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Fig. 1. The selection and usage of the Sage Agent in SimuLife++. (a) Selecting the Sage Agent - Users could
choose a Sage Agent from a displayed list of available options; (b) Receiving Comments from the Sage Agent -
The Sage Agent provides comments after users make a choice or complete a chat; (c) Consulting the Sage
Agent During Decision-Making - Users could seek advice or assistance from the Sage Agent when they need
to make a decision, such as comparing different options or envisioning potential story developments; and
(d) Consulting the Sage Agent During Conversations with Characters - Users could consult the Sage Agent
during individual or group chats if they are unsure about how to continue the conversation, need additional
information, or require suggestions.

Non-cognitive skills are crucial for personal and social life well-being, and such skill development can
be supported by narrative-based (e.g., storytelling) technologies. While generative AI enables interactive
and role-playing storytelling, little is known about how users engage with and perceive the use of AI in
social life simulation for non-cognitive skills learning. Additionally, the benefits of AI mentorship on self-
reflection awareness and ability in this context remain largely underexplored. To this end, we introduced
SimuLife++, an interactive platform enabled by a large language model (LLM). The system allows users to act as
protagonists, creating stories with one or multiple AI-based characters in diverse social scenarios. In particular,
we expanded the Human-AI interaction to a Human-AI-AI collaboration by including a Sage Agent, who acts as
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a bystander, providing users with some perspectives and guidance on their choices and conversations in terms
of non-cognitive skills to promote reflection. In a within-subject user study, our quantitative results reveal
that, when accompanied by Sage Agent, users exhibit significantly higher levels of reflection on motivation,
self-perceptions, and resilience & coping, along with an enhanced experience of narrative transportation.
Additionally, our qualitative findings suggest that Sage Agent plays a crucial role in promoting reflection
on non-cognitive skills, enhancing social communication and decision-making performance, and improving
overall user experience within SimuLife++. Multiple supportive relationships between Sage Agent and users
were also reported. We offer design implications for the application of generative AI in narrative solutions
and the future potential of Sage Agent for non-cognitive skill development in broader social contexts.

CCS Concepts: • Human-centered computing → Collaborative and social computing systems and
tools.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Non-cognitive skills (e.g., self-awareness, social awareness, and empathy) are essential for individual
and collective well-being and success [16, 52, 62]. Narrative techniques have been applied to
support the development of these skills [41, 48, 93]. Based on narrative transportation theory, when
individuals become deeply immersed in a story, their attitudes and intentions can be influenced
by the mental state of narrative transportation [49]. In practice, storytelling engages students by
motivating them to develop empathy, social acumen, and problem-solving abilities [55]. Unlike
traditional learning methods that emphasize knowledge transfer, narrative techniques promote
active participation and reflection, essential for mastering interpersonal skills [7, 42]. Among these
techniques, interactive storytelling offers a dynamic platform where users actively engage with the
narrative, making decisions that simulate real-life challenges and thus enhancing decision-making
and critical thinking skills [108]. Digital role-playing narratives combine cognitive engagement
with practical application in a controlled yet dynamic environment [92, 132].

The rise of generative AI has opened possibilities for more adaptive interactive storytelling
[111, 128, 131]. For example, large language models (LLMs) are used to generate narratives, creat-
ing more personalized and socially plausible stories across diverse scenarios [136]. Despite these
advancements, there is still a lack of empirical understanding regarding user engagement and
perceptions of generative AI in social life simulations for non-cognitive skills learning. Further-
more, the extent to which narrative transportation in LLM-simulated narrative-based social life
simulations can enable users to reflect on non-cognitive skills cognitively, and emotionally, via
imagery, and link these reflections to real life, remains largely unexplored.
To this end, we propose our first research question (RQ1): How can we enable reflection on

non-cognitive skills in LLM-simulated social life simulations with narrative transportation? In a
formative study involving 18 undergraduate students using a basic visual-language interactive
storytelling prototype for social simulation (Fig. ?? (d) and (e)), where participants could make key
decisions and chat with characters to influence the storyline and co-create the story with an AI
agent, we observed mixed reactions to the use of storylines for non-cognitive skill development.
Some participants appreciated the immersive experience, while others felt a loss of autonomy and
questioned the educational effectiveness. Participants expressed concerns about the narrative’s
tendency to steer their choices and the limited impact on self-development. Participants suggested
incorporating an "AI Helper," such as a "virtual psychologist" or "historic figure," to enhance the
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learning experience. Based on this feedback, we introduced an Sage Agent designed to offer strategic
guidance and facilitate deeper reflection.

While mentorship for non-cognitive skills learning has been explored in some human-AI inter-
action systems and LLM research [130], these typically use direct interaction between the user and
the AI mentor. Few systems adopt the Human-AI-AI interaction, where the AI mentor observes
and analyzes the user’s interactions with another AI agent for other tasks. In particular, there is
limited research on the role and influence of AI mentors in interactive storytelling within simulated
social environments where narrative transportation and immersion are essential. Consequently,
our second research question (RQ2) asks: To what extent can the Sage Agent promote non-cognitive
skills reflection in the context of simulated social life without disrupting the narrative experience?

To explore this question, we designed and developed an interactive platform called SimuLife++,
allowing users to take on the role of the protagonist who interacts with either one or multiple
LLM-enabled characters in challenging social scenarios. Our system features two AI agents: one
co-creates the narrative with users to provide an immersive and coherent social life experience,
while the other serves as a bystander viewer, accompanying users and offering comments on
non-cognitive skills reflection. As illustrated in Fig. ??, a Sage Agent can be called upon by users at
any moment throughout their journey to help them reflect on various aspects of non-cognitive
skills, particularly during social communication or key decision-making moments in their simulated
social life journey. The Sage Agent’s just-in-time interventions do not affect the story’s progress,
while users’ choices and interactions with the AI characters influence the progress and outcomes,
helping them understand the causal relationship between words, actions, and life events’ outcomes.

To evaluate the effectiveness of SimuLife++, we conducted a within-subject user study with and
without the Sage Agent. The quantitative results of our ablation study showed that the Sage Agent
role improved engagement to some extent, with participants sending longer and more frequent
messages. It also significantly aided in their reflection on some aspects of non-cognitive skills,
including motivation, self-perceptions, and resilience & coping. Compared to chatting with just
one AI character, participants sent significantly more messages in group chats with multiple AI
characters. The quantitative findings support our Sage Agent design’s effectiveness in facilitating
non-cognitive skills reflection within an LLM-simulated social life simulation. The Sage Agent
plays a beneficial role in enhancing participants’ awareness and reflection of non-cognitive skills,
providing a general understanding of improvement strategies, and improving task performance
in conversation and decision-making. Moreover, the Sage Agent helps participants reflect on real-
world experiences. We also identified diverse perspectives on the Sage Agent’s relationship with
users, including roles as a mentor, bystander, companion, and assessor. Overall, our SimuLife++
enhances both the narrative experience and the development of non-cognitive skills.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

• We proposed a Sage Agent design to enhance the human-AI co-narrative experience by
introducing human-AI-AI interaction, wherein Sage Agent prompts users to reflect on their
non-cognitive skills from a bystander’s perspective.

• We designed and developed SimuLife++ system for reflecting on non-cognitive skills through
narrative-based social life simulation, featuring a conversational interface for user interaction
with multiple LLM-based characters.

• We conducted a user study and provided empirical evidence on the effect of the Sage Agent
and group chat design. Our results provide design implications for using generative AI to
better support the development of non-cognitive skills in broader social settings.
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2 RELATEDWORK
In this section, we present literature on non-cognitive skill enhancement, beginning with the
theoretical foundations of non-cognitive skills and their importance. We then explore narrative-
based solutions and their role in facilitating non-cognitive skill development. Following this, we
delve into the potential of mentorship for learning purposes. Finally, we provide background
information on generative AI for interactive storytelling and how Human-AI interaction and
collaboration can benefit non-cognitive skills practice.

2.1 The Power of Narration for Non-Cognitive Skills Enhancement
Non-cognitive skills have the potential to develop resilient individuals and cultivate a society char-
acterized by mutual success and well-being [56]. Before discussing how to enhance non-cognitive
skills, it is important to first understand what constitutes these skills. Non-cognitive skills, also
known as soft skills or interpersonal skills, are developed over time and through experience. Several
theoretical models are associated with non-cognitive skills, such as the Behavioral, Emotional,
and Social Skills Inventory (BESSI) [89], the Collaborative for Academic, Social, and Emotional
Learning (CASEL) core competencies [28], the OECD Learning Framework [90], and the Big Five
personality traits [63, 110]. In our paper, we utilize the dimensions of skills outlined by Gutman
et al. [52], which include self-perceptions, motivation, perseverance, self-control, metacognitive
strategies, social competencies, resilience and coping, and creativity.

These skills are amenable to cultivation and remain adaptable even into adulthood [62, 73]. For
example, Dweck [35, 36] argues that abilities can be developed through sustained effort. To enhance
non-cognitive skills, various methods and theories can be employed. One effective approach is
the implementation of growth mindset interventions, which encourage individuals to view their
abilities as malleable and improvable through effort and perseverance [35]. Additionally, social-
emotional learning (SEL) programs, such as those advocated by CASEL [28], provide structured
curricula to teach skills.
While the existence of different intervention methods, extensive literature demonstrates that

narratives effectively influence non-cognitive beliefs and behaviors. Stories are inherently motivat-
ing, with research identifying psychological elements such as temporality, spatiality, protagonists,
causality, and intentionality, which readers use to interpret events [140]. Immersion in a story,
often compared to a state of flow [50, 83], aligns the reader’s beliefs, emotions, and intentions
with the narrative in a persuasive manner [49, 87, 121]. Narrative absorption, a state where the
reader becomes fully engrossed in the story, has been shown to suppress counterarguments and
reduce cognitive resistance [107]. Additionally, the entertaining nature of narratives diminishes
cognitive resistance and psychological reactance, leading to increased persuasion [26, 32, 85, 96].
This phenomenon is supported by empirical studies demonstrating that deeply engaged readers are
less likely to critically evaluate the narrative, making them more susceptible to its persuasive effects
[107, 121]. Furthermore, the concept of "narrative engagement" extends the idea of transportation,
indicating that individuals combine information from the text with personal experience to construct
a mental model of story events. This process has significant impacts on attitudes and behaviors,
as it fosters a deep connection between the reader and the narrative [17, 18]. By engaging with
a narrative, readers not only experience the events as if they were real but also integrate the
narrative’s perspectives and values into their own cognitive frameworks, leading to lasting changes
in beliefs and actions. However, existing research lacks empirical studies on the effectiveness of
narrative transportation in AI-simulated environments for non-cognitive skills learning, which is
the focus of our work.
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2.2 The Mentorship for Learning Purpose
Mentorship in educational settings is well-established as a pivotal element in the development of
non-cognitive skills such as resilience, motivation, and interpersonal abilities. Research by Rhodes
et al. [98] underscores the importance of structured mentoring in enhancing student engagement
and academic success through critical support including emotional, appraisal, and informational
assistance. DuBois et al. [33] add to this by highlighting the effect of mentoring on positive
outcomes across behavioral, social, emotional, and academic domains of young people’s lives. They
emphasize the need for consistent and high-quality mentor interactions to optimize the benefits of
mentoring programs. In the context of professional settings, Kram [66] elaborates on the dual roles
of mentoring, which encompass career-related functions like sponsorship and visibility, alongside
psychosocial support functions such as role modeling and acceptance. These dual aspects are crucial
for navigating professional challenges and fostering personal development. The mentor’s design
in these settings often mirrors these functionalities, providing insights that aid decision-making
and enhance social interactions within simulated environments. Allen and Eby [2] provides a
comprehensive review of the outcomes associated with mentoring in a corporate environment,
including enhanced knowledge sharing, increased job satisfaction, and greater organizational
commitment. This further substantiates the benefits of mentoring in professional growth and
personal development.
The digital mentorship introduces a transformative dimension where digital agents provide

consistent, unbiased feedback—an advantage seldom fully achievable in human mentorships. Bick-
more and Picard [10] discuss the potential of relational agents in sustaining long-term interactions,
which can effectively support personal development by forging meaningful relationships with
users. This suggests a promising avenue for AI agents to assume similar mentorship roles within
digital frameworks. Furthermore, the evolving capabilities of Large Language Models (LLMs) are
revolutionizing the accessibility and effectiveness of training in non-cognitive skills. Yang et al.
[130] introduced the "Social Skill Training through the AI Partner" framework, which utilizes AI
to enable scalable experiential learning and personalized feedback. This model underscores the
feasibility of AI mentors in enhancing social skills through interactive narratives and simulations.
Nonetheless, the extent to which AI-driven mentorship can effectively train a broader range of
non-cognitive skills without compromising the user’s immersion in the narrative remains an open
question.

2.3 Interactive Storytelling With Generative AI
Interactive storytelling has evolved from traditional narratives, offering dynamic platforms where
users can actively shape the story through their decisions and actions, thus experiencing it from a
first-person perspective rather than as mere observers [31, 81]. This participatory approach im-
merses users in lifelike scenarios, allowing them to apply and test skills in a controlled environment.
By navigating the story in first-person view, users gain insights and learn about critical thinking,
problem-solving, and decision-making through their experiences [47, 61]. Early frameworks and
applications provide a foundational understanding of these mechanisms and their benefits. For
instance, Colàs et al. provide a comprehensive framework and field study on collaborative story-
telling systems, highlighting interaction dynamics and outcomes [27]. Similarly, Zeman explores
storytelling in interactive digital media and video games, emphasizing the manipulation of narrative
elements through multimedia [134].
The advent of generative AI has introduced new possibilities in interactive storytelling by

enabling the creation of personalized and adaptive narratives. Utilizing generative AI, such as
Large Language Models (LLMs), can generate socially plausible scenarios for diverse applications
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[133, 136]. Recent research underscores the transformative potential of generative AI in interactive
storytelling. Antony and Huang, for example, introduce ID.8, an open-source system designed
for co-creating visual stories with generative AI, which simplifies content creation and allows for
customization, providing an inclusive storytelling experience [5]. Treynor and McCoy present
College Ruled, a mixed-initiative storytelling system that uses waypoints, drama management, and
causality weighting to guide plot selection, demonstrating effectiveness in producing stories that
meet author specifications [118].
Human-AI collaborative storytelling powered by generative AI also introduces novel possibili-

ties in the educational domain. Han and Cai propose AIStory, an AI-powered visual storytelling
application designed to enhance children’s creative expression and literacy development, which
has received positive evaluations from various stakeholders [53]. Fan et al. developed StoryPrompt,
an interactive system that enables elementary school children to co-create stories with generative
AI, demonstrating good usability and positive learning experiences [38]. Zhang et al. introduced
Mathemyths, a storytelling agent that integrates mathematical terms into narratives, facilitating
children’s mathematical language acquisition through creative conversations [135]. Liu et al. ex-
plored the roles of LLM-based peer agents in children’s collaborative learning, finding that AI
effectively moderates discussions and fosters creativity, although it sometimes struggles with
providing timely feedback [75]. Beyond specific educational applications, generative AI also shows
potential to augment human creativity in storytelling, as demonstrated by the co-authored work
"A Redhead Walks into a Bar" [45]. Despite these advancements, there remains a gap in empirical
understanding regarding user engagement and perception of generative AI in social life simulations
for non-cognitive skills learning.

2.4 Human-AI Interaction for Non-Cognitive Skills Learning
In the realm of Human-Computer Interaction (HCI), extensive research has been conducted on how
AI can facilitate the development of non-cognitive skills. Systems designed to enhance emotional
competence through retrospective video analysis demonstrate how AI can support emotional skill
development in professional settings [9]. The integration of AI in educational settings has also been
extensively explored. Research highlights both the challenges and opportunities of AI-mediated
social interaction in online learning environments, emphasizing the importance of designing
systems that support non-cognitive skill development [122].

With the rise of generative AI, studies have explored the use of generative AI tools in human-AI
interaction in different dimensions related to non-cognitive skills. For instance, research has demon-
strated how generative AI tools can produce diverse content to facilitate advice-seeking, mentorship,
resource creation, social simulation, and therapeutic self-expression. This transformation shifts the
role of technology in self-care from simply providing information to offering personalized advice
and fostering creative reflection [19]. Additionally, research on cultivating positive emotions and
mindsets through generative AI indicates the potential for these tools to support self-development
and learning by creating engaging and supportive environments [71]. Furthermore, generative AI
has been utilized to facilitate intimate conversations through co-creative world-building games,
demonstrating how AI can foster emotionally intimate interactions by visualizing shared values
and enabling meaningful conversations [25]. Generative AI has proven effective across diverse
populations. In the context of emotional learning for children with high-functioning autism, these
AI tools have been employed to develop personalized assistance, significantly enhancing children’s
emotional recognition and expression abilities. Tools like EmoEden leverage large language models
and text-to-image models to generate diverse, high-quality content tailored to children’s needs,
offering substantial benefits while also highlighting potential risks [115]. For older adults, the
application of generative AI in supporting care communications demonstrates how voice-based
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conversational agents can enhance emotional attachment and navigate the complexities of care-
related interactions, providing valuable insights into the impact of distance and autonomy in care
relationships [100].
Within the Computer-Supported Cooperative Work (CSCW) domain, recent research has ad-

vanced our understanding of human-AI collaboration in contexts directly related to non-cognitive
skills. Amershi et al. propose guidelines for designing human-AI interaction, highlighting the chal-
lenges and opportunities in enhancing social and emotional capabilities through AI-infused systems
[3]. Kambhampati discusses synthesizing explainable behavior in AI systems to facilitate effective
collaboration with humans, which is crucial for developing trust and cooperation [60]. Furthermore,
studies have investigated how AI can enhance collaborative environments by providing real-time
feedback and facilitating better decision-making processes, which are essential for non-cognitive
skills such as teamwork and problem-solving [126]. The dynamics of managing sudden influxes of
new users in online communities and how AI can help manage such situations provide insights
into the role of AI in supporting social interaction and engagement [51]. These studies underscore
the importance of designing AI systems that not only support cognitive tasks but also enhance
users’ social and emotional capabilities. However, there remains a gap in understanding the extent
to which narrative transportation can work in LLM-simulated narratives to enable users to reflect
on non-cognitive skills.

3 USER STUDY
To evaluate users’ engagement and perception of the final design, particularly the Sage Agent’s
role in enhancing reflection on various non-cognitive skills, we conducted a within-subject user
study. Given the substantial variability in individual differences, reflection abilities, and narrative
engagement, a within-subject design was selected. This approach allows each participant to serve
as their own control, thereby reducing variability caused by individual differences [104]. Within-
subject designs are particularly effective in capturing nuanced changes in user experience and
engagement over time, which is crucial for evaluating interactive systems like our SimuLife++
[79]. This design enables direct comparison of user interactions with and without the Sage Agent,
ensuring that observed effects result from experimental manipulation rather than inter-individual
variability [39]. Moreover, prior research in human-AI collaboration suggests that within-subject
designs are well-suited for assessing changes in user perceptions and behaviors in response to
different system configurations [64]. Additionally, within-subject designs require fewer participants
than between-subject designs to achieve the same statistical power, making them more efficient
and practical [22]. This study was approved by our institute’s Institutional Review Board (IRB).

3.1 Participants & Apparatus
Participants were recruited through online advertisements. Initially, a registration form was used,
resulting in 36 applicants. In all the registration information we received, no one reported having
a diagnosed mental health issue. From these, 18 participants (12 males, 6 females; 𝑀𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 22.72,
𝑠𝑡𝑑 = 1.86) were selectively invited to ensure diversity and balance in academic backgrounds.
The sample size we used aligns with sample sizes used in similar within-subject user studies
on human-AI collaborative systems and human-machine interaction systems [24, 106, 116]. The
demographic breakdown was as follows: 14 East Asians, 2 Caucasians, 1 Middle Eastern, and 1
South Asian. Geographically, participants were distributed across the United States (7), China
(6), Japan (2), Europe (2), and India (1). Academic backgrounds included: computer science (4),
mechanical engineering (3), information systems (2), business management (2), economics (2), and
one each in bioengineering, computational fluid dynamics, communication studies, data science, and
mathematics. Four participants had research experience in HCI domains, and nine were students.
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Fifteen participants had previous experience with generative AI, including four professionals
familiar with OpenAI API and ChatGPT. Participants used their own laptops to access the user
interface of the SimuLife++ system and take part in the Zoom interview.

3.2 Procedures & Tasks
During our study, each participant started by signing an informed consent form, understanding the
study’s purpose, tasks, and risks, and completing a demographic survey that gathered personal
information such as age, gender, education, and experience in generative AI or digital storytelling
tools. This was followed by a brief tutorial on how to use our system, SimuLife++, during which we
addressed any concerns and provided clarifications.

Participants engaged with SimuLife++ for a total of 40 minutes, exploring its functionalities both
with and without a Sage Agent across two distinct stories, dedicating 20 minutes to each scenario.
We designed two specific tasks for each participant, as detailed below.

• Without Sage Agent (20 minutes). Participants were instructed to create stories indepen-
dently using SimuLife++, without the assistance of a Sage Agent.

• With Sage Agent (20 minutes). Participants selected a Sage Agent of their choice to assist
them in the story creation and simulated life-experience process.

The task sequence counterbalanced across participants. Which varies the sequence of tasks for
each participant, we aim to control for order effects such as learning curves and provide an unbiased
assessment of task performance by ensuring the order is unpredictable and varied throughout the
study [103].
Note that although participants could choose the same script for both tasks, each story was

co-created by GPT and the participant, introducing variability. This approach suggests that even if
the same script is chosen, the experienced story will differ due to the generative model’s variability.
Research indicates that generative models like GPT-4 can produce diverse and unique outputs from
the same prompt, ensuring variability and novelty in narratives [4, 112, 123].

After each task, they completed a post-task survey, which included rating scales and open-ended
questions for detailed feedback. The session concluded with a 20-minute semi-structured interview,
where we delved deeper into their experiences with the tool. This interview focused on aspects
such as ease of use, decision-making processes, communication with characters, the impact of the
Sage Agent, and the overall story creation process and its effectiveness in fostering non-cognitive
skills development. The overall user study needed around 100mins. Each participant received $25
as compensation for their time and effort.

3.3 Subjective Measurement Constructs
We use three constructs to evaluate SimuLife++’s impact: the usability of the system, the depth
of user engagement in the narrative, and the perceived reflection on the development of essential
non-cognitive skills.

3.3.1 SystemUsability Scale. Usability is an umbrella construct which conceived byHCI researchers
to denote a desired quality of interactive systems [117]. For the system’s usability evaluation, we
used the System Usability Scale (SUS) [74], which has proven reliability and validity. It consists of
10 dimensions that assess factors such as learnability, efficiency, and satisfaction.

3.3.2 Narrative Transportation Scale. Participants’ level of narrative transportation was measured
with a 14-item scale proposed by Green et al. [49]. This Transportation Scale (𝛼 = .78) quantifies
differences in the psychological states of being immersed in a narrative. While the original scale is
designed as a six-point Likert-type scale, we used a seven-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not at
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all) to 7 (very much) to provide a larger range of responses due to our small sample. Such a change
could, to some extent, maintain reliability and validity while offering finer granularity in responses
[40]. Example items included "While I was reading the narrative, I could easily picture the events in it
taking place." The overall questions can be seen in Fig. 2b.

3.3.3 Perceived Reflection of Non-Cognitive Skills. We customized a questionnaire to enable users
to rate their perceived reflection of non-cognitive skills with SimuLife++. By using these customized
questionnaires, we can gather more specific feedback on the effectiveness of SimuLife++ in relation
to the objective of our system and study. The items are rated on a 7-point Likert scale. It focuses
on identifying which types of non-cognitive skills our system could benefit significantly. The
assessed skills, informed by Gutman et al. [52], include self-perceptions, motivation, perseverance,
self-control, metacognitive strategies, social competencies, resilience & coping, and creativity.

3.4 Hypotheses
Based on our research objectives and the measurements utilized, we formulate the following
hypotheses regarding the impact of the Sage Agent on users’ narrative transportation experience and
reflection on non-cognitive skills. Previous studies have suggested that just-in-time interventions
can influence user engagement and cognitive processing in interactive storytelling. Research by
Green and Brock =emphasizes the importance of narrative transportation for immersive storytelling
experiences, suggesting that high levels of engagement can lead to significant changes in attitudes
and beliefs [49]. The interruptions, such as distraction and even the language disfluencies, might
disrupt this immersive experience due to the increasing cognitive load and working memory
[17, 137]. Consequently, we hypothesize that the introduction of the Sage Agent might interrupt
the storytelling experience and negatively impact narrative transportation. However, considering
that the Sage Agent will prompt reflection, we also hypothesize that it will benefit the reflection
on non-cognitive skills. And it might enhance user interaction with our SimuLife++. Our detailed
hypotheses are as follows:

• H1: The use of SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent may lead to a lower level of Narrative
Transportation compared to using SimuLife++ without the Sage Agent.

• H2: The use of SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent will result in higher scores on certain
dimensions of the Perceived Reflection of Non-Cognitive Skills scale compared to using
SimuLife++ without the Sage Agent.

• H3: Participants using SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent will exhibit higher levels of engage-
ment in the conversation process, as measured by conversation analysis.

• H4: Participants using SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent may create narratives with more
complex narrative arcs.

3.5 Data Analysis Methods
3.5.1 Questionnaires Analysis. For the SUS questionnaire, we compute the overall score by summing
the individual item scores, rated on a 5-point Likert scale, and then multiplying the sum by 2.5 to
convert the range from 0 to 100, as described by Brooke [15]. For the Narrative Transportation
and Non-cognitive Skill Scale, we employ both descriptive and inferential statistical analyses at
the item level. Descriptive statistics, such as mean and standard deviation, offer an overview of
data tendencies and distributions [30]. For inferential analysis, we utilize non-parametric tests,
specifically the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test [29, 127], which are appropriate given the ordinal nature
of Likert scale data [59], and the relatively small sample size associated with paired data from
within-subject user studies [57].
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3.5.2 Conversation Analysis and Narrative Arc Analysis on Story Content. In the conversation
analysis, user engagement was assessed by extracting user-generated content from individual and
group chats, explicitly excluding AI-generated messages. This cleaned dataset was subsequently
divided into individual and group chat subgroups for comparative analysis. Given the dataset’s
deviation from normality and the varying number of chats across both subgroups, statistical analysis
will be conducted using the Mann-Whitney U Test. For message lengths, the conversations were
extracted from the dataset to calculate the total length of all messages. The lengths of single and
multi-user messages are defined as follows:

𝐿single =

𝑛⋃
𝑖=1

{ℓ (𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) | 𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ∈ chat𝑖 , role(𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) = user}

𝐿multi =

𝑛⋃
𝑖=1

{ℓ (𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) | 𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ∈ chat𝑖 , speaker(𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) ∈ roles}

where 𝑛 is the number of conversation rounds,𝑚𝑖 𝑗 is the 𝑗-th message in the 𝑖-th round, and
ℓ (𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) denotes the length of the message content.
The Mann-Whitney U test was selected due to the Shapiro-Wilk test results indicating a non-

normal distribution of the dataset. Additionally, the analysis necessitated paired data, making the
Mann-Whitney U test the appropriate choice [82]. The same metrics were calculated for both word
count and mesage count to ensure a comprehensive analysis.
Given the interactive and co-creative nature of our narratives, the narrative arc of the story

can provide insight into the cognitive map and decision-making processes of the participants as
they navigate the story. To analyze the narrative arc of the co-created story plots, we utilized the
Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count (LIWC) tool, which is a widely used method for analyzing
narrative processes1. The Narrative Arc analysis focuses on understanding the progression of the
narrative processes within the story and compares them across multiple texts [13]. In our study,
the Narrative Arc analysis quantified the "shape" of three key narrative processes (staging, plot
progression, and cognitive tension) and provided a "narrativity" score that reflects their similarity
to established norms. Stage refers to the setting, background context, or environment that sets
the scene for the action or dialogue in a narrative. Plot progression is the sequence of events
and developments that move the story from beginning to end, such as a character’s journey from
poverty to riches, a mystery being unraveled, or a conflict between two factions reaching a climax.
Cognitive tension refers to the internal conflicts and psychological dilemmas faced by the characters,
which could include conflicting beliefs, values, or thoughts.

3.5.3 Semi-Structured Interview Analysis. We conducted an analysis of the interview transcripts
and observational notes using a bottom-up thematic analysis approach, as described by Braun and
Clarke [14]. Initially, one researcher transcribed the exit interviews and sectioned the transcripts
into quotes, applying an open-coding methodology [21, 101]. Following this, the researcher orga-
nized the quotes through an affinity diagramming process [58]. After multiple rounds of revision,
the researcher achieved code saturation, indicating no new codes or interpretations emerged. Sub-
sequently, an additional researcher reviewed the themes and provided feedback. The final themes
were collaboratively decided by two researchers. This process identified a comprehensive range of
current user behaviors, perspectives, and preferences, as well as opportunities and concerns related
to system design. In alignment with McDonald et al. [80], we did not compute inter-rater reliability
(IRR), as the coding process aimed to uncover emergent themes and recurrent topics, allowing for
multiple interpretations of the codes’ meanings.
1https://www.liwc.app
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Fig. 2. Comparative Analysis of Non-cognitive Skill Scale and Narrative Transportation Scale. (a) A radar
chart illustrating the differences in non-cognitive skills between groups with and without the Sage Agent
intervention. Skills assessed include resilience & coping, social competencies, metacognitive strategies, self-
control, motivation, perseverance, and self-perceptions. (b) A bar graph showing responses to narrative
transportation scale questions, with orange bars representing the "with Sage Agent" group and blue bars
representing the "without Sage Agent" group. Error bars indicate standard deviation, and p-values are provided
to show statistical significance.

4 QUANTITATIVE RESULTS
The user study data is categorized into three main components: user questionnaire data, system
usage data, and user interview transcripts. The first includes responses from 18 participants who
completed two questionnaires assessing the system with and without the Sage Agent. The system
usage data records interactions within our system, covering generated stories, questions, and user
communications in individual and group chats, including those with the Sage Agent. Out of the
initial 43 system usage records, 19 instances each for the groups using and not using the Sage Agent
were retained after eliminating 5 erroneous and empty entries, accounting for participants who
attempted the task twice due to operational errors. This data was further subdivided into three
categories: (b1) generative story data, capturing raw narratives post-interaction (𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 19,
𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 19); (b2) individual chat messages, consisting of user input messages in one-to-one
conversations with AI characters (𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 59,𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 51); and (b3) group chat messages,
detailing group chat inputs (𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 52, 𝑁𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 41). The statistical analysis of the user
study data indicates a partial rejection of H1, partial support for H3, and full support for H2. And,
H4 was not supported. For overall system usability, our SimuLife++ has an average total score of
72.63 (𝑠𝑡𝑑 = 15.49), which is above the benchmark score of 68. Additional analyses are presented in
this section. All participants took part in semi-structured interviews.

4.1 Sage Agent Enhancing Perceived Immersion: Insights from Narrative
Transportation Scales

The analysis of the narrative transportation scale results (Fig. 2(b)) offers insight into user en-
gagement and cognitive involvement during the narrative experience. A significant difference
is found where users exhibit a higher level of engagement with the presence of a Sage Agent
in response to the questions "I could picture myself in the scene of the events described in the
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narrative" (𝑍 = 16.5, 𝑝 = 0.0183) and "I was mentally involved in the narrative while reading it"
(𝑍 = 15.0, 𝑝 = 0.027). Additionally, the reversed question "While I was reading the narrative, what
was actively going on in the room around me was on my mind" also shows a significant difference
between the two groups (𝑍 = 17.5, 𝑝 = 0.0271), with higher distraction levels when without the
Sage Agent. This suggests a higher level of narrative immersion with the presence of the Sage Agent,
indicating that users were less distracted by their surroundings and more absorbed in the narrative.
Furthermore, significant differences were observed for "The narrative affected me emotionally"

(𝑍 = 21.5, 𝑝 = 0.048) and "The events in the narrative have changed my life" (𝑍 = 2.5, 𝑝 = 0.047),
indicating that the Sage Agent enhances emotional engagement and the impact of the narrative on
users’ lives. However, the rest of the questions did not show a significant difference. These results
partially refute H1, which posited that the Sage Agent would reduce Narrative Transportation.
Instead, the Sage Agent enhances the interactive storytelling experience.

4.2 Sage Agent Improving Reflection on Motivation, Self-Perceptions, and Resilience &
Coping

In the study utilizing the non-cognitive skill scale (Fig. 2(a)), the Sage Agent intervention demon-
strated statistically significant improvements in certain domains using the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank
test. "Motivation," which encompasses internal or external factors driving behavior, showed im-
provement (𝑍 = 6.0, 𝑝 = 0.012), as did "self-perceptions," referring to an individual’s beliefs and
attitudes about their own abilities, qualities, and characteristics (𝑍 = 12.0, 𝑝 = 0.031), and "resilience
& coping," which are concepts relating to the ability to manage stress, adversity, and challenges in
a positive and effective way (𝑍 = 3.5, 𝑝 = 0.012). However, other domains like "perseverance" (the
ability to maintain effort and focus towards achieving a goal despite obstacles), "creativity" (the
capacity to generate novel and useful ideas or solutions), "social competencies" (the skills needed
for effective communication and interaction in various social contexts), "meta-cognitive strategies"
skills (the cognitive processes for monitoring and regulating one’s own thinking and learning),
and "self-control" (the ability to regulate one’s emotions, impulses, and behaviors) did not show
significant changes, as their p-values exceeded the 0.05 threshold. These results support H2 that
the use of SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent results in higher scores on certain dimensions of the
Perceived Reflection of Non-Cognitive Skills scale compared to using SimuLife++ without the Sage
Agent.

4.3 Sage Agent Increasing Conversational Messages in Group Chats
We analyzed message length, word count, and message count per chat across two primary met-
rics: (1) individual chat versus group chat and (2) with Sage Agent versus without Sage Agent.
For the first comparison, we examined individual and group chats, both with and without a
Sage Agent. The findings suggest enhanced user engagement in group chats (Fig. 3 (a), (b), (c)),
regardless of the presence of a Sage Agent. This is evident from the statistically significant dif-
ferences in message length (𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 12018.5, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 < 0.001 and 𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 =

6189.5, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 < 0.001) and word counts (𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 12376.5, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 < 0.001 and
𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 6369.0, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 < 0.001) but the number of messages per chat is not significant
(𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 1352.0, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 0.28 and𝑈𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 862.0, 𝑝𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 0.15).

The comparative analysis between "individual chat" and "group chat" interactions, conducted
using the Mann-Whitney U test and depicted in Fig. 3 (d) (e) (f), reveals a significant distinction
between these two modalities when a "Sage Agent" accompanies users in group chat. This difference
is evident in message length (𝑈 = 12126.0, 𝑝 < 0.01) and word count (𝑈 = 16493.5, 𝑝 = 0.02).
However, no substantial difference is observed in the message count per chat (𝑈𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑑𝑢𝑎𝑙𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑡 =

1583.5, 𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑑𝑢𝑎𝑙𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑡 = 0.64 and 𝑈𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑝𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑡 = 1073.0, 𝑝𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑝𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑡 = 0.96), nor in individual chats
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Fig. 3. Box plots of communication metrics in conversations with a Sage Agent versus without a Sage Agent in
the top panel line and individual chats versus group chat in the bottom panel. Note that the term "message" in
this context refers to the input provided by the user to the AI in conversations, and does not include the output
generated by the AI in response. Message length is the total length of user messages of all conversations
during the time, word count refers to the total number of words, and message count refers to the number of
messages.
(a) Significant differences found in message length comparing individual chats and group chats, in

both with and without Sage Agent groups; (b) Significant differences found in word count
comparing individual chats and group chats, in both with and without Sage Agent groups; (c) No
significant differences in message count per chat comparing individual chats and group chats, in
both with and without Sage Agent groups; (d) Significant difference found in message length when
comparing with and without Sage Agent in group chat, but no significant difference in individual
chat; (e) Significant difference found in word count when comparing with and without Sage Agent
in group chat, but no significant difference in individual chat; (f) No significant difference found in
message count per chat when comparing with and without Sage Agent in both individual chat and

group chat.

regarding message length (𝑈 = 12114.5, 𝑝 = 0.60) and word count (𝑈 = 12152.5, 𝑝 = 0.63). These
results suggest that the involvement of a "Sage Agent" significantly enhances user engagement in
group chat contexts. This indicates that the Sage Agent increased user engagement in group chats
but not in individual chats, partially confirming H3.

4.4 Sage Agent Affecting Story Content Generation: Insights from Narrative Arc
Analysis

To conduct narrative arc analysis, we first categorized the story data into the "with Sage Agent"
group and the "without Sage Agent" group. To analyze the language usage and trajectory of the
story scripts, we employed the five-act structure commonly used in narrative analysis [11, 77]. Each
script was divided into five equal segments based on word count, allowing for a comprehensive
examination of language trends and shifts throughout the story, as Nalabandian et al. [88] did. After
segmenting the stories, we generated line plots for each narrative dimension, comparing the mean
and standard deviation for both groups (see Fig. 4). Our findings indicated that the "with Sage Agent"
group exhibited a higher narratives staging score (𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = −12.8, 𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 4.54), overall
narratives score (𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = −4.62, 𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 2.04), and plot narratives score (𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 =
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Fig. 4. Comparative Analysis of generated story with and without a Sage Agent . (a) The line graphs illustrate
the average scores across three categories - Staging, Plot Progression, and Cognitive Tension - comparing
scenarios with and without the use of a Sage Agent . (b) A radar chart summarizing the overall and individual
category effects.

−9.12, 𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = −3.86), but a lower cognitive narratives score (𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑡_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 = 8.07, 𝑆𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ_𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 =

5.46). We conducted the Mann-Whitney U test to examine staging, plot progression, and cognitive
tension across the five sections. The tests yielded no statistically significant results, suggesting that
the presence of a Sage Agent in the story had minimal influence on script play. This implies that
users’ decision-making processes were more heavily influenced by their cognitive processes rather
than the generated story content. Additionally, when analyzing the changes between each section,
we found no significant differences between the two groups. These results do not supportH4, which
hypothesized that participants using SimuLife++ with the Sage Agent would create narratives with
more complex narrative arcs, indicative of deeper cognitive processing and reflection, compared to
those using SimuLife++ without the Sage Agent.

5 QUALITATIVE FINDINGS
We conducted a thematic analysis and employed the affinity diagramming process to analyze the
exit interview data (see Section 3.5.3). Our findings are organized into five themes related to the
use of SimuLife++ and its features. The first three themes focus on the Sage Agent [R1]: its role
in supporting non-cognitive skills reflection (Section 5.1), the enhancement of interaction and
task performance (Section 5.2), and various perspectives on the Sage Agent’s relationship with
humans (Section 5.3). And later, we have two more themes. The fourth is about the narrative
experience, the impact on non-cognitive skills, and the resonance of real-life experiences with
the entire interactive storytelling system (Section 5.4). The last theme is about engagement with
interaction and communication with AI personas [R2 & R3] (Section 5.5).

5.1 Sage Agent’s Supporting Role for Non-Cognitive Skills Reflection
Participants highlighted the Sage Agent’s instrumental role in promoting reflective thinking on
non-cognitive skills. Several participants observed that the Sage Agent’s interventions prompted
them to pay closer attention and reflect more frequently on their behavior, thereby increasing their
awareness of non-cognitive skills and associated behaviors. This heightened awareness is often
considered the foundational step toward personal improvement and development.

"[With] the Sage character added, I think I will [reflect on] my activity more often.
I’ll question what is right and what is wrong because the Sage always reminds me to
[calm down]. So, I think that [the] Sage may help me to not only focus on the story
but also [on] the activity." - P5

The Sage Agent provided an effective feedback system that included both positive and constructive
feedback. The consistent encouragement and constructive criticism helped users cultivate a mindset
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geared towards continuous improvement. This reflective practice, fostered by the Sage Agent’s
feedback, enabled participants to better understand their own emotional responses and behaviors,
ultimately contributing to their personal growth. Similar to real-life scenarios, individuals often
seek feedback from impartial, non-biased sources. Non-cognitive skills frequently involve issues
that individuals may not be consciously aware of, underscoring the importance of external feedback.

"So, I think I have improved my skill, because my sage on the sidebar continuously
encouraged me, [offering] praise when I did something great, and warning me if I did
something [less than optimal]" - P14
"In the first trial, I didn’t notice that I couldn’t improve any of my [non-cognitive]
skills. That’s because I was just interacting with the characters in the story. But in the
second trial, after I [had a sage with me], the sage always [told] me what I did well and
when I did badly" - P13

The Sage Agent also enhanced participants’ self-awareness and confidence by consistently re-
minding them of their abilities. This aspect of the Sage Agent’s feedback underscores the importance
of external validation in reinforcing self-efficacy and encouraging a positive self-concept. By ac-
knowledging participants’ strengths and capabilities at every step, the Sage Agent helped individuals
recognize their potential and build confidence in their abilities.

"The sage’s page and the comments that the sage provided at every step were something
that [reminded] me of my abilities." - P14

The Sage Agent also encouraged participants to maintain an open mind, which is essential for
non-cognitive skills reflection, as it allowed individuals to better understand and integrate various
viewpoints, leading to more comprehensive self-awareness and personal growth. Participants noted
that the Sage Agent’s guidance helped them appreciate the value of considering diverse perspectives.
This open-minded approach.

"The sage helped me in the second round, said that I should keep an open mind and
embrace people’s opinions." - P13

Furthermore, the Sage Agent encouraged participants to look beyond their initial impulses
and consider alternatives on what they could do and what they could say. This guidance helped
individuals move away from reactive behaviors towards more thoughtful and intentional responses.
The ability to pause and reconsider one’s words and actions is an important part of non-cognitive
skills reflection.

"I think every time it gets better when I [reconsider] his words." - P10
More specifically, the Sage Agent provided context-aware guidance on non-cognitive skills,

offering alternatives along with their rationale. This type of feedback was instrumental in helping
participants navigate complex social and ethical scenarios. For instance, the Sage Agent provided
specific, context-aware advice that encouraged participants to consider not just the immediate
benefits of their actions but also the broader implications and values, such as maintaining fair-
ness in a competitive environment. This approach supported participants in developing a deeper
understanding of non-cognitive skills and their application in various scenarios.

"Yes, I would say, experience about non-cognitive skills with sage is a definite difference.
He told like not." - P18
"And also, when I was in the contest, I didn’t share my knowledge with my competitors
in the game. [However], my sage told me that I should keep in mind that although it is
[understandable] for me not to share with my competitors, I still need to remember [to
maintain] fairness in the competition.” - P13
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Participants also suggested that the Sage Agent might articulate deeper aspirations, indicating
that the Sage Agent not only aids in surface-level reflections but also in uncovering personal goals
and motivations. Sometimes, as reported, it encourages individuals to explore and understand their
intrinsic desires and long-term objectives.

"The Sage Agent [will] express maybe the [in-depth] aspiration." - P2
Some participants also specifically mentioned how the Sage Agent’s insights prompted them

to reconsider a real-life decision, demonstrating the agent’s ability to influence users beyond the
immediate context of the system.

"The Sage Agent’s comments, which [provided] much insight into my thought process.
For example, it made me think about one specific decision I took in my real life,
something like that" - P14

5.2 Sage Agent’s Influence on Task Performance and User Experience
In our SimuLife++, users primarily engage in decision-making and conversations. Participants highly
valued the personalized feedback provided by the Sage Agent. Participants generally appreciated
the additional information the Sage Agent provided, as it often supplemented their understanding.

"Without the sage, I was just making decisions based on the character, and what I
remembered [about] the character. But with the sage, like the pop-ups did tell you
things that are more [accurate], or how [they] would have [been] made so that like
slowed my decisions a little bit." - P9

This additional feedback was particularly useful before critical decision points, helping partici-
pants better understand character dynamics. Participants emphasized the importance of using the
Sage Agent’s advice to navigate complex relationships within the story.

"I always click that before making a decision because I need to understand the peo-
ple’s relationships so that I can interact more wisely, especially for the first story,
because [there are] betrayal elements and old friends. So I need to understand the deep
relationships behind them so that I can say something more reliable." - P1

Regarding decision-making, the Sage Agent effectively facilitated reflective decision-making
processes among participants. Participants noted that the Sage Agent’s interventions encouraged
them to think beyond their initial impulses and consider alternative approaches. For instance, one
participant described an instance where their initial reluctance to consider an alternative viewpoint
was transformed by the Sage Agent’s encouragement to be open-minded. This intervention not only
altered the participant’s immediate decision but also led to a more enriching narrative outcome.

"When Luna suggested that we investigate some special animals, I initially didn’t want
to consider that opinion and just skipped that dialogue. But then, my Sage said that I
should be open-minded and listen to others. Then I changed my decision, and it turns
out that the story becomes better." - P13

In terms of conversation, the Sage Agent also assisted in developing effective communication
and negotiation strategies. Participants described how the Sage Agent helped them negotiate and
communicate better with AI characters, leading to more constructive conversation. For example,
P13 shared how the Sage Agent helped in negotiating with an AI character named Raj.

"Raj, [re-enters] as an old friend of my character. But my colleagues and I think he’s
kind of [untrustworthy]. So, the AI taught me how to communicate and negotiate with
Raj. With the help of the AI, I think I changed some of my words that I originally
wanted to [use] with him, like not [to be confrontational] in front of him, but [to use]
observation to [create] a better approach to working with him" - P13
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In terms of user experience, while Sage Agent is helpful, participants also mentioned that the
comments were sometimes too vague or abstract. They suggested that the advice could be more
specific and contextually relevant to better support decision-making and narrative integration.
Several participants noted that the abstract nature of the advice made it challenging to apply to
their decisions.

"Maybe that’s because I chose the Tagore agent; his response was kind of too abstract
for me. When I asked what would you propose as the next step for me to proceed with,
he said something like, Okay, you should probably follow some high-level suggestions.
But it’s not particularly related to the plot itself. I wish there were choices that were
more specific, like just telling me, Okay, maybe you should choose that." - P3
"his ideas are very general. I was saying, so like, maybe you should trust. I mean,
for example, he would advise you to trust others and advise you to not kill others.
Otherwise, you can negotiate with others. That’s more like a social value thing. You
know, that is not so story specific." - P4

Outside of general, participants also noted that Sage Agent’s comments were occasionally too
lengthy, which disrupted the narrative flow and made it difficult to stay focused on the main
storyline. They recommended that the Sage Agent’s guidance should be more concise and direct to
avoid increasing the participants’ cognitive workload.

"But I think the [words], the sentences, [that] the sage [states] to me [are] too long.
And when I try to focus on what [the sage says] to me, I will miss the main function of
the system, which is about the story." - P5
"Additionally, I think the messages from the Sage Agent could be a bit shorter. This
change would allow the user to progress more smoothly through the story" - P14

5.3 Different Perspectives on the Sage Agent’s Relationship with Humans
Participants perceived the Sage Agent’s role in various dimensions. These perspectives highlight
the multifaceted relationship between the participants and the Sage Agent within the interactive
storytelling experience.
Serving as a Mentor. The Sage Agent frequently acted as a mentor, offering personalized

guidance and fostering participants’ growth and learning. Participants highlighted the Sage Agent’s
role in encouraging communication and social interaction, particularly for those who were shy
or reluctant to engage with others. The mentoring role of the Sage Agent was crucial in helping
participants develop their skills and confidence.

"The experience when I used the AI companion was insightful. The companion gave
me wise and thoughtful advice, and sometimes it was very helpful for me." - P15

Bystanding as a Reminder. Some participants viewed the Sage Agent as a bystander who
guides them from the sidelines, serving as a moral compass without directly involving themselves
in the story’s journey. This perspective sees the Sage Agent as a reminder, helping participants
navigate morally ambiguous or challenging scenarios. The Sage Agent’s feedback encouraged
ethical decision-making and helped participants resist temptations.

"I am [trying] some dark spells and dark hours, and the sage continuously reminds me
not to put myself in dangerous situations. So, I think it will help me to resist temptation."
- P5
"The sage’s page and the comments that the sage provided at every step were something
that reminded me of my abilities. " - P14
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Companioning as an Encourager. Beyond functional guidance, the Sage Agent played a pivotal
role in fostering a sense of companionship and support. Participants appreciated the emotional
connection, feeling heard and valued through their interactions with the Sage Agent. This sense of
companionship enhanced the overall experience, making it more engaging and reflective.

"I think he encouraged me, it’s the most important thing. It helped me with it. [He was]
convinced that my words [are] really contained, someone is listening to my words." -
P1
"The Sage Agent always praises my choice [...] It will encourage people like [those],
[who] are shy or are unwilling to talk with others, it can encourage [them] to talk with
others and get [their] own points." - P2

Evaluating as an Assessor. From the viewpoints of some participants, the Sage Agent also
served as an evaluator, providing feedback and assessments that helped participants understand
the consequences of their actions. This evaluative role encouraged participants to think critically
about their choices and their impact on the narrative.

"The sage always told me what I did well and when I did badly. Additionally, my sage
encouraged me by saying that my cooperation with others was good, and I felt great
about that." - P13
"After I have a conversation and then finish it, Sage provides a corresponding evaluation.
It assesses whether the outcome of my conversation is more meaningful or potentially
harmful. I think this kind of summary is quite good, especially compared to scenarios
without a Sage Agent." - P7

5.4 SimuLife++ for Narrative Transportation and Non-Cognitive Skill Reflection
In the first theme (Section 5.1), we highlight the role of the Sage Agent. In this theme, we examine
the holistic impact of SimuLife++ on narrative transportation and non-cognitive skill reflection,
particularly focusing on the extent to which these influences can be applied to real-life situations
or assist in reflecting on real-life behaviors (e.g., decisions and conversations made in the past).
Narrative Immersive and Transportation. From the perspective of narrative immersion, a

key component of narrative transportation, participants consistently reported the engaging and
immersive nature of the interactive storytelling in SimuLife++. The dynamic narrative design
captivated participants, allowing them to lose track of time and remain voluntarily engaged. This
high level of engagement effectively immersed participants, fostering a sense of temporal flow and
sustained interest.

"I found I could easily immerse myself in it [the interactive storytelling], and time flew
by. I spent 40 minutes without really feeling the passage of time [even though I] could
exit immediately when I wanted to." - P8

Context-Aware Practice for Experimental Learning. In SimuLife++, interactive storytelling
not only entertains but also enhances non-cognitive skills that can be practiced within the system.
Participants found the system effective in creating a dynamic and immersive environment that
required them to communicate and collaborate with others to overcome challenges. Some scenarios
closely resembled real-life situations, facilitating practical skill development.

"In the first part of the story, it asked me to find the locations of the Horcruxes and
the number [of them], but I do not have enough information about where to start.
So, I should communicate with other teammates, and they will give me some useful
information about where to start." - P5

18



Social Life Simulation for Non-Cognitive Skills Learning Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY

Connection with Real Life. Despite the fictional nature of the stories, participants found
significant connections to real-life situations. The interactive storytelling in SimuLife++ prompted
profound self-reflection, especially during challenging scenarios. One participant emphasized how
the decisions they were required to make necessitated consideration of their real-life characteristics
and modes of self-expression. By integrating self-reflection and alignment with real-life traits into
the decision-making process, SimuLife++ effectively supports participants in developing a deeper
understanding of themselves and their behaviors.

"As I said, the [decisions] that I needed to make required me to think about myself
and how my character expresses. This is especially true in challenging situations.
For example, a decision forced me to reflect on my characteristics in real life. For
instance, if I’m a calmer, more conservative person, I should [choose] one decision,
and otherwise, I should take another. This was the aspect that reflected some of my
real-life characteristics." - P14

Emotion is a key aspect linking the story to real life. Participants noted how the interactive
storytelling in SimuLife++ effectively engaged their emotions by presenting various choices. One
participant shared that the story’s requirement to choose between good and bad options resonated
with their past experiences, triggering emotional responses and reflections on real-life decisions.

"From the beginning of this story, it was really interesting and it involved my emotions
when I saw I needed to choose between good and bad choices... I have had some
experiences like that in the past, andwhen I saw those choices in the story, I remembered
those experiences and it triggered my emotions." - P15

Adaptiveness of the Narratives for User Response. Participants highlighted the adaptive
nature of SimuLife++, noting that the system dynamically adjusts to their responses, thereby creating
a personalized and resonant experience. By enabling participants to connect the narrative with
their personal histories, the system fosters a deeper level of engagement and self-reflection. This
adaptability is a key strength, ensuring that each participant’s journey is unique and meaningful,
tailored to their individual reactions and experiences.

"I think eventually it gets to a point where the participant [will] find the plot [that]
really resonates with their past, and try to dive deep into that. So, I think this is the
strongest [aspect] of the system because it’s adaptive to how the participant reacts to
it." - P6

However, some participants felt that the predefined storyline created a sense of constraint.
While the AI characters are designed to chat with participants along a specific narrative, this can
sometimes feel restrictive. Participants observed that the characters in SimuLife++ often nudged
them back onto a specific storyline, designed to adhere to particular topics or narrative paths. One
participant noted that this guidance made them aware of a predefined way of behavior and oversight
behind the characters’ actions. By incorporating characters that guide participants along predefined
storylines, SimuLife++ ensures a cohesive and directed narrative experience. This approach helps
maintain thematic consistency while still allowing for participant engagement and interaction
within the story.

"I find that the characters try to nudge me back onto a specific storyline that I suppose
you have probably designed in the back end that it should stick to a particular topic or
line of the story. And in that case, I could feel there is a predefined way of behavior, or
[oversight] behind these kinds of characters." - P6
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5.5 Social Interaction and Conversation With AI Characters
Participants highlighted the value of interacting with AI characters that possess distinct personal-
ities, motivations, and beliefs. Engaging with these diverse perspectives allowed participants to
think critically about their decisions and the consequences that followed. Unlike direct comments
from the Sage Agent, this approach might be beneficial to a deeper cognitive engagement and
self-reflection. For instance, P6 reflects on their experience with the Witcher story in SimuLife++,
recalling a scene where multiple agents with different personas interact around a campfire. The
participant was particularly struck by how each character’s unique beliefs influenced their per-
ception and subsequent decision-making. This interaction demonstrates that diverse character
perspectives not only enrich the narrative but also encourage participants to consider these beliefs
in their real-life choices and behaviors.

"I chose the Witcher story. I remember there was a scene where multiple agents with
different personas. I was sitting around the campfire and talked to each other. What left
a strong impression on me is that each of the persons has their own beliefs, which has
an effect on my perception of and also the choice I made later on after the exchange of
opinions with the characters." - P6

However, some participants observed that the AI characters in SimuLife++ are consistently
positive and lack the emotional depth of real people. They note that these characters often use
predictable phrases such as "indeed" or "fantastic" and tend to follow the participant’s lead without
expressing their own viewpoints. This feedback suggests that while the AI characters are polite
and agreeable, they could benefit from more authentic emotional expression and independent
perspectives to enhance the realism and depth of interactions.

"The AI characters are always good and nice. It’s not like real people, as they don’t
have too [many] emotions. I can pick out certain modes of their words. Like they will
always give me a word like indeed or fantastic something like that. And they will
always follow what I say but it’s not like they are expressing their own point." - P2

Participants emphasized the importance of balance in the number of characters involved in group
interactions within SimuLife++. They found that engaging with two or three characters provided a
more immersive and engaging experience compared to interacting with a single character, which
felt less engaging. However, too many characters can create confusion. This insight highlights the
need for careful design in interactive storytelling to ensure optimal engagement and clarity for
participants.

"Group chatting was good. In the instances where we had to make a decision and I had
to interact with different characters, I think there should be a balance in the number
of characters involved. If there are too many, it can become a little confusing. On the
other hand, when there’s only one character, it’s less engaging than when there are two
or three characters. Having two or three characters feels more like you are [immersed]
in the story, more so than talking to just one." - P14

Participants noted that after posting a sentence, all AI characters in the group respond simulta-
neously, making them feel more like story facilitators rather than active participants. Specifically,
when they ask a question, multiple AI agents respond with follow-up questions at the same time,
causing confusion about which one to address. Additionally, the length of some replies makes
it difficult for participants to follow, leading to a sense of being lost during the interaction. This
feedback suggests that the current system design could be improved by staggering AI responses
to create a more natural and interactive dialogue, thereby enhancing the participants’ sense of
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engagement and involvement in the narrative. Streamlining and managing the responses from AI
agents would improve clarity and engagement in the dialogue.

"It seems that after I post a sentence, everyone [AI character] in the group will post
their words at once. I become a story facilitator rather than an interaction." - P3
"I was asking a question, but three of the agents asked me follow-up questions. And
I’m not sure which one I should respond to. Sometimes the reply also gets a little bit
too long, and I just get lost during the reading." - P6

A major issue identified when interacting with multiple AI characters is that they tend to engage
in their own conversations, effectively excluding the participant from the interaction. This leads to
the AI generating numerous statements simultaneously, leaving no opportunity for the participant
to contribute. This feedback highlights the need for the system to better manage AI interactions,
ensuring that the participant remains an active and integral part of the conversation. Addressing
this issue is essential for creating a more inclusive and engaging experience for participants.

"With multiple AIs, I encountered several obvious issues. One issue is that these AIs
would engage in their own conversations, and once they start talking among themselves,
they completely exclude me... They generate over a dozen statements at once, without
any room for me [to participate in]." - P11

6 DISCUSSION
6.1 LLM-enabled Interactive Storytelling for Skill Development, Guided by an AI Sage
Our quantitative and qualitative findings suggest that SimuLife++ enhances reflection on non-
cognitive skills. Participants’ interview feedback revealed several contributing factors: the genera-
tion of story content based on decisions and conversations, the characters’ reactions embodying
distinct personas, the emotional engagement triggered by role-playing that connects with real-life
experiences through narrative transportation, and the influence of the Sage Agent. This is aligned
with previous research findings that digital storytelling significantly improves social-emotional
learning skills and creative writing [120]. Our results provide new empirical understandings about
the effect of group chat and a new AI role, the Sage Agent, who further promoted the interactive
storytelling process.
The efficacy of most interactive storytelling involves interplay among characters’ persona,

narrative plot, and users’ role-playing. For instance, we found that persona is very important for
users’ perception and engagement of storytelling. Pera et al. already highlight the role of compelling
personas in engaging users and enhancing narrative experiences [95]. However, previous studies
haven’t extensively explored the role of a Sage Agent in reflecting non-cognitive skills in storytelling.
Our research highlights the need for context-specific guidance from the Sage Agent, supporting
Turner et al.’s emphasis on context-mediated behavior for intelligent agents [119]. Context-aware
personalization is key for effective narrative interventions, aligning with personalized prompting
[37] and "just-in-time" strategies in behavioral support [102]. The Sage Agent’s role in providing
encouragement and reflective narrative summaries could enhance engagement and learning. Future
research could focus on the Sage Agent’s design, determining effective implementation moments
and methods. Exploring a question-driven versus comment-based Sage Agent, and comparing
"just-in-time" intervention with constant presence, could offer insights into effectiveness and user
preferences in narrative processes.

6.2 Design Implications
6.2.1 Integrating Human-Like Characters and Social Norms in Digital Social Simulations. Our inter-
view results suggest that characters should be developed with more well-rounded personas and
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social relationships. we believe it is important to build more dynamic interrelationships among
characters, pre-setting their social roles and relationships. Their social roles and relationships,
encompassing various degrees of friendship, rivalry, and other dynamics, could influence the agents’
responses and communication tone. Additionally, building on previous research, relationships can
change depending on the context. For example, existing collaborative or conflictual relationships
tend to foster future interactions of the same nature, while diminishing the likelihood of forming
relationships of a different type [114]. In the future, we aim to design character agents that can form
and evolve relationships based on conversations and narrative decisions. If the characters’ personal
relationships vary during storytelling, it could enhance learning. For example, the protagonist
might help someone who previously wronged her, leading to a friendship. This could transform
the character from being irritable to gentle, illustrating dynamic character development.

Additionally, our qualitative findings suggest AI characters should have emotional intelligence.
This is an echo to existing work that deems that agents should respond to emotional states in the
chats for empathetic interactions, as suggested by Chaves et al. [23]. We believe that equipping
agents with an emotional model would allow for a range of emotions, deepening social connections
and mirroring human social dynamics. The Media Equation theory [97] suggests that people
view computers and media as social actors, tending to assign human characteristics to agents. In
the future, we could design agents with human-like needs, such as hunger and health, to create
more dynamic and realistic characters. These needs would influence their behaviors and decisions,
with factors like health affecting their decision-making and social interactions. Prior research on
"Humanoid Agents" [124] indicates that including basic needs, emotions, and relationships makes
agents behave more like humans. Incorporating these aspects is crucial for realistic social life
simulation.

Incorporating social norms into the SimuLife++ platform might enhance the realism and commu-
nity engagement of the user experience. Although only a few participants directly mentioned this
point in our interviews, some of the feedback indirectly relates to it. For example, comments were
made regarding aspects like jail and escaping from jail after interacting with the story Shantaram.
Drawing inspiration from resources like NormBank [138] and studies on online health communities
about modeling social roles [129], we can embed situational social norms into the platform to
create a more authentic and dynamic social environment. For instance, in a virtual marketplace
scenario, integrating norms for appropriate buyer-seller interactions can help guide users toward
more realistic and effective social conduct. By tailoring these norms to different scenarios and
contexts, the platform might be able to promote positive community engagement and foster a
more engaging and immersive user experience. Additionally, assigning varied social roles, such as
seekers, providers, welcomers, and storytellers, enriches community dynamics, and might allow
users to engage in activities that align with their roles, fostering a sense of belonging and active
participation. It’s essential, however, to ensure inclusivity and cultural sensitivity in the portrayal
of these norms and roles, avoiding stereotypes and biases.

6.2.2 Expanding to Challenge Real-Life Social Scenarios, Such as Conflict. LLM could have more
potential for general social skills training [130]. As reported by some participants in the inter-
view, our current story plot is relatively smooth, involving teamwork but seldom includes social
conflict. The integration of real-life scenarios, such as conflict resolution, is crucial for enhancing
learning, as indicated by Zins et al. [139]. Specifically, conflict is a crucial element in interactive
storytelling platforms like SimuLife++, where it serves as a catalyst for character development
and user engagement. By confronting conflicts, users gain valuable experience in resolving issues,
from interpersonal disputes to existential threats. This process helps users to learn effective com-
munication strategies and make moral choices, enhancing their overall experience. For example,

22



Social Life Simulation for Non-Cognitive Skills Learning Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY

the Rehearsal system allows users to practice conflict resolution realistically [105]. Additionally,
conflicts in SimuLife++ add emotional depth and realism, mirroring real life’s conflicts. They make
stories more immersive and impactful, fostering investment, critical thinking, and empathy. Users
learn to understand different perspectives and consider their actions’ consequences. However,
conflict must be balanced with story coherence and user enjoyment. Conflicts should be relevant
and meaningful, not overwhelming, and consider user diversity for accessibility and engagement.

6.2.3 Enhancing User Agency with Storyline Visualization and Control of Narrative Structure. Our
study reveals a user preference for more control in story progression, with a desire for greater
influence over scene selection, pacing, and plot impact. This aligns with Aarseth’s emphasis on user
agency in narratives [1] and Laurel’s focus on user-driven narratives [67]. Balancing AI guidance
with user autonomy, as discussed by Mateas and Stern [78], is vital in interactive storytelling.
Adapting decision complexity to match individual preferences, reflecting Mirvis’s theory of flow
[83], is key for optimal user engagement and user agency. Enhancing future system versions with
storyline visualization could offer users a visual representation of narrative changes in response to
their decisions. This feature helps users understand the overall plot and their impact on it, increasing
their sense of agency. Possible formats include flowcharts, mind maps, or interactive graphs, aiming
to provide a comprehensive view of the story’s trajectory. Taking cues from Ogawa and Ma [91]
and StoryFlow [76], we can employ advanced techniques for better depicting complex narrative
relationships. This is especially useful for narratives with multiple storylines and characters, aiding
users in understanding element interconnections and guiding story shaping. Adding storyline
visualization to an adaptive narrative system enhances user control and ownership. It lets users see
the consequences of their choices on the plot and characters, facilitating informed and meaningful
decisions. Extending this with an editable, interactive storyline allows users to construct and
customize the plot non-linearly. Blythe et al. support this concept, noting that well-crafted research
fiction enhances reflection and learning [12]. Integrating storyline visualization and editing tools
can create a personalized and engaging storytelling experience.

6.2.4 Enabling Multi-players Co-Interaction. Our current system only supports single-player use,
but we can make the system support multi-player use. Some participants asked us that since
this system simulates a social scene, why not just allow multiple users to participate at the same
time. Such a transition to supporting multi-player use aligns with the growing emphasis on social
interactivity in digital environments. As mentioned by Pearce [94], we believe that multi-player
platforms can enhance the realism of social simulations, offering more authentic experiences. These
platforms provide opportunities for collaborative and competitive interactions among players,
echoing the findings of Ducheneaut et al. [34], who observed the emergence of community and
shared purpose in multiplayer online games. Further, introducing multiplayer mode introduces
unique challenges and complexities, such as managing conflicts and accommodating diverse play
styles, as discussed by Castronova [20]. These dynamics could be crucial for a comprehensive
understanding of human behavior and social interactions in digital settings. The system’s capability
to model and simulate these interactions can be informed by the work of Bainbridge [6], who
emphasizes the importance of virtual environments in studying social phenomena. Furthermore, we
could explore whether users can distinguish between AI characters and human-played characters
when both are involved in the same setting. In the future, we might also investigate human social
behaviors in environments where multiple humans and AIs interact and converse.

6.3 Future Study to Understand the Potential of Sage Agent
While the Sage Agent seems to have been introduced based on feedback from the Initial Design, we
acknowledge that the impact of mentor feedback on non-cognitive skill improvement in traditional
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communication settings has been studied. However, in our context, the AI mentor is relatively new
and has a lot of new possibilities that could be further explored. Our exploration into the roles of
Sage Agent within interactive storytelling platforms reveals significant potential for enhancing
the learning experience through human-AI-AI interaction. To further our understanding of Sage
Agents, we propose a series of empirical investigations. Specifically, we could explore how varying
the type and amount of information provided by Sage Agent affects user experiences. For exam-
ple, investigating the impact of Sage Agents with different personality traits and their effects on
user engagement and learning outcomes could yield valuable insights. Currently, our Sage Agent
communicates in a relatively direct manner. Direct communication or feedback can sometimes
harm self-esteem and foster a negative mindset [86]. Therefore, we might design the Sage Agent’s
communication style based on Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT) [46, 65]. For instance, consider
a scenario where the role-played character, Mike, consistently enters his mother’s room without
knocking, showing a lack of respect for her privacy and personal space. The Sage Agent could say
something like, "Mike, imagine your room is like a special castle, and every castle has a drawbridge.
Now, think of my room as my castle, just like yours. When you want to visit someone’s castle, you
have to knock on their drawbridge before crossing it, right? One day, a brave knight named Mike
wanted to visit his mother, the queen of her castle. But instead of knocking on her drawbridge, he
charged right in without warning! The queen was startled and felt her castle wasn’t safe anymore.
She kindly asked the knight, ’Dear Mike, next time, could you please remember to knock on my
drawbridge before entering?’ The knight realized his mistake and understood that knocking on the
drawbridge was like saying ’Hello, may I come in?’ It showed respect for the queen’s castle and
made her feel valued. From then on, every time Knight Mike wanted to visit the queen’s castle,
he made sure to knock first, making their kingdom a happier and more respectful place." And
we could compare the differences among various types of intervention or persuasion. Another
experimental design could involve varying the information density and complexity presented by
the Sage Agents and measuring corresponding changes in user cognitive engagement and satis-
faction. Drawing on principles from cognitive load theory, which emphasizes the importance of
balancing information presentation to avoid overwhelming users, we could further understand
how to maintain engagement and facilitate deeper narrative involvement [113] while providing
information oriented towards non-cognitive skills learning.

6.4 Ethical Concerns
Analyzing user interaction data revealed some participants role-playing as "bad people," making
harmful choices or being rude to AI characters. This observation is not uncommon, as prior
research has found that some users engage in emotionally charged and sensitive conversations
with chatbots, including discussing experiences related to abuse and depression [69]. To ensure
the safety and privacy of users, the interactive storytelling system should have clear protocols for
handling sensitive information, especially that related to self-disclosure information, including
measures to keep it confidential and de-identified [68]. As our interactive storytelling system could
be perceived as the expansion of Conversational AI (CAI) systems, privacy, security, and trust
perceptions need to be evaluated for real-world application as Leschanowsky et al. discussed [72].
In addition, this behavior prompts questions about user motivations and the ethics of interactive
storytelling. It’s crucial to consider if such actions signify deeper psychological needs or frustrations.
Our current participants are screened for mental health issues, a challenging requirement in real-
world deployment. We also need to be more cognizant of the story settings. For instance, feedback
from a participant highlighted the necessity of carefully handling sensitive themes: "Some biases,
privacy, ethical considerations can be sensitive topics brought into the storytelling. For example in
the prisoner/mafia one they brought in Bombay which was okay but just some careful considerations
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on how far to take it before it becomes a sensitive topic." This concern echoes the discussion of
ethical storytelling practices that respect cultural and social sensitivities in the prior work [70, 109].
Ensuring that storytelling approaches are mindful of ethical considerations and cultural contexts is
crucial for maintaining the integrity and impact of narrative-based interventions [43].
The ethical implications of using Large Language Models (LLMs) in interactive storytelling

systems and AI mentorship for non-cognitive skills need to be considered. LLMs, while powerful,
can sometimes generate biased or inappropriate content based on the data they were trained on
[8]. This raises concerns about the potential for these models to perpetuate harmful stereotypes or
misinformation [125]. It is imperative to implement rigorous filtering and moderation mechanisms
to monitor and mitigate these risks [44]. Transparency about how the models function and the
sources of their training data can help build trust and allow users to better understand the potential
limitations and biases of the system [84]. Additionally, the ethical use of AI in educational settings,
such as AI mentorship for non-cognitive skills, should be carefully evaluated to ensure that these
systems do not inadvertently reinforce existing inequities or overlook the nuanced needs of diverse
learner populations [99]. Designers and researchers should prioritize users’ mental and emotional
well-being, designing systems that foster healthy interactions. We should consider implementing
features like behavior guidelines, empathy-promoting prompts, or reportingmechanisms for abusive
interactions. This approach will contribute to a safer, more responsible interactive storytelling
experience.

6.5 Limitations
Our study was limited to a single intervention, which did not allow us to determine the long-term
effects of the system. Due to the lack of longitudinal study, our current research primarily explores
user perspectives on their experience with LLM-based agents and their views on learning non-
cognitive skills reflection. We acknowledge that this study does not provide concrete evidence
that users have improved their non-cognitive skills, which often require longitudinal studies
and varied assessment methods to capture accurately [52, 54]. It is essential to understand if the
benefits observed are transient or enduring to evaluate the system’s sustained impact effectively.
For future research, longitudinal study designs are recommended to assess the long-term effects of
the system. Such studies would provide valuable insights into the intervention’s lasting influence
and how it performs across various settings. Incorporating more robust evaluation techniques,
such as pre-and post-intervention assessments, control groups, and long-term follow-up studies,
would provide more definitive evidence of the impact on non-cognitive skills [62]. Currently, the
absence of follow-up interviews to gauge users’ post-intervention status represents a limitation,
as it impedes understanding of how individuals with low self-esteem may respond to behavioral
control challenges post-intervention. Such individuals may experience self-disappointment and
blame, potentially leading to decreased motivation to re-engage with the system and adapt to new
challenges. Furthermore, our reliance on the OpenAI API, as opposed to a more tailored or fine-
tuned model, may have affected the quality of stories and conversations generated by the system,
potentially diminishing the user experience. Future iterations of the system could benefit from
the development and integration of a fine-tuned model to enhance narrative and conversational
quality.

7 CONCLUSION
We have designed and developed SimuLife++, an interactive platform that plunges users into a
variety of social scenarios, positioning them as the protagonists to experience and interact. This
platform is designed to enable users to navigate through stories, make decisions, and engage in
deep conversations with AI characters. Guided by a "Sage Agent", users are encouraged to reflect
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on non-cognitive behaviors. With a Sage Agent, participants demonstrated increased motivation,
improved self-perceptions, and enhanced resilience & coping abilities. We also found that while
the Sage Agent could enhance narrative and conversation immersion, it still requires more context-
specific guidance and user control as per the qualitative analysis. Interview results from participants
revealed that the Sage Agent assisted in decision-making, ethical dilemmas, and problem-solving,
while also indicating a need for enhanced user control and balanced responses from multiple
characters.
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A APPENDIX
A.1 JSON Schemas for Prompt Response
The JSON response schema provides several benefits. It eases response parsing by eliminating the
need for custom functions and reduces parsing errors, as responses are in a consistent format. For
instance, generating character data for a story plot, including plot, keywords, names, personalities,
descriptions, and social media posts, sees error rates drop from about 80% with plain text to under
5% with JSON.

1 {
2 keywords: "forgiveness , unexpected friendships , vibrant backdrop",
3 story: "You have been in Mumbai for several years now , working as a doctor in

the slums and trying to make amends for your past. One day , you receive a
call from an old friend , Raj , who is in trouble with the mafia. He begs for
your help , knowing that you have connections. As you weigh your options , you
reflect on the unexpected friendships you have made and the vibrant backdrop
of Mumbai.",

4 question: "Will you help your friend Raj?",
5 option_1: "I can't risk getting involved with the mafia again.",
6 option_2: "I owe it to Raj to help him out of this situation.",
7 option_3: "I'll try to find a safer way to assist Raj without directly

involving myself with the mafia."
8 }

A.2 Prompts for LLMs
A.2.1 Prompts for Story Generation. Prompts were crafted for SimuLife++’s scalability, focusing
on: (1) adding new story scripts, and (2) multiple plot experiences within a script. Templates are
customized with script metadata upon selection. For script events like decision-making or chats,
relevant templates are populated with metadata and sent to "gpt-3.5-turbo." Take "Shantaram" for
example.

1 {
2 username = "Lin"
3 script_name="Shantaram"
4 character_list = [
5 {
6 name: "Lin",
7 description: "The protagonist , an escaped Australian convict seeking

redemption in the
8 slums of Mumbai.",
9 url: "/shantaram/ch_lin.png",
10 },
11 ]

The "wrap_prompt_head" template configures "gpt-3.5-turbo" for story generation in role-playing
games. It prefixes user prompts with instructions, defining the model’s role as a creative assistant
for generating random follow-up stories.

1 def wrap_prompt_head(prompt):
2 return "You are a story generator for a role -playing game. The user plays the

main character , and you create random follow -up stories , to help the user
experience the entire narrative. This is the story of the user: " + prompt

The "ask_story" function generates a continuation of a story. It takes a username and instructs
the model to generate a story’s next part, incorporating 3 to 5 relevant keywords within 70 words,
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in the second person perspective. The output is in JSON format, ensuring structured, consistent,
and brief content.

1 def ask_story(username):
2 return """ Using the preceding story , generate the next storyline with 3 to 5

story -relevant keywords in 70 words in the second person 's view. Present the
outcome in JSON format with the following structure:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 }}""".format(username=username)

A.2.2 Prompts for Decision Making and Story Continuation. The "ask_options" function creates
decision-making elements in interactive stories. It generates a new story segment, up to 70 words,
with 3 to 5 keywords, from the second person’s view, upon receiving a "username". It uniquely offers
the user three choices, each under 30 words. The narrative, keywords, and options are formatted in
JSON, enhancing user engagement and providing a clear structure for interactive storytelling.

1 def ask_options(username):
2 return """ Using the preceding story , generate the next storyline with 3 to 5

story -relevant keywords in 70 words in the second person 's view. Include
decision -making choices for {username} with three options , each not exceeding
30 words. Present the results in JSON format as follows:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 question:
9 option_1:
10 option_2:
11 option_3:
12 }}""".format(username=username)

The "continue_options" function processes user decisions in storylines. It requires a "username"
and "choice" (the user’s decision). Its main function is to guide the model in advancing the story
based on the user’s selected path indicated by "choice".

1 def continue_options(username , choice):
2 return """{username} made his choice as: {choice }. Generate the next

storyline with 3 to 5 story -relevant keywords in 70 words based on
{username}'s choice in the second person 's view. Present the outcome in JSON
format with the following structure:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 }}""".format(username=username ,choice=choice)

A.2.3 Prompts for Characters and Conversation. The "ask_character" function enriches interactive
storytelling by adding a new character. Taking "username" as input, it continues the story with
3 to 5 keywords in a 70-word, second-person segment. It focuses on character introduction and
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development, requiring the model to create three social media posts that showcase the character’s
personality. Outputs, including story, character details, and posts, are formatted in structured JSON.

1 def ask_character(username):
2 return """ Using the preceding story , generate the next storyline with 3 to 5

story -relevant keywords in 70 words in the second person 's view. Include a
character that {username} is going to converse with. Define the relationship
between this character and {username} and provide the character 's first
sentence he/she said to {username }. Additionally , create three social media
posts for the characters to reveal their personality. Present the results in
JSON format as specified:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 character_name:
9 character_description:
10 character_personality:
11 relationship:
12 first_sentence:
13 post_1: %content%
14 post_2: %content%
15 post_3: %content%
16 }}""".format(username=username)

This prompt configures the "gpt-3.5-turbo" API for individual chat settings. It generates a scene-
setting string for a role-playing conversation between the user and an AI agent, using a multi-line
string defined with triple quotes.

1 def get_chat_background(username , character_name , personality , prompt):
2 return """ You are a role -playing agent. Now you should play the character:
3 {character_name }. The user will be: {username }. You job is to have a

conversation with {username} as if you are the {character_name} in the
following story. This is your personality {personality }. Your response should
be less than 30 words. The following is the story background of how
{username} meet {character_name} in {username}'s view:

4

5 Background Story:
6 {prompt}""".format(username = username , character_name=character_name ,
7 personality=personality , prompt=prompt)

The "end_conversation" function in the "gpt-3.5-turbo" toolkit concludes user-character interac-
tions in story environments. It takes "messages", "character_name", and "username" to format the
dialogue within the story context.

1 def end_conversation(messages , character_name , username):
2 return """ This is the conversation {username} had with the character:

{conversation }. Using the preceding story and conversation , generate the next
storyline with 3 to 5 story -relevant keywords in 70 words in the second
person 's view. Present the outcome in JSON format with the following
structure:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
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8 }}""".format(username=username ,
conversation=str([ PromptTemplate.map_messages(message ,

9 character_name , username) for message in messages [1:]]))

The "ask_groupchat" function for "gpt-3.5-turbo" creates multi-character dialogues in stories. It
takes "username" as input and forms a group conversation with 3 to 5 characters, each having a
defined relationship to "username". The function requires brief descriptions (up to 30 words) of
each character’s personality traits.

1 def ask_groupchat(username):
2 return """ Using the preceding story , generate the next storyline with 3 to 5

story -relevant keywords in 70 words in the second person 's view. Include a
group conversation involving 3 to 5 characters for {username} to converse
with and specify each character 's relationship to {username }. Exclude
{username} from the list. For each character , provide a brief 30-word
description and personality traits. Also , include a first sentence for the
conversation , spoken by a character other than {username }. Present the
results in JSON format as follows:

3

4 Example format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 character_list:
9 [{{" character_name ":"Ron", "relationship ":" friend to Harry",

description :"A
10 young good man", "personality ":" humorous "}},
11 {{" character_name ":" Hermone", "relationship ":" friend to Harry",

description:
12 "A smart wizard", "personality ":"warm , nice"}},
13 ]
14 first_sentence: {{" speaker ":"Ron", "content ":"Hi, Harry "}}
15 }}""".format(username = username)

The "get_groupchat_bg" function in the "gpt-3.5-turbo" toolkit generates elements like "user-
name", "script", "character_list", "messages", and "chat_background".

1 def get_groupchat_bg(username , script , character_list , messages ,
chat_background):

2 return """ You are an AI conversation agent facilitating a role -play scenario.
The user , referred to as '{username}', is part of a narrative outlined in
'{script}'. They interact with various characters listed here:
'{character_list }'. Based on the existing dialogue '{messages}' and the
context provided by '{chat_background}', continue the conversation by
generating responses for at least one character from the list. Note that you
are not creating responses for '{username}'. Format the AI-generated
character responses in JSON , following this example structure:

3

4 Example format:
5 {{
6 conversations:
7 [
8 {{" speaker ":"Ron", "content ":"Hi, harry. This is Hermione ."}},
9 {{" speaker ":" Hermione", "content ":" Nice to meet you ,

Harry ."}},
10 ]
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11 }}""".format(username = username , script=script ,
character_list=str(character_list),

12 messages=str(messages), chat_background=chat_background)

The "end_groupchat" function continues story generation after a user’s group chat, basing the
next plot on the conversation’s content.

1 def end_groupchat(messages , username):
2 return """ This is the group conversation {username} had with the characters

in the story: {conversation }. Using the preceding story and conversation ,
generate the next storyline with 3 to 5 story -relevant keywords in 70 words
in the second person 's view. Present the outcome in JSON format with the
following structure:

3

4 Desired format:
5 {{
6 keywords: <comma_separated_list_of_key_words >
7 story:
8 }}""".format(username=username , conversation=str(messages))

A.2.4 Prompts for Sage Agent. To provide users with a sage agent to give comments on users’
actions, we use "gpt-3.5-turbo" to generate comments in a given sage’s tone. The following setting
will be combined with stories or user input to generate a response.

1 def get_sage_setiings(widget_name):
2 return """ Your task is to write a comment in 30 tokens for user input to

help users reflect on their non -cognitive skills in decision -making or
dialogue while aiding in the development of these abilities. It would be
ideal to also make users aware of which non -cognitive skill needs to be
enhanced. You should write in the tone of {widget_name }.
""".format(widget_name=widget_name)

A.2.5 Summarization. To manage the input length limit, we use a summarization technique. After
generating enough story plots or reaching a length limit, we request "gpt-3.5-turbo" to summarize
the oldest plots. Here’s the summarization function:

1 {
2 def summarize_prompt(prompt):
3 return "Summarize the story in 150 words: " + prompt
4 }
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