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Abstract: This study aims to analyze the ability of science literacy in science 
teacher candidates using the Test of Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS). This 
study uses descriptive quantitative research design. Sampling using random 
sampling technique on Science Study Program students with the number of 
students sampled as many as 60 people. The instrument used is a test tool for 
scientific literacy skills developed by the author with reference to the 
indicators contained in the development of the TOSLS test as many as 39 
questions. The results showed that the indicator of understanding the 
investigation that leads to scientific knowledge was in the simply category 
with the interpretation of the average score obtained of 62.69, and the indicator 
of organizing, analyzing, and interpreting quantitative data and scientific 
information was in the simply category with the interpretation of the average 
score of 60.89. Meanwhile, when viewed based on the distribution of the 
number of respondents, 3% were found in the very good category, 34% in the 
good category, 43% in the sufficient category, 17% in the insufficient category, 
and 3% in the very insufficient category. Based on the results of the study, it 
can be concluded that prospective science teacher students already have 
science literacy skills in accordance with the good and simply categories, 
although there is one competency that is still less, namely in reading and 
interpreting graphical representations of data.  
 
Keywords: Prospective science teachers; Science literacy; Test of Scientific 

literacy skills 

  

Introduction  
 

Scientific literacy is a very important basis for 
mproving the quality of education (Nurpratiwi et al., 
2023). Science education is one aspect of education that 
is the same in the development of the times. In 
accordance with the nature of science, the orientation of 
science education includes three elements: product, 
process, and attitude through process skills. Based on 
these elements, science education is one way to improve 
science literacy (Hardianti et al., 2021; Alves et al., 2020; 
Smirnov & Bogun, 2010; Allum et al., 2018; Listiani et al., 
2024; Gauld, 1982). 

Science literacy as an educational goal for 
sustainable development focuses on the development of 
learning, research and “transfer” of skills so that the 

younger generation is able to use the knowledge, skills 
acquired in daily and professional activities (Ploj Virtič, 
2022). Factors causing the low level of science literacy of 
students are: Inappropriate use of textbooks, Student 
misconceptions, Decontextualized learning, Poor 
reading skills, Learning Environment and climate, 
school infrastructure, human resources, and school 
management (Suparya et al., 2022; Fices et al., 2014; 

Fauville et al., 2015; Rundgren et al., 2012). 

https://doi.org/10.29303/jppipa.v11i2.10243
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Research on the level of science literacy of students 
conducted by previous researchers in various regions in 
Indonesia, showed mixed results. The level of science 
literacy of SMPN 2 Lhokseumawe students is known to 
be in the medium category (Mellyzar et al., 2022). The 
level of science literacy of 8th grade students of SMPN 1 
Gresik in the low, medium, and high categories. The 
conclusion was obtained that the achievement of each 
indicator of scientific literacy obtained a different 
percentage (Rohmah et al., 2021). Meanwhile, the level 
of science literacy analyzed in grade XI high school 
students in Surakarta City shows a low category with an 
average achievement of 40.5%  (Fadilah et al., 2020). The 
aspects measured include: aspects of knowledge, aspects 
of interpreting data and facts scientifically, aspects of 
mastering content and interpreting data and facts, 
aspects of explaining phenomena scientifically, aspects 
of compiling and evaluating scientific inquiry  (Utami et 
al., 2022). 

Many tests have been developed and conducted to 
determine the level of science literacy. Development of 
science literacy-based test instruments to measure 
students' science literacy (Nurfadillah et al., 2023; 
Shaffer et al., 2019; Impey et al., 2011). Development of 
contextual-based science literacy test instruments  
(Martinah et al., 2021; Akbarini & Anggrawal, 2024). 
Developing students' science literacy, it is very 
important to develop science literacy assessment tools to 
train students to become more literate (Chasanah et al., 
2022). One of the instruments used to measure science 
literacy skills is the Test of Scientific Literacy Skills 
(TOSLS) (Utami, 2021). 

The Test of Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS) is 
considered very suitable for use in testing students' 
scientific literacy skills  (Pratiwi et al., 2023). TOSLS 
differs from PISA in that its scope is broad enough that 
it does not only focus on science, and PISA can only be 
tested on students aged 15 years. TOSLS can also be used 
to identify students' weaknesses in understanding 
subject concepts, improve the learning process of 
students, and determine whether the curriculum is 
effective. 

 

Method  
 
This study uses a descriptive quantitative research 

design  (Priadana & Sunarsi, 2021; Sari et al., 2022; 
Hardani et al., 2020). With the intention of identifying 
and analyzing and describing science literacy skills in 
prospective science teacher students. The sampling 
technique used is random sampling, namely students of 
the Science Study Program of the Faculty of Teacher 
Training and Education, Serambi Mekkah University 
which includes Physics Education Study Program, 
Chemistry Education Study Program, Biology 
Education Study Program and Elementary School 
Teacher Study Program with a total of 60 students. 

The instrument used is a test tool for science literacy 
skills developed by the author with reference to the 
indicators contained in the development of the TOSLS 
test. The distribution of science literacy questions in 
accordance with TOSLS  (Gormally et al., 2012; Propsom 
et al., 2023; Sammel, 2014; Waldo, 2014), as in table 1.

 
Table 1. Distribution of Science Literacy Questions According to TOSLS 
Indicators of Scientific Competence Question Namber 
Understand methods of inquiry that lead to science knowledge 
Identify valid science arguments 12, 20, 21, 29, 34, 37 
Evaluate the validity of the source 13, 22, 28, 30, 33 
Evaluate the use and misuse of science information 1, 19, 35, 38 
Understand the elements of research design and how they affect scientific findings/conclusions. 3, 5, 27 
Organize, analyze and interpret quantitative data and scientific information 
Create graphical representations of data 6, 10, 15, 18, 39 
Read and interpret graphical representations of data 7, 11, 14, 16, 17 
Solve problems using quantitative skills, including probability and statistics 4, 23, 25 
Understand and interpret basic statistics 8, 9, 32 
Justify inferences, predictions and conclusions based on quantitative data 2, 24, 26, 31, 36 

Data analysis in this study by interpreting the level 
of science literacy skills used the conversion of test 
scores into values (Arikunto, 2021; Azzarkasyi et al., 
2022). 

 

𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 =
𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 𝑜𝑏𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑

𝑀𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒
× 100    (1) 

 
 

Table 2. Score Interpretation Criteria 
Score interpretation criteria  

Score Criteria Interval Criteria 

80 – 100 Very good 
66 – 79 Good 
56 – 65 Simply 
40 – 55 Less 
30 – 39 Very Less 
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The achievement value of science literacy skills 
obtained is then interpreted based on the criteria 
presented in Table 2 (Mariana et al., 2021). 
 

Result and Discussion 
 

The results of the data analysis of the level of 
science literacy skills based on the Test of Scientific 
Literacy Skills (TOSLS) indicators on prospective science 
teachers, referring to one of the dimensions of science 
literacy, namely indicators of scientific competence in 
accordance with TOSLS. The measured competency 
indicators consist of two indicators, namely: 

Understand Methods of Inquiry that Lead to Science 
Knowledge 

This indicator is divided into 4 sub-indicators of 
scientific competence in accordance with the TOSLS test 
instrument. The sub indicators in question are: Identify 
valid science arguments, Evaluate the validity of the 
source, Evaluate the use and misuse of scientific 
information and Understand the elements of research 
design and how they affect scientific 
findings/conclusions. The score interpretation of 
science literacy level of science teacher candidates from 
each sub-indicator is presented in Table 3.

 
Table 3. Interpretation of Competency Scores for Understanding Investigations that Lead to Science Knowledge 
Scientific Competence Score Question Category 
Identify valid science arguments 66.94 Good 

Evaluate the validity of the source 57.00 Simply 

Evaluate the use and misuse of scientific information 64.58 Simply 

Understand the elements of research design and how they affect scientific findings/conclusions 62.22 Simply 
Total 62.69  
Category Simply 

Data interpretation of table 3 shows that the science 
literacy skills of prospective science teachers based on 

each sub-indicator. The first sub-indicator, namely the 
competence of identifying valid scientific arguments, is 
an indicator that emphasizes the importance for 
students to recognize what can be considered scientific 
evidence and when the evidence can support a 
hypothesis (Nasrun et al., 2023). This sub indicator 
consists of 6 question items given with an average score 
interpretation of 66.94 in the good category. 

The second sub indicator is the competency to 
evaluate the validity of the source, which is an indicator 
that requires students to have the ability to distinguish 
between various types of information sources, such as 
scientific articles, opinions, and content from social 
media (Ibrahim et al., 2023). In this competency sub 
indicator, there are 5 question items with an average 
score interpretation of 57.00 in the simply category. 

The third sub indicator, namely the competency to 
evaluate the use and misuse of science information, is an 
indicator where students need to be able to distinguish 
between accurate and misleading information (Nuraini 
et al., 2023). The questions on the sub-indicator of 
evaluating the use and misuse of scientific information 
amounted to 4 question items with the interpretation of 
the average score obtained, namely 64.58 in the simply 
category. 

The fourth sub-indicator, namely competence in 
understanding the elements of research design and how 
they affect scientific findings/conclusions, is an 
indicator to assess the extent to which respondents 
design research that can ensure the results obtained are 

reliable and valid. Then they can understand the 
research design better in interpreting data and drawing 

the right conclusions based on existing evidence. As well 
as respondents understanding how research is 
conducted, respondents can be more critical of the 
scientific information and arguments they encounter 
(Sumarni et al., 2021). The questions in this sub indicator 
totaled 3 question items with the interpretation of the 
average score obtained, namely 62.22 in the simply 
category. 

From the four sub-indicators of science literacy 
competence above measured on prospective science 
teacher students, it can be seen that the interpretation of 
the average score obtained is 62.69 in the simply 
category. From the data obtained that the science literacy 
competence of prospective science teacher students in 
this indictor also exists in the very good category, 
namely in test items number 20 and 29 with the 
interpretation of the average score obtained 91.67 and 
86.67. 
 
Organize, Analyze and Interpret Quantitative Data and 
Scientific Information 

This indicator is divided into 5 sub-indicators of 
scientific competence in accordance with the TOSLS test 
instrument. The sub-indicators in question are: Make 
graphical representations of data, Read and interpret 
graphical representations of data, Solve problems using 
quantitative skills, including probability and statistics, 
Understand and interpret basic statistics and Justify 
inferences, predictions, and conclusions based on 
quantitative data. The score interpretation of science 
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literacy level of science teacher candidates from each 
sub-indicator is presented in Table 4. 

Table 4 shows data on the interpretation of the 
competency scores of prospective science teachers based 
on each sub-indicator. The fifth sub indicator, namely 
making graphical representations of data, is the ability 
to make graphs that represent data well, including the 

selection of appropriate formats for each type of data, as 
well as the ability to read and interpret these graphs 
effectively (Agustina & Rahmawati, 2021). The questions 
in accordance with the sub-indicators of this competency 
amounted to 5 question items with the interpretation of 
the average score obtained 59.67 in the simply category.

 
Table 4. Interpretation of Competency Scores for Organizing, Analyzing, and Interpreting Quantitative Data and 
Scientific Information 
Scientific competence Score Question Category 
Make graphical representations of data 59.67 Simply 
Read and interpret graphical representations of data 50.33 Less 
Solve problems using quantitative skills, including probability and statistics 63.33 Simply 
Understand and interpret basic statistics 66.11 Good 
Justify inferences, predictions, and conclusions based on quantitative data 65.00 Simply 
Total 60.89  
Category Simply 

The sixth sub indicator is the competency to read 
and interpret graphical representations of data, which is 
to measure respondents in making graphs that clearly 
describe data, read and interpret this information 
effectively and solve problems by utilizing quantitative 
skills, including a basic understanding of statistics 
(Nasrun et al., 2023). The questions in this competency 
sub-indicator totaled 5 question items with the 
interpretation of the average score obtained 50.33 with 
the category less. 

The seventh sub indicator is the competence of 
solving problems using quantitative skills, including 
probability and statistics, namely in this competency 
requires students to know how to measure respondents 
in the use of statistics and probability to draw 
conclusions based on quantitative data (Haq & 
Priatmoko, 2022). The questions in this competency sub-
indicator totaled 3 question items with the interpretation 
of the average score obtained 63.33 in the simply 
category. 

The eighth sub indicator of competence in 
understanding and interpreting basic statistics is that 
respondents can realize the importance of statistics in 
supporting scientific arguments (Agustina & 
Rahmawati, 2021). The questions to measure this 
competency amounted to 3 items about the 
interpretation of the average score obtained 66.11 in the 
good category. 

The ninth sub indicator of competency to justify 
conclusions, predictions, and conclusions based on 
quantitative data is a competency to measure 
respondents in developing the ability to make 

predictions and conclusions based on data analysis 
(Azzarkasyi & Rizal, 2023; Utami et al., 2020; Pei et al., 
2013). The questions to measure this competency 

amounted to 5 question items with the interpretation of 
the average score obtained 65.00 in the simply category. 

From the above sub-indicators of science literacy 
competencies included in the indicators of organizing, 
analyzing, and interpreting quantitative data and 
scientific information measured on prospective science 
teacher students, it can be seen that the interpretation of 
the average score obtained is 60.89 in the sufficient 
category. From the data obtained that the science literacy 
competence of prospective science teachers in this 
indicator is still lacking, namely in the sub-indicator of 
reading and interpreting graphical representations of 
data, this is because test items number 16 and 17 are 
obtained in the very poor category with the 
interpretation of the average score obtained 36.67 and 
33.33. 
 
Distribution of Science Literacy Skills of Science Teacher 
Candidates 

The results of the data analysis of the distribution 
of the level of science literacy skills based on the Test of 
Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS) indicators on 
prospective science teacher students, referring to one of 
the dimensions of science literacy, namely indicators of 
scientific competence in accordance with TOSLS. The 
competency indicators measured are two indicators and 
divided into 9 sub-indicators. Data collection was 
carried out by presenting 39 items of questions given to 
60 respondents who were taken as samples in the study. 
Description of the distribution of science literacy skills of 
prospective science teachers can be mapped in Figure 1. 

The results of the analysis of Figure 1 can be 
explained that the science literacy skills of prospective 
science teachers based on the criteria are 3% of 2 people 
in the very good category, 34% of 20 people in the good 
category, 43% of 26 people in the simply category, 17% 
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of 10 people in the less category and 3% of 2 people in 
the very less category. 

 

 
Figure 1. Distribution of science literacy skills of science 

teacher candidates 
 

Conclusion 
 

Based on the results of research that has been 
conducted on the science literacy competence of 
prospective science teacher students using the Test of 
Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS). The competency 

indicators measured are two indicators and divided into 
9 sub-indicators. So it can be concluded that the science 
literacy competence of prospective science teachers on 
indicators of understanding investigations that lead to 
scientific knowledge is in the simply category with the 
interpretation of the average score obtained 62.69, and 
indicators of organizing, analyzing, and interpreting 
quantitative data and scientific information are in the 
simply category with the interpretation of the average 
score of 60.89. Meanwhile, when viewed based on the 
distribution of the number of respondents, 3% were 
found in the very good category, 34% in the good 
category, 43% in the simply category, 17% in the less 
category, and 3% in the very less category. 

 
Acknowledgments  
Thank you to all parties who have helped in this research so 
that this article can be published. 
 
Author Contributions 
All authors contributed to writing this article. 
 
Funding 
No external funding. 
 
Conflicts of Interest 
No conflict interest. 
 

References  

 
Agustina, D. A., & Rahmawati, L. (2021). Analisis 

Keterampilan Literasi Sains Mahasiswa dengan 

TOSLS. Elementary School: Jurnal Pendidikan Dan 
Pembelajaran Ke-SD-An, 8(1), 15–23. 
https://doi.org/10.31316/esjurnal.v8i1.1041 

Akbarini, N. R., & Anggrawal, A. (2024). Validity and 
Reliability of Test Questions to Measure the Infor 
Lieracy Skills of Prospective Teacher Students. 
Jurnal Eduscience (JES), 11(1), 44-56. 
https://doi.org/10.36987/jes.v11i1.5640 

Alves, G., Fragel-Madeira, L., de Azeredo, T., Castro, H., 
Pereira, G., & Countinho, S. R. (2020). Low-Cost 
Scientific Exhibition: A Proposal to Promote 
Science Education. Creative Education, 11(5), 760-
782. https://doi.org/10.4236/ce.2020.115255 

Allum, N., Besley, J., Gomez, L., & Brunton-Smith, I. 
(2018). Disparities in ScienceLiteracy. Science, 861-
862. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aar8480 

Arikunto, S. (2021). Dasar-dasar evaluasi pendidikan edisi 3. 
Bumi Aksara. 

Azzarkasyi, M., & Rizal, S. (2023). An analysis of 
Scientific Literacy Misconception Using FTT to IPA 
Teachers in Banda Aceh. Jurnal Serambi Ilmu, 24(1), 
60–74. https://doi.org/10.32672/si.v25i1.4943 

Azzarkasyi, M., Rizal, S., & Risaharti, R. (2022). Profile of 
Scientific Literacy Ability of Middle School IPA 
(Natural Sciences) Teachers in Banda Aceh City. 
Proceedings of International Conference on 

Multidiciplinary Research, 05(1), 37–44. 
https://doi.org/10.32672/pic-mr.v5i1.5251 

Chasanah, N., Widodo, W., & Suprapto, N. (2022). 
Pengembangan Instrumen Asesmen Literasi Sains 
Untuk Mendeskripsikan Profil Peserta Didik. 
PENDIPA Journal of Science Education, 6(2), 474–483. 
https://doi.org/10.33369/pendipa.6.2.474-483 

Fadilah, Isti, S., Wida Dewi Amarta, T., & Adi Prabowo, 
C. (2020). Kemampuan Literasi Sains Siswa SMA 
Pada Pembelajaran Biologi Menggunakan 
NOSLiT. Jurnal BIOEDUIN, 10, 27–34. 
https://doi.org/10.15575/bioeduin.v10i1.8141 

Fauville, G., Dupont, S., von Thun, S., & Lundin, J. 
(2015). Can Facebook be used to increase scientific 
literacy? A case study of the Monterey Bay 

Aquarium Research Institute Facebook page and 
ocean literacy. Computers & Education, 82, 60-73. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2014.11.003. 

Fives, H., Huebner, W., Birnbaum, A. S., & Nicolich, M. 
(2014). Developing a Measure of Scientific Literacy 
for Middle School Students. Science Education, 
98(4), 549-580. https://doi.org/10.1002/sce.21115 

Gauld, C. (1982). The Scientific Attitude and Science 
Education: a Critical Reappraisal. Science Education, 
66(1), 109-121. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/sce.3730660113 

Gormally, C., Brickman, P., & Lut, M. (2012). Developing 
a test of scientific literacy skills (TOSLS): 



Jurnal Penelitian Pendidikan IPA (JPPIPA) January 2025, Volume 11, Issue 2, 319-325 

 

324 

Measuring undergraduates’ evaluation of 
scientific information and arguments. CBE Life 
Sciences Education, 11(4), 364–377. 
https://doi.org/10.1187/cbe.12-03-0026 

Haq, M. A., & Priatmoko, S. (2022). Desain Instrumen 
Tes TOSLS Terintegrasi Schoology untuk 
Mengukur Keterampilan Literasi Peserta Didik. 
Chemistry in Education (CiE), 11(1), 72–78. Retrieved 
from 
http://journal.unnes.ac.id/sju/index.php/chemi
ned 

Hardianti, F., Setiadi, D., Syukur, A., & Merta, I. W. 
(2021). Pengembangan Bahan Ajar Berbasis SETS 
(Science, Environment, Technology, Society) 
Untuk Meningkatkan Literasi Sains Peserta Didik. 
Jurnal Pijar Mipa, 16(1), 68–74. 
https://doi.org/10.29303/jpm.v16i1.1636 

Hardani, H., Aulia, N. H., Andriani, H., Fadani, R. A., 
Ustiawaty, J., Utami, E. F., Sukmana, D. J., & 
Istiqomah, R. R. (2020). Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif 

dan Kualitatif. CV. Pustaka Ilmu 
Ibrahim, Marwan, M., & Firmansyah, J. (2023) 

Enhancing Critical Thinking Skills in Biology 
Subject with the Legendary Model of Cooperative 
Learning. Jurnal Penelitian Pendidikan IPA, 9(5), 
2368-2373. 
https://doi.org/10.29303/jppipa.v9i5.2323 

Imper, C., Buxner, S., Antonellis, J., Johnson, E., & King, 
C. (2011). a Twenty-Years Survey of Science 
Literacy Among College Undergraudetes. Jurnal of 
College Science Teaching, 40(4), 31-37. Retrieved 
from 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/2588
43477 

Listiani, H., Satar, S., Nurbaya, & Akobiarek. (2024). 
Profil Kemampuan Literasi Sains (Scientific 
Literacy) Siswa Kelas X SMA YPK Diaspora 
Kotaraja Papua. Jurnal Ilmiah Pendidikan Dasar, 9(4), 
https://doi.org/10.23969/jp.v9i4.18952 

Mariana, W., & Rambe, R. (2021). Analsis Kemampuan 
Literasi Sains Siswa Kelas V di MIN 9 Medan. 
Jurnal Sintaksis, 3(2), 2715–6176. Retrieved from 
https://jurnal.stkipalmaksum.ac.id/index.php/Si
ntaksis/article/view/199 

Martinah, A. A., Mubarok, V., Miarsyah, M., & Ristanto, 
R. H. (2021). Pengembangan Instrumen Tes 
Literasi Sains Berbasis Kontekstual pada Materi 
Pencemaran Lingkungan. Bioedusiana: Jurnal 
Pendidikan Biologi, 6(2), 192–218. 
https://doi.org/10.37058/bioed.v6i2.3251 

Mellyzar, Rita Zahara, S., & Alvina, S. (2022). Literasi 
Sains Dalam Pembelajaran Sains Siswa SMP. 
Pendekar : Jurnal Pendidikan Berkarakter, 5(2), 119–
124. https://doi.org/10.31764 

Nasrun, N., Jumadi, O., & Pallenari, M. (2023). Profil 
Kemampuan Literasi Sains Peserta Didik pada 
Pembelajaran Biologi di SMA Negeri se-
Kecamatan Biringkanaya Kota Makassar. In 
Prosiding Seminar Nasional Biologi: Inovasi Sains & 

Pembelajarannya, 11(1), 2023. Retrieved from 
https://journal.unm.ac.id/index.php/semnasbio
/article/view/1050 

Nuraini, N., Imansyah, H., & Rusnayati, H. (2023). 
Pengembangan tes diagnostik berbasis seamleap 
untuk mengidentifikasi keterampilan literasi sains 
pada materi gerak harmonis sederhana. In 
Prosiding Seminar Nasional Fisika (Vol. 2, No. 1, pp. 
191-202). Retrieved from 
http://proceedings.upi.edu/index.php/sinafi/ar
ticle/view/3292 

Nurfadillah, T., Elvia, R., & Elvinawati. (2023). 
Pengembangan Instrumen Tes Kimia Berbasis 
Literasi Sains untuk Mengukur Literasi Sains 
Siswa. ALOTROP Jurnal Pendidikan Dan Ilmu Kimia, 
7(1), 44–56. 
https://doi.org/10.33369/alo.v7i1.28253 

Nurpratiwi, A., Hamdu, G., & Sianturi, R. (2023). 
Literasi Sains Siswa Sekolah Dasar melalui Model 
Pembelajaran Read-Answer-Discuss-Explain-
And-Create (RADEC). Jurnal Ilmiah Ilmu Pendidikan 
6(8), 5956-5962. 
https://doi.org/10.54371/jiip.v6i8.2670 

Pei, S., Cui, F., & Sun, T. (2013). The Unity of Scientific 
Literacy Education and Humanistic Spirit 
Education in Higher Education. Creative Education, 
3(7), 121-125. 
https://doi.org/10.4236/ce.2012.37B032 

Ploj Virtič, M. (2022). Teaching science & technology: 
components of scientific literacy and insight into 
the steps of research. International Journal of Science 
Education, 44(12), 1916–1931. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500693.2022.2105414 

Pratiwi, M. K., Kuntjoro, S., Sunarti, T., & Budiyanto, M. 
(2023). TOSLS Cognitive Instrument to Measure 
Students’ Scientific Literacy Abilities. IJORER : 
International Journal of Recent Educational Research, 
4(6), 819–826. 
https://doi.org/10.46245/ijorer.v4i6.432 

Priadana, M. S., & Sunarsi, D. (2021). Metode penelitian 
kuantitatif. Pascal Books. 

Propsom, P. M., Tobin, W. M., & Roberts, J. R. (2023). Test 
of Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS) Indicates Limited 
TEST of Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS) indicates 
Limited Scientific Thinking Gains as a Result of Science 
and Mathematics Scientific Thinking Gains as a Result 
of Science and Mathematics Gen. Retrieved from 
https://scholarship.depauw.edu/interdisciplinar
y_facpubs/1 

https://doi.org/10.29303/jpm.v16i1.1636
https://doi.org/10.23969/jp.v9i4.18952


Jurnal Penelitian Pendidikan IPA (JPPIPA) January 2025, Volume 11, Issue 2, 319-325 

 

325 

Rohmah, I. L., & Hidayati, S. N. (2021). Analisis Literasi 
Sains Peserta Didik SMPN 1 Gresik. Pensa E-Jurnal : 
Pendidikan Sains, 9(3), 363–369. Retrieved from 
https://ejournal.unesa.ac.id/index.php/pensa/a
rticle/view/40178 

Rundgren, C. J., Rundgren, S. N. C., Tseng, Y. H., Lin, P. 
L., & Chang, C. Y. (2012). Are you SLiM? 
Developing an instrument for civic scientific 
literacy measurement (SLiM) based on media 
coverage. Public Understanding of Science, 21(6), 759-
773. https://doi.org/10.1177/0963662510377562. 

Sammel, A. J. (2014). Science as a Human Endeavour: 
Outlining Scientific Literacy and Rethinking Why 
We Teach Science. Creative Education, 5(10), 949-
857. https://doi.org/10.4236/ce.2014.510098 

Sari, M., Rachman, H., Juli Astuti, N., Win Afgani, M., & 
Abdullah Siroj, R. (2022). Explanatory Survey 
dalam Metode Penelitian Deskriptif Kuantitatif. 
Jurnal Pendidikan Sains Dan Komputer, 3(01), 10–16. 
https://doi.org/10.47709/jpsk.v3i01.1953 

Shaffer, J. F., Ferguson, J., & Denaro, K. (2019). Use of the 
Test of Scientific Literacy Skills Reveals that 
Fundamental Literacy is an Important Contributor 
to Scientific Literacy. CBE Life Sciences Education, 
18(3), 1-10. https://doi.org/10.1187/cbe.18-12-
0238 

Smirnov, E., & Bogun, V. (2010). Information and 
Communication Technology in Science Learning 
as a Tool for "Scientific Tinking" in Engineering 
Education. Natural Science, 2(12), 1400-1406. 
https://doi.org/10.4236/ns.2010.212171   

Sumarni, R., Asiah Soesilawati, S., & Sanjaya, Y. (2021). 
Literasi sains dan penguasaan konsep siswa 
setelah pembelajaran sistem ekskresi 
menggunakan pedoman praktikum berbasis 
literasi sains. Assimilation: Indonesian Journal of 
Biology Education, 4(1), 32–36. 
https://doi.org/10.17509/aijbe 

Suparya, I. K., I Wayan Suastra, & Putu Arnyana, I. B. 
(2022). Rendahnya Literasi Sains: Faktor Penyebab 
Dan Alternatif Solusinya. Jurnal Ilmiah Pendidikan 
Citra Bakti, 9(1), 153–166. 
https://doi.org/10.38048/jipcb.v9i1.580 

Utami, A. U. (2021). Pengembangan Instrumen Test of 
Scientific Literacy Skills (TOSLS) Berbasis Daring 
Pada Pembelajaran IPA untuk Mengukur Literasi 
Sains. LENSA (Lentera Sains): Jurnal Pendidikan IPA, 
11(2), 83–89. 
https://doi.org/10.24929/lensa.v11i2.157 

Utami, A. U., Kusuma, M., & Sari, A. (2020). 
Implementasi Test Of Scientific Literacy Skills 
(TOSLS) Dalam Pembelajaran IPA SD di Era New 
Normal. Jurnal Pendidikan Dasar Islam, 2(2), 77–90. 

Retrieved from 
https://repository.unibabwi.ac.id/id/eprint/525 

Waldo, J. T. (2014). Application of the Test of Scientific 
Literacy Skills in the Assessment of a General 
Education Natural Science Program. The Journal of 

General Education, 63(1), 1-14. 
https://doi.org/10.1353/jge.2014.0007 

 
  


