.5 202.5 

  30  1.505 

 

7. Mean Score  

Mean = (x) = 
∑𝑋

𝘕
 

   (x) = 1.505 / 30 
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