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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

In this chapter the writer presents the conclusion and suggestion of this

study. The conclusion is done based on the result of the data analysis and

discussion in chapter IV, which is in line with the problem statement. The

suggestion is done based on the conclusion which is got from the result of the data

analysis and discussion. The conclusion and suggestion in detail are presented

below.

5.1 Conclusions

The result of the study shows that semantic domains is the most least

familiar to students is transportation based on The table (8) shows that, the words

that belong to semantic domain of food and drinks are most familiar to students and

the least familiar words are those that belong to the domain of transportation

domain. some words of each semantic domains that have been acquired by the

studens such as : bus, tractor, taxi,car, truck, bicyle, train, corn, sausage, wheat

bread, peanuts, milk are acquired by less than 50% of the students. Morevover

other words have not been acquired by all of the students e.g : cable car.
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5.2 Suggestion

In this part, the writer would like to give suggestion that might be useful for

English teacher and the students. The suggestion in detail are presented below:

a. For the English Teacher of researched School

The teacher should give more exercise on vocabulary especially for matching

English vocabulary words of three semantic domains.

b. For the Students of the researched

The students should try to enrich their vocabulary by reading more English

books that contain the vocabulary of three semantic domains.
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