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Analyzing the Affinity Influence of AI Learning Robots
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Table 1. Al learning robot classification scope

Main Category Subcategory Definition
Externally-Controlled Intelligent Robot Education Service Robot Controlled Remotely
Autonomous Intelligent Robot Al-Based Intelligent Robot
Hybrid Intelligent Robot Robot with Both Externally-Controlled and Autonomous Intelligence
Al Learning Robot
Function-Centered Robot Education Robot with Display Functionality
Communication-Centered Robot Interactive Education Robot for Learners
Space-Centered Robot Robot Capable of Learning Without Spatial Constraints
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Table 2. Experiment procedure and content

Experimental Procedure and Content

Session Experiment Date Experiment Subjects Experiment Type Experiment Tools
1 2023.4.22-4.23 A,B Group Questionnaire Al Robot Photo
2 2023.4.29-4.30 A Group Questionnaire Al Robot Luka
3 2023.5.06-5.07 B Group Questionnaire Al Robot Luka
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Table 7. Carl Rogers’ two categories of feedback

Classification Type

Evaluative Feedback

Correction of Learning Errors .
Corrective Feedback

Feedback -
Supportive Feedback

Information for Learning Improvement .
Comprehension Feedback

Table 13. Learning feedback preference analysis

Classification Gender Number of People Group Number of People
. . Male 4 Group A 3
Correction of Learning Errors
Female 6 Group B 6
. Male 6 Group A 7
Learning Improvement
Female 4 Group B 4

Total 20 20




