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AW TR B 5547 BTANMR NS AL SRS

A E *
RE
R TR FELHEFR, FHnK

HE:S

RXANATIEGRFZEF s TS RN, #E 28 G REIEEIINEZ S (Al-based
Classroom Discourse Analysis System ). #f % | F # s 12 4 H i 24 FRZE T/, &4 8 50iE
#F4# 55 OpenAl #y GPT-4 A EEN 2K, MUATE AIELERE S, RRA LWER.
HRET, ERREFEEMMNMARAELET 5T 0 LM B EEAREREE ZAA N REN—/D
B, BEEEIRSELIGEAIREPEREN —BKT, FHIAREH g fmE: R
¥EHE, ARAHEHABMREWIEFESE, 5N HRAHRS LEERBIEREHNIE
B, FFRIEIR Al B FAriE S E 0T TR, mafs e R X A H#1TEM, H48
HAREERA FIANRFNEEGEREWEFRE, URAREIEE DTN AR .

KA
BRREFELN, ATERFF, MUE, BFL LR

1 5|

jllf3

WER, NIBRERTFFTHONAHTEY, ERAEERLRLH, ATB#AT
( Artificial Intelligence in Education, AIE) #F % KH L 3 #m £ (W diT. BT EE),
HIEW i )isme LT AAE R L I L&A BF B (Zawacki-Richter et al., 2019; Hwang &
Chen, 2020 ).

B, BAEOBHARFETE “A-ALWhE" EREFHBENE, EXZHEETAS
Al iR4A3E M AL#H (human—Al hybrid adaptivity ) 9t & B, WAEFEHIFEH & #F P HEHE
) % 4 (Holstein et al,, 2020). ¥4 XE, A Al ELHRAREELS . LRAFHTERET
VAR, DLRRME BN T YW @ FE W B - (Luckin, 2018; Holmes et al., 2022 ),
TR A E AT FEELLREEH P IFL AW AL T B8 S aray o,

EEHKPFFHAREIEESNTE S, BFHRESAIRLFRFAERE. ANSHE
WA, —HFIREETEHDE A G TR IRE, AOE R B ER R, oK RE TR
FH R, AR T AL RAKE, LRI ETEIERS T L &R thE il k.

AT, RHFRZMPF L “BRIREIEEDNZ AL (Al-based Classroom Discourse
Analysis System, AI-CDAS, f#&RIENZ L), §EE FH AN HFTREEENHERD, I
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EBRAI SAITERE S EHE LN ZR, FHTREE —A: X—, 18
HEREEEDREREERE U TA AT m AT E#RAFHEA (Artificial Intelligence in
Education, AIED); =, el Al X —ZM 52 G MR EZN2IER, AUET Al £1H
BIERA LR BEER. LR E AR R EEIE AT A UM A T TAEZ i ¥ % Kl
AT

L, AFREREBNAFRATE AT TALRNEHEGH D, BIFRENRZAN
TR SRy, WR—FFRPRE G & Ak 28T #y AN R = B 5% B 42

2 M RERERIA
2.1 ATHBNEMMR: AR H#ER

MR A, AT G IER# T LM A e 4w 5 4 i E 0 AW E 4% X (human—
Al complementarity ). Al 8.7 KR 5 % B RS XKORF AT S B, g arthdmal b £
AT A AR AR N T A0 B B IR AR, JF 3R T B B 50 B9 4 A5 — P Kasneci et al., 2023 ). 4A T
EMFEFHERERE. XA EEAEMMFEARE 7, X2 RBHEAKH EHFY
BN (Creswell & Creswell, 2018 ).,

EAHENAEZR T, AL A —M WMl T A" (augmenting cognitive tool ), #
VREASNARE HE, BRI RHFE XN KL H W (Jonassen et al,, 1998), Kk, “#l
WAL RALSWERARENDTER : Al A 7. FirE52% 20, AXFRHN R
FERERSEARE, AHRELKFE EFRNERIETZANN — MBI TE, H*
BMEGATI KN REEN G — B, UFTETTHANMEER.

22 REEES . BREMEMRER

WEEEARBREZTES R REN. BAAA5RERBEFNIREEA. ZaTHE
&= % (Systemic Functional Linguistics, SFL) ¥i& AN EXEMHHLH T 2R, A0 H
i 4 feT 38 33 A 6] 5 1B T fE L I B AR A (Halliday, 1978). Sinclair 5 Coulthard ( 1975)
# 8 IRF (Initiation-Response-Feedback ) A #t — F 4 FHF B iy F I &40, EHRIRE
EIEYREGIERESANEEESR.

Y& B 3 4 58 77 1, Walsh (2011) B3R ¥ H 21 & /7 (Classroom Interactional Competence,
CIC) SRR Z N an (R EIEEURNFE INES ; 2ESTN AT, BF 5B ZAREN AR
R By a4 5 5 # 3L [F A 2 (Sacks, Schegloff & Jefferson, 1974 ), X BHE LR 458
REFEBPNARNEAEZHYE, EFKEREN. HF¥BES Ea 75| HEE.

T4 =T E F, Talk Moves 5 Classroom Discourse Observation Protocol (CDOP) = H #l
B R B AR R TR IE 4R AL AR £ . Talk Moves Dataset 38 38 KA A Thrit, ¥ 5+
4 B discursive moves % Zift, N B L IR¥ TR AL & E R E AL (Suresh et al., 2022 ).
CDOP (Kranzfelder et al., 2020) | DL STEM &% A xt %, K EHxME. &7, X5 R
WEBFAT NG, BERAFRNT LM, AW, XBAERD ™ ERBA LR,
MUY B E KR E AR,



W E . P 7

BEAEEAESAAEEHANKEANREEEAR T RE G EERA TR, CHEATRE
AIMBFIAERE Bz BEEN G FHEYT, RAERGEHRE I REN T ; KiE
FEAEERMN. WP XGREAEAA R T A AR ERBE TR, EHEFEMEN Y
TRE, FELIEAEH (Kasnecietal, 2023 ).

GEXE, REEEFRDAERAWERMESR (SFL, IRF, CIC), HHZ M ArERZ
% ¥ (TalkMoves, CDOP ); AT, % AT B 20 {LAF 50 & ELith 7, 20 Bk Z 3t 2% U 46 1% 25 B 0 2 G063 .
FTE N RR, T R BB RS, Kb ALOIGR S5, DU L E3k bk
1 B

3 FFEIT
3.1 MIAARIVIK S 3 Bl &R

KA R R B A (2016-2020) R E F M EFE T AFE LHE F R —JUpF4EXH
&b &k B RAITK], HAZOH R TR — A IREEE AT, #F 5 E KR XA #7 AT
AI#E, ARLFHRHEI A REFTFHITERARR G, BREFEIEDBEEHITA
T4, —/ HRREREFAN S NN TREFHT, 7F 23 /PR TREEFESILE. T
tEESERANERFEEDEEENMGEIT—K: DIERFRATLEEFHERTHKH 4-6 {50 [H
(MacLean et al., 2004; Halcomb & Davidson, 2006 ). H M7 W, 1% 5 1F & & 1E 47 7 B || Bk A<
SHR R Z G EEMETE, WARFRIANATE @ TERME T FiEw .
T IR, RAFFRT 2024 F B2 REIEBRH KoM, FRFMNAE GPT-4 Wz th 4
RREEESNEZ S, HAF 24 FREN—W—FINERSL L LG, AFTEERALR
ATEATHERI, BRFTATREFTG ALK RH TLIEKYE. RS EAeT :
RQL: EQMBFE T, BRENZFHRALIE GG D EFRAREIEEDNNETL 5L
HE?

RQ2: QAT ER T E, FRIENMZANSLXERG AT 04 Z 8 1 — B KT 4o ?
HimEEMETEAREMES T HN M2

RQ}: A THRENZAERES —FME T ENEIN, NARABZEAR TS5 H )L
REF BTG LB R?

3.2 MMRMRESHFHIRILAA

B AT BT R F AU SISO, TR A RN NE = E AR AR
B ERHE D, B WA R T SHA R SRR 5B, DR AT Ky o
. M SERE, BT AN E SR B K

INHE A E, AR B A A A K P B4 B, S BRI R R AL T
SRTAT. RFFESRAR 12 4508, B 5ER 0% 4 o 2O 5% FUR AT A
B4, UEEEREERE T REENER,

RT3 8 /N6 E b A R B B (DA B SE A T W BUR F E R o 3%
EER, Tl TR Y 5 Th A BT R o ) ROk A A B B EE B AT R 51 B R b
WM R, BRI W IE LT ST, BN, 2 B R i i,
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AT E D RE AT S RAERGE T SEEH, AT Al EREHE LR L
AL TN

BAh, RIS 4B S R BT B B R BT B R, TR R
SR BREHTIH RO REERWA ELHERIT 8 RERRE, HN, FRERE
B Rk AL — AR 55 35 AT 8RR )

3.3 BREIEIBETIEE 2 RAHELL 1% BB

RARFZFAREEEPNELF N HFEFEDRAERTE, RERTFEEEREES T
i A A EHF I, MERNETH ARG EELHTLE. FEDROHAEUHKZFZER
S E G %, TR EEEBRIREIER T W ELFRIEA (Sinclair & Coulthard, 1975; Walsh,
2011),

EHREEE, AMRBREEEDGRINONENEEXT, BEREREN. Tk, HF
EASAL. BEE AT, RE /WK REFELELLCUAEFHR KA. 22X A EeE
LETREFEFHR T A HFRAAEIES 20 LFAEIEN K 2 BB (Flanders, 1970; Hall &
Walsh, 2002 ), 7 £ A3 in 3t /N 2 48 SUR ¥ B 305 SEFr AT T BAE MR B . Sm A0 B 18 18 S L« —
AE” ARG AL, Y —EER N AL L B, FOUNLFERFERNE. B
Mxt% b, BraEE A U EE A G BfL, FAEEBFRAANRFRGEED &S LK
B. wAEY, HRHFEARBERM I REEEXHTALHE, BRERS Al
PAT A BT SR A R S b, AR E E R B RREIER, AREETEHFER
PATRAHE, UWHRREH — S AR,

HBRALEL G Al ST E R —ESAER T AT, FRERD I XA KIEED) AR ME
MEXGHEEHRITRE —BE, AMEAEEATSEpLNWERSE, X TiEESGFLE
AR EN. HEZAEREEETA RN FA, B0 EIND P i=I o ERE 7%,
R TR O LR —EEFE FIHFF.

4 BIRERARGIITHLE

AHER IR “BHIREIEESIZ S (Al-based Classroom Dialogue Analysis System, Al-
CDAS), Fl fl ARE A R EIEIEREHATE WA, FHEATRDERH#ITRALE,
DLEI B RQI-RQ3 Fr R iE My 5 — B F M. RABKENE “HFFEREET. BEAERKN
LI WRITEN, #FE st AR EE R R ERRT B

EHFEAERE L, ZRAE AT XERTLE. ZNEA A Python xRk ¥ # 5 X RKH#AT
k. A5 aersiE, B Ae” TERRELTEER (BFHFE). XRKRE+ X7
AT (e L2 7)) #ATAN A B, DLB RN AT AL B A AR X R IR AL
AR e AR B N £, T Pandas S T AHTHRFEEEEM S Gt hE
GG — W EREREA. Rt MH 2 N{EB R (tidyverse) § SPSS 5k, ®iEH#HkH
FUTUKESHRKEESHLEE, WHBRATIHEAIEPRER EWE R,

HEHEMBE, G GPT-40 AL BT HA, BAFRE BIEL M0 XETIER”
MBI RE EEHATE 9A7IE, B EWREC S dE THRLIREE R R FIIERE S U
RN AT EEAT, FERERETERNEEDGRLNES T L AR A EFE. &
GAGFHTEENERBLETXED, FEA—RTERTHAERERSPXER, IEH
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bR, RGBSR 5 ERALE, HR ATE W BAHE LSRR T — &
AR HAT S — AT, AL A BT R T 5 5 b SR 7 K B s e — S .

EAREE N, RE e RAH Bxcel BAEE. SEHE EBISHE TAMER, DL
TR FRATH BN, B A, FRRG RS AL 5 A TR ER Y5
5B 7 A MR 5 — Bt L

EAGURITETE, RFRGEA 24 FHERYE (GH%4 60 p40) (N MRIHE, Hi
ST B BT B AL ZEF 30 R 5 8 25 M T B9 A M. — BO484R R AL Cohen’s &
Krippendorff’s o #4795, LB Al 4 X585 A T4 M6 RE. %E5\H A%
(59T e % 5% 4 OB RATHLE. BEERERYE AHEENYH, AFRLRIEMT R
(R 8 ATA 5 E BN, DU R AT 2 R T bk

3.5 ZHr iR It

AR KR BB XA R, §EN MR A —F KRIE” 7 AR RIE
MEGHEN., R ERAEBEELERELAFTEIRE, HARITEREARERS
HEAME.

F—WB (n=4, 8§ FR) ARANRKNE, FTEHATWPITMFE Al EREIEEDGE 2
ARFHRI, FRATREANREEN, B L, ARARTEN G 5 LN AT %
BiHE, UGB EARS A TREERZ BN CERAEE. F, ZWNENEAE T LI E A
FIATHEWE, MAFERFIUTE X LW IR,

TN (n=8, 16 TiR) TEH —WMEEA LI ABERIA, WEFEHTXE RE
TERS5EERE, URBAAEZHAREGRFORESE. ZMBREEXERN T : — &
BE—NBRRAINNRESE AR EEELZRUENMERFEARIA,; — BT R A ENHEIE
MAGTRECREEFREN —BELRIN. ¥ AFRNENASETRASZITEENE, TET
A xR £ 2 & LA IR E F RN S AHE.

BRI A NN BRAES KSR R E T 185 — B M85 4 Cohen’s k 5 Krippendorff's a )
PRI, AR PR TR TRNRZRE : — X AELHIEZ (random noise ), X7&E
MR EFFEFEA, RZREELMN; 57— KN EMMERZE (systematic bias), 7EA [ .
RARERAETHEE N, TN ERYE P R EHE K.

XMF AR T R FEAA TS EELREEEFZ SR ZANME SRS, FHhE
GWMARIAEHFNAEN (LF 4457 ) REKE.

3.6 GPT-4 A ARES A - ¥lthE 9 thiktz

TE Al-based Classroom Dialogue Analysis System ( AI-CDAS) By Al & g KB d, AHF
5% il OpenAl GPT-4o 1E W20 iE 5 HME L £ RAEAL, JI DU B 52 Ak 20 UR 3 38 18 72 BRIE 3
T AR RT. EEAREA T A L, R4 OpenAl API DLFEZZ B . #h a0 3E 7 X FIAEAY,
FrBa A R R E N E R TERT Tk, UHRDEEEETEM A0 L —50k.

ERMNERERTE, KRN - FAFERWEZRNBFHE LT XE . Frif “&
#7(turn ), 387 —WIE H EARBMAITH I T ERE —REEL T RAVIE R AR EAL,
HAEMHZMERANE AR S NELER, FECRATERAY, WEKS ENEEHE
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BEAMNERTD. ZEOTRE R NEFENRELRE, FU “AE: BEAR BT
APEAEA AR, FEFERALTRERBME, MWL LTI RENIERBENET 0.

B EIE A B SRR L E R T B (e RN IE B, 8 %K AR IE 5 AR AR B 7 A
ETH, NOEBESMNMAEZAEIESHRIENTEESE., ELFHENET, Z2HFOKE
Ak FAER T A ET X R, FEWA 2 x5 A a6 ek R

BENTEARE L, 2 — P REF T AAT (012 ) AHIFIERIToHLIE,
HAHFAE LB A TN RN B MANER FAT oK, B — LB X, FR
FEARIETE1EE X TR E B, FR T AR A R A AR 8] o — Bk

GPT-4o Wy I WL “IEIBETh b RETAER” AL, R WARH R EEA B T4
BUREH R E W IE B 0 R R, MNAEREEER B XM AT e XA AW, BAFAE
NI ERKGIHE R, TAREERRETORIATEAR X NSEHBOE, B AHERY
1 ] 52 AH [ B3R A A A FIE T A, S A1 zero-shot & A KT 55 47,
HARBMBHRE T AR EN X AT EEDEZ— (REIIN. TE. 85/ A8E. M
WM., B&. REFHE, X H). ABRERMBEIAREN, ZAEEARELEREHITE
EEHRE; YMEAFAETHANESN, EHAESAGTEdMRAETAARE (RZH
Ry HAESE BN B HE L EMERRT — RIS IAT BB A .

EEEDITRAZF, GPT-4o Wi ERIEN MBI 5%, HAHEEHRARE R, 4R
HRAEMRALEED O REN, MEHATEW Al ERS AT ERIATER AT,
it —FKMEAEA (Cohen’s k) BN HZ WA ERE. YAIPRERSATHB A —%
B, HRFE S EARREIERGEEDRER TN, THREEHITALES, RAREGER
WA DLANTHE RN,

Hh, RFERKAEHEZE—F “A-HlthE” (human-in-the-loop ) HyiE & 9T X : GPT-
4o TEATRAEEWNF P XMBLEREERAAMER, WHEEHRAELBBERS &
KA R AR EE. LRI Z ML SR E 1B AT B B A ak A 5] A 6 ] B, o 3B St
HFIEEMTEN G T2l L RR IR, INTERE L o 7B 2 8 55T,

4 MRER
41 AIHES AIEETREYELILER

RHRKAF ARG AN EH#ITEZI1EF %S (automatic speech recognition, ASR ).
REFPEEFEAEE, ATHT I PNHRETFHFL 47 Mo HEZT, AINWHTHEAN N
20-45 B/ R E R (ARFF R LM ), BEBERAAT 80%. LT, HTHMBAZA “ASR W
HE + AIRA” #3847 (MacWhinney, 2000), DL IEBK R 51E EH M.

H-FUBRATLLS ALERHRRE LR HNERRERZR, KAREERT K 83E1E
AN RE ZIER KR, 45 b R NG, ALI#E TH%E 280 0%, ATLEEMNT
HF 180 o4, BB L) 460 4. M= T, AI#IE#E WECEH AR 15 04, Be AR
XTI B4 5 vk, RARERMX 20 04, BARRERAMEIL 20 (K1), FERANE,
AR “1/NBE =47 NEFANET” AR RERTROTHEE ; TR 1 045 55 B3N
EFETHRENADANN, HHFEE. RELHEEEHRER T EZRTA T, BEEK
ER—%, RORMAEAMTRERE LT EEE.
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*x 1. AT 5 Al # 5 Bt ja xf Lk

THXA —H RS R (o8)  —EROIEE (28) S (29%)
4 NS H7 280 180 460
AL 1% + A 1Btz i B 90 60 150
BIRENZR (REUE) 15 5 20

RAETE, ALERT 5MPEEL TN BEEAL T E T ATHREMAS, 55 E
THRENHKAWERFAHRET =, AT —/DNIREEFE TN T ZA/ME, @ AL
AR E RN TR S . ERSREAIRY, REKRTHERRKNERD, EH
iR UERE RERGREESEANI G, A TELLRE. AFRBETHHE. H
W, ALEAF R ARAET “MELHE” HAE6, W EFRE T ATEN S %A 0B A,
A Ja S B S B8 R AT B kA

42 NITE Al FEREREBERESE AL

4.2.1 ST ZE e

k287, WE—HF NFESREINEATLE AIZFARNEEZR (p<0.05),
MBE—WEZEXNHERE 1A, REE), a7k, B AR B4, RE4HE
ERRBEHFLANTR EHEENE, HPASKEFNNRAEAEZZER (L &5
FORPAE R2” “R 4 R1” “REZH R fu “HRX Az RUR2”), B 73X BIEE) L F +
Al SATIZEMEZREABENEAR. BRls, RDEZRIEEPE “BFX” (iEE
SRR, RE) B “FE/ER (WREFE. ©XH3), ZIRRENREZ | : %
FRLZ NG, TEERGX L AEME. EAXMNEREZ S M —3, ERAINGITEEKE.
WH 2R E g ERINEROGFE, FARENREEHP RS, BARRYEHIEE.
a5 EN B —BMAAEL 3 R — it

4.2.2 =85 5 Bidag  (Bias Structure & Replicability )

EHRTHBFHA-LFERNFEREZROAR E (LK2), ARt —FPELRE
bl SRz REER(NEI)TUERLEERALS Al EREEFEQAT PSR EREHEK.
fELGE T AT XA T EGEREEEE, TRERESEZN A THRZREZEHET #
B EEN.

GEMBR—5 _HmEERTLI, Al pRRET mE 14 DNEF FEEF 100% 8 — 3K
M (& / BETAEe—%), ExEEZRFAEFAER TEIEAZTNRAMSE, B
Kiis, EROAFEREN. ZTERHEMEMEALHEI F——4 “5I N RI/R2” “iEF
AWM RIR2 5§ “E 4 RIR ——Al ER MBS ENREMRMSE, HPEEXFTENR
ZH ik -80% £ —91%, BT “BF” H “TEMME” TR KRB AL = RAHFED
MEcst s 5 WCRRE B 7, Wik AER B AW -85 % (Sinclair & Coulthard, 1975;
Walsh, 2011 ),

S xt, Al “REEHE” “ERXEFH” “7k” EREHFMDEH LI FN ENFE
AEE B, RZE e %2 100%, B E ALK E o) KG] k3] +394% F +1485% By ™
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EEfh. XBETFAI NS XNFAEL R, 5450H. EEE. AR EFERETLRGEH
B, Blrpra A ashlRigAErEagIINEREKR, Tz LIE S kiR A5 Nk
( Mercer, 2004; Kranzfelder et al., 2019 ). X —fRZFEFHANNET2EI, #—FKiE Al 5

KA T ESH R, MFEREN.

K2 ATEHATEREEED L LA LK

B — (n=4)

jor AT J‘riig;ﬁzsi ilr;f;&)% /HLE A4 J‘ri’a(f%zziﬁ% 2 /7 piE

5IARI 927 + 4.14 3.68 + 0.80 2.652 0.038*
5IANR2 530 £ 2.70 4.69 *+ 3.03 0.301 0.774
778 Rl 9.77 * 8.61 14.63 + 8.38 -0.808  0.450
778 R2 4.10 (0.5, 7.2) 5.535 (5.4, 6.9) -0.289  0.773

A4 RI 46.83 * 14.75 29.42 + 11.42 1.866 0.111

44 R2 3230 + 12.60 21.46 + 7.30 1.489 0.187

&= piRPHE R 18.25 * 10.32 14.04 + 7.49 0.661 0.533

&= iR R2 4227 + 21.00 11.53 + 8.40 2719 0.035%
4RI 6.97 * 2.60 0.94 * 0.95 4.361 0.014*
K4 R2 2.13 £ 2.10 0.19 £ 0.16 1.842 0.162

WRE I RI 475 (0.4, 14.9) 25.08 (11.5, 28.9) —2.021  0.043%
REE H R2 12.13 * 13.50 27.64 * 13.78 -1.608 0.159

#HRZ H 3R] 0.35 (0.1, 2.5) 1536 (12.8, 18.2) -2.309  0.021*
# A& B 3 R2 2.00 + 2.64 28.55 + 8.19 —6.173  0.005**
M= (n=8)

I RI 2.80 (1.1, 6.5) 1.58 (0.8, 6.5) -0.053 0.958

FINR2 7.50 (3.7, 16.8) 1.76 (0.2, 2.9) 2521 0.012*%
3 R1 1.65 (0.0, 7.0) 3.43 (2.0, 6.1) 2.007  0.010%*
776 R2 6.00 (0.0, 3.5) 7.12 (5.2, 8.7) 2530  0.010%*
4RI 35.95 + 12.22 29.26 + 14.71 1.008 0.331

44 R2 29.24 + 18.22 28.11 * 9.95 0.154 0.881

&5 AWM RL 44.89 + 29.47 17.65 £ 11.39 3.008  0.008%*
EE s R2 45.89 + 29.41 1821 + 10.29 2997  0.014%
B4 R1 3.60 (2.8, 6.1) 1.06 (0.2, 1.9) 4363  0.020%
B4 R2 2.90 (1.4, 8.5) 0.41 (0.1, 1.3) -2317  0.020%
R I RI 490 (1.5, 10.2) 25.00 (15.2, 28.9) —2.009  0.009%*
W& R2 1.35 (0.4, 3.1) 26.05 (12.5, 28.5) —2.403  0.030%*
A& Bz RI 1.65 (0.3, 7.17) 19.49 (15.3, 28.9) —-2.943  0.003**
# A H 3 R2 0.60 (0.1, 1.5) 20.33 (14.6, 29.8) —-3361  0.001**
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E AREHEIANE— (n=4, 8FK) §HE= (n=8, 16 WR) HHER. R1 §R2
DHETE - EE _BRAONER. EASABERA LR ¢ £, FESAHIFERA
Mann-Whitney U #236 (4 Z 15 ). HIEUHE + g F {4k (P25, P75) k7. *p<
.05, **p<.01.

RAEME, ALWRAEIAY — MR “NELEN” . —7E, ERLRREN. P45
fESREG KA, Al W) RBEBRRABER —3; 7 — W, ERBAFERER. Dk
B AMEEERT XA T, Al 2B FMMAE. b TEEM” KRBT Al £ REEE
FEHRB (BRE. G—&E. ZRATES2) SHBRE (S BREME S, TELE
HFEM B A ULRA 2 akiEA ),

&3 ALE ALEREFEW S K LR Z B0
WE—  BMBE— BE- BE- BES BB BBRS BB RETA

BERA Ias AITH REWG BEGE ALY ALY BELN GEEE —H5F
EIARIL 9.27 3.68 —-60.3% BEEME  3.80 3.23 -15.0% BEHE — ikt
I N R2 5.30 4.69 ~11.5% BEME 1071 3.19 -702% B EME — BRI
736 R1 9.78 1463 +49.6% HEEF  3.78 6.83 +80.7% RBEHG —EEf
76 R2 4.10 5.54 +35.1% HEEE 279 6.11  +119.0% “EEfE —FHE
M4 R1 46.83 29.42 —372% FEGE 3595 2926  -18.6% BHEAME — B
428 R2 32.30 2146  —33.6% HEfKfE 2856 27.11 -5.1% RERGE —FEME
;;;fu i 18.25 1405  —23.0% W EME  44.89 2290  —49.0% FEME — R
EE mORE .

@ r2 4227 11.53 “727% BEMRME 4611 1822  —60.5% BEMME —HMEE
B4R 6.97 0.94 —-86.5% WEMME 445 0.86 —-80.7% B EfE —FH{kfH
B4 R2 2.13 0.19 -91.1% S EM®E 521 0.75 -85.6% B EMME —EHMEE
B4 78 R 7.90 2185  +176.6% mEEHE 373 2057 +4515% TEEE —EHEE
BHEER2 1213 27.64  +127.9% FEEF 3.33 21.07  +532.7% PEEE —HEE
AR HzRI 0.98 1545  +1476.5% ™EEfE  4.14 2047  +394.4% FEEE —HKEE

#2 Hh R2 2.00 28.55  +1327.5% P EEfE 1.60 21.87  +1266.9% MEESE —HEfk

R RARYE AT AT RE G (%) Xk EBE : |A| < 20% HEE. 20-50%
HHE. 50-100% H B F. >100% H=F, WHEERATRELDIENSIER I E LR,
PLE K w5 89 77 M 548 E (Kranzfelder et al., 2019; Walsh, 2011 ),

423 —HMKFER K (Cohen’ s Kappa 5 —FHE )

HLHFHMBEPATLE Al REFEMTERN—FM, ZARI2AAHE—5 N BE—#
T—5%Men, £XILEK45%5.

NF A4, &5 —BMAEERRE, ALETREFEEXLD EORIE I FW 0 S £ 57,
HEBENEFRIE —shfa s 5 TR, Hh, £ “ReESH £Hd, AL —FKF
TR BEHEFEGKTE (BB — 795%, &= 76.0%), TrHExtBH4. BFHE
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FUREEMERLAGEGRE. X000, “FE” XHNENE—FIBE (774%), BE
MBE—BETHE (41.8%), THRABHIFRET X, B EBRRETENEZR, £ Al 3tk
KBEMIEE QDN 1 Z B .

“URTED KRN TAERNEE, ANE—H 51.1% BEME 8 11.3%. XKW\ &
CERFWASAXEN EAEGHIERRSE (fluE —ARHEE#RE. #EETEHET),
SRAIFHEERICHREE U N ELZLNIREEANL. “HR A KA ENE—AF
100%, EMBE_THRZE 57.1%, TEZEEFRZNE—HERXEMD, F-REWFE; YHFEXR
BV AR, AIWES RN THEKTF.

BTHFEAC LN BB B — SR, B “piRER (KB E— 29.8%,
M= 194%)5 “5IN"(133% 5 5%). XA KEERGTRBIEREHE. AF N5 HMAHE,
A& BB T HAL, Al FEZ M HF SRR, BWMAERN BRI L EARS . FFEH,
“EEET RKBIETANANEN —BEHN 0%, BT Al RATERREA “BORA” WiEH Y,
X REAEEEEARBHE. BFEEUKER N BT EERA, & Al E YA
FUH TR E 5 KA,

HTHEE/RE B —BM, KT H N B EEEE AT HE Kappa ( €=0.210),
BARAT—M—% (fair) KF, ERRAY Al 5ATZ A —SMAR, EHEZEHETH
ERREA R EN. BRRE, ALWE B — 30 2 30 V5 o 45 A AT -

(1) X BHH X AR, e, Horik, RERE &K,

Q) EERMEREEN LA ZER TN, GlnARES. LR B ;

Q) BEFHL R HFER EEN, LERZIIN. . B4,

WEXSHRFEEN PN T %, #—FRIEYH Al HYREFEESNTAEER
AR, HFENEORAE BB AN FERRAERSY, EALELAREREFENIES X
B o W] R AR XA B KRR

x4 M — (n=311) —FHMMmE%k (Kappak, =0.252; —fK—2%)
BEXI ATHAN AL-sbAH (Tp) T COTTE gy

R g 39 31 79.5% B—% KEBEZHMAE
736, 31 24 77.4% B8, ot/ BFMER SR
gg/éﬂ R 133 68 51.1% FE—%%, IAERKEIRH
HRHD) 8 8 100% %, {[EREARD
s . 1k — 2, AL xt M iEE o &k o 3R 5 &6 7 WA
kiR AR 57 17 29.8% BR
BIXN 30 4 13.3% WAk —%, A= HFIERER
4k 12 0 0% FEMAE, BALERG K EMEL”

¢g~&,iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁ?‘

\ ) kR B A L ILE A A

S 311 152 48.9% BT, AL By AR K F L0 7
HE T,




Tilg

g

WA E PEL 15

K5 MBE-_—FHHEABER (n=379, ,=0.161, BF—%)

B KA ANTHEEARH Al —3HA¥K (TP) —HE (%) YW

g 25 19 76.0% 50 B ——8HRE

ot 55 23 41.8% — B I B — E AR

R EEES 133 15 11.3% RETHE (MBE—H 51%)
AR H 5 7 4 57.1% AR A D

kiR VAR 196 38 19.4% Al 4= EK A

EIPN 40 2 5% EHME SMBE—%

B 4k 12 0 0% LSS

BAR 379 101 26.6% KT — (48.9%)

5 THE5%IE

FARINEE, REEHE —FR 2T EHRGAE T B RENZAEREIEESNF X
I, =R TELTE RN

(1) %%

Al ERESMS L LB RRETAL, — A HEEWALEE 5FE0TEYEFE 7-8
INEE, T OAL AR T B BT SR AT A HE, BUE A BB A TR, BRARA N TN KIE
Bl (W& 1), Bk, Al AHEZESEAREFARENDARAMELLR, AFY KT 00
AR, BEMNEHEEHROHES, FIXEEGEHENRENESHERE.

(2) R 5m £ 44

EERESELE, AT S AT 2 E 8 — ML T BM— K slight-fair KF ( x, =0.252;
k,=0.161; 4K « =0.210), {EMRZFHE 14 MEFI &+ EF 100% BN —%k., BAEKmE,
Al MR BRI 5B AW XS (mREEE, HoprhkSantxEs) gEHRE, 4
BAEFRTEGME; AR F I SMAESLNEHMELR (TN, mIRHERE
&) MFSMMt, EF4E “B4” XNRATHERE. IMBEN “TIELEH” WERH : Al
FRLKMGMNEEN R, HRZ A AF EEEMERTERNERE . h#H— P <&
25 RIEE” R AW EANLE, K 6P EETEAREMENIES -

K 6. B 55 R E1E B EA AR H R

A6 4] A% N wHREA
“HRBNFHEFL? 7 (REAFHT 8Z) IS Fo R £ B h B 1F )

“PTUL, #REFRBREXZEMERZNH M2 (R B4 HREZ) “UedL.-?” BMAAE D
EHFHT 8Z)

“FEREEEE, BNASRER#EXE. 7 (R &4 WEEH BORA N AR M iE 1

EHF IS 10S)

(3) AT EERIFL WK RNET
LAl ESEABGRAAE G BT TE (HEMXTEET): ETHRERH 5=
B T, Al B HHR A B TAES” M PTG, TR T A
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WBRAF S, FRETURIEIT BBATEN R : 6l iU £ R 8 Ak
KA (WIN. BRERMRHR) HTATEE, THEE. 07 % 0958 Lol 1 48 2
S R AT, TR AR 2 ARG T A

2 FNATHRAEERAY GREFELNEREHALRET ) : AFAN B S
R EREW, LA HANEBRBIAL G4 BAIE, #URAEHFME. IRF £405 230
EASERERAL. FERD A SEREFERRGHANE SRR, ARRGTFEE
MNGABETINARERENEL WRENBE. BRXBRIHFI), HH %A
HF A, BHDREI WE TG0 E0 RNBNNBEAER. A B T4 ALE
LHEHFEE L CER, Y CAELE ZSER ERER.

3RAE Al LHERRBIFEER BT £ WA, EREFREEE. BoTHEE%
EIE LR B B, 9T AR RGAASE N ENA R L, A, HFTHA RS
A R 5 LA CRE G IIEA B B A, SRR EE
RO LMER, TARBRLE —AFEA40ER. XEARET, HFLALRTRX
BGRB8 Rt BUEt i 5 % E AR KA, T o AT 7= 24T
FIR S AT, dk T, o ALZERMHE AR, ERHRI AT L LLREH
B ENAPHEER R, KT, AFEEEIEARIAGRELHEBRTON, ¥k
RARA PP ELEWH PO ER L. BTERENFR. KRFARTESUAREIHA G
PR, M AT R R SR GEERESERER, FRAENTFRLALR RS
¥ TR T AR BT AL R Z LSRG L0 R B, Bl AL ERIAT 5 R
Pk, Bl AL KRS KRR EEEMNAESHFTANRE. BAEHARK
H BTG S R TR R AL B R 5B AT TR RN “HF M TR
T BT K TR

4 FRMAHITE : BT AFELAGRAMRE, FRETRANE ERUTRET=
TR BN BRSO EAFERERBE B KA, FREEHLETXER, WU
WAL R IE R SR R B R AN, BHNRKI waESHE
SR, WD AR HEATRE R SR IR R B R 5 AR
P EIHLE, A R B & = kAT S B AR B4R, (R BT A 4 A M AT A TARA,

6 LZELEE

GEME, AMTRH, Al EREFEEQNTFNBAEREFGF: vERELEARN
AN E, HIMEERERFENHTSARENF, BERYFERNENSERE. EBY
R FAE “BURE”, WREN—FANIMMEAEE PO EREF——m Al f T AENALES
BTN, HHFEHATERAFTERERNEBESHFE LN A, KRN REDINAZGE
X — T, PR EREE. THBEESHFLTLFINHEELK, 4AHTE
HEiEHZ “ANEH. EHRE KA E.

KFRPME O SR LRI S 5L A 7, EHENRTHAME . 8L LG8y

HEARET
s Z A5 (%)= ( M<sub>Al</sub>— M<sub>Human</sub>) / M<sub>Human</sub> x 100%



WA 5. BN E 17

R 2= B e xHE B RN, BRZBEX AT EANER :
(DBERZ (JA]|<20%): k& Al EH 5 ATER, RAERKEHESMKE, B L
Ry KR,
(2)FEMmE (20%<|A|<50%): FZr Al B EXLI T HAR RS, LRSS
AT — SRty i K
(3)BERZ (50% <|A|<100%): K7 Al AW BRE AL, W AEA KL (4n
PR ERAL ) &R & Z R,
(4)EfRZE (JA]|>100%): kT Al WAL RERSATIEEZRHE, AFREE Al XZY
A Z ERERIIERBEBEZTLE, BETASEEHER R AR KGR,
KR W £ T KB E TR —FELTAEN (interpretability ) FL3& F F1& & 3§ 047
imZ#E T, FAXFRBER AL ELRRFELINFHGEER (F kBB RGE M
BESEHMEIEIE) GHRR (AR BAFIELEHHTIN. HREEE), WRZERES
FIRTHER LR, DAk EEHEETEATEEY (replicability ).

EE& RN

A5 N T e wE T K F A X E % = W B Teachers as Adult Learners: Effecting
Professional Development and Teacher Change in Primary Chinese Language Teaching and Learning
through Variation Theory and Multi-Perspectival Reflective Dialogue #J#F % 5 5K .

e 3B B B HEAE R BB

AR BRI P FE T AFAEFTESL R SF 4 (IRB-2024-717, 2024), FHKHE
KA R I E.

AL EREER A

KTERAANTH R TAGERUADT : AXEB RS 5HITIRE, AREMEH
TAEKRAATE @ THE (ChatGPT, OpenAl) fEX 48y THE . HAEH o B AR T4 & A XA
95 R AT XEME TSRS, AR THREFAGRE . AR, ZEkE. &
BB RGN, FTAFRAE. FiknF. SEERRES F AR R W i 14 4 o 58 ik
FHAELMFIARFTME. XA AEATE R TEMB BTN EHITATER, URARL
M. RO FARE, FeFAHRACENE.

Lix

REEEW D RERE RAH N

BENRER  BEEEX FEHEE K R¥FERH (F )

BN FIFS BHREM % BAEREWE 3h RIERE, ME—RAZRMH LM

BEAYRRAAAT FAMFARRIES O REXK—H CREHIRS
¥ 3SR 3B 1)
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ki AR, KB, HFEHEZINM, W RK AT ML . (REx
T RABEE T ARG HEAUNERE %8 3B )

¥ 377 ik

BT BEMS. 9
A B, AL REED
Ry BFFEABRENRYE

T

e, HHRE
il Ed

AR ZF AR EZ TR
REREFR, M —FKA, A
FHANHERRAAE 24 (RE
HF %5 1C)

HEFBAEEL A
A M. &% AN B X
AIEE R R R EEE

PAIE & R R A A A0
B 45

TNy
EHFHE 1IL)

(&

ISE-E & MHIREFINAH#TE ZHAEREER; B RNFTHAXUADRSR, kHFR=F
Fil. MESIENF I E AMESR RS HWHEREWT. (REHZFHRT 2W)
TR R

TR T FATHFR¥AKT. £ 5HF WAL E#E X Brandon Kk, {RIR# Brandon 5 .
BATHAER BT RE £Z; UWKFEENHERN Huibin &, Guangming, Kailei i . (if
KRB REEIE ¥HF T TH)

RE /He2WEs ATAELEFERRKZ. k% BRBREAR; Fmil FE5H! (REZEFHT IN)
. BN FAFER: BT FE
TIEFF N B 20 iEE
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Classroom Discourse Analysis in Human-AI Collaboration:
Evidence from a Pilot Study in Singapore Primary Chinese Classrooms
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Abstract

Addressing the underdevelopment of teacher-oriented tools in Artificial Intelligence in Education
(AIED), this study proposes an Al-based Classroom Discourse Analysis System (AI-CDAS) designed
to support instructional diagnosis and classroom interaction analysis. The system was developed
and evaluated using verbatim transcripts from 24 lessons taught by 12 primary Chinese language
teachers in Singapore. Automated speech recognition was employed for transcription, and
OpenAl’s GPT-4 model was applied to classify discourse functions. System performance was
examined by comparing Al-assisted and fully human workflows in terms of processing efficiency
and classification consistency.

Results indicate that the AI-CDAS substantially reduced overall processing time at the
transcription and preliminary coding stages, compressing the workflow to a fraction of the time
required by manual analysis. However, agreement between Al and human coders on discourse
function classification remained at a moderate-to-low level. A stable bimodal bias was observed:
the model tended to overestimate utterances with salient formal features (e.g., classroom
management and social interaction) while underestimating discourse functions dependent on
broader pedagogical sequencing and discourse structure (e.g., lesson introduction, knowledge
explanation, and summarization).

Based on these findings, the study positions Al not as a substitute for human judgment but
as a pre-annotation and trend-detection tool, with teachers responsible for reviewing high-risk
categories. The findings further suggest that future iterations should incorporate instructional
phase indicators and discourse-structural features to enhance classification validity in classroom
discourse analysis.
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Classroom discourse analysis, Al in education, human-AI collaboration, teacher professional
development
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