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The formation of research competence as a professional skill
in future teachers of English

@opMyBaHHA AOCTITHUIBKOI KOMIIETEHIIiT

sik ipodeciiiHoro BMiHHS y Maii0yTHIX yuuTe1iB aHIJIilicbKOTI MOBH

Summary. Research competence is an important component of the

professional competence of a foreign language teacher, is a condition for
its development and implementation of the teacher to work. The problem of
preparing students for research activities is very relevant. The study of students’
readiness to carry out research reveals significant shortcomings: insufficient
knowledge of the methodology of research activities, the role of research work
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in the process of becoming a teacher’s personality. The predominant use of
information-receptive, reproductive methods in working with students and
the insufficient use of active ones leads to the fact that students cannot apply
knowledge in an unfamiliar situation when solving research tasks that require
a non-standard approach. Cognitive interests and motives of research activity
are not purposefully formed either.

The formation of students’ research competence is based on the optimally
acceptable levels of formation of all components of research competence:
students’ motivational readiness for research activities; students’ theoretical
readiness for research activities; students’ technological readiness for research
activities; students’ productive readiness for research activities.

The model of formation of the research competence of future foreign language
teachers and the program of its implementation, tested experimentally, have
shown high efficiency and can be used in the pedagogical process of the university.

Thus, the results of the study of the formation of research competence in
future teachers of a foreign language allow us to consider its tasks solved, and the
hypothesis confirmed. At the same time, the conducted research does not pretend
to solve all the issues related to this problem. These are, first of all, issues of
continuity of students’ training at different levels of research activity.

Key words: research competence, model, skill, creative activity, pedagogical
education, experiment.

Anomauisn. ©opmysanns 00CHOHUYLKOT KOMNemenYii Ik CKAA0080T yacmu-
HU Npoghecitinoi Komnemenyii € 8aXCIUB0I0 YMOBOI0 Ni020MOBKU MAUOYMHbO2O
8uUmens. aHeniicbkoi Moy 00 disibHocmi. Dopmysarus 0OCHIOHUYbKOT Komne-
MEeHMHOCMI MAOYMHIX YYUumenie aH2niticbKoi MO8U MOXCIUGe Y pa3i po3pooKu i
6nposadicents it Mooeni 6 0ceimuiil npoyec, wo A67€ cobor CyKynHicms yinetl,
NPUHYUNIB, 3MiCMY, MEXHON02Il | pe3ynbmamis.

Bueuennss 2comognocmi cmyoenmie 00 NpOoBeOeHHs OOCHIONCEHHS BUABTAE
cymmesi HeOONKU: HeOOCMAMHKE 3HAHHS MEMOOUKU QOCTIOHUYbKOI OIsIbHOCHI,
PO HAYKOBO-00CTIOHOI pobomu 6 npoyeci CMaHo8ieHHs. 0cobucmocmi guume-
a1 Ilepesadicne guxopucmanhs in@opmayitino-peyenmugHux, penpooyKmueHuUX
Memooie y pobomi 3 yUHAMU MaA HEOOCMAMHE GUKOPUCTHANWHA AKMUBHUX NPU-
3600UMb 00 MO20, WO YUHI He MOJCYMb 3ACMOCYBAMU 3HAHHS Y HE3HAUOMIL CU-
myayii nio wac po3e’si3anHs 00CIOHUYbKUX 3A80aHb, SIKi HOMPeOyonb HeCMaH-
dapmmozo nioxody. Llinecnpsamosarno ne gopmyomscs i nizHasanbHi iHmepecu
ma Momueu 00CALOHUYbKOT OISLIbHOCHIL.

Memoro yiei cmammi € euuerus opmysarHs 00CTIOHUYbKUX HABUUOK MAl-
oymHuix yuumenig auneniucvkoi mosu. Q6 €kmom 00CHiONCeHHsL € 3aco0u popmy-
8AHHA OOCTIOHUYLKUX HABUYOK, a NPEOMemom — po3podKa cucmemu oYiHIB8aAHHS
00CASHYMUX Pe3yIbmamis.

Takum yurom, pe3yromamu O0CAIONHCEHHS POPMYBAHHSL OOCTIOHUYLKOL KOM-
NeMmeHmHOCmE y MauOYmHixX Yuumeinié iHO3eMHOI MO8U 00360J5LI0Mb G8ANCAMU
11020 3a60aHHs BUPIWEHUMY, a 2inome3y niomeepodicenor. Boonouac nposede-
He 00CNiOdCeH s He npemeHOyE HA BUPIWEHHS 6CIX NUMAHb, NO8 A3AHUX 3 YIEI0
npobaemoio. Lle nacamneped numanHs HACMYNHOCHI NIO20MOBKU CHIYOEHMIE Ha
PI3HUX PIBHAX Q0CAIOHUYBLKOT OISLTbHOCI.

Knrwuogi cnosa: oocnionuyvka xKomnemenyis, mMooenvb, YMIHHA, Kpeamus-
HICMb, Nedazo2iuna 0ceima, eKkCnepumMenn.
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Introduction. Research competence is an important component of
the professional competence of a foreign language teacher, is a condition
for its development and implementation of the teacher to work. Under
the research competence of future foreign language teachers, we will
understand the formation of students’ knowledge system about research
activities at a pedagogical university (cognitive component), mastering
research strategies (behavioral component), mastering the experience of
creative research activities (creative component) and the formation of
value-emotional relationships in the process of research activities (emo-
tional-volitional component) [1, p. 45; 2].

Methodology. To diagnose the level of formation of students’ research
competence, we have developed criteria and indicators of the levels of
formation of the main components of research competence. The forma-
tion of motivational, theoretical, technological and productive readiness
for research activities can be assessed on a scale of “0—5” using tabulated
qualitative characteristics (norms of samples) of the process of develop-
ing research knowledge, skills and abilities, which are determined by the
following levels: high, medium and low.

Diagnostics of the level of formation of the main components of
research competence was determined in the process of preparing students
for research activities through the organization of an analysis of their own
activities and the organization of an analysis of student activity by experts
(teachers). Diagnostic sections were carried out before the introduction
of the model of formation of research competence in the educational pro-
cess, during and after. Let’s analyze the results of experimental work on
each criterion and indicators.

Results and Discussion. The level of formation of students’ motiva-
tional readiness for research activities was determined by the attitude of
students to research activities, by the degree of awareness of the impor-
tance of mastering the necessary knowledge and skills, as well as by the
presence of their research activity. The data obtained were summarized in
percentage terms in Table 1.

Table 1

Groups
Levels of Control Experimental

formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment | experiment

High 23.8 28.6 19.1 42.9
Medium 47.6 52.4 57.1 57.1
Low 28.6 19.1 23.8 0

Expert assessment of the level of formation of students’ motivational readi-
ness for research activities (in % of the number of respondents).
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The results of the first cut showed that 71.4% of students in the con-
trol group and 81% of students in the experimental group are aware of
the value of research activities in the educational process, show research
activity. The discrepancy between the indicators of all levels in these
groups is insignificant. Thus, the data on the high level in the control
group is 4.7% higher than in the experimental group. The indicator of
the average level is lower than in the experimental by 9.5%. The data
on the low level in the control group is 4.7% higher than in the experi-
mental group.

The results of the second cut indicate positive changes in both groups.
In the control group, the increase in indicators at a high level was 4.8%,
and in the experimental group — 23.8%. In the control group, there was an
increase in indicators at the average level by 4.8%, the indicators of the
average level in the experimental group remained unchanged. Changes at
a low level in the experimental group are higher than in the control group.
The results of the final cut indicate the absence of students in the experi-
mental group who did not comprehend the importance of research activi-
ties for their further professional activities. In the control group, there is a
decrease in low-level data by 9.5%, but 19.1% of students have a negative
attitude to research activities. The results of the cross-sections showed
that the increase in indicators reflecting the degree of awareness of the
importance of mastering research skills and abilities in the experimental
group exceeds that in the control group.

The results of the first cross-section presented in Table 2 indicate
minor discrepancies between the self-esteem indicators of students in the
control and experimental groups. The indicator of self-esteem at a high-
level in the control group is 4.7% higher than in the experimental group.
The data of the average level in the experimental group is also 4.7% lower
than those in the control group. There were no discrepancies in self-es-
teem at a low-level.

The data of the final cut indicate an increase in self-esteem in both
groups. The increase in high-level indicators in the control group was
14.3%, in the experimental group — 23.8%. The indicators of the average
level decreased in both groups by 9.5% due to an increase in the indica-
tors of the high-level. Low-level indicators decreased in both groups: in
the control group by 4.7%, in the experimental group by 9.5%.

The analysis of the data of the expert assessment of the level of devel-
opment of students’ motivational readiness for research activities and stu-
dents’ self-esteem indicates a discrepancy in indicators of all levels both
in the control and experimental groups.

The results of the first cut indicate discrepancies in the expert
assessment and self-assessment of the control group students. The
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self-assessment index of students at a high level is higher than the real
assessment by 9.5%, at an average level — by 4.8%. At a low level, the
self-assessment index is 19.1% lower than the real assessment.

Table 2

Groups
Levels of Control Experimental

formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment experiment

High 33.3 47.6 28.6 52.4
Medium 52.4 42.9 57.1 47.6
Low 9.5 4.8 9.5 0

Students’ self-assessment levels of formation of motivational readiness for
research activities

The data of the first cross-section indicate discrepancies in the expert
assessment and self-assessment of the students of the experimental
group. The indicator of self-esteem at a high level is higher than the real
estimate of 9.5%. There are no discrepancies at the average level. The
low-level self-assessment index is 14.3% lower than the expert assess-
ment data.

As a result of the analysis of the data of the final cut in the control
group, significant discrepancies were revealed in the data of expert
assessment and self-assessment of students at a high and low level. Thus,
at a high level, students’ self-esteem is 19% higher than the expert assess-
ment, and at a low level, the self-esteem index is 14.3% lower than the
real assessment.

Based on the results of the final cut, we found that the discrepancies
in the experimental group were not so significant. At a high level, self-es-
teem is 9.5% higher than expert assessment, at an average level, self-es-
teem is 9.5% lower than real assessment. No discrepancies were found at
a low level.

Comparing the data of expert assessment and self-assessment of stu-
dents, it is possible to note positive changes in the development of stu-
dents’ motivational readiness for research activities in both experimental
and control groups. However, a slight increase in the indicators of high
and medium levels in the control group and the presence in this group of
students with a low level of development of motivational readiness for
research activities, significant discrepancies in the indicators of expert
assessment and self-assessment of students do not allow us to speak about
the high dynamics of the development of this component of the research
competence of students in the control group.
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All of the above allows us to judge the higher dynamics of the devel-
opment of the motivational readiness of students of the experimental
group for research activities.

The level of development of theoretical readiness for research activ-
ity was determined by indicators reflecting the degree of proficiency in
the methodology of scientific research, the depth of understanding of the
essence of research activity in professional training.

The level of knowledge was determined by both the teacher and the
students themselves. The data obtained were summarized, converted into
percentages and were summarized in two tables. Table 3 reflects the level
of research knowledge identified based on the assessment of students’
responses by the teacher. The results of the self-assessment of knowledge
are presented in Table 3.

Table 3
Groups
Levels of Control Experimental
formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment | experiment

High 9.5 19.1 14.3 38.1
Medium 524 57.1 42.9 61.9
Low 38.1 23.8 42,9 0

Expert assessment of the level of formation of students’ theoretical readiness
for research activities (in % of the number of respondents)

The data in Table 3 indicate that the results of the first cut did not
reveal significant discrepancies in the level indicators in the control and
experimental groups. Thus, the high-level indicator in the experimental
group is 4.8% higher than in the control group. The data on the average
level in the control group is 9.5% higher than in the experimental group.
The low-level indicator is 4.8% higher in the experimental group than in
the control group.

The results of the final cut indicated an increase in the indicators of high
and medium levels in the experimental group. Thus, high-level indicators
increased by 23.8%. The increase in the average level was 19%. The final
section stated the absence of students with a low level of development of
theoretical readiness for research activities. In the control group, it is also
possible to note an increase in indicators at medium and high levels. At a
high level, it is 9.6%, at an average level — 4.7%. The results of the final
cut indicate a decrease in data on the low level by 14.3%, but 23.8% of
students have not improved their level of research knowledge. A compar-
ative analysis of the data obtained revealed discrepancies in indicators
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of all levels in the control and experimental groups after the experiment.
A significant discrepancy was revealed at a high level. The difference in
growth here is 19%.

The self-assessment indicators presented in table 10 differ signifi-
cantly from the data in table 3, representing an expert assessment, in
terms of high- and low-level indicators. The results of the first cross-sec-
tion show that in the control group more than half of the students noted an
average and high level of research knowledge. The high-level indicator in
this group was 23.8%, and the average level indicator was 47.6%. 28.6%
of students noted a low level of development of research knowledge. In
the experimental group, only 9.5% of students indicated a high level of
proficiency in research knowledge, the average indicator is the same as in
the control group. However, in the experimental group, the percentage of
students who indicated a low level of proficiency in research knowledge
was 14.3% higher than in the control group. The high-level indicator in
the control group (23.8%) also exceeds this indicator in the experimental
group (9.5%) by 14.3%. Thus, the first section revealed that the students
of the experimental group are characterized by a more critical attitude to
the level of their knowledge.

Table 4

Groups
Levels of Control Experimental

formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment | experiment

High 23.8 333 9.5 28.6
Medium 47.6 57.1 47.6 61.9
Low 28.6 9.5 42.9 9.5

Students’ self-assessment of the level of formation of theoretical readiness for
research activities

The results of the final cut in the control group indicate a decrease
in the low-level indicator by 19.1% and an increase in the indicators of
medium and high levels by 9.5%.

The final cut in the experimental group revealed an increase in self-es-
teem at all levels. The increase in indicators at the high level was 19.1%, on
average 14.3%. The decrease in the indicator at the low level is significant,
it is 33.4%. It should be noted that the self-esteem of students in this group
is lower than the expert’s assessment by 9.5% at low and high levels.

According to the self-assessment of the level of knowledge of both
groups, it is possible to note a stable increase in indicators in the exper-
imental group. In the control group, an increase in indicators was also
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detected, but it is less pronounced, in addition, there is a discrepancy
between the assessment and self-assessment in the direction of overesti-
mation of the latter.

The level of development of technological readiness for research
activity reflects the degree of formation of students’ research skills and
abilities. This level was determined by both the teacher and the students.
The data in Table 5 reflect the level of development of research skills
identified on the basis of expert assessment.

The results of the first cut indicate slight discrepancies at all levels in
the control and experimental groups. The low-level indicator in the con-
trol group is 4.8% less than this indicator in the experimental group. In
the control group, the average level is higher than that in the experimental
group by 9.5%. High-level indicators differ by only 4.8%.

Table 5
Groups
Levels of Control Experimental
formation Before the | After the | Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment | experiment

High 9.5 9.5 14.3 333
Medium 57.1 66.7 47.6 66.7
Low 333 23.8. 38.1 0

Expert assessment of the level of formation of technological readiness of stu-
dents for research activities (in % of the number of respondents)

Table 5 shows that the results of the second slice indicate a relatively
large increase in the high-level indicator in the experimental group com-
pared with this indicator in the control group. In the experimental group,
the high-level indicator increased by 19%, and in the control group, no
changes at a high level were detected. The average level in the experi-
mental group also increased by 19.1%. This indicator in the control group
increased by 9.6%. In the experimental group, a low-level indicator indi-
cates the absence of students with such a level of development of research
skills after the experiment.

The data in Table 6 reflect the level of development of students’
research skills, identified on the basis of self-assessment. The results of
the first cross-section showed that most of the students of both groups
noted an average level of development of research skills. The indicators
of self-esteem at a high level in the control and experimental groups were
the same. The average level in the control group exceeds this indicator
in the experimental group by 4.7%. The indicator of a low-level in the
control group is less than that in the experimental group by 4.8%. Thus,
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in the process of data analysis, it was revealed that the self-assessment
indicators slightly differ from the expert assessment data on indicators of
all levels of the first cut in the control and experimental groups.

Table 6

Groups
Levels of Control Experimental

formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment experiment

High 19.1 23.8 191 38.1
Medium 57.1 57.1 524 61.9
Low 23.8 19.1 28.6 0

Students’ self-assessment of the level of formation of technological readiness
for research activities

The analysis of the results of the second cut indicates significant
changes in the self-esteem of the students of the experimental group in
terms of high and low levels. The increase in the high-level indicator was
19%. The decrease in the low- level indicator in the experimental group
was 28.6%.

In the control group, changes occur at high and low levels. So, at a
high level, the increase in indicators was 4.7%, the decrease in the low-
level indicator is 4.7%.

The level of formation of students’ productive readiness for research
activity was determined by both teachers and students themselves. The
results obtained were summarized, converted into percentages and sum-
marized in two Tables 7 and 8.

Table 7

Groups
Levels of Control Experimental

formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment | experiment

High 19.1 23.8 19.1 38.1
Medium 47.6 52.4 52.4 61.9
Low 333 23.8 28.6 0

Expert assessment of the level of formation of students’ productive readiness
for research activities (in % of the number of respondents)

An analysis of the data presented in Table 7 indicates minor discrep-
ancies between low and medium levels in the control and experimental
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groups. The indicators of the average level in the control group are 4.8%
lower than in the experimental group. The low-level data in the control
group is 4.7% higher than that in the experimental group. Thus, we can
talk about an approximately equal level of formation of the effective read-
iness of students of the control and experimental groups. The results of
the second slice indicate a relatively large increase in the high-level in the
experimental group, compared with the control group. The high-level indi-
cator increased by 19% in the experimental group. In the control group,
the increase was 4.7%. The difference in the growth of the high-level indi-
cator in the experimental group is 14.3% higher than in the control group.
The increase in the average level in the experimental group is 4.8% more
than in the control group. The results of the final cut indicate a significant
decrease in the low-level indicator in the experimental group by 28.6%.
The low-level indicator in the control group decreased by 9.5%.

Table 8
Groups
Levels of Control Experimental
formation Before the After the Before the After the
experiment | experiment | experiment experiment

High 28.6 333 19.1 333
Medium 47.6 57.1 57.1 61.9
Low 23.8 9.5 23.8 4.5

Students’ self-assessment of the level of formation of effective readiness for
research activities

The results of the analysis of the data presented in Table 8 indicate
minor discrepancies between the self-esteem indicators of students in the
control and experimental groups at high and low levels.

According to the results of the second cross-section, significant
changes in the self-esteem of the students of the experimental group in
terms of high and low levels can be noted. The increase in the high-level
indicator in the experimental group was 14.2%, and in the control group
4.7%. In the experimental group, the decrease in the low-level indicator
was 19%, in the control group — 14.3%.

When comparing students’ self-assessment and expert assessment of
the development of students’ evaluative and reflexive skills, we found
discrepancies in the assessments. The self-assessment of the control
group students according to the results of the first high- and low-level cut
is 9.5% higher than the expert assessment.

Minor discrepancies are also observed when analyzing the data of
the self-assessment of students in the experimental group and the real
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assessment. Thus, the self-esteem of the students of the experimental
group at a low level is 4.8% higher than the expert assessment. There
were no discrepancies at a high level.

The results of the final cut in the control group indicate a discrepancy
in the indicators of students’ self-esteem and expert assessment. The dif-
ference in indicators at the high level is 9.5%, at the average level — 4.7%,
at the low-level — 14.3%.

A comparative analysis of the results of the expert assessment of the
final section and the self-assessment of the students of the experimental
group indicates minor discrepancies. Self-assessment indicators at high
and low levels are 4.8% lower than the indicators of these levels of expert
assessment.

Thus, the data obtained on the final cut by evaluating and self-evaluat-
ing students, indicate a higher dynamics of the development of the effec-
tive readiness of students of the experimental group for research activi-
ties. In the control group, there is also an increase in indicators, but these
changes are less pronounced.

Conclusions. Experimental work to identify the effectiveness of the
model we developed for the formation of students’ research competence
confirmed the hypothesis we put forward. The study of the features of
the existing practice of professional training, conducted at the prepara-
tory stage, revealed an insufficient level of formation of students’ research
competence. During the formative experiment, a model of the formation
of the research competence of future foreign language teachers was intro-
duced into the educational process. The analysis of the obtained data
revealed an increase in indicators for the period between the first and final
slices in the experimental group according to all criteria. The dynamics of
the development of motivational readiness for research activities in this
group is observed in the growth of the high-level indicator by 23.8% and
the decrease of the low-level indicator to 0%. In the control group, the
increase in indicators at a high level was 4.76%. According to the results
of the second cross-section in the control group, we noted the presence
in this group of students with a low level of development of motivational
readiness.
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