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The Potential of Large Language Models in Automated Lesson Plan Assessment: A Case

Study of ChatGPT
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[#H&] ARTHEABESNT, £i8 3 FRERFBEHHLE (n=55) , § A ChatGPT £ AL 4
RBGEIAINRAEFETETREODFZZIE) . HARERET: (1) REH/AIRIE, ChatGPT A H+F
THREZFZHAMMAAEIELE 0.007, HZAHGFERY; (2) LiBBLINIRE, ChatGPT BRI RIFHFE
B (1=0.766,p<0.01) , BAME T @REZFZESMAM (r>0.803,p<0.01) ; (3) A URTaEMHEIA
A (BARAMR &, FERAHLELEHF) LR ChatGPT FE LT X MR £, AF LT &HILIES
Wy B FEFIE B ChatGPT 3 £ X3, RAXKAZETHRAMY KT E L THE AL,
[M4EF] ChatGPT; #E3F2; ABNFZ; FRERRKR; HL5H

Abstract: This case study (n=55) aims to investigate ChatGPT's potential in automated lesson plan evaluation. The
findings revealed: (1) Without prompt training, ChatGPT's automated evaluation showed a minimal correlation
coefficient of 0.007 with expert evaluation, indicating insufficient evaluation capability; (2) After prompt training,
ChatGPT demonstrated high evaluation reliability (r = 0.766, p < 0.01) and achieved high validity correlation with
expert evaluation (r > 0.803, p < 0.01); (3) Well-designed structured prompts (including principle definitions,
evaluation rubrics, and concrete examples) were identified as crucial factors in enhancing ChatGPT's evaluation
quality. This study not only offers structured prompts for teachers to effectively evaluate lesson plans with ChatGPT, but

also establishes a practical foundation for educational assessment aided by large language models
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1. aT%

ChatGPT ¥ X AZ TR AN H A, ERHHEFRERVE, LAFIRLARKET IS
49 2 (Fiitterer et al., 2023) . ChatGPT TMEAXKZ A, 2EH T EZFEFT K, R_E
B RPEF . RSB GY A R AR, AR F AT, HERFBAAKEOL L, RIFHHK
FRFAAIHF LA ZCERNFH., TR, EMEARARITE, #ERXEKZETOFEHZBE, B
BE AL RAZ AR R BB 5] 7, i R4 EF 0 F 2t (Farhang et al., 2023 ; Igbal et al, 2021) .
R, AR EERT, ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%&ﬁﬁaﬁﬁ %M%” ERG/FAHER

Z, A E 2 —(AHE T AWM EBERL TR OHRE, DAL LEER, R
H AR % B R A ChatGPT AL A £ 0% ,ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁ%%
ik e

A, ARG AR ChatGPT £X B F= 698 AE AR, R E4A ChatGPT-4 £#
EFENEAELRL, URATRABLRFAHFELERNITE., RATFTGF XA 4T (1)
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AL IEA DR ChatGPT AH K& LA EAAHA? (2) ChatGPT £ HELINRA,
AHEFEE A fT? (3) ChatGPT A#EXHLINRK, AHEFEZEAHM?

2. XK

2.1.ChatGPT #9 R %S # &

ChatGPT £ & OpenAl » 35469 KAZEZHEA, A RAMABGLANE, HTHE
AEE JE & 48R 354 (prompt)  (Floridi & Chiriatti, 2020) . M Z #7491 %, ChatGPT H 4
0 KAZE SRR T RETEL, K GPT-1 234 GPT-4, HAEA AL IIE H Z 1P A8 /) FH 48
#®H. GPT-4 % B AT OpenAl AR GBRA, A SEEMANRIZR S, TR EEL AR
Bz A H, LA 4SEMEIITR S FEATAR GPT-3.5 £ A1F R, A LfFl, KoLK
A ChatGPT-4 KF KA ZBZTHRALAKE A HF= @ AN, BEATHLSINREEZ ZLRE
2.2. ChatGPT ZHF_LA45 &

ChatGPT TME A3 5 W A3, 28 T 144378 5 K. Bucol A (2024) K3
ChatGPT 1% A $HLEEGEFE L ANB ), SF BT, £ AMEFMMZET, ChatGPT
ZRFANGEREHFF )M AT ZAM . FTRATIEE, ChatGPT NMEEBARKA T, F5
—E M A R FIREI, FRRGMER, TSR AT E T4E, Kasneci A
(2023) .32 %, ChatGPT T 4%/& Rl7AFRAE L. WA MU RRES AP AR, A WA
MK 2B TAE & 45

Klyshbekova % A (2024) #£3f ChatGPT-3 F= /& Rl 698 A7 LR F, AR H B ALEK
ChatGPT-3 # 8 — B2 T AL F, T2 KL FMEGFERI, RAEMBA ChatGPT-3 &
A2 R ER, 4 RBT, ChatGPT-3 AR A X TmAG M. Am, EFER AL
MBI, &0 % REAAE, Ak ChatGPT-3 %&£ 457 A2RKERFE,

Jauhiainen A (2024) #£3 ChatGPT-4 £ A#F = MR RXEEWE /1. ZHF X9 54
WEXEBEE, BAFHAND 24 £ 256 F, £F 2B P, ChatGPT-4 RIE AAF 2 1542
EATERAE, LR SNHIFNH . RS, ChatGPT-4 #93F 4 REHK )M EA & E —
M, BT ChatGPT-4 féA AT M A XNE£69 8 83F 0 E 55

EERAFFRAZ ChatGPT-4 £ S LWE S, M A H A UKL AHFE TG
093Kt A AFE A ChatGPT-4 4 ABHNKEFEL L, GARRAF =L RGEHE
MEAS 2 M, AR ChatGPT A E AT =N Xk,

2.3. EEX

HEFARHTFARTHE MO ZT BRI, HEZFATEOLZT AN, ELSHFT
T BRERALE TS B E & AEH % T & (Brown, 2001 ; Ratnawati, 2017) . # 4% Brown & Green
(2018) RBBFFH — T HERFWHEETFE RO UAT ALLE, 27 A% 5 B1% (Teaching
Objectives) % &% (Learning Activities) #2% H3FZ (Learning Assessments) o K& %
HEHEEREATE ROEY HEIFCETREAFHAT E, Bl EH AN AHKS
HiZ, SHEHREHFEFLAAZ L AL, RATKER Y, CREVRBRHAXE, £
EZHERGENAREMEE, BEH P S THAMHMEMRIERN, HEXFTRBBRA
1RG0 5 BRI X, MARGIEAZ AR, RULEHREM, TRKERLF S TE
238 i,

24 o BT HE

#2303 (knowledge building) #9HEA 2 B M{zA0 g K4 FH 5% Carl Bereiter /2 Marlene

Scardamalia 7 1970 F KX E, BAHSE YR —AA G BAZ, I FBFHHGE fo Rk RALE
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42 (community) #9a& (Scardamalia & Bereiter, 2006) . H ., Zo@&E3 440408 44
09842, A [k ]| (idea) HAAREL, ZMAHRAFGORE, AT E, &
TR L& & 0% 403 (Scardamalia, 2004) o S A A K I BAZ | B AEALF R #E
Faik, mAEARBRIAL, iR IHHETE FESERTEREL KaZHE e B64m
@ (g, BRA, HREF, 2014).

Fo R AR AT 09 FE G A R A S B #7223 (Bereiter, 2002 ) A2 4n 3k #4538 (Knowledge Forum,
KF) Ais AAOEEGZBEE4R, 2 A [ U EAE P (idea-centered) | . [ WXL
#12f A A A (community-based) ] A=l AR A1 %3 & (principle-based) ](Hong & Sullivan, 2009;
Paavola, Lipponen, & Hakkarainen, 2004; Sawyer, 2006). ZHEAE T, HEZFRALL TS
HiED, mAUT ZAf@ AR AMEAFE (B 1), EHFES A SR EF
AL B WA E KAt o (B R , EnREAFROERER., HFLERR
A e A A BT R RGBT, B R TIIRNH R B R 692, GEL R
¥Rk, RAYMARE AL R A LB R HA (adaptive teacher) o #bib, Foi@&EMAFTHEHZ
FTEZLANAILYRMNELY, THBFAEAEATF P EEI YRR, R&EI AR
#23% (knowledge-creation) &9 H4Z,

] | _ B EH AR
A bG8 B A Rl
7 6 B 0 5 | | 1 M
B L |
oA-E:3-§ &=
) 51 28k B
FERIMNER | 12 B Al . REREY
B0 3% T RR ' AENEREK

B 1 Ao 12 F/77

3. BTk

3.1. FEHKEK

KRB EF L, HiB T Eig s X, EPOAB A B K4E 4 & B4Z (Sustainable
Development Goals, SDGs) # £AEZ 55 4 %o ik BT TN AT AR Ao R R A o &3
PR ER 353913842 (Knowledge Building Teacher Professional Development, KB-TPD) Z %3
HETARIE 2 B0 AT+ =R R AR AT R
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3.2. FXLRE

AAF 5 A Scardamalia (2002) 4R % 2 4ok #8047+ AR A4 H3FE RAL, AT s
RNAZERETFSY, FoBR 12 (RKD) 255 (Kay) , *HRE[HEATEHKE
RS FRBHRA . HAERFERAGNERE, FRHEF R Bt s R IELR/AE
HZEBERETREREE . ARFEEELSTRERE, HFERAEFHR, REZ
R AR EN I E R
3.3. FLH7

AHF7AE Bl ChatGPT-4 1E 43 F € T B, RF40REFTF2 RAFESHHRE, XD 5
WBRE B BSR4, #2 K ChatGPT RIER A & RETFS, AREF=E
RIPAHHESGF, 6T ARBZHEA LI5S, 0T [ FHRMRHE Scardamalia # 2002
FRT R RO F R EAT 12 (8RB, HE M EETRAFGE, AFERANGEREEITS, F
pHER 1S (FIK) 259 (&RF) LRBAFLGES |

% S BAME RGBSR S ARG S, REBTEMNFEER, OSRERAC L.
FFERHA. BEBT, TERXEAE. RAFSRE. B, #ES, P Koo EER
1], VA BhAE R & Y Jof BAE R R AR EWT &, 4+ ChatGPT ARFoAiFnREK,
R ChatGPT #BEFSRREAFERM, TRETRN, FRRAFEHELGAIH. &
FABBBTEAF NG HENIESE 2,

?ﬂ\}\gﬁ% é A& — 4 F 7R teacher educator » BLAE K1 £ 547 $ K &) o 514 2038 Ea8 12 BAR R 64

Sr o AN A R R Ao 12 AR AT S+ R FIR N R
WS RRETRE -

AT AR R RAFRRM
% riee)ings (IdeaDiversity)

jf?%LEélﬁ%hﬂiM%&%%§iiﬁﬁﬂnﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁu%im%&mAz%w
BWATE PP HERSR S P Ak R o KSR & - B b 306 8 BBy
AR ERMT RN ABRMMARBELY W FEER S AREA R
BAAR it fo i 6 SR A -

FERM 2 nern:

L HERARHBRLLRE AR LORLTEH  EdHGFEHBELTE B -
20 AR | RRFARERERE RSN (o EANTL YRS
MAEELNE ek —Fiti)-
3o i HRW 2 RBPARBEFORE (P4 Tl b £183E 5
MG RF g UMM AREA) -
44 BRI 3 RIBP AR N MGG - B oA B LS LR -
5otk 4 R R ER N LGRS RO i - FEES
M BB EREE Bk -

B 2 AR RIS T

4. THHHT

%R ChatGPT 20K A 93P 2 0913 BB AL, AR TIIRA T & Ak, ARFA
IR, AT R AL AR 4644 55 e R B R L EAT K32, P MAaia—A, &
%, 1R A Spearman 48 M A FARB R AKFF L RO — M. ERRT @, K 550k B
HEFRMMI20 WA A, B ChatGPT B FARYE e ik 037 & RILEATH . R, &
il Spearman 48 Bl {2 L ChatGPT $2£ R 693F 045 X, YURAL ChatGPT K £ A $y3F 2 a9 &
AL o
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5. BrR& R

5.1. ChatGPT A #2755/ 8R 89 B & 547

FEARAE G A INER IS B, ChatGPT 8 $)3F 2 1% K3F 2 49 Spearman 48 Bl {2 1£E 0.007.
FRAHAE AL LG LRRAF = Hoh, WAAREIEN TS F A @A o ho 3k
#H+ =82 A, ¥ H ChatGPT £ A8 ARFALAME AR 1T H BT, B & A1k £ A T a9 38R,
BEARZBFEHEPRINEBRNRS . UaE8r T AR+ [ g L6938 KE
(Epistemic Agency) | A A1), A4 2 AR LMI L, Lk, HZ\AHEGFZ RAE
FORER—HK, HAFSIRE MG, EERLET S, ARLIRZAKNGEHRES (o
B 3) . \bT4e, ERGEHLIRGFNT, 1A 2LEHIE45 0 ChatGPT £EEFHER
g e EFERE,

sMAREtE (Epistemic Agency) $Epistemic Agency/RRIFEAIHER » RA|ES
. W9 a9 24 BHBNTHIERE  BMELTIRBLITNE

BRI A0S EEE M ERIGER - Wi DI HSIENRI N - SRS RIS
BHASREA - FEEENT  SEFERERASENEN - BENARTREH2E - 8
HRHEE T RN ENRAERNE -

1, AMMBEEATER (Real ideas, Authentic Problems)
REMEREENERS - R —EAKE RS - ]WSDG 2 - SDG W THBME
UHEM - REEERGEFEMHE (MHEE - B - EW - ) FRNREEND - EFSN
WAE SR -

2. EIMMENE (Improvable Ideas)

e e o e PREHBRREHERRERENZEERAEMEATHAEEE  DENASS BN

EAEPCREIT R geomms . pin . #emosacoBBrenmg - BRO7TEENNE -

3, MESIEE (Idea Diversity)
WARPEHATONME (MK - HEE - TRE) MEHE - MRRHT SHEHNL .
P RELEREE  REEENBIR -

AR —

B 3 AR A4} L0 K e d A 119 SR

5.2. ChatGPT B Z 7545 8RR 6915 K &k

BR4E R HT, A% ChatGPT K645 4 D444, M6 —iBE 47 B R 4E 48 R 45 AR 1L 48 4
SERE, MAGEFELRERBF LMM (r=0.766, p<0.01) , H ChatGPT /&R R#K L3
TPNEF,AREE - (B 4) o EREY, F ChatGPT LB H S ay AL 48
AR D4R %, ChatGPT fE £ % KFFE PHRFE R —H M, BARFOHEE AR,

MRERFEH IS ZFEBER FoRERAZBLIESIFRER
1T REBEHNEMERNEEE (Real Ideas, Authentic Problems) 1L PEEHRRMBPMEEZ (Real Ideas, Authentic Problems)
|mg:as 5 : 45
[ RN
© ERFHEARSNEE  AREOELLN  BEMENEEN RN SENEHRAREDE . RECHHTENRSNERRAMENG  BEPELE IRETE) -
i . BHOBEREESHERN (OIREE - @M -
: :?é“‘*ﬁﬁ‘mm‘ RN A N TR . PROBMEEEA  EXELIIGPLHENANASE - REIORM: NBLTERE

108 WEAERE - SRR - DURRRER  BROTHETTRASGE
« FE4SRE MERREEERTEE . PERESHEFRE - SRHRALIEREER -

ChatGPT FER A EFTE PG RTHERN—K
2. B(LAIERES (ldea Diversity)

2. B EAIRE (Idea Diversity) @559

|w5:58 rers

Lol o WHTERPERBMEOTE (0T HMRHEMRROEE - 800
+ BRI TSRED  MREENSARORL - BEENRE TN ENRNENTEIIE - . WERSY - HANBAESHE « B MEANSER -

» PEEMERRTIEEE - #TRENES - BHHH0SOMmRR - o SRS RIS BT S RE -
« FAEHME : R EIMPELIDN - 917  EMRIRE RS WIRERINIEE - ) FESHORM : AR EEE - G208 - S - HHHSE - B3 PRSI LAIRNE -
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W 4 A ARG 0) SR

5.3. ChatGPT #7558 49 3 & #25%

B BARIRIEE, FRR R BRI E RN A4 %E, E4F ChatGPT & A 3¢
FEREARFAIFTETHBOMN. BRET, AT XALBFIHAM (r=0803,p<
0.01) B3k 40, 4@i8id & 694549144, ChatGPT RERZF|H 2 RMEHHEF S KE,
H e AEBBAGERLT, 08 RAL2RF LA S MMM, I+ ChatGPT %4
HEADFEILELGES,

% 1 ChatGPT # % £ B)7F #1553t /&

i B T4t 15 K A

AL ALIR BRI % 0.007

BAHAIR AR A4 0.766** 0.803%*
**p <.01

. AREPABRAEAGERLT, PREHBESEAL, TARAZIHFEIALNT AR, KAFL
B Sk AR 4 ChatGPT #AT1E EARIRZ F B

6. 4/ HEK

AFF R 28 AR ChatGPT-4 A E A S T ERAB WL, s RET, 3
234 ChatGPT W3 = R B A M AV E, EREH/LIRGFILT, £ A &&HENLIEL
ChatGPT 2% Z# 2 X R ERL-FEAM (r=0.007) , £ZXRABAHIFZRA LM
REABIINPIZFER—HIT R R, L8045 NRE, 1% A LSHEAHE 48 ChatGPT
TMERIE RIFOF2EE (1=0.766, p<0.01) , EXE T @B P EINHERXFIEZE—HK
#K%E (r>0803, p<0.01) . HLTh, FHFUHFEHLIESLS (BLSRAEZR, FER
AP T) RS ChatGPT 3P Z s H 69 M4, LA MR E S8R AP AR %, &
AT, R AL ChatGPT-4 AL K R HF, THF A LEF L%,

F i KA TP R A AR A A, PPAR AT 2 B S AT R BN, 78 T 35 1 ChatGPT
IRt EBF 2 @4, AR ARFRELERENE, TMEMUEHFRAKXETRE, 2
TR HF R, MR F A Y R, TR A AR R R ER

R, FFTAER BB @R RO R, FALRBE A LB, KR
LHERTHARA TR AR KT £ F . FRIELELSEET, URB R AR
B, VAt —F B ChatGPT /E AR L A 9372 TR — S HAS R M,

% SRR

HEre s BRE. e (2014) o EBABAFHHRERLAREH FE VAR NEALAAR
RO HRBMIHTREGEE., HEHFEH, 224), 413439,
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