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( Case 01 )

What specific difficulties involved in students Self-Regulated
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ﬂ Learning (SRL) while engaging on problem solving tasks?

2 What are the designed features in a GenAl chatbot that could
support students SRL in problem-solving tasks?

nNT'N72 NINII71100 117'W 7707 NnTavnn
@O@ WJ'D]DD]IW]NI'JI o"n H)"U']I]'FW 190N N GUY COHEN & ANAT COHEN
22N TN NU'0NY"JIN 2N 7N NV'DIIN

VTI11l N7 n nNiaapgya



N'NTZNN NP NP N'NIDN7NA N2 | 2024'7'0n
000 Difficulties involved in students SRL while working on problem solving tasks (RQ1)
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@00 3- Beyond cognitive strategies difficulties

000

22N 7N NV'012IN

VTI11 N70 NDl11gya

I Task self-management and autonomy
I Motivational and affective issues

" Infrastructural and environmental barriers

B Peer collaboration

0
30.43% 39.13%

17.39%

13.04%

Teachers-reported students'
other difficulties (N=11; n=23)
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000 Designed features for a GenAl chathot to support students (RQ2)

(RQ1) What specific difficulties involved in
students SRL while engaging on problem
solving tasks?

(2) What are the designed features in a
GenAl chatbot that could support students
SRL in problem-solving tasks?

1- Assessment difficulties
2- Cognitive strategies difficulties
3- Beyond cognitive strategies

difficulties
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1- Structured and explicit
strategy instruction

2- Personalized feedback

3- Real-time skills assessment I
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C Case 02)

@ What is the contribution of the interaction between the researchers

no>VN D'7nN DIT|7 ©0®

o and ChatGPT to the development of a Situational Judgment Test (SJT)
tool for diagnosing the self-regulated learning (SRL) knowledge of
teachers?
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( Case 03)

What processes are implicated in the human-generative Al
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collaborative interaction for designing educational applications?
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000 \What processes are implicated in the human-generative Al collaborative interaction for
designing educational applications?

of GenAl output

o ChatGPT's generic suggestions were adapted to specific app requirements

of GenAl output

o ChatGPT s suggestions were linked to each other and to other theoretical grounds

of GenAl output Ipo
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o ChatGPT's suggestions were altered or completely negated
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