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Pre-class reading assignments help prepare studentstiee alasses by providing a first exposure to the
terms and concepts to be used during class. We investigtte iise of inquiry-oriented PhET-based activi-
ties in conjunction with pre-class reading assignmentsgmnove both the preparation of students for in-class
learning and student attitudes towards and engagementpnéticlass assignments. Over three course mod-
ules covering different topics, students were assignedaraity to complete either a textbook-only pre-class
assignment or both a textbook pre-class assignment and&lfdged activity. The assignments helped prepare
students for class, as measured by performance on thegse-gliz relative to a beginning-of-semester pre-
test, but no evidence for increased learning due the PhEvitgetas observed. Students rated the assignments
which included PhET as more enjoyable and, for the topicstatethe semester, reported engaging more with
the assignments when PhET was included.

I. INTRODUCTION class study provided students with either light-, moderate
or heavy-guidance PhET-based assignments; students in the
) . light guidance condition explored the PhET more and paid
Pre-class preparation positions students to get the most O, re attention to their interactions with the simulatibg][1
of face-to-face class timel[1]. This is particularly im@Tt  Aqamset al. found that students can learn from PhETS at
for active learning classrooms, where students rely orrtheihome’ in an unstructured environment, and that moderate,

prior learning to participate in peer discussion and carstr question-driven guidance may be best in this confext [14].
their own further understanding of key concepts. The stan- oy goal in this work is to leverage the capacity of PhET
dard approach to foster student preparedness is the assigliyjations to create productive engagement and learning t
ment of pre-class reading. This is an evidence-based pragg|y petter prepare students for class. We add active fegmi
tice: in courses using pre-assignments coupled with q8izze  ather than just passive reading, to the pre-class assigsme
students complete the reading moreponmstgﬁhﬂg, 31, a8sKy including inquiry-oriented PhET-based activities, igiy
more—and more challenging—questions during classl[3, 4lg,dents an opportunity to explore within the constrained e
and perform better on course assessments and exahsl[2, 4GLonment of the PhET. Itis plausible that this type of hands
Notably, a common thread among most studies is in the usg, exploration can promote a conceptual understanding that

of a relatively passive modality in pre-class assignments—,q|ns siudents piece together the knowledge they encdanter
textbook reading or watching videos. While it is possible e texthook reading and during in-class instruction. Spec

that students may actively engage—Dby taking notes, devefey)y \ve investigate if the use of PhET-based activities i

oping questions, and making connections with the material—conjunction with pre-class reading assignments can inmgprov

there is no guarantee that they are using these types @-stra, ot the preparation of students for in-class learning and s

gies. Additionally, they may have low intrinsic motivation qent attitudes towards and engagement with pre-classassig
to deeply engage, given the minimal opportunity for inquiry jants.

and exploration. As a possible solution, multimedia leagni

modules used for pre-lecture assignments were shown to pro-
mote learning and to improve student attitudés [7, 8]. Thus, . METHOD
there is a clear opportunity to deliberately use non-passiv
tools in the context of pre-class preparation assignments t

. o R o This work took place at a large research-intensive univer-
support active engagement, inquiry, and other positive Stusity in the Pacific Northwest. The study was conducted in a
dent outcomes.

one-semester, multi-section first-year physics courseffier

Simulations offer one such tool. The PhET Interactivegineering students on the subject of thermodynamics and pe-
Simulations have been carefully designed [9] with dual goal riodic motion. Each of three lecture sections for the course
of student engagement and learning. The results have beeonntained about 260 students, with a total of 779 students
positive: PhETs promote learning, especially when stuglentin the course. Within this course, for each of three differ-
are exploring in a manner driven by their own questioningent modules (Blackbody Radiation, Masses and Springs, and
[10,[11]. Additionally, the nature of PhET-based assigntsien Resonance), we created assignments with two pieces, based
that promote productive engagement has been investigatedn either the textbook or a PhET simulation on the same
In interviews, maximal engagement was seen in the presendepic. The text pre-reading was a standard pre-class rgadin
of minimal—but non-zero—guidanck [12]. A separate in-assignment, which included targeted questions that @idect
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TABLE |. Pre- and post-test scores by topic. The pre-test agaministered at the beginning of the semester, and theiddépost-test
occurred immediately after the pre-class assignm@hts the number of students who completed all of the pre-test-fest, and in-class
test for the topic. A Wilcoxon signed-rank test shows that gl topics, students learned during the pre-class assgts.

Pretest Post-test
Topic N Mean Median SD Mean Median SD P Effect size
Blackbody Radiation 395 42% 33% 29% 53% 66% 29% < .001 -.22
Masses and Springs 324 21% 0% 32% 43% 50% 40% < .001 -.33
Resonance 342 31% 33% 28% 44% 33% 32% < .001 -.22

students to engage with specific passages, vocabulary, codlass test"). The post-test was completed as part of a normal
cepts, and figures in the bodK [2]. The PhET assignment dienline pre-class quiz, and consisted of the identical quest
rected students to interact with the relevant PhET sintati from the cognate topics in the pre-test. The in-class test wa
by providing a hyperlink to the PhET and prompting thema series of 3-4 clicker questions, given in class 2-3 dags.lat

to explore particular relationships within the simulatemd  Students were directed to work independently for these-ques
record their observations in an open-response text box. Fdions. Student perspectives data were collected using an on
example, for the topic Masses and Springs, the prompt wagdine survey (for participation grades) administered witle t
“Explore the relationships between the spring softnesssma post-test. Students were asked 1) to self-report the amount
amplitude, and period of oscillation. In the space below, deof time spent on both parts of the assignment, and 2) their
scribe 2-3 interesting things you noticed.” In comparison t perceived enjoyment and learning from the entire pre-class
the different levels of guidance described|in/[13], our PhETassignment. The perspectives data were collected only for
assignments were closest to their “light guidance” conditi  the latter two modules (Masses and Springs; Resonance).
While textbook-based pre-reading assignments are stdndar For the analysis of learning outcomes, only students who
in this course, and PhETs have been recommended to staempleted all performance assessments for a topic (pte-tes
dents in previous iterations of the course, the explicitefse post-test, and in-class test) were included in the studgitoh
the PhET assignment was novel in this course. For each student, a raw score (percent correct) was computed

These two styles of activities—Text and PhET—engage thd0" €ach assessment, for each topic. Only students who com-
students differently with a topic: reading a textbook trans pleted .aII survey questions for a topic were included n the
mits knowledge whereas PhET simulations reveal knowledg@naIySIS of perceptions\( = 408 for Masses and Springs
through exploration of the concepts. We sought to test the hy21d/V = 407 for Resonance).
potheses that 1) inclusion of the PhET assignment would im-
prove student performance and engagement over a text-only

pre-reading, and 2) when both PhET and text are assigned, . RESULTS
the relative order of the two would impact student perfor- .
mance. Students were randomly assigned to three treatment A. Learning

groups: text pre-reading assignment alone; PhET actigty b

fore text pre-reading; and text pre-reading before PhEiV-act  Qver all three topics, students learned during the presclas
ity. The experiment was repeated over three course modulegsignment, as measured by an increase in score from pre-tes
and each student group experienced each treatment once ovepost-test. These results are shown in Thble

the course of the study. To ensure the correct order of com- To evaluate whether or not student learning during the
pletion, students were not given access to their seconapart pre-class assignment depended on the treatment (texbgeadi
the assignment (text or PhET) until they had completed thejone, PhET activity then text reading, or text reading then
first. PhET activity), the following linear model was used,

Student performance and perspectives data were collected .
from these students throughout the semester. To assess ba§@Sttestik = fo + b1 x Pre-tesy + f, ; x Topic; )
line student understanding ("pre-test"), students cotegdle + B3,k x Treatment + B4 ;5 x Topic; Treatment + ¢,
an online 8-question multiple choice pre-test early in the
semester, prior to any exposure to the study topics. The tesvhere Post-tes}, is the post-test score of studemmn Topic;,
graded for participation, included three questions edleitee¢  Pre-test; is the pre-test score for studentn Topic;, Topic;
to Blackbody Radiation and Resonance and two questionis a categorical variable representing the topic (Blackbod
related to Masses and Springs. Subsequently, within eadRadiation, Masses and Springs, or Resonance), Tregtment
module, student learning was assessed immediately followis a categorical variable representing the treatment tiondi
ing the experimental treatment, but before in-classicsbn ~ ande; is a random intercept for studeintvhich accounts for
("post-test”), and again following in-class instructidlin¢  differences in students. We include a Toficeatmeny inter-



action term to take into account that the different PhETs may Students reported that they enjoyed the pre-class assign-
promote learning differently. ments and found them beneficial to their learning. Splitting

There was no significant effect for treatment, when con-by treatment, 71% of students whose assignment included
trolling for pre-test and topick’(2,695) = 1.1, p = .33, nor ~ a PhET activity rated the pre-class assignment as enjoyable
for the interaction between treatment and topi¢2, 695) =  compared to 62% of students in the textbook-only group.
0.041, p = .96. As expected, pre-test was a highly significantOverall, 74% of students found the pre-class assignments
predictor of learningF'(1,695) = 50, p < .001, »?> = .067,  beneficial to their learning, with no difference in perceive
which corresponds to a medium effect size. learning benefit across treatment groups.

To evaluate whether or not the type of pre-class assignment Within the two PhET treatments, there is a correlation be-
influenced student learning in-class, we used a similar inodéween engagement with the PhET activity and how beneficial
as f), replacing post-test with the in-class clicker test as thgo their learning and enjoyable students found the presclas
dependent variable. As for the post-test, no evidence for agssignment (Tab[BI): Students who reported the assignment

effect of the treatment on the in-class test results wasdoun as beneficial to their learning (enjoyable) spent more time
with the PhET activity than students who reported the assign

ment as not beneficial to their learning (not enjoyable).

B. Engagement and perceptions

TABLE lll. Time on task with the PhET activity split on perdims

Over all treatment conditions, the students reported spendf the pre-class assignment. By a Mann-Whitney test, stsdeno
ing a mean time of 34.4 min (median = 30 min, SD = 29.0reported the assignment as beneficial to their learningyahje)
min) on the textbook reading. Over the two conditions involy SPent more time with the PhET activity than students who tedo
ing PhET assignments, students reported spending a melhe assignment as not beneficial to their learning (not extjley.
time of 10.3 _min (median = _10 min, SD = 10.7 min) on PhET Reported Time on task (min)
the PhET_actlvny. For the topic Resonancg,_when their Pr€per ception N Mean SD
class assignment included the PhET activity, students e ficial o leami 204 111 118
ported spending more time overall on the pre-class assign=c ¢ o' tolearning : :

p T

ment (Tabld). Not beneficial to learning 139 7.96 6.25 <.001 -.24
Enjoyable 384 10.7 8.35
Not enjoyable 159 9.20 14.9 <.001 -.22

TABLE II. Time on task by topic and condition. The overall #m
for each PhET treatment is compared to the text-only treatmih
a Mann-Whitney test, with effect size (rank-biserial ctatien) r.
For the Resonance topic, when the PhET activity was inclusted
dents reported longer time-on-task with the pre-classiacti IV. DISCUSSION

Overall Reported Time on task (min)
Treatment N Mean SD p r From pre- to post-test, students learned during the pre-
class assignments, with a pedagogically significant effect
size. This indicates that the assignments were indeed suc-

Masses & Springs

Text only 144 459 31.7 . .

cessful in helping prepare students for class. Although we
PhET then text 137 514 426 47 -050 hypothesized that PhETs could contribute to learning durin
Textthen PhET 127 440 296 .65 032 the pre-class assignments, our analysis revealed no effect
Resonance our measures of learning relative to the textbook-onlygassi
Text only 128 295 19.8 ments. It could be that, for the at-home pre-class assighmen
PhET then text 143 355 24.3 .009 -.18 our light guidance did not provide the scaffolding students
Text then PhET 136 40.8 33.8 <.001 -29 would need to productively explore within the PhET activity

If this were the case, the Text then PhET treatment, for which
reading the textbook before the PhET activity may provide
The time students spent engaged with the PhET activitgxtra scaffolding, may have had a better chance of providing
did not seem to depend on the order of the assignments: Stthe structure students would need for productive engagemen
dents did spend slightly more time on PhET if it was beforewith the PhET. However, no learning effect was seen whether
the Text assignment, though not significantly, Mann-Whjtne students were constrained to do the PhET activity before or
p = .087, r = .08. To investigate if engagement with the after the textbook reading, so it may be that, no matter the or
PhET assignment promoted learning during the pre-class asler, the level of guidance was too light for this assignmbmt.
signment, the model iffff was run with PhET engagement as their study of PhET activities in unstructured environnsent
a predictor. No evidence for an effect of PhET engagemenAdamset al. were unable to create effective activities with
on learning from the pre-class assignment was found (as me#ight guidance([14]; it may be that more direct instructisn i
sured on either the post-test or in-class test). necessary for pre-class activities as well.




It is possible that, although the assignment was conment altered how students thought about the assignment as a
strained, students referred to the textbook through atbpdr ~ whole.
the assignment. Then, by also having a textbook assignment, There was an interesting correlation between time spent on
productive exploration may have been undermined. Becauste PhET and perceptions of the pre-class assignments. It
the textbook part of the assignment is important to studentscould be that students who enjoyed the assignment, topic, or
preparation for the class—so that they have encounteréd basPhET more were pre-disposed to spend more time with the
definitions and concepts—it may be difficult to disentanglesimulation, or it could be that students who spent more time
the learning specific to the PhET activity. It may also be thatwith the PhET ended up enjoying the assignment more. More
our assessment questions, while appropriate for the topic istudy is needed to understand how student engagement and
general, did not target the specific concepts addressee in thattitudes interact. No effect of PhET engagement on learn-
PhETSs, or that these particular PhETs did not provide exploing was observed, indicating that the extra time spent dtd no
ration opportunities at a level appropriate for this audéen  translate into learning gains on our measures.

Including a PhET activity in the pre-class assignment in-
fluenced both student engagement with and perceptions of
the learning benefits of the assignments. When PhET was V. CONCLUSION
included, more students reported the pre-class assigsment
as enjoyable and as many students as the text-only condition
rated them as beneficial to their learning. Additionallygmh

PhET was included in the Resonance topic, students report . :

spending 5-10 minutes longer with the assignments. This ig'ar C(;néixéﬁ_‘ Th's reptl)rt ShOW.S that e\t/er:j purpostefultmclut_
notable, as Resonance was the most difficult of the topics an ci:n 0 | s n plre—c ass as&gnmen S foes nlo automati-
was encountered late in the semester, when competing prio ally translate into learning. In the case of pre-Classyass|
ities and general fatigue may have prevented students froments' more study is required to see if it is possible to desig

engaging. The affective benefits of including PhET may hav .upplemental PhET activities that "‘?pro"e studen'g prepara
helped to sustain the motivation of these students. ion beyond that from a text-only assignment. The inclusion

Interestingly, the reported time spent on the PhET activ-Of PhET did have an effect on both student engagement with

ity did not seem to depend on the ordering of activities. h‘the pre-class assignment and student perceptions of the as-

completing the textbook reading before the PhET activity af Sgrnw;uqfh;;neiﬁe fSﬁfefJIYr?e;eesgég snumggﬁfst tgi;tzgtETs did
fected how students interacted with the PhET, it did not show giully 9 ) ung

up here. Overall, students in both PhET conditions reporte{]jent motivation can be a challege, so the potential for PhETs

spending marginally less time on the textbook part of the as-o contribute in this domain is an important consideration.

signment. This is odd, because students in both the Text or

Text then PhET treatment did not know if they were going

to have a PhET activity, so we would expect the textbook en- ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

gagement for these treatments to match. Since their pexteiv
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PhETs are not a magic bullet: They have been shown to
i omote learning with carefully designed activities intgar
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