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Abstract: Al project-based learning activities feature interdisciplinary integration. They have become an effective
means of learning about artificial intelligence. However, students often focus on completing work, limiting their critical
thinking development. Based on this, this study developed an Intelligent Pedagogical Agent (IPA) with guidance and
reflection functions. It explores the IPA's impact as a support tool on students' Al learning achievement and critical
thinking. Participants included 45 first-year high school students. The experimental group used the IPA-based design
thinking (IPA-DT) approach. The control group used the traditional design thinking (C-DT) approach. Results show the
IPA-DT approach promotes students’ critical thinking more than the C-DT approach. However, it does not significantly
enhance Al learning achievement. Additionally, the experimental group reported positive perceptions of the IPA-DT
approach following the activities. The findings provide valuable insights for instructional designers.

Keywords: Intelligent pedagogical agent, design thinking, critical thinking, Al education

1. XA

A5G AR T A5 KL (Intelligent Pedagogical Agent, IPA)4efT ALK T %+ %
Hoy AT E 23], AR A RIIEL LG LE., ST, FAEAIRDEFHPFLEAE
BARAIHEEE®R d, mBEZHPARR, BrTERFIIIRGEERE, R4l T 5%
YR A 093ESR, RN, HAIRE PRI ARBEHS, AT AT HI KL T4,
H RS IX PR, R KA T EEGF A ﬁ%ﬂﬁ B 28T IPA RAEFER. L ERL
3l FE5REIFHF, BEI—RERKRAR, AFRTELKLET “IPA-DT 7% 5 “C-DT #
F A FAEAIF I RKZEMAR L LG R R, FIAE T FAEM IPA TR KL, IR ETF
A LB IPA A3 TiAFe 53R M B e b 6917 B AUH| AL SRR B, 5 4 2 3k ikt
H A, X AT R AL B 5 5 SRR KA E,
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2K =

AL (Al) CaERAAMGAEE, £KF . BT Fo2 5k 5 4R K 48 X 4£1E A (Kalmatov et
al., 2025). B, 3F5RE 8RR RAOAT R A F AR L 2B (Fang et al., 2025)0 —
WAL E A E, BNRTREG ALF I, 51 FFESHRAFT K, MK, kT EHRAAE
So R AL R AR, WA S 5] Ao g B Al 4riR F2 B A% (Aranda et al., 2020; Azizan &
Abu Shamsi, 2022; Wu et al., 2022). XA 77 k53R if4F 5 R e i, AT FAEF ) L AA
MHIE B4 (Tang, 2020). #l4=, Ngetal. (2024)423% T 35 & b &7 4 1 /F A T4 AL 3K 30 69 =1L
#, LR R TN B F AT ] FHAF 2] KB R BB F R, Kuo etal. (2019) #9457
RANA TR B XFE 3, TMURKT F AN R ZMEf g B, LR T F LR G
PRI B

R, —RFTEN, AATIEHELEGAIRADF ) EHF, FAEEPEETNALLE
FIVEAE S, B2 3T RIAL AR IR MR T R AR IR AR 8 F 5 3 TG R
Z, S EALFIM B K AL 1R B A 32 R (Choi et al., 2026), LIk, ERFEFH T, HIFEASR
BN XEPTR AT REFRERT, MG F. H0FEREXEF T EE EER AR
FRAFAREF, FRFEIXBER. 2 E5EEK, £ 27 £ MR (Lesseig et al., 2016), iX
AP R A9 B K AT T 5 3] 69 IR E Fe H A

4 K& 5 B A (Large language models, LLMs)#9 th 3L, %5 fe 3 XIL AL 45 4 52 5] F R4
T A Ads S, A ) H S R IR R AT B . € RIS By 3 5] R RIR G S A
LEFFI)FHRATREARE, KL st P 2469 X & (Baha et al., 2023; Daradoumis &
Arguedas, 2020; Kim & Baylor, 2016). 4=, Alharbi (2017) 4% 1% Bl &% X 32 Botocrates ik
B P A5 R Al B AT EIE TR T A8 SR B4 AL /7 o Chin et al. (2014) 35
R R RRAE A R AR AF SR 050, AEFR AN PEAL B BY 69 R S5t Fe XA A 09 % LA &
Hiksm K&, VARFHF ) B Fe K s &Y. Fang FA (2025) K3, & STEAM RAZ+F
ERAALEREFRENFAE, AFIFTAFINENE ZMENT KD —a ZHKE P4
xRN, MM RETESFBELEERR TS, TEAP IPA RAKKEFAEGEIENNEE
AT FERBERRERD, IMw AT R B & BRIP4 64 Kk ) A A &t

HRHEFKEDLFRAL GO E, ERAFAEFIRAFNARGETBIAHLE
K &9 # 7] (Leavy et al., 2023; Hostetter et al., 2023). H i, K5 AAM K EZ(Human Computer
Interaction) ¥2it A&, TR T — AP ABATF I M FAs B R B F R FRE, I
RHEFREGAEIBFRTELEBOTRTHE®, BHRLFETKZ L (define) . €]FLH
(ideate) . /RAHIME (prototype) F=KFRMIK (test) o AFF TRz R 5 RIZ(PA)E A
To P ATFRIRA, FFETIRTBEGTREFRIE (PA-DT) 7 kAo td o980+ B4
(C-DT) 75 &3 A6 Al 5 3] R afedt I B 69 7ok . VAT A KRBT 79 AF 712 4 -

(1) #%&F C-DT # ik, IPA-DT 7 ikt #2355 449 Al 5 5 iaLh?

(2) 48% F C-DT 7 %, IPA-DT 7 k38 5% % v 4 49 SLH| 1 B 4579

(3) IPA-DT #44= C-DT AF A M5 ) L2 fe BT A4 A2
3ATHEHKFREYLIATES .

A RAE LT Liand Zhan (2022) #9330, #=-E 7T —AMA TR BN F STESR, -5
AERHEFANEAITTELSAE SR, FAZTA B AL B E K L (define). 4] & 3 fi
(ideate). #]4E /& & (prototype) VA & 5= IRl 3K (test) W AN k42 7 3k, A#F LB AR E T IPA-DT 7
ELBE L), §AZAMR FFAEF I Fo g AATRFRBEAMEILE F YR ELTFE S IPA
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SUHFRAFANBT CHM k. LOIWTRA PA, TTRG AR, UREES)
PR R, AT ARFERGZEN, B—iEFads TR A5 L, 0 H S IAE G Rk
ﬂ 7{:+§1{U é@ﬁl%o

/—[ Ideate ]\ /{ Prototype ]—\
IPA IPA IPA

. RBAAEAGL . RBAAHE . RBARNE P%H%Mwﬁ%#%ﬁg
BRSO RS o RALINFIB Ao Ak o BRI FIE AR . RRASE AR
o BSitmAFE o REFIMY T RALEF o REGEIMY T RAEF
Student Student Student Student
. pHRRIEA o EHIRETH, R D s 1 2R N o BT S K
o N B XA fﬂﬁﬁﬁk ! LR o RE5Q KT
o HERABF R © REAETREREE, o WP AR A A o ARER SR AT R AL
IR 5 A4 -
9 FaY ANE . AN .

B 1 IPA-DT 7 ik
BFH LR (Define) 8, FHEEETHKF LR, Foptei2mmr gL
%%%ﬁﬁi%oﬁmﬁ%&$\ﬂ%%@ﬁﬂ%#igﬁ%ai%,%%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%
PRIE AL, FRIRMAYF AL IPA 894 T, WEFOMARBALNZC N, FHaFItE it 45
PR E Z (I B 2).

((« SN "“ " o= gl Group members interact with AIPA to
e — \ discuss, explore, and establish their
group theme.

i 7[11;1(;nd output sound 0
through speakers.

| ® o mn—mEA TEER
¥ B

LA, HUTR—LEHEATER
B avAEE:

| BET e
2EFRH S AR
3 AAEE B SWBAT

A EHIE S ERIRS)

5. BT SRR

6EABRER

TRERERS

SHIRALEA

O RREES IR

1052 30B KIS R G

LA RER B RS

2HBABES %5 =y
[l 13 St R \’E‘
4 mREREERS o -3

When answering, the
LED lights flash.

The ability to convey emotion through gesture interactions
and facial expressions.

K 2 IPA X ER &

AR B (Ideate) i, NABIT KRR, $1% AIELEABHE., RRBFAA
LU BT A B TIPA AR 69 B 5K A%, IPA NI h 2 4 ROBHIETR B 7 £ P8 5] 6 F A,
LN R R

AFMERA (Prototype) M 8, F A£K& 7 FEARNHN Al 5 B4, FHRBETEK
KRAENH . FEKEMXZFMMERKIESE, HE IPA 45T ZRAEA I 25, EHE,
B3I E, ARiIAET, [PA MU FERBEIIRERE, LBiEES 5] FH 07T RA
SELE- SN2

A FRMK (Test) 8, FAMRK AL S5 R0 B P IREE, ARIEMRLE R, F4R
Al st n (e, Raskat$) , FA T RIRFTERMLA, IPAs 35 4 4410
TT P 5 & B )it TS S AT 90 5 R0 .

4. FRH B

Yo 3 P A AT BARGRAL . TIIT46RT, RAFAERHELATN, IR EL Al F3)
WAL G MFIE B LR T FTRNBEFLEQ A, FRET 2R, HR80 4 eIHF. A£AT 4
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B, FRE5BEFAELER —ZHTFHH/FT, ERLASELRANIHFAIRE E5), A
W FINEEFHEHTE— K. PN, ZMAFERET 5EHETEKE (IPA/KES
A BATH BUABAM P T TR, AR et RS X . EFEALRT X
G, R R A IPA-DT 5%, stRBANK A C-DT &k, AAFESHFEANI 4 FK A
FAIAMB Xt EHME. THERE, AAFAEHZR AL FIRZERAM L LG BN, A
ANT B ASTAAPH RO FER, KRB AEINM 5B & AR 9 L5 4 3
ik, BRFHAA 20 24

FBA(N =22) PRIV = 23)
IPA-DT 7 % C-DT7 ik
R T
FHAT AL
(A% 3] &P B Ao 3] 1 02 2 1) )
T8

................................................

Alfﬁéll E ' 4/1/'51/
W RADFEA) | bR AI )
il it HIPA-DT#) : : it 5C-DTH
EHEARAIA B ; L EMERAIA

............ A ORI S

AT 8 2 5 : AT A 2
Okt (48 i a kit (4 )
i it 5IPA-DT# | i il it 5IPA-DT#Y
EHEAAAE L AHERADRE

FHEAE
(AL 3] ARk 9] B A L 2 40 9 )
ik

B 3 RRinAd

AR AN E TR QAR A IFNSHL, S D2 5 K Aok i 3% K
i
AT B VE S it 162 MR ARE Fang et al. (2025)89 - &= M52 M k4, 4ok | AT, %
145 IAF A RN 5 A A TR e s G 09 1R R E, EAANEMER(GHRE. M. SR
BIFT . LE), BEEATHTEEA 020 500 AZHF %%$mé’a%kéfi)ﬁ T7 %%, Mzt
SFZ e —BAL L AR &, £ F 0.89 (Cohen, 1960).

k1. AR A IFH A

Item 4 3 2 1
e IR Js&,é HFHIRA] S ok, EHIR $5ﬁ]5&4£ HEIRA) 5 K, A
AR # 4 K FRAI 3ok EHIRH 12K
ISP E3/\35W/U’_€1(M’i H2OANBERENR A IAE f;ﬁay@ S A A
A B R RFEA ES
e KASMAFEGRT AIRBMIFE A2REMERF A3ILRESR
] 7 R B
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Item 4 3 2 1

WA BE&3IARALGAF A2K4FH RE A1 &&EFH (B LeIH (RT
CREBBAHR, 52T BMEHR, 5T o, 5ZIFEIZEG  HIFHIZGR

HeM B AR, Bk HIATERE) A E R, 125 H)
Rk 52 B ) A2 ERR %)
TE AWT2ARREHA AmTIANAE  EARKLEDR  JLFRARAY
F (R, BRE (WERAL. BR (eflE AL E &
) %) )

A B4 S & KT Chaietal. (2015)F K a9t PIE B LR A4 Mk, ©H 618 P4
&, ARAFERSFS EEA( REFFARAE, 5 REIFFFEFE), & Cronbach’ s alpha {A~£
0.90.

7% KRR ARYE Hwang et al. (2009) 8977 KR R g K 09 o ARIBAT 50 69 BARF L, X &
RS R

5. FRER

5.1.AI 5 7 8 %

A RIIET Al 523 A EA M, AT 44 (Shapiro-Wilk = 0.79, p < .001)A= /& M| # 4%
(Shapiro-Wilk = 0.82, p < .001)89 & R L EA M, H, A %KM T Mann-Whitney U Test
Frike dnk 2 Brr, S£IE4A69 Mean=17.64 , SD =2.36, #4049 Mean = 17.22, SD =2.24,
Pairwise Mann-Whitney U Test (U =227.5,Z=-0.66,p=0.51 >0.05)8 2 X &7, WAF 4 Al
5 3] AT B2 & £ 5o

& 2. Al 5 5] i AT M Z. Mann-Whitney U 4 & 45 %

TE 48 A N ESRED R Z W4 4 U p r
Al F I Fia 22 17.64 236 16 227.5 0.51  0.10
AT M) =Ha 23 1722 224 16

4ok 3 P, I 4R469 Mean = 18, SD =2.39, = #4869 Mean = 17.39, SD = 2.86, Pairwise
Mann-Whitney U Tests (U =227 , Z =-0.66 , p = 0.51> 0.05)# 45 £ B, S/ Aads 4|/ Al
FIRKEMNINGERLE 2 F.

& 3. Al % 3] i35 M) Z_ Mann-Whitney U # & 48 X

28 3 N ¥4 g E W43 #% U p r
ALF I Sk 22 18 2.39 20 227  0.51 0.10
b Jn
M y2H) 23 1739 286 16
5.2, st A B2

KA B E T PS40 ANCOVA AT &4, £, FRAEHPE
(Shapiro-Wilk = 0.961, p = 0.134> 0.05) #=4=#]2L4t4% (Shapiro-Wilk = 0.950, p = 0.051> 0.05)
i A E A ARk M Leven’s test 8945 % (F(1,43) =0.388, p = 0.537>0.05) 27 5% 2 fodsh) 20
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o 2R RHARIE; &HEERF(1,41)=027, p=0.606>0.05)F 7 5% I A e i 4] 20 55 &40 N
=93 £ R E AR IR . dm K 4 TR o KR I A LA M S e - 34 4 ) 4.29, ARG A 4.29,
PR o Hch 385, AEE-TFHA 384, HIRATM R RZE, FIhE T EKTIEE
48 (F(1,42)=9.184, p=0.004<0.01).

% 4. P E4%Z ANCOVA e R

TE 28 %) N ¥ SD S ¥R SE F n2

LRIl Y S 5ea 22 429 0.54 429 0.11  9.184**  0.179
= H) 20 23 3.85 043 3.84 0.10

*Ep<.01

5.3. 784 F

AHF 5 A% Chen and Lee (2021) #9AEZE A7 % N BT mAD, HRF 112 XA EH
(RIRM Tl &, =414 41 §&) « RS ETTHAITARIMK.

ARBREREITE, FALERENE R, BIEER#OREEIR, FHEFE PG
F 2 3hH| 07 IPA RAEWE LR T A, F I % 7 F Rk, #l4e B0l 23] “HK A LA 02
LA HFARNE R, "IFHANE Z@d ) amid it eE s AT o Ehib., X2 THRRER
a9 R R, FIRMF A EmINN IPA ARPETE L. RIZHE., THRELE SRR T @S
F &I H, 4 BE05 £, IPA BB HiR 57, E06 IAA TR T RO DR, MLz
T, UL R KB R IF AT A BRFRFGE L, BUdiEis 80tk h T3 B A
fie, EiERARR L, SRIBMAF 4T IPABRERRE. RBTAR, LLH—26FREMSH
(E08: “CM-TFRERMGBEL”) , A XBIZINI AT, 20 FAR L ADEA N RBHEE
RIAEN. FEHAFAENRREA T EELEHERIK, BHENE LT R,

RS RERAIA, DT B BARBREL

>
%
Py

A G 2 I E]

X

\"E\:T
o
5
\&&

£ & LR D I B H
% & 3L
HEMRET
P
Fag ) Bk

HAaertar A Pt Bt BBt
FRAEAPEAAE F
AL S 3] A
6 Bt

1¢ F IPA T 692255 % Rl
=T R
A PEALAR B

WA 9 R B U003 x|

S B DO O O NN W

6.74 54

st et el A 1, IPA-DT 5 C-DT & Al 5 3] X E L 2% £ 57, 5 Fanget al. (2025) —
B, ZHMPSAEAHEAMT. REERWiksES, 2R AMEL ST, F45IPA SIS
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REEHE A, 12 IPA 6 S 3t E £ MIATRIG MmN 77, BB E; RNA AR
5 % Bt B A4 (Sikstrom et al., 2024) B A7 RE K -F R AL ST RS AR BLAT, 173K F 7 A ROk
At AT R 1R AR 2, IPA-DT & C-DT £ At s L) be B4, 5 BE 4247 50 — & (Alharbi, 2017).
IPA B D FREEH, BELANGE, ERAEF K, AREGBES Tk &R T
RAEF ] HREEY A, RPANK LI, HFRENHELSR R EEIK K EIN o T
(Sikstrom et al., 2024). /& Al 3R B %1+, IPA 9T R 5 FRET R EL A KRitts.
AP AR 3, IPA-DT % C-DT # #82 st ARAIAFm R B, 5 BRAEAF 5% — Z (Hostetter et al.,
2@3 KAl EILRE, AT, MR LR F R, FET IPA GBI R BT, MAIMEF5
TRIHE, RETREMIERD; BHEAMWERE FRE, TRRTHEA M E3INER
TR BIAR A

B LK
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