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Capturing Teachers’ Collaborative Discourse Patterns in Collective Reflection based

Generative Artificial Intelligence: a network signature approach
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[#H2] FARENF TRAAFHITFHOELRARAEAETLZEL, A, SARTEYN, FARRDEIE LA
KB REREANAKRLEIFESF S T EROIK. b, ATFRRERTELRARCRARKTLEN TR
BAL. Hb, AFLA 14 LRATAFHFATLTE, RAAREPTEFAARFRELETEARXAL
HROGERREIAETSMEEEORERX, FRLLER I T A ChatGPT 89 NAAFKRREFRHE TOER
FIALE, BRAEH SRR SR RO A RABITFRERIXALIFRTHOEARLSRE THE, AoHE
HH 05 ERE T RN,
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Abstract: Collective reflection is crucial for pre-service teachers’ professional development. However, current research
reveals that it is a challenge for facilitating collective reflection due to its superficial cognition and intangible quality.
With the development of generative artificial intelligence in education, this study utilized epistemic network analysis to
explore the collaborative discourse patterns of 12 pre-service science teachers in collective reflection scaffolded by GAI
Results show that the ChatGPT groups demonstrated less active on providing critical feedback and analyzing the causes
of problems combined pedagogical knowledge and classroom observation. This study offers insights for teachers
engaging in collective reflection with GAI and provides new perspectives for analyzing participants’ collaborative
discourse patterns.

Keywords: collective reflection, generative artificial intelligence, teachers’ collaborative discourse, epistemic network

signature

1.3T %

CHEF IR NT £ FAosk N FAFHIFIEFARGE L) (IF/TH[2022]10 5) 3/ 54
FRIPORKF R HEREELERARE THAEZLK, BANFHRFE T E. BUKFER,
FERFIFEAGAD XKF. BFEHHAFEREFEERES (FPREAREFEHF K,
2022) o ¥, HIFHERRZRAFALTELR NG EZARIS, T2 2 XE &
HRRERBGHITITCRAENKFENRALE RHITEERRLESMHRT, FARRINLTE
EHFRR, RAXFEEARARERK)TELLEELA TE24EH (Moon, 2013) . A,
FRB G A BB, SRR EARERENFEIAL, SRR ORARRERRT #S
Pe¥k, (Mynott, 2019; Brown et al., 2021) o

WHFK, ERAAITRERERTR L TEHEILHEE RS, B FHHIFLER DT
A2 A AT KR, ALK FFEE (Kim & Lee, 2024; Seo et al., 2024) . 12X FEIKR ZF

780



HITASVENG B Ao sh S, BarstH A AR T RmE AN RZ (Segal, 2023) . #
T A 2T TEAE A BT RIT A AR B T B4R, oA L ATAT LA = (Moe, Consiglio &
Katz,2022) o AT, KHARA 14 25 E5E KRR EETHGFATAZRIFAFH LR, KA
NFm R & ik (ENA) , AT HERTARIKALR G EIRR G EF PO S4ETER X
HREAAE, GERIHIFHORERD, HAEARRXAIFRT R THOEKRREEERRBEFLE,
B B A 3 25 R AL 5 3R 200 A4 2t 15 1T AL 4R AR F7 09 BF 50 B 3

2.3 K Al

2.1. BHRZ

ERREBERKAEE BT L, RIESHELNEFTHRAITEZ N, AKXHER., F
T ERZFRERK (Jiang & Zheng, 2021) . AwidfEy, 25F k0 Fa 5%, Fi
ARFREG S FER, BRI XN EGGEF M (Prilla & Blunk, 2020) . 5AMKR %
B, EhREZHLATH%EME (Lordetal., 2017) o LM R R A HIERR D
R, CRBFBWALEEMITIET FHARBA LA ELGITE. R, RTZTFHEES
HFEERZR, FEEAFEMFIEEIRRZ (Marcos etal, 2011). H i, AR ZAGEE
Fodg FATFRABAKITFOERRGALELREE X TR,

220 AR XA THESHE

AR ARALIFR (GAD) AT A#AAEFEZHEA (do ChatGPT F= B R ALE A) A R L
A, BBRIAMMGER, EHTFEF TP, ERIXALTRBRENSELKFIRE ., KALKS
Rk, FAUHHITAE B it A F e Lad K& (Cooper, 2023) o Ad, Lo A&
HEPK, g T HN%. WA 5 Em L AR E AT £5HF A (Karan &
Angadi, 2024) o LI, FAHF L ERMAERRXA T RERSIR, TRA L HAELL
gk (Lan, 2024) o H, AT ERITHE FA R AAEARIKAIFAE, A7
HITAHNE LG HE R ATIFRTROKFTRE, BAETEE L,

2 LRTR, AT R CRHNIRE], EIRATHITFF FFRA KRR T @G #H S Pk,
MAERRXALGREARELERRLH . R, ATERAHAFHPETERIALY
AR ERR BT SN ERE XK BT RS RS, Bit, ARG ABTEE AT EA
T AR FREE T A A AA L A8 09 BAK R B E 5 b IR AT AF 52 0 A4 X &AL X a9 R 342
(1) EHMMEFBOERRDF, BRATAHF HIF 2L 4o T1E A ChatGPT 4% 3t 2 )T & 1F 335 49
JE A Fe R R
(2) EHEAREHFBOERRE Y, BRATHFHIF & 4o fT1% F] ChatGPT & i 2 )F & 4F 3¢
50 A e KR
3.5 5kt
3.1 FEHF

A RARICEFHRE ETFERFG—TTAMANRGBGRF —FRAAFHFT L AL
WL ERAE (R ERARKTRRA) TR, & AENDIRATAFEIPRNLMRSE LA LA FIR
Fa R R, b, HIREERKBATAFHIFTR DN FAET T —TTEBAE ERRKGHFIR, FA
FH KB F T RAF RS T,

3.2. FEA K

A REBREFHRELFERF 14 5 XFFRABRFHFT E LG EAMENFRT L, £

HHERFRZAT, MNCEF] THERF T, XFTEPRERESFERLRE, 255817
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SACANERB G E, HE 3B AN, AR T AT RS SR AR
it H. EENFRIAZY, NASBREAFAL, AT, XAARIERREHEE,
3.3. FLLAE

BAFRY, % 1WA F 2 M IRETAL 2T A ChatGPT 4.0 37 AR %, HE2XKE
AL R A Fe i AR S R AL S, 3 WA 4 0 NGB i i i e A AT B AR R T
Fo XA RS EERBEP, ChatGPT 4% Fl R 9 ATZ AT A I 52 & YK E AR L
zZ 4, RAEF T AR R B HFHEGHT T E, I, AFAROEARERREEFH. F
—REEBEWRRHEFZE, F_RRELELRNRERFTERE. WMEHFTH 4 B EHME
HEHRT, BMAFEHS, MR RRKRB, R AAK, RERXFERAERERS —
FAT, M B —FNE A FRE, HARK—HRRIGR, AERRAUEK, BAKFE
NERIG, BEHTFRERRE, LERR DO IRHYRFS, FEMALEER EHIFERL
THATT LRI R, BRAERRZG-FHIFKA 50-60 54
3.4. HIENME S )

ARAF 7K B Saunders 5 AT 2020 SFH TR F £ S HAER, SARERREF @A A
#1515 $AB 1T %A (Saunders et al., 2023) » BRAEW B QLIE L INHF R, 4512
WHIR AT A A RE, S RIEHKBESATFIA T AENRE., QX TE LA R
. FRMBBET EAR I FFe i A EX SRR . BT IZHAIER RN A A4 E
— FAHRAZ BT AT 49 R BT A LY, B LA T R AE AR R B P BRAT A S T A
VESTEa Ay 2k, TR R R XF6%EE, L& 1 (Fields et al., 2025) « KK %
ol KA AN LA FE ML R I Z TR, THBLEERZE R, R
AT AF R AT 0.8, MBATHAD R IED|, FHA4FE I RFiT. 2LARLEN, A
{5 4 A5 5 3 BR AT AL S 2T R AR R B A9 5B KRB BAIZE AR R A 085, HHARMLEETIE,
PRAE T A A X 4945 (Fleiss, 1981) o

AAF AR N Fm B 2 5 A7 ik R AR S AR AT AL 40T £ R AR RCE 4% B ChatGPT 4.0 49 &1
stiERE R, HRRAAEXIAF RS> T E (http://app.epistemicnetwork.org) 4 MR ik %n K 44E
A, BAFGH E0AAE I PIRAAFRIFSENEGEE, TERIRETEEFEEK
BBt & AR, T A& LM mAXE T LEZ M ££3% E  (Shaffer, 2017)

1 BB F IRATA R R 69 S AE 3T 1w AL &

Y E 3L 2 7,
BRI 5 3% e AL SR R e AR KB T he G A 19 2 PoP
EHHEBIIRSFAFANRE L4 wiiR, KFHIEHAKZMR PR
P2 0] R A A9 R

L RIEFAESATE AT AR SAAEFE%YE, B, Fi%, FEF RoP
3] AT R E A6 )RR

8, 5 A B A A 1k RESTHAA. WE. BEPR MV
F Rk Tk RAETR R 44 J7 ik -l ok 23 19 AL GO
X Fo i He A GG A, & & KA B KRR & St SC
4P i X & WeIFAR R RS MR
4. BN H

4.1. MK FERER G PRIAFEHIFEG SR X
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BEREEFBEOERREF, KFR—EFET 1781 A% k5 BRAT A 52 2T A2 A
HF G FEARRE P 8 S AETERE X & B ChatGPT 49 /)s 28 A= k4% /| ChatGPT % /)> 28 72 &
Vet iE AL L 2N % @ £ F. £ H ChatGPT &9 /48, B LI FE & 3 89 34 & R 4D
A COUEFEHE MG RE” (3725%) , HAR “KAKFFERFA” (23.15%) F=
“FRMETE (1411%) , WmAEKRMEH ChatGPT &9 /28, it IR E & 3 69 3t & % 24
A CRAFFFERFEA” (2527%) F= “O 5t TF LAGERE” (2527%) , HAkE
“E HA iR AW E T (21.35%) o At R A BAIRATA R R IT AR TS B E AR R
B, TEZRETREXFERRAFEEXTR A EGW R, 483 T A& ChatGPT 49 /)
4, £ B ChatGPT &9 .40 £ 2 TR AFE G9AL A R AN &, A 5 69 3 48 Sttt
JRsE 0y K IEARITE D

BATAF BIFERER T B ERR TS E NI RAEARER B | i, ATH#H—F
HERABIAFHTERBREFEERR TS EEXG EF, KFRAEITER
ChatGPT #9/)> 2842 &4 B ChatGPT &9/ MR S i, B 1 69 £ & I T IRATAH % F
BEWMREFEERR BN ASENENREG R A E2RE. L& T RETAMER
ChatGPT #9 N4 69 s, 35 &89 7 3k & 4% A ChatGPT 49 /) 4889 &, 4% 1 ChatGPT 49 /)>
Eg AT X 4t &M, EE4E B ChatGPT ¢ N AEMAR K F B EKRR LT 2 S %
E QR A G E A MAM LY, WAL F ChatGPT 89 N L69 RS2 T X 4hoy £, R
A% A ChatGPT 69 NMAAME K F B EKRR TP R S 3Kk E 5B IR &
AWRRAY , R EREN, 18 ChatGPT# MR 2T MARRM A B R XN E, WAL
A ChatGPT é9.]NB 0] £ % 3 A F 4012069 A BAR 7B = A6 R A .

B (a) £ T4E A ChatGPT 49 /) 4L A2 IR AE K 52 6 B AR R 09 S A 3T 15N Jm W 24 AL R
YA PoP A#, 5 MV, GO #= SC B A 5%ikdE, HAKZ RoPA» MR, Z G R ZEERE %
55— %89 PR, Jt4, MV 4= SC. GO. RoPZ ML E A&k, B (b) ZAT AEH
ChatGPT &9 M A MM F G EARR L0 SAEFiEAF M 2442 A L PoP A4, 5 MV,
SC#= GO B A 3% %4, HE XA RoP# PR, 2/ & MR, #4h, SCH MV. GO AZK MV #=
GO Z &L A A &gy ik, XsE R R0, {1 A ChatGPT #9/)s414= K 4% A ChatGPT 49/)-48
HEHREBFBEOERREFHXET RAKFEERT AAGFA, B LK &P MR KR
AR, FEARMI TR AL A fE & R, & B ChatGPT 9 /)N 48 72 sbok B AR RS o 34 3L & 49
XA IERIA R AT R Y, WA E A ChatGPT 9 A FIE R 5%, FRREASHT
77 & 69 Fa IR AT IR AR ARG R A .

783



COMPARISON PLOT ©  PRIMARY PLOT  {ERChatGPTEIE w o

ChatGPT SVD2 sC
- *Em a Hﬂ (50.1%) . ..g [..ﬁnP 0.28
[ | {EFﬂChalGP'l;ﬂgﬂ

054

-
NSRS - . . o Al . 0 —

- ) -
“ L & X0

iy SECONDARY PLOT FREEFIChatGPTRIA .,

(33.4%)

sc
. sc ®Rop
0.7
0.12 0.6 0.14 . "

B IRRSERE mﬁmémms = o1 076
—
B 1 1# /] ChatGPT #9 /)~ 28 4= & A& il ChatGPT 91> 20 A2 A 3 52 )5 AR R 19
iNgm B A A

4.2. FRIREHFEAR B FIRIAFEHIFII X 5K

ARETHFBHERRDY, RFRX—EFET 1435 MR RS ITIRAT A FHIF AR T
G EARR S0 St iEAE X 4% Bl ChatGPT #9 /)28 4= A 4% Bl ChatGPT 49 /)28 /& &
Vet ik ma L2t % @ ey £ F. £ H ChatGPT 69 /28, B LR F & 5 49 3 18 % 4D
£ CORFEFLMAGAE (43.00%) , HAAZ “ LFFadit b AR E7 (24.01%)
Fo CRIMEFFEEZRFA” (18.74%) , miAEK4EF ChatGPT a9 /4, B IR H & 5 a9 2t
ERHAR QR AT E A E LT (2768%) , HAAR CRAHFEHRFA
(26.59%) Fo “ X FAa i A E”  (22.71%) o #F 545 % & A IRAT AL 52 20T 2 44 4%
RERFEOERREY, TE2RETREXFFERFA, BLXLFMELITRE A KGN
&, FRIRBE BRI R M. BT AL A ChatGPT #9/v48, 4% Bl ChatGPT 49/ 40 2 % 3 %
E OB ABRF A BE , m “EHE Rl fe R R RIESATE A A RET
xEEY (090%, 6.29%) o EX®XLEREY, 4 A ChatGPT 49N R E TR ARRFI A A %
B E, mAET AEE f iR AR E G A BT A AR A

B FHRIFTEERREHTEERR LS E A REEA WA 2 7. B (c)
2T 1A ChatGPT 89 ML AR RERFT B ERR B ST ENF R LA VA PoP
A, EMVASC EA % EHE, L AR RPA GO, 25 R R EHERE%FH— 569 PR
F# MRo #t9F, MV Ao SC Z M LA &% ayiEdE. B (d) £ T A& A ChatGPT 49/ 4L 12
GIRE TG RN LGS HE A REER . A PoP A4S, 5 MV 4= SC LA %%
3, H kA2 RoP# PR, 25 A GO A MR, #b4h, SCA MV Z Wb B A iK% a0 &4, X
¢ R %90, 1 F ChatGPT 49> 2842 K 1% ] ChatGPT &9 /N0 A2 RIRFHF B W EIRR B P
RKETRARERF P HAEGPA, HEEXLPAARE RE G E, BRI
BRI, 1828 T FRE A& T E . £ A ChatGPT &9 /)N 48 72 sk AR R P 2 9] A2 7~
AR R SATAEFE Y, dkAE B ChatGPT &9 /AP £ 3%, H e 5% F it foif ¥
AL B R E A 8GR A
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COMPARISON PLOT & PRIMARY PLOT (BRChatGPTRYEH & o
B R{ERAChatGPT RIE svb2 sc
(50.1%) RoP 0.29
B {ERAChatGPTRYEHE .
®
IREHFERERRE

Mv

REWFEHEGRE

042 g1
PR 0.8
PoP

® MR
011 0.16

0.08
®Go ()

ChatGPT|
SECONDARY PLOTFEEACHA 59@ QO

sc o~ 0.29 .nup i

° 019 WO71 033 °;’; ."”
e e PoP 0.75
onversation: Group VL (d)
K 2 4% A ChatGPT 9/ 284= K 4% Bl ChatGPT #9 )M A AR EHF 6 BIRR T
e A 25 AR

S.EHR5RZ

KRR F S ERIBEHF B ORRERRE P, {£F ChatGPT 49> 484
AA% ] ChatGPT &9 /AR E E R IFF F R P OFRIA, B P AR 6 A B RE &
AMAEH B G EARRE P, & H ChatGPT 49 /)48 4= A 4% Hl ChatGPT 49/ 20 £ 1 & F K 7]
MR RTE, MEEARERFENERREY, ZHIR/ERARG R, AN, 27
RKERRZESF, 8 ChatGPT 89 N AP RhET O BEFELERANTR A E X KGO L, mA
1 ] ChatGPT &9/ MABL A R 3%, hET TLEEHKF IR IRT R ST A= £ 097 H,
5.1. 1% ] ChatGPT 5928 KR B4k ) #t A M B#

FRLERET, 8 ChatGPT 89 N AZRRZ T, BV MEE “ L HFfoftiP o A9
B X—Z R EARBAIFRTRIAAATREAFAOMAR T EGFARERE K
(Qadir, 2023) . W skdElF, L AEZEKRR DT 4E A ChatGPT B, HRATAHS 2 IFIRH ChatGPT
£ F AN L, FAA1E ChatGPT 69 = £, X [BAF T AT S AT PR b 69 B . BLF)PE B 4 AR
R—FrEU Bk, AT ARFHKITaE L X E (Leibovitch et al., 2025) . Sullivan %
FEE, AT DSEGHITRDABIRERLITATRG AL FTAHKF LR, FRERHAF
32 Bt F A FEAFEEEY (Sullivanet al, 2016) o AR, BINFTASF KTk
ZRAERNERBEALFRATERREN, B THZHFZElNAFERAZRITLREF,
RARE S M ARMALIRRE T EL THEE, 22T AEFEERN A ET LT
PRI B H , XA RARK F B AE ) ChatGPT 89 /28 “RIEHRFA” § “ L HFfohtip
R A8 69 K TETRF AR B 55, BB PP X 3 4 R 69 S5 AR A .

5.2. £€ /] ChatGPT 49/ 8 R R B2 1 E 6L 5508 F A&

BEWMERHFERIELRRETHFBORRERRE P, £ 5 ChatGPT 89 /s 40 4= K 1E H
ChatGPT &9/ MA ¥ 69 IR ATAH F HIT A £ T “ 84T H L Ay E” | st % 20 k&
ARBFPBMOEE, AHTHRLOEGRTOEL(:E, T H5F4A 54 RBALFRGE
AL 95 I E A 5 B 4k Ao 0T 89 A4 SR 09 AT R 45 F 48 — 2 (Florido & Hernandez-Leo,
2024) o b, 4% A ChatGPT 69040689 “O 54 & F LA AL AN MERS, £
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A ER AT A 52 2T A A o A L AR AR 3 AR89 5 B o 4RI Fredrickson 9946 & - M6, 47
ME AT BN INFIT AL, WHEANMATREBDKRF K SEH (Fredrickson,
2002) o AATRAGERATALF HOT AL AR T AL B A REA LA R AR A AR R, X
PRI S TGN EF ORGSR, BRESNATRIDEESEF, IFRAEREAL
HRMAWERREEXBTT EREALY R LLARSEQZE A OE 7 @ ey R M1E, 12
K3 NF R BB NS FIAE 2,
5.3. RBKHFEHEAR BREFHRBAGE, BRREKFEHEAR Bl E A E
B H B EARRE P, £ F ChatGPT #9/s 28 F= K 4# ] ChatGPT &9 /)28 89 4K %
BAAERAEAfeF KB EGTERET; EHFARETEFENERRLEF, £ A
ChatGPT 49 > 842 A {# ] ChatGPT 69/ B89 F R R T £ B A5 R E P A AR SR
B k. @A, AR KT R R S IR AT A S T A RAS KT S 0 AR R
FRAMEMMEEFE P RIAGFE A, FRRFEMBETE, AT RERREKT . X
— SRR T HEHEF B ERR LR EHKF IR KT PR EA B TRAES:
HFEEERETGH R (Vigh, 2024) o Bk, AEF 5B A KM 58 4 3 ok BRAT A 52 007 64
T RE, FREEFOEREFERREHFOFERAEBANDRATAFZHITEBET P,
R IR A FFEIF G KT @,

6.%5%k%2

RAT A 2T A AR R L 4R F ChatGPT 89 S A3t 364 XS T 5 T 4 XA L% At &k
NHT AR AR IR AYG A% SO BER AT A5 4007 3 K R AR B £ s KA TR A 5. TR A,
RAT A S T EAR R S P AE F ChatGPT B, e FOERELEMAMNTE A B EEGI
B, AT AL & A PP FS, AT TR AR R P AE R A R AA A RRARFF AR S Ko
AL AIRATHITO T L LRI T H AT 85%, #t—FHIIBRAIEREFTHETR
Hik, RABRAIFRZLITFHFREASEX, BERATHTELLAEE L, THREAAL
RS RHITHE 9 E B2,

BE LK

HF A NIT KT Ao 5%k s 5 A2 HOT 35 5% 6938 4o (T T 52022110 5 )[A/OL].[2023-05-

05].http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/zhengceku/2022-05/28/content 5692779 .htm. .
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