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MOTTO 

 

“Guru spiritual saya adalah realitas, dan guru realitas saya adalah spiritualitas”. 

(K.H. Abdurrahman Wahid) 

“Sedikit lebih beda lebih baik dari sedikit lebih baik”. 

(Panji Pragiwaksono) 
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ABSTRAK 

Rinaldi, Adimas Herlambang. 40215036. Perbedaan Model Pembelajaran 

Realistic Mathematics Education (RME) Dan Model Pembelajaran Contextual 

Teaching and Learning (CTL) Ditinjau Dari Pencapaian Problem Solving Skill 

Siswa Kelas V Sekolah Dasar. Skripsi. Jurusan Pendidikan Guru Sekolah Dasar. 

Fakulitas Keguruan Dan Ilmu Pendidikan Universitas Peradaban. Winarto, 

M.Pd. 

 

Kata Kunci: Perbedaan, Realistic Mathematics Education, Contextual Teaching 

and Learning, Problem Solving. 

 

Latar belakang dari penelitian ini ialah problem solving skill siswa kelas 

V rendah. Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui perbedaan model 

pembelajaran realistic mathematics education (RME) dan model pembelajaran 

contextual teaching and learning (CTL) ditinjau dari pencapaian problem solving 

skill siswa kelas V Sekolah Dasar.  

Jenis penelitian ini adalah penelitian kuantitatif dengan pendekatan 

eksperimen. Populasi dalam penelitian ini ialah seluruh siswa kelas V SD Negeri 

Pagojengan 03. Sampelnya ialah siswa kelas V yang berjumlah 40 anak. Teknik 

samplingnya menggunakan random sampling. Metode pengumpulan data yang 

digunakan yaitu observasi, tes, dan dokumentasi. Teknik analisis data 

menggunakan uji normalitas, uji homogenitas dan uji t. 

Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa terdapat perbedaan antara model 

pembelajaran realistic mathematics education (RME) dan model pembelajaran 

contextual teaching and learning (CTL) ditunjukan dengan t hitung > t tabel, 

2,079 > 2,02439. Nilai rata- rata problem solving skill siswa menggunakan model 

pembelajaran realistic mathematics education (RME)  lebih tinggi dibandingakan 

dengan kelas yang menggunakan model pembelajaran contextual teaching and 

learning (CTL) yaitu 83,50 > 76,50. Sehingga model pembelajaran realistic 

mathematics education (RME) lebih baik dibandingkan dengan model 

pembelajaran contextual teaching and learning (CTL).berdasarkan hasil penelitian 

ini, peneliti lain disarankan untuk mengadakan penelitian lanjutan yang sejenis 

dengan penelitian ini, sehingga diperoleh hasil yang lebih meyakinkan serta 

sebagai sumbangan bagi guru untuk bahan kajian dan peningkatan mutu 

pendidikan. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



viii 

 

ABSTRACT 

 

Rinaldi, Adimas Herlambang. 40215036. Differences in the Realistic 

Mathematics Education (RME) Learning Model and the Contextual Teaching and 

Learning (CTL) Learning Model in terms of the Achievement of Problem Solving 

Skills of Class V Students in Primary Schools. Essay. Department of Primary 

School Teacher Education. Teacher Training and Education Faculty of Peradaban 

University. Winarto, M.Pd. 
 

Keywords: Differences, Realistic Mathematics Education, Contextual Teaching 

and Learning, Problem Solving. 
 

The background of this research is the problem solving skills of low 

grade V students. This study aims to determine the differences in realistic 

mathematics education (RME) learning models and contextual teaching and 

learning (CTL) learning models in terms of the achievement of problem solving 

skills of fifth grade elementary school students. 

This type of research is quantitative research with an experimental 

approach. The population in this study were all fifth grade students of Pagojengan 

State Elementary School 03. The sample was fifth grade students, amounting to 

40 children. The sampling technique uses random sampling. Data collection 

methods used are observation, testing, and documentation. Data analysis 

techniques using the normality test, homogeneity test and t test. 
The results showed that there were differences between the realistic 

mathematics education (RME) learning model and the contextual teaching and 

learning (CTL) learning model shown by t arithmetic> t table, 2.079> 2.02439. 

The average value of students' problem solving skills using the realistic 

mathematics education (RME) learning model is higher than that of the class 

using the contextual teaching and learning (CTL) learning model which is 83.50> 

76.50. So the realistic mathematics education (RME) learning model is better than 

the contextual teaching and learning (CTL) learning model. Based on the results 

of this study, other researchers are advised to conduct further research similar to 

this research, in order to obtain more convincing results and as a contribution for 

teachers for study material and improving the quality. 
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