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FRME . MEFREA, MANBEARARIRFENFIIN, REGFIZNE B RBAE AR
BE. KW, REMF BB RNE AN E R RBEF S, 04 568 B0 0 H W RALE A, 1R B A5 4 Je i 7]
o AFRRA TN T ik, RASNA+FENSEAWARIEARAFEZIT 60 LR, R
A WARNBEAMGFEFIBRAFERENER P W, RIEEE RERSERERITHFIBRAEL
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[RETZES] G434 [Tk #RIRAS] A

X Nt S ac e i i L I A
HHra, WIRHLEE AR AR HF 5 AZXT1E,
FE—EE T AU NS5 U 2455 . BRI,
FHUMRAIL A8 NSO 55 2 A SEA T 70 30 28 0, IR
BV E B RN H bR ## %, 2020) . H7E
1966 4F , BF 5% 2 wh W 3F A F & T WK LA A
ELIZA (U4 AE, 2023), F R0 BIE T UM, 38 i
TR )5 X35, AR HEAT O AT . X A2
Fria TWIERALES A AW 58 . 205 L4,
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W RALAF NAEBCE ST ARG B2 W, 2
PRIAE T A S5 A e B 1) 55 0 v 9 O i AR o
LAk, A N T RE R AR I i & e,
S RIE T AL H BE, W0 ALE AT S R R
A PR R T T B L o T S T AT AT R R ek
v, PRI KR T (R AR S, 2023) . WK ML
N BE R #0E WF 9 3 O 1 1 42 5 (Labadze et al.,
2023; ERr4F, 2024) o Wi R AL A BE 05 AR 481 200
R4S, W SCA i S 2P a8 b5 X 2 2R %)
W, N R R 2T A R, T AT
k2% 39 75 3K (Sikstrom et al., 2022) . H 70 K ML &%
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N H T 242 B .

TF 53 3 Rl SR 100 K ML A X6 27 2T 3500 ) 5 o Jie
T8, BEIEA—3 (Dai et al,, 2022) . NI,
A W5 E A TG TR T 0 R AL A 2% 2 5
1Y 52 1 (Alemdag, 2023; Wu et al., 2024; Deng,
2023), {HXF A28 B IR ALER A, LA B dna] iz 50
RN RRAR 24 4 S IR IR AT . BHEAE,
C A TT BT 9E (Wu et al., 2024) K el o5 KiE S
BREARY Ty T PRI G SR o AR 5% 2R FH T 43 AT ik,
O A WK ML N BCE B 0 SRR o 647 F 3,
SRV R ML A AL 3 7 20 iy %S X%
2 S R B

— AR

(—)BAERAYTEE

1. 2 H AR

MG, A SR ML BARES BN —
B SCARAE T R SR BB S MM A H . SUARREAN
MLAS B e Bl 1 52 TS (Rapp et al., 2021) o ]
BT, A2 S BRI, 2 > 3 AT b R E A
SCAR SR HLER AT 3 o 18 5 i AR T AR R R R
R AS AR, 24 vl i i35 S W AL A
RN S UM E S & PR IV PR v-giiAdl}
il 1 S R AL N ZE L, DT T 48 B[R] (Xu et
al., 2021; Jeon et al., 2023a; Jeon et al., 2023b) , 545
BAALAT DL 55 38 B0 35 5 M FER R 1, 34 i ik
2 BB B, BT 2 B B 2E ST AR B (Aslan et al.,
2024; Tai et al., 2024) . {H H §i WK HLAEF A A [H
iy NSRS X 2 2] 345 Wi B AF 98 4508 R — B
U5, 7 145 (Winkler et al., 2020) 3898 T i J1] SC A< i
AN SCARAE B 3 A4 2 ) G FE g o 252
FEO, (I SOAR i A LG PR — [ SO A
FI T2 5 . FIFE 2 % (Litman et al., 2006) (1B
FELE T FE B, (0 R ALES NGl T2 A2 2,
A2 1 SCAS i T 0 2 T SOR Y R e
EXS . I, ANESE BB S SR R A
ik — 245

2. FFIA

R XoF 17 A A 3 (R[], B0 R AL A BT 43 Shy W
KALAF N F T A2 = P28 (Kuhail et al., 2023) .
IR ML N S48 W0 AL A A2 X i 114 & 2

- 80 -

FFE . ZHEAFET, PERHLES ARG R 2 2 1
SR m AR R, 5] % 8 kA R E T
TisE b Fe o AR XTI R LA A $E Y ) 1T
M 17 [0 255, 300 SR ML 2 N IUAE 45 7 I it s, @
— 5 2= 3% (Ruan et al., 2020; Winkler et al., 2020)
XS R AL A NG H BT S e S & kTR
AR . 224 325 09I R HLES A8 X i 4k
KL, R F B [ IR ML N XA B Y )
R AL A AT I 10, 25 A= AR i 0 SR AL A7 [
S 4k 25 X8 U BT 4R 57— %8 4 3 (Han et al., 2022) o
UL 1 [R) R[] 28 2 00 R ML RN T K 5 R A
IR AL 25 AR ik — 2 .

LLET &, P2 RMLER A4 AT 3. Wk L
v N 32T 00T AT DL T R e e R
24 >J % Z8(Ruan et al., 2020; Winkler et al., 2020) ,
KGO BT R, FERR BT R ) 5 Rt . X R
XFiE T IR A E B0 E SR TS, &
Bl A, WK LA AN i 1], a4
SRR U W5 | 2 AR O 2] H AR, S8 ii2s AT
%5 o MEEAE FEFRE Y, R AR FEh AL, IR
BLAF AN 27 A B & [0) 245 S st ST e A A5 i e~
PEAC IR, H e A v AT R 2RI R LA A
AR ERBAREER

3. f A Al

B 2 S R OCHE IR . TCIe TE MR Fh 2%
IIEE, IRERRERZ 2 SRR . KB 45 R 3%
W, AN TA) 1 Iz 1% 248 28 X6F 2 > 23051 04 52 ) A7 25 57
(Cai etal., 2023) . #F45(Shute, 2008) HHE K 15t P 2%,
W B 5 43 Sy TR B B R RV A B ot o 7 PR R A5t A
PRt ) 25 AR RE, AN A D B A R e e S
fa] PR e LAl 4y o “ g5 R ROt 7 (knowledge of
results, KR) Fl “ 24 /2 15t 7 (knowledge of correct
response, KCR) o 45 5 S i i AW 45 112 A [0 25 1E 1
BURR DR, R A R R A AR R e A
HIER, B E RS . TR R PE LR R 1Y
R A5 B, AL 35 fif B P 5 15t (explanation feedback,
ExF) . &/ I 15 (prompt feedback, PF) Fl JC A Kl J
T3t (metacognitive feedback, MF) =2 . fift & M i 1t
T8 05 R SR B ST MO — 2D R, PR IR 514 18
U/ 1 RN Y N AL PR = e 32 e S N
— A AN a] i P TR) R, ST IA R R A DA TGO )2 I
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T PR BHE Y R) R  | s A S R A 2 ) 1k
. CAHITAIRRR THARF & 82 5
AN [R) B 2 R 2 2 80 19 52 i (Cai et all,
2023) . BFFEEERIRM, TR 5 Lb R B R A R
= RVEYN R, iR R i A A, SRR
WG 5387 1 ARl 22 2T I BT BOAso6) 2 > 1y, {H
1 AN T A T R AL 25 N RS [ B 2 B 2 o AR
ShpAIL

4. ARG

Y FORRNAE G4 A A RE SO TR], B WAL
AN B TCo B F G BRI T 27 A A GO B R AL 2% A
;AR B 5 ), (0 S5 98 R — 30, B i AR GK A%
(Alemdag, 2023) AN K-12 2 A FK 27 A (i FH 0K
MLas N ROERIE T B E 2 5. RN, A%H
(Wu et al., 2024) i & Jo 40 HriF 58 A B, A X T/ ey
AR B R HLES A K2R A A i B R, R
I, 3T 2 SOIE T I 45 1, B —
AR, TR R ML AR X 24 S SR R B A
S Gy

5. SR

Hi, WXL AT 2 HTF 240 %R
(Hwang et al., 2023) . J% i %% (Kuhail et al., 2023)
X} 2011—2021 45 8] i AH 5C SCHR T J& 1 G2t 0 #r
RILIR B N 2N e TR 7 B S
AR AR, o EALR = B R R 2,
BT 30%. TCATATAE R, W R HLES N FEAS R 2
Bh by R H 2R I TC i 35 22 5 (Deng & Yu, 2023;
Alemdag, 2023) .

7T (Li et al., 2022) K527 FH 2 51 4 hy BiiS
HRRNSE B RE I 2K . B R AR O E X
B FRAEFIR Y 27 2, 30 5 SR I 96 58 7% 12 O =UF
Wreg 2 a5 5 . SCehL AR URER M) 8 A 50 s B 545
g AT 55 i B B SRR, A ) S5 R B PE M
F 300 H s AT 55 76 il B o R A . ARSI
AR IT I RAL S AT HIE IR A ) RS R B
AW EBHEREESR .

6. % 2 I

Ha IR ALES AR T AR 2 2 85, 23 %2 2]
77 Az AS[R] B9 52 0 (Winkler et al., 2018) . H AT, WK
BLES 0 I FH PR 1T 23 R 92 TR G2 > PR ko
2o RAET R, WIERALES AR R iR a2 2] 1 —

F 53, 2 N R R AL N 58 J 0 A ' 1) 2 2D AT
%, 5 HAEEENE SR —1& (Ait Baha et al., 2024) .
Wit T R AL gt ARz FH A4, DR o7 FH IR AL 2%
NB Wi %, 545 (Guo et al., 2023) I FHIIR AL 2%
N B AP S aHe B RE . A4 N IR AL &8 A it
F7%5 20, R SR LS BRIE S , - F0000 T BE A I X
UL o WFFE L SRR, BEE TN IR AL A AT Ll
SRR A T T RIS, TR IRbE
SR ATAEI R AL NG B N AT AL, TR
Uii 17 %) 171 2% 5 (Winkler et al., 2020), #17E MOOC -
BHAWIRALER N, 5 B2z b A 2 20 8 WL In) i, 42
RS R, 24 A R I R AL A
H UL R) 8B A 56 AS 40 4 A Ty X (Han et al.,
2022) . WA #FFE (Chen et al., 2020) & B, —Xf—FF
B N WIRAILAS AT 25 2 [R5 ) {8 35 5 T8 = 5%
DRI, 2 ) I35 6 100 AL 8 A7 FH R B4 52 i)
A EEFHAERE.

7. %2175

I IR ML A= 2T B A P Fp: H E% )
FPME2E2 o A 5 ) $5 204 iR ML
A o 2B A R, AC ik
FE2E NS, S I R ML A A PE AR Y 22 2
TR o 2E A SR AL A =2 8] i — X — X 58
A 2T S5 o X H R AILAE Y SR
7 (Huang et al., 2022) . W R HL#F AL AT PAVE A B
VE/NAL R B2, 3 8 IR = () RIPE s 30 2 5/l
2], gl T 2E A B2 AR B R R IR 52 K
(Nguyen, 2023) . A MR EH, > NF/N G2~
> WURERA 5 (Tegos & Demetriadis, 2017) . 18
H AT A A B 58 56 1 A 3% S FMPME2: 2 v
WIRALES AN 22 RO A T 2 5.

() AR AR

RESRIEE DN PRIE YN S E 8- A
HZ 4T T 0. Bilan, X5F1F (Deng & Yu,
2023) & H1 ot 43 A 75 25 93 B 2010—2022 4 8] % &
() 32 T SEIEAF 5% & B0, W0 R ML A FE A2 27 > 54
SR T Je B AE 1] () B B ), OB (A 0.79, 5K
%% (Zhang et al., 2023) £ T W0 K ML 75 N AEHTBI1E &
2 ) 7 A AU & B, S IR Ak T AR AKOE
VAR A 0.527, RATTF (Wu &Yu, 2024) [ 05347
SRR, AT RHLZE AT 224 2 IO A B3
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RO, X BUUESE T IR AILAS A AE E U
EL R FH v T A {8

JUE B A TCA BT R T W0 K HLER B
FHRCR A2 m R 2R, (H R R AL 88 A0 & e 5 0 H
BRIMNE, VA LERERARIT . Bk, e H I
Bk 2 2022 4F, IR R /N, H 2
L, K-12 B0 FH# /0 (Alemdag, 2023; Huang et
al., 2022) . HIK, 2022 4FJ5, WK ALES A AT HL4L T
KGR [, Fon L ROE F R kA,
HAE O S B R 2, I,
WFFE W JE Ak B X W0 RALER A TP R 528 LA
MTCHTIE R B, PR, A WER LA AT Hr
WFIE AN 38 BT, W R AE R A BT
W4 ( Alemdag, 2023, Wu et al., 2024) , % 26K 2 %)%
5 5 R LA A ER LA EEEm . ik, A 0F
58K F IC 50 BT 7 s, %o 3T AR A 5 SOk 4T 43 AT
5 T DR T A [

DR HLES A A a2 BT, G h
B R, S RA AR 2% 2] 2

2) W R LA N A e o iy FH 7 =, A9 2 ) R85
2207 B RO AR 2R 2T 2

= BRIk

(=) R it42
AW 58 LL “ chatbot”

“conversational tutor”

“ conversational agent”
“ ChatGPT” “ gpt”
“generated artificial intelligence” “ google bard”
“generated AI” “HIRHLEFN” “FiFRFERR”
“BREFARZE” “HFEIHENT CREHE
COER N TR b R OC B R, R R
Elsevier, Web of Science, Tailor & Francis, Wiley,
Springer. Google Scholar F1 H [E 1 % %5 5 4% 1, £
RIS 2013 4F 1 1 H % 2024 4 6 J 23 0, 3k
KA 28486 TR 5K .
(=) XAk AAT A
W RAL i N SCHR A9 99 AAR AL F: 1) BF5E 32
R U LA AR 2 2 2 2] B 5] 5 2) SR HH S 9 8 1
SEUAIE ST TT s 3) S I 2H A I R AL A% N, R AR 2
A5 4) WF 5 A 5w T 00 B A,
WNSLH 20 5 X0 BRAL AR AL | 908 ARifE2EEk 1.
AU T MR e s B SCkEE ik . R
.8 .

KA AR 2 2T B2 | ARSEIERE T | AN BEZR 4
3 W FE B A e L % S 6 20 OGS B T Al
WAL A N 55 28 TR A SRR, e 20 60 i SCHR
KR 5 0 e A DL 1

Hl PERI R (N=28486)
® Web of Science (1289)

® Springer Link (996)
i
lﬂ;u | ® Wiley Online Library (607)| -
SR OCHR (N=22
® Taylor & Francis Online e I R ( _7,59)
(202) o L3k BT
o Elsevier (740) N .
o SHHEILK

® Google Scholar (9520)
o PEAIM (15132)
] 7

BV B AR SR

o AEhICEE

MR SRR (N=5127)
® JESEHF T

» (N=28486)
o { | o I
FRRBEAR T T | @ FIIRHLER AR
SCHk (N=5727) 5 2 IS
l Y
| | saracmiaosm | | RSO (V=540)
AT (N=600) N o G ELHE
[ © UG ZH X HE 4
FF IR AL A A
|| BN TT T R SCER 17525
A (N=60)

E1 X#HiERSMIETE

(=) Ltk

SCHR 2 A AL 55 SCHERAVE S . A0y . 5250 NEL. 27
At B CEETT L K-120 K5) L AR (S I
SRR R EBRCUR UAHES  IEE . 2
BER), EFEMMKIBANFER . ¥AEFER).
MR A 2= 2)) L % T (—XF
— H F 2 PMES ) RIS (R B R 5 L 3
At IR R o Horb, TRT B RCUS AN TR AN S A5t
Z IR 45 (Shute, 2008) 1732 o R S 15t AL 45 P
b K DL b B A SR, G R T I B+ O RO
il RV S+ T IA R R 15 45 o

(v9) B 557

A 58 £ Comprehensive Meta Analysis 3.0
(CMA3.0) B AR Ry e o3 T H., % THREA & FbF
5% B0 A XT8N, R F Hedges's g(fai #% g {6 ) 1E A
WO W) B BN A, 7E 60 THf 22 A9 AF 53 Sk it
BT 80 AMRUNAE o T BT Y AN RO B R AR A Sy
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IFi] 7 A5 ASE D 5 B AL SO AR L 25 P 3 4% SCHR Y
AL A A S 25 R R C 0 4 SR B R A A
AW FER T BEN LAY, 3 ORI A 4518 BB~ ™
VRS E

W ULAHER

(—) R F AR

AR A I - OO 2) o 2 [l I 4G 56 A1
FRAH A 560K 22 4 AL 1) HEAT K el 25 46
5o WSk b A s AR B 58 JEALNE 0.436 X
FRECTT . Begg ¥ 5 ) p {EL A 0.088, Egger's #i Ji p
fH°H 0.06>0.05, 2% 42 4= Z 40 Nfs {6 4932, o K
IEARIE 5x80+10. Hi LAl UL, AHF 5% AN A7 7E K& R
RIS, FEASA BT 5

Funnel plot of standard error by hedges's g

R2 RRERBER

KR AR R SRR
Qi df p P
Fifi BIL 355 137 455 24 (REM) 80
326,181 | 79 | **x | 757780

& e p<0.001.

RO (UL 3) o R HLAS A BN AE y 0.436, p<
0.05, W HRS 22 A 27 o) A SRR E (Y 1K 1) B2

R3 TOWEHUNEE

pas
MR | B ;gﬁ 05% EEXE | WEKR
Fiti AL 3550 7 A 7R TR TBR Z P
80 0.436
(REM) 0.328 0.543 | 7.931 | ***

. 0.1
2
50.2
o
3
§ 0.3}
C 04t
0.5 .
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
Hedges's g
2 FIJHRFS
R1 RREHFKEE
3% | Rosenthal's Nfs Begg Egger's intercept
Z P T P
80 4932
1708 | 0.088 1.909 0.060
(=)t A 3

SRR SR 17 R 58 A Q AR SR HEAT A3 HT .
K FRIE H: 24 0 <12 <40 I, 720G 2 1Y 5 o
PE; 240 <12 <60 W), FE7E T B 2 60 <
17 <750, FFAERKH 7 BE; 4 75 <1° <100 B,
TETE MK Y 57 5 P (Higgins et al., 2003), Q i &
M p<0.05. FRIPER ISR WK 2. Hrf, Q=
326.181(p=0.000<0.001),1°=75.780, X iiHHFEAZ
) A7 AE S o, AT AR FH B AL RS0 A5 B A T A 5%

(Z) By RALE AT 5 5] 6 k% oh

A58 # FH Hedges's g(g {H ) i 32 W R AL &S A
Xf 2 2] BCR B 52 ), AR Cohen AR e, BN (/N T
0.2 /NN, 0.2 2 0.8 R HAERN, KT 0.8 A K

i FRRE T p<0.001.

(m@)AF EZFHRAAR

W IT 4 R W, N [F) 38 T AT N2 A 24 S R
MR AAIE B E 2R . CARSIBEFL A ML
AR g =0.881, p<0.05) i 7 HY 3R 9 1F [ 5%
Mg, FLRYCR S 3500 T 4l SR A B S (U 1 g =
0.635, p<0.05) FI Z A28 BB (B i g = 0.305,
p<0.05) . B4l ()i 28 HAR S (v & g = —0.026,
p = 0.887) RXf2F B2z ) PP A W e . A, A
AF 5% 38 2o 43 B 40 [B) %0 02, 45 %) QBET {E R 25.281,
H p {H 4 0.000, 3 3iF 55 A [7] 38 H A A TE AL 3 27 2F
2] D5 HAFAE 3 25 5

AN [R) B S TR0 2 A 2 2 52 ) T, TR B I
(g =0.636, p<0.05)>TF:4H [ 15t (g =0.327, p<0.05), {H
7 2R R 5 (2=0.173, p=0.522>0.05) Y 5% Wi A 5. 35
T BH I P R O DR ML N1 B2 i T R 2 A 2 )
Yy ae 7 SRR I TE ] 52, TR Ay O A A 2
2SR, AT RS AT B AR AL R UN
Mr4h 5 4. QBET=10.202 Fil p=0.006<0.05, iX i} H 1l
RMLAE N AT IR 22 A 2 S S A 1 2 25 57

IR ALES N B B T 2T X 2 A 2 SRR 5
e JC R E 2= R, MBS E R, 4 R
(g=0.472, p<0.05) A AL %% A & 7 (g=0.385, p<0.05)
X2 S RO AR Th E R EE R IE )52 . 2] S
T MRS B 45 5N - Q=0.674, p=0.412>0.05, X I —
HILREER,

FE2F A 2 B2, 0 R LA AR R 2% (g=
0.518, p<0.05) il K-12 2# 4 (g=0.278, p=0.044<0.05)
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B4 I [ 5 M) i 2, (X 2217 L EE (2=—0.198, p=0.290>
0.05) JC i 520 . BLAb, ZH 1) S5 0 PR AG 08 45 SR o
Q=15.234, p=0.000<0.05, iX 1t I i K HL 2§ A KT A [FA]
B R )RR B B 2 R

TEIR G2 S 5 (g =0.445, p<0.05) FI7EZk % >
BT (g=0.372, p=0.009<0.05) , T K HL &5 A\ XF 2
SRR A BE R . AR S AR I A SR
Q=0.218, p=0.640>0.05, ixX 5t B W K HL 75 A A4 1 H
RBEXT 27 2] R B 5 ) TG . 3 25 5

M 3 (2=0.668, p<0.05) Fl— X — [ F22 )
(g=0.391, p<0.05) ) 2% S FCR I AF A D SRR
TE [ 5 4 [R] S 0P G 56 5 R R Q=3.930, p=
0.047<0.05, % & B W0 K ML g8 A X DRE- 2 Fn 3 32
2 WS AETE D 5 R

MEERF G, IR AL a8 A BRI R S PR
(g=0.454, p<0.05) Il 5% B £ HE S PR (g=0.409, p<
0.05) (2% 2 WUR YA AE Th B AR BE Y IE ) 52 . 21
[F1] 5 P G 36 25 R S Q=0.196, p=0.658>0.05, 3X &
Mo H LR EER.

. #5iHE

(—) %

AW FE R T O0 23 M1 05 1 23 2013—2024 45 [i]
WO IR MLt X 2 A 2 2 55 ) 1) A G SI2 3 i o S
9T, 150 DLV 4598 D WERHLES AN 22422 2 f
rf SRR Y I 1) 2 2) W OR AL N B R s S R
RHBE . 27, UL 2e A 2 Bl ox 22 2 JUR
AR RO, (R R LA ARG 28R 2R 25
127 2] FRITE T 22 2] R TR 8800

(=)t

1. WL A X 27 2] 0 i 2 AR 52 M

B R et Sl N FRIR YN OE=BS p V€ S
A I B IE WS, SRV AE A 0.396, TAF 1 E K
Vo X — k5 ER b 5E 4518 (Deng & Yu, 2023;
Zhang et al., 2023) #HIEL . B R AL A Z v LLRE
T I ROR, IR AT A 45 1) 22 A gefdi H F 2R
HE, XS T GW RIS AL EH , A s
EFE A3 PRI PN 1 1 PP R U R i o
HENAS G, 255 FH DB S22 (5 B2 R
FRRR SEUZE, AT 48 v X 27 > W% ) 1% 3L g 1 i2 12
(Kuhail et al., 2023; Mageira et al., 2022) . 2) HiIKHL

. 84 .

i N RE S iy A A A PE A Af 2] TR, R eE A AR
AL SR S8 BY, (2% ) [n) L5 i 45 2 i o,
A B P52 > s, g RS E T (W &
Yu, 2024) . 3) M2z A IR, K i RE R AL
2]y AR I AR, R BT S 2 TR AR R
X 2 o B B P e LA AR B TR A ) R, B
2 3] S HLAIOR (Melanko &Larkin, 2013) ., AS#FSE
UESE T MR AL A0 27 A 2l S e VR o

2. R AR B2 2 RO B 5

MR AL N 24 E R 28 BRAS, SOR 515
HAHLE AL RAip SCARZEE, DR
7 ARRR A 2 A2 ) e AR B IR R R, SOAR
SR RO ZAR TR ain) UL |, Haf
) SCAR 28 B T 2828 ., ARG 3 28 B 2
JRORTC 0 25 AR AR Y 2 A A ) B,
L R 5 B T IO A T IR T B, o
> R H B Al 5 A v H B 4F(Mayer & Moreno,
2003) . ASHFFRUESE T2 2 () NGHEEHNLE . L2
AI AT, BAR N2 E ARSI T 28 L,
T [e] i 52 3 S0 B Bl L RS, (BT
XX E BT AR S REL R RESTE—
FEFRRE b= AN BT, A3 BeE AR TR T, SRR
Wi 2 ) SO (R 45, 2024) o #5AGE I 18 35 #EAT A8
L, ARG A T REE, (B ERASE SRR, 2 A
WA SRR IEOUT 58 ML . IeAk,
S B A R B R 55T R S il 2 AR M DAE A A
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Abstract: With the rapid development of artificial intelligence technology with large language

models, the application of chatbots to assist student learning has become a research hotspot. Relevant

studies have shown that chatbots can effectively stimulate students' learning motivation and improve

their engagement, self-efficacy, academic achievement, etc. However, what kind of chatbots can promote

learning more effectively and how to apply chatbots more effectively are still urgent problems to be

solved. To explore these issues, this study uses the meta-analysis method to systematically analyze the 60

empirical studies on applying chatbots to promote student learning conducted internationally in the past

decade. The analysis results show that chatbots have a moderate positive impact on students' learning

outcomes. In addition, the interactive design of chatbots, including feedback types and interaction

modalities, significantly moderates learning outcomes. At the same time, we also found that the grades

of students and the application context of chatbots also significantly affect the application outcomes.

However, the dominant mode of interaction, subject discipline, and learning mode have no significant

effects on learning outcomes. Finally, the article looks forward to future research on chatbots, hoping to

provide more guidance and inspiration for the education field.
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