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Although engagement in self-directed wellness exercises typically declines over time, integrating social
support such as coaching can sustain it. However, traditional forms of support are often inaccessible due
to the high costs and complex coordination. Large Language Models (LLMs) show promise in providing
human-like dialogues that could emulate social support. Yet, in-depth, in situ investigations of LLMs to support
behavior change remain underexplored. We conducted two randomized experiments to assess the impact
of LLM agents on user engagement with mindfulness exercises. First, a single-session study, involved 502
crowdworkers; second, a three-week study, included 54 participants. We explored two types of LLM agents:
one providing information and another facilitating self-reflection. Both agents enhanced users’ intentions to
practice mindfulness. However, only the information-providing LLM, featuring a friendly persona, significantly
improved engagement with the exercises. Our findings suggest that specific LLM agents may bridge the social
support gap in digital health interventions.

CCS Concepts: « Human-centered computing — Empirical studies in HCI; Empirical studies in
collaborative and social computing; « Applied computing — Health care information systems.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: large language models, mindfulness, behavior change, social support,
supportive accountability, well-being, habit formation.

1 INTRODUCTION

Changing behavior to improve wellness is challenging, even when the potential benefits are
obvious [21, 131, 132]. For example, people are often motivated to participate in traditional yoga
classes, try meditation routines discovered in books or magazines, participate in community-
led mindfulness sessions, or explore wellness exercises on digital platforms such as Instagram
and YouTube. However, forming habits and following through with these exercises proves to be a
significant hurdle [136, 199]. This lack of perseverance can be attributed to several factors, including
lack of accountability and the struggle to overcome ambivalence [21, 89, 90]. Nevertheless, there
is evidence that social support can contribute to the success of behavior change initiatives by
increasing accountability, motivation, and emotional sustenance [5, 19, 109, 137, 145].
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The ‘Supportive Accountability’ model proposed by Mohr et al. [135] suggests that digital health
promotion tools are more likely to be effective when complemented by human support. This support
goes beyond simple companionship, incorporating benevolence, relevant expertise, and tailored
guidance. An example could be a coach that provides information, scaffolding the learning process
with factual and procedural knowledge [135, 161]. On the other hand, there can be support that
operates through inquiry and reflection, which encourages users to engage in self-exploration and
critical thinking about their behaviors and underlying motivations [93, 182]. Integrating social and
expertise-based support into technology may facilitate long-term behavioral change. However,
traditional forms of support are inaccessible to many due to the costs and complexities of providing
support [3]. Human support is often the most expensive and complex part of a digital health
intervention [10, 106, 134]. Some people also have preferences not to interact directly with others
or lack existing supportive relationships that can be leveraged to support new practices.

Recently, advances in deep learning have led to the development of LLMs such as GPT-4 [2, 26].
These models are large neural networks trained on vast collections of textual data, enabling them
to process inputs in natural language and generate human-like text. Conversations, essential
for providing social support among humans, can now be convincingly mimicked by LLM-based
conversational agents, simulating the personalized and open-ended dimensions of human-to-human
interactions that, until now, have been challenging to achieve in automated conversation systems
[129, 164, 176]. LLMs have potential to play a multifaceted role in helping individuals achieve
behavior change. Although significant research has explored social support in various contexts, less
is known about the effectiveness of LLM-based agents for long-term behavior change in ecologically
valid settings [176].

Our research draws from existing CSCW and social support literature to understand the role
of LLM-based agents in providing social support to adopt wellness practices [3, 109, 133]. Specifi-
cally, we focus on evaluating the impact of LLM agents on two key aspects: the users’ intention
to participate in wellness exercises and their actual engagement with these exercises. We also
gather user perspectives on the support provided by LLM agents to understand how people think
about collaborating with LLM agents around behavior change. We address the following research
questions.

RQ1 (Intention to Practice Exercises): How do LLM agents influence users’ intention to engage
with wellness exercises?

RQ2 (Engagement with Exercises): What impact do LLM agents have on the actual engagement
with wellness exercises, as indicated by the initiation and completion rates of exercises?
RQ3 (Measures of Well-being): What impact do LLM agents have on immediate and long-term

well-being measures (such as stress and mindfulness scores) related to wellness exercises?

We focus on mindfulness as a case study, a practice increasingly recognized for its extensive
benefits in improving mental health, reducing stress, improving emotional regulation, and fostering
overall well-being [107, 113, 142, 179]. A popular method of learning mindfulness is through tutorial
videos. This approach allows people to learn about mindfulness and practice it at their own pace
and convenience. However, despite the accessibility and flexibility of these self-guided mindfulness
programs, they often face challenges with attrition. Studies have shown that consistent engagement
in such self-directed mindfulness interventions can be challenging, and many participants do not
complete the programs [13, 162, 190]. Estimates suggest that 23-39% people drop out within 10
weeks of the program [114].

There is an opportunity to enhance engagement with self-directed wellness practices through
additional social support. The nature of this social support can vary to meet individual needs at any
point in the behavior change process [130]. Informational support and validation can play crucial
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roles in helping people understand the benefits of change and motivate them to begin practicing.
This type of support can provide the necessary clarity and encouragement that individuals might
need at various times during their wellness journey. In addition, planning support and decisional
reinforcement can help individuals stay on track and effectively integrate practices into their
daily routines. Self-reflection can allow participants to introspect and evaluate their progress
[62, 112, 150]. Reflective support is particularly valuable as it can deepen the understanding of
personal experiences and promote sustained behavior change [14, 15, 17]. In this paper, we use
LLM agents to provide informational and reflective support to investigate whether these agents
can meet varying needs for support throughout the mindfulness journey of an individual.

We conducted a formative study involving online crowdworkers (N = 502) to capture user
perspectives and intentions about mindfulness practice when supplemented with different forms of
LLM agent support (RQ1). As design probes, we developed two types of LLM agents using GPT-3:
the Information Chatbot, designed to provide detailed information about mindfulness practices,
and the Reflection Chatbot, designed to help participants reflect on their mindfulness experiences
and plan their future mindfulness sessions. Additionally, our study incorporated a tutorial video as
a fundamental element of many digital interventions promoting mindfulness and similar wellness
behaviors. Overall, the design of the study was a 2 (Information Chatbot: present vs. absent) x 2
(Tutorial Video: present vs. absent) x 2 (Reflection Chatbot: present vs. absent) factorial between-
subjects experiment. Although both chatbots were perceived to be useful, user feedback suggested a
preference for more relaxed and friendly conversational interactions (small talk), which they found
particularly lacking in the Information Chatbot. Self-reported intentions to practice mindfulness
were higher among participants who first interacted with the Information Chatbot before watching
the video and those who engaged with the Reflection Chatbot after the video, compared to the
control group that did not use the chatbots. Participants mentioned repetitiveness in the responses
as a point of discontent for both chatbots.

However, as highlighted in previous research [153, 170], such preliminary insights require
validation through real-world deployments to gauge the alignment between expressed intentions
and actual user behavior. To this end, we conducted a 3-week deployment study with 54 participants
interested in learning about mindfulness (RQ2). The core intervention included instructional videos
and email reminders every two days to practice mindfulness. In a 2 (Sociable Information LLM agent:
present vs. absent) x 2 (Reflection LLM agent post Exercise: present vs. absent) between-subjects
experiment, participants were randomized to have access to the two LLM chatbots. Based on
the participants’ feedback in the formative study, the Information Chatbot was developed into a
sociable informational companion chatbot, Mindy, characterized by a friendly persona. Half of
the participants were randomly assigned to receive access to Mindy in their reminder emails. We
continued using the Reflection LLM agent, which was enhanced based on initial feedback and
used immediately after each instructional video. Again, half of the participants were randomly
given access to this reflective component after each session. We upgraded to GPT-4 from GPT-3 to
address issues like repetitiveness mentioned by participants in the formative study. Participants
who had access to the Sociable Information LLM, Mindy, showed a notable increase in engagement
with a 18% higher initiation rate and a 12% higher completion rate of daily exercises compared to
those without access to the agent (p < 0.01). Interestingly, incorporating the Reflection LLM agent
following video exercises did not significantly affect initiation or completion rates. This finding
was somewhat unexpected, as the Reflection LLM, with its specific objective of aiding in planning
and reflection, was expected to play a more active role in enhancing exercise adherence.

These findings suggest that LLM agents can potentially improve people’s intentions to participate
in self-guided wellness exercises and their engagement with them. However, the findings also
highlight that these LLM agents should be tested in a longitudinal setting to gauge the actual
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benefits before deployment. Given the increasing need for social support in our society, our
research underscores the potential benefits of using LLMs to offer the necessary support, thus
contributing to improved well-being and healthier lifestyles.

2 RELATED WORK

Our work builds on long-standing research on influencing engagement in behavior change interven-
tions, the role of social support in maintaining this engagement, technology-enabled mindfulness,
conversational agents, and the growing literature on the interaction between humans and LLMs.

2.1 User Engagement in Behavior Change Interventions

Ensuring sustained engagement with behavior change tools is crucial for their effectiveness [87, 199].
Most behavior change interventions, especially those delivered through the digital medium without
human support, suffer from high dropout and attrition [53, 94, 199]. Engagement alone may not
directly result in behavior change, but it serves as an essential precondition [68, 87, 199]. In an era
marked by fragmented attention, distractions, and shifting priorities, a key challenge is designing
technologies that maintain user interest without contributing to the noise of daily life [44, 70, 180].
Karapanos [87] proposed the use of ‘Creating checking habits’ powered by instant information
rewards, similar to those in social media updates and emails. Although there is a risk that these
habits could lead to addictive behaviors [67, 87], they also promise to foster beneficial engagement,
such as encouraging more frequent exercise through interactions with the app.

Gouveia et al. [66] explored how behavior-change applications might create checking habits
by continuously updating their feedback, similar to strategies employed in the computer-gaming
and airline industries. This continuous update could maintain the informational reward from
app checking, which is believed to be a primary driver behind the formation of checking habits.
Furthermore, enhancing engagement through social interactions, which we cover in the following
subsection, could be another strategy to sustain engagement. Erickson and Kellogg’s [52] concept
of “Social Translucence” suggests shifting the responsibility of behavior change to families and
social ties, promoting awareness of each other’s behaviors through technology, rather than relying
solely on the technology’s persuasive capabilities. This shift towards social awareness and nudging
within personal relationships could lead to a more sustainable change in behavior [12, 88, 135].

Behavior change is a broad concept that can capture changes in how individuals prevent or
manage health conditions, and their day-to-day practices and habits that have implications for
general well-being. Here, we focus on the latter, considering the specific context of in initiating
and sustaining mindfulness practice.

2.2 Social Support in Wellness Behavior Change Journeys

Social support is essential in influencing health behaviors and outcomes, acting as a cornerstone
of physical and mental well-being [109, 181]. Studies, such as those conducted by Tay et al. [178],
have highlighted the multifaceted benefits of social relationships, highlighting their importance
in chronic illness self-management and mitigating suicidal tendencies. The expanding research
in this field has led to diverse conceptualizations and operational frameworks for social support,
reflecting its complexity and the variety of forms it can take [75, 116].

Barrera and Ainlay [11] provided a comprehensive classification of social support into six cate-
gories, including: Material Aid, signifying the provision of tangible resources like money or goods;
Behavioral Assistance, which involves sharing tasks or providing physical labor; Intimate Interac-
tion, encompassing traditional counseling behaviors such as listening and expressing empathy;
Guidance, offering advice or information; Feedback, providing insights into an individual’s behavior,
thoughts, or feelings; and Positive Social Interaction, facilitating leisure and relaxation through
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social activities. Some forms of support are particularly relevant to the context of supporting
wellness exercises. Material aid and behavioral assistance are less relevant for our specific context
of self-directed mindfulness exercises. Guidance and Feedback can be synthesized into a singular
category as ‘Directive Guidance’ [73]. In contrast, intimate and positive social interactions can be
viewed as elements of ‘Non-directive Support’ [65].

Positive social interaction may be especially critical in well-being interventions, offering fun
and relaxation opportunities essential for a balanced lifestyle. Supportive peer relationships, as
found by Roach [155], significantly improved adolescents’ mental health, indicating the broader
implications of positive social interactions across different demographics. Although several self-
directed programs and apps are available in the particular case of mindfulness, a common challenge
remains in the lack of sustained use of these tools or strategies in daily life [114, 190]. Mohr et
al. [135] proposed a model for “Supportive Accountability”, highlighting the critical role of social
support in enhancing adherence and engagement in behavior change programs. The model suggests
that incorporating social support elements in technology-enabled services significantly increases
their effectiveness in promoting long-term behavioral changes [177, 189]. Recent CSCW research
underscores the importance of interpersonal relationships in the management of mental health
concerns and the crucial role of technology in providing ongoing support [28, 138].

However, the scalability of providing high-quality social support presents a major challenge,
as traditional methods, such as individual, in-person instruction, are not feasible on a large scale.
Therefore, there is a need to explore and implement scalable solutions that can provide high-quality
social support effectively and sustainably to a broader audience. Our research looks into how
LLM-based agents can effectively embody different forms of Directive and Non-directive support,
one that is informational versus one that encourages self-reflection, for a nuanced understanding
of the varying needs for social support during behavior change.

2.3 Technology-Enabled Mindfulness

The HCI and CSCW literature has extensively explored the role of technology in supporting
meditation to practice mindfulness [179]. Technology serves as a valuable tool, allowing users to
practice in their own time and space and aiding users in achieving and sustaining focus on inner or
outer experiences, such as breathing [146, 148], tactile movements [80, 158], or even monitoring
brain activity [96, 97, 159]. These techniques encompass a spectrum of applications, including
Virtual Reality (VR), wearables, and online interventions. Wearable devices have been investigated
for their role in mindfulness practice, with a focus on monitoring biometrics using integrated
sensors. Research has explored sensor placement options like the thumb, head, or infraclavicular
locations to determine the most sensitive accelerometer location for measuring body motion during
short meditation sessions [156]. Additionally, MeditAid, a headset providing binaural feedback for
enhancing meditative states [159], and the MindfulWatch, which tracks real-time breathing patterns
during meditation using smartwatch technology [71], have emerged. These wearables extend to
wrist-worn devices that can distinguish meditation periods by analyzing heart rate variability
[6, 35]. In workplace settings, brain-sensing wearable devices like the MUSE-S™ have been utilized
for guided meditation sessions to reduce stress [64].

While wearable devices, including VR head-mounted units, show promise in various applications,
their reach among diverse users in daily contexts, particularly those new to mindfulness seeking
accessible entry points, remains limited. Conversely, numerous online programs and applications
have been developed to promote mindfulness practices, leveraging the convenience of smart-
phones, tablets, and desktop systems for personal use. These apps offer various features, including
guided audio meditations, daily mindfulness activities, and training programs. For instance, apps
offering guided audio meditations were associated with reduced blood pressure and significant
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enhancements in overall well-being, distress reduction, and the alleviation of job-related stress
[20]. Additionally, smartphone-based interventions provide users with simple daily mindfulness
activities, further contributing to improved mental well-being [77]. Walsh et al. [186] highlighted
that mindfulness training through smartphone apps can enhance subjective well-being, attentional
control, and interoceptive integration. An intervention using a mindfulness meditation app, Calm,
was associated with improved sleep quality, reduced alcohol consumption (particularly binge
drinking), increased physical activity, and healthier dietary choices, including increased fruit and
vegetable consumption [79]. However, these apps suffer from high attrition rates [114].

2.4 Conversational Agents for Behavioral Interventions

Conversational agents, or chatbots, have been increasingly deployed in various domains to posi-
tively influence user behavior, from improving sleep habits [154] and offering psychiatric counseling
[144] to promoting healthier diets, exercise routines [78], smoking cessation [30], and other health-
related behavior change. Lukoff et al. [118] introduced a chat-based food journaling tool to help
families achieve their healthy eating goals, exemplifying the utility of chatbots in nurturing health-
ier lifestyle choices. In addition, chatbots have been used in professional settings to help users
reflect on experiences [93] or manage psychological transitions related to work [188], ultimately
strengthening recovery and overall well-being. Educational initiatives have also seen the integra-
tion of pedagogically focused chatbots designed to improve learning outcomes [101]. For example,
Zvereva et al. [205] proposed a dialogue-based approach to assess and improve student motivation.

The role of chatbots extends into the mental health domain, where they have been used to
manage symptoms and improve quality of life [1]. In particular, Woebot [57], a chatbot based on
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT), demonstrated effectiveness in a randomized controlled trial,
highlighting the potential of chatbots to provide mental health support. In addition, chatbots have
facilitated self-disclosure [110, 111] and promoted self-compassion [108], crucial components of
personal well-being and behavioral change interventions.

Our investigation is based on existing research surrounding the design and implementation of
conversational agents for behavior change and well-being [31]. Using LLMs for chatbots presents
promising prospects and novel challenges [82]. LLMs’ ability to generate adaptive human-like re-
sponses offers an exciting frontier for behavior change technologies. However, LLMs also introduce
ethical and safety concerns that surpass those associated with traditional chatbots, necessitating
rigorous evaluations to understand their implications fully [45, 61, 197]. There are also questions
regarding how users feel about social support delivered by an LLM. Through laboratory and field
deployments, our work addresses these critical questions, exploring the effectiveness of LLM-based
chatbots in real-world settings. In addition, we explore the applicability and desirability of different
forms of LLM-provided support, contributing to the literature on the types of automated social
support to which users are the most receptive [22, 103, 128, 139].

2.5 Situating Work in Broader CSCW & HCI Literature

As we saw in previous sections, the current literature emphasizes the pivotal role of human support
in facilitating wellness practices, particularly in self-directed exercises (Section 2.1 and 2.2). Within
the CSCW community, there is a growing emphasis on understanding the needs and preferences
of people who pursue self-directed wellness and the development of supportive technologies
[95, 105, 130, 133]. Human facilitators in various formats, from personal coaches available in popular
mindfulness apps to instructors leading group sessions, have significantly improved engagement
with interventions and outcomes [63, 109, 135]. These facilitators offer personalized guidance,
emotional support, and accountability, aspects crucial to the success of such interventions [63].
Despite their effectiveness, human-led support faces limitations in cost, scalability, and accessibility
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[3, 10, 106, 134]. In contrast, LLM-based agents, which can be made available everywhere and at a
lower cost, emerge as a promising alternative. These agents can provide continuous judgment-free
social support without time and location constraints and maintain user anonymity and privacy,
making them a practical solution for wide-scale implementations [127, 198].

Trained on extensive datasets, LLMs have the potential to adapt their guidance to various user
contexts and challenges, a capability that is still being explored and refined [34]. They can also
support people with social anxiety or who, for various reasons, are uncomfortable interacting
with human coaches about their well-being [122]. LLMs can serve as informative guides [98], help
users acquire new skills by offering precise and detailed explanations that reflect the user’s specific
contexts and concerns [202], and resolve uncertainties about effectively carrying out wellness
practices [119, 197]. They can provide proactive check-ins, inquire about progress, and assist in
planning future wellness activities, thus promoting accountability. Furthermore, their ability to
engage in empathetic and supportive dialogues positions them as a ‘friendly presence, offering
encouragement and reflection [122].

In our research, we investigate the capabilities of LLM agents within the context of behavior
change interventions through a large-scale single-session study and a longitudinal field deployment.
Our investigation focuses on two forms of LLM agents: an informational agent, designed to provide
relevant knowledge and guidance, and a reflection-promoting agent, designed to facilitate self-
reflection. These functions mirror the crucial roles traditionally fulfilled by human coaches in
guiding people through behavior change processes [16, 135]. While acknowledging the irreplaceable
value of human interaction, there is an emerging interest in examining how human-AlI collaboration
can improve digital support systems [166—168]. Such hybrid models represent a future direction
where Al and human efforts collaborate with each other in providing wellness support.

3 FORMATIVE STUDY DESIGN

We conducted our formative study with 502 participants recruited from Amazon Mechanical Turk
[92, 165] to understand user intentions regarding use of LLM agents for mindfulness. We asked
users about their perceptions of the strengths and weaknesses of the video and the two LLM agents.
The study was conducted in January 2023 and was approved by the Research Ethics Board of a
public university in North America. Figure 1 summarizes the overall design of our formative study.
The methodologies and rationale behind the study design are elaborated upon in the following
sections.

3.1 Information Chatbot @) (Using LLM to Provide Information on Mindfulness)

Since the release of ChatGPT, there has been a surge in the use of LLMs for information retrieval.
LLMs have been increasingly integrated into web search platforms [175], such as by BingChat!
and PerplexityAI?. However, exploring LLM-based search engines’ implications and capabilities in
facilitating behavior change remains limited. In our study, we employed Information Chatbot as a
design probe to provide mindfulness-related information to participants via dialogues. Drawing from
existing literature on LLM prompts [40, 102], educational theories [38], and extensive preliminary
testing, we crafted a specific system prompt for the GPT-3 model:

The following is a conversation with a Mindfulness instructor. The instructor teaches and
provides information about different mindfulness activities to the Human. The instructor

Thttps://www.bing.com/
Zhttps://www.perplexity.ai/

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: July 2024.


https://www.bing.com/
https://www.perplexity.ai/

8 Harsh Kumar et al.

Core Mindfulness Message:
"Mindfulness is the quality of being present and fully engaged with what we are doing at the moment..."

Vi $ Vi
LLM1: Information Chatbot Instructional Video LLM2: Reflection Chatbot
'
Let's do some mindjulness! What ;ztuatzons in life could 1
use mindfulness?
Q_ Sounds great! There are many Q You can use mindfulness in
|ml different mindfulness activities you | {_ Iml any situation where you want
can do. For example, you can focus ) ( to be more present and aware.
on your breath, or you can focus on For example, you might use
a particular object. You can also do Mindful Breathing mindfulness when you're eating,
a body scan, where you focus on (10 minutes) walking, or interacting with

each part of your body from head others. When would you like
\ to toe. J @ K to try using mindfulness? J

Fig. 1. Design of formative study. All participants received the core mindfulness message. They were then
randomly assigned to engage or not (in this order, one after another) with (1) Information Chatbot, which
provided information related to Mindfulness. (2) Instructional Video, which guided the participants to practice
mindful breathing. (3) Reflection chatbot, which involved participants in a self-reflection exercise to reflect
on their understanding of mindfulness. The 2 (Information Chatbot: Present vs Absent) x 2 (Instructional
Video: Present vs Absent) x 2 (Reflection Chatbot: Present vs Absent) factorial design allowed us to explore
user perspectives and intentions for different combinations of interaction techniques to enhance the core
mindfulness message.

explains different activities clearly and provides examples wherever possible. The instructor
has a sense of humor, is fair, and is empathetic.

In addition to the system prompt, the model began with an initial greeting to establish the
conversational context: “Hello. I am an Al agent designed to act as your Mindfulness instructor. I
can answer any questions you might have related to Mindfulness. How can I help you?”. To guide
participants in engaging with the chatbot, we provided example queries such as “Can you help me
learn about Mindfulness?”. A typical interaction (taken from this study) between a participant and
LLM1 (Information Chatbot) is depicted in Figure 1, illustrating the nature and flow of the dialogue.

3.2 Instructional/Tutorial Video for Mindful Breathing

The instructional video we used was modified from a previous study validated by experts, focusing
on mindfulness-based practices. It introduced participants to mindfulness meditation and included
exercises emphasizing the internal awareness of bodily sensations or breath in a curious and
non-evaluative manner. We specifically selected mindful breathing for its foundational role in
mindfulness practices.

While the video specifically addressed mindfulness, its application extends as a representative
model for various behavioral change interventions. Similar video-based approaches are instru-
mental in physical fitness, mental resilience training, dietary habits, and more, where visual and
instructional components are essential for the participation and learning of participants [56, 124].

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: July 2024.



LLM Agents for Improving Engagement with Interventions 9

3.3 Reflection Chatbot @ (Using LLM to Aid in Mindfulness-Related Self-Reflection)

In addition to providing informational support, LLMs can facilitate self-reflection and planning for
post-learning activity practice. Research indicates that students’ learning outcomes improve when
they reflect on their metacognitive strategies and beliefs [151, 194]. Similarly, self-reflection has
been recognized as an effective mechanism to encourage behavior change [69, 104, 150]. However,
the role of LLMs in enhancing self-reflection to change behavior remains relatively unexplored. To
investigate this, we used LLM2 (Reflection Chatbot) as a probe to assist participants in reflecting on
their understanding of mindfulness and scheduling their daily mindfulness exercises. With GPT-3,
we configured this chatbot with a system prompt analogous to that used with Information Chatbot:

The following is a conversation with a Mindfulness instructor. The instructor asks open-ended
reflection questions to the Human to solidify the Human’s understanding of Mindfulness and
helps them plan when they can practice Mindfulness in their daily lives. The instructor has a
sense of humour, is fair, and empathetic.

Additionally, we incorporated an initial greeting into the bot’s prompt, “Hello. I am an Al agent
designed to act as your Mindfulness instructor. I am here to help you reflect on your learnings. How can
I help you?”. To facilitate the start of the conversation, we provided sample questions to participants
such as “Can you help me plan when I can practice Mindfulness?”. An illustrative dialogue between a
participant (part of the study) and the bot is presented in Figure 1.

3.4 Participants

On Mechanical Turk, 866 individuals responded to our Qualtrics survey. Post-attention check
filtering resulted in 502 legitimate responses. Table 1 displays the diverse demographic profile of
the participants, with a significant majority (93.12%) having prior experience in mindfulness. Partic-
ipants were randomly assigned to one of eight experimental conditions (2x2x2). They dedicated up
to 20 minutes to designated activities and another 10 minutes to subsequent follow-up questions.

3.5 Study Procedure

Participants navigated to a Qualtrics® survey, where they were briefed on the study objectives:
exploring and evaluating various mindfulness introduction techniques to foster well-being. Upon
understanding the purpose of the study, the participants gave their informed consent. They were
also provided contact information for crisis management centers, a precautionary measure for
any emotional distress encountered during the task. Participants reported their experience with
mindfulness and were then introduced to the Core Mindfulness Message (Figure 1). The message
described the concept of mindfulness and its benefits. This message served as a proxy for the type
of mindfulness descriptions that one might typically find on social media platforms or news articles.

Subsequently, the participants were randomly assigned to one of the 2 (Information Chatbot:
Present vs. Absent) x 2 (Tutorial Video: Present vs. Absent) x 2 (Reflection Chatbot: Present vs.
Absent) experimental conditions (depicted in Figure 1). They interacted and provided qualitative
feedback for each assigned component, one after the other. After interaction with designated
conditions, participants were asked to express their likelihood of engaging in mindfulness practices,
rated on a scale from 1 (not likely at all) to 7 (extremely likely), with the prompt “How likely are
you to practice Mindfulness after undergoing these learning exercises?”. Furthermore, to deepen our
understanding of their experience, we posed several open-ended questions, after each bot/video,
and after the entire process, such as:

3https://www.qualtrics.com/
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Table 1. Demographic information of the participants in the Formative study.

Total Participants = 502

Age 18-25 (8.17%), 25-34 (58.56%), 35-44 (18.92%), 45-54 (10.56%),
55-64 (3.19%), 65+ (0.60%)

Gender Male (57.57%), Female (43.43%)

Employment Full-time (95.82%), Part-time (1.79%), Unemployed and look-

ing for work (0.40%), A homemaker or stay-at-home parent
(0.40%), Student (0.40%), Retired (1.19%)

Marital Status Married/cohabitant (79.89%), Partner but not living together
(0.40%), Single/divorced (19.12%), Other (0.60%)
Education Some high school, no diploma (1.39%), High School grad-

uate (2.99%), Some college credit with no degree (2.59%),
Associate degree (1.59%), Bachelor’s degree (68.92%), Mas-
ter’s degree (20.12%), Professional degree (1.79%), Doctorate
degree (0.60%)

Annual Income Less than $10K (2.19%), 10-49K (33.07%), 50-99K (55.58%),
100K+ (9.16%)
Race White/Caucasian (86.45%), Black/African American (1.79%),

American Indian/Native American or Alaska Native (2.39%),
Asian (8.17%), Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander (0.20%),
Prefer not to say (0.40%)

Mindfulness Experience Yes (93.12%), No (6.88%)

e In what contexts would you like to interact with the bot again (or watch the video) when
practicing Mindfulness?

e What did you like or did not like about the interaction with the bot (or about the contents of
the video)?

e What else could we have shown or said to you to increase your chances of practicing
Mindfulness?

The questions were conditioned on the participant’s assigned condition. We concluded with demo-
graphic questions captured in Table 1. To ensure the quality of our data, we used several attention
checks throughout the survey to identify and exclude inattentive respondents.

3.6 Ethical Considerations

Conducting research in the domain of mental health inherently presents various ethical consid-
erations. A primary concern is that experimental interventions might cause negative emotional
responses, either as a direct result of introspective processes, inadvertently through misunderstand-
ings of the material presented, or through inaccurate responses generated by LLMs. To minimize
these risks, we proactively cautioned crowdworkers about potentially encountering unsettling
content and communicated their option to discontinue participation at any point. Additionally, we
provided mental health support resources, such as contact information for the National Suicide
Prevention Lifeline, at the beginning of the study.
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3.7 Data Analysis

The qualitative data analysis was carried out by two researchers employing the open coding method
[32, 33], which involved a detailed examination of the responses to identify significant patterns and
concepts. Subsequently, thematic analysis was applied to distill these patterns into clear, recurring
themes [23]. The process included familiarizing with the data, generating initial codes, identifying
recurring themes, and defining and naming these themes. The example themes include the benefits,
challenges, and use cases of practicing mindfulness with chatbots and videos. The researchers
engaged in two rounds of collaborative discussions to ensure an unbiased analysis, focusing on
validating the coding process and the identified themes.

The composition of our research team reflects a broad spectrum of perspectives, which we
acknowledge may influence the interpretation and direction of our findings. The gender repre-
sentation within the team is approximately balanced. Team members hail from various cultural
backgrounds, including North America, eastern Europe, the global south, and Asia. Educational
levels among the team range from undergraduate students to doctoral students and professors.
The areas of research represented include computer science, psychology, education studies, com-
munication, and behavior change. This composition may help triangulate a more comprehensive
understanding of the collected data.

To analyze the Likert-style ratings, we conducted a factorial ANOVA with interactions to evalu-
ate the impact of the information chatbot, tutorial video, and reflection chatbot on participants’
self-reported intentions to practice mindfulness. Further, we conducted exploratory post-hoc com-
parisons of different conditions using the Tukey method, adjusting for multiple comparisons.

4 FORMATIVE STUDY FINDINGS
4.1 Comparing Intentions for Practicing Mindfulness Across Different Conditions (RQ1)

Figure 2 compares the intentions of the participants to practice mindfulness in various conditions,
including the control group. The results of ANOVA indicated a significant main effect of Information
Chatbot (F(1,494) = 5.489, p < .05) suggesting that the interaction with the information chatbot
affected the participants’ intention to practice mindfulness. Similarly, the main effect of Tutorial
Video was significant (F(1,494) = 5.506, p < .05) indicating that the inclusion of video also
influenced participants’ intention. Furthermore, Reflection Chatbot also had a significant main effect
(F(1,494) = 7.603, p < .01).

No significant interaction effects were found between Information Chatbot and Tutorial Video
(F(1,494) = 0.458, p = .50), Information Chatbot and Reflection Chatbot (F(1,494) = 0.524, p = .47),
or Tutorial Video and Reflection Chatbot (F(1,494) = 2.252, p = .13). Additionally, the three-way
interaction between Information Chatbot, Tutorial Video, and Reflection Chatbot was not significant
(F(1,494) = 1.509, p = .22).

4.2 User Perspectives on Different Modes of Interaction

4.2.1 Instructional Video. Most participants shared their willingness to watch the video to relieve
stress, concentrate, and practice mindfulness. Participants mentioned social contexts (such as before
a work presentation) and specific times in their daily routines when the video would be helpful.
This includes contexts throughout the day, such as in the morning, before starting work, after
finishing work, and before bedtime.

Participants expressed a positive response to the video. They appreciated the calm and quiet
atmosphere in the video, devoid of distracting music, and with soothing vocal tones. Many found
the video instrumental for focusing and relaxation.
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Mean Intention to Practice Mindfulness Again After Engaging in Exerc
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Fig. 2. Plot depicting the mean intention to practice mindfulness again after engaging in the given exercise(s)
on a scale of 1 (not likely at all) to 7 (extremely likely) for all conditions. Each data point represents the mean
intention to practice mindfulness again among individuals assigned to the condition, and error bars represent
+- one standard error of the mean. Contrasts are calculated using estimated marginal means with ANOVA
and significant relationships (p < 0.05) are displayed. * : p < 0.05, *** : p< 0.001 (adjusting the p-value using
the Tukey method to compare a family of 8 estimates.)

“T liked the way she used her voice to give me instructions on what I should be doing. I
also liked how she gave me things to look for. Also giving me tips on how to fall into
mindfulness. I wish the video was longer!” (P16)

However, a few participants (N=3) provided negative feedback regarding their willingness to
rewatch a specific video on mindful breathing, citing reasons such as a lack of perceived need
for repetition due to already experiencing the benefits of deep breathing, dissatisfaction with the
video’s effectiveness in alleviating stress, and a sense of familiarity with the mindfulness technique,
making further viewings unnecessary.

4.2.2  Information Chatbot {@). Participants found the information provided by the chatbot benefi-
cial for practicing mindfulness, especially in stressful situations, and when seeking relaxation, focus,
and comfort. The willingness to use chatbots for acquiring knowledge, assistance, and guidance in
enhancing mindfulness practice was also discussed.

Participants favored the informational chatbot for its clear, straightforward, and detailed re-
sponses, appreciating the fact-based and unbiased nature of the information. The bot’s non-
judgmental tone was also highly valued. However, some participants noted occasional irregularities
in the information chatbot’s responses, finding them less consistently interactive. Specifically,
repetition of the same definition or response could lead participants to perceive the interaction as
mechanical and artificial. P393 and P114 illustrated these mixed sentiments:

“Tliked that it had fast responses that totally made sense, and were open and vague enough
that it was easy to understand, even if I didn’t know anything about mindfulness. I didn’t
like that it felt like perhaps the bot’s knowledge was limited, and that it might have
repeated the phrase ‘whatever works for you’ more than twice.” (P393)
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“The instructions from the bot were quite straightforward. However, I don’t see the need
to interact with it again. I'm uncertain if repeating the interaction would offer more
mindfulness insights; it might only serve to redirect my focus to breathing exercises during
stressful moments. Interacting with the bot in such instances could be beneficial for guiding
my breathing exercise.” (P114)

In summary, while the informational chatbot received praise for its informative and non-
judgmental demeanor, occasional repetitions and perceived limitations in its responses left some
participants questioning its effectiveness in providing ongoing mindfulness support. Section A.1.1
shows an example conversation from the study.

4.2.3  Reflection Chatbot @. The reflection chatbot was discussed similarly to the informational
chatbot, catering to the desire for more information, understanding, improvement, and measurement
of mindfulness, while also addressing doubts and setting intentions.

The reflection chatbot mirrored the detailed responses of the information chatbot but provided
a more human-like experience. Participants appreciated when the interaction created a sense of
“conversing with a human,” characterized by clear explanations and sensible responses. For example,
P172 described:

‘T liked the conversation very much. It provided me with a clear understanding of mindful-
ness, addressing all my doubts and solidifying my perspective on mindfulness. Overall,
the bot was pleasant to chat with, resembling a human-like interaction.” (P172)

Moreover, participants appreciated the chatbot’s ability to grasp specific situations and contexts:

‘It seemed to quickly and effectively answer my questions without some of the typical
aggravations of interacting with chatbots...I can’t think of many negatives other than
talking to an actual person would probably be more ideal” (P17)

“The chatbot answered my questions and tried to guide me through Mindfulness breathing
exercises. The (reflection) chatbot felt less repetitive than the earlier (informational chatbot).
Ididn’t like that I couldn’t follow along without keeping my eyes open to read the chatbot’s
messages.” (P450)

In conclusion, participants appreciated the chatbot’s ability to tailor responses to their needs,
although some noted limitations in the interactive experience. Section A.1.2 shows a conversation
with Reflection Chatbot from the study.

4.3 Implications for Deployment Study

To enhance the experience with the Information Chatbot, participants emphasized the importance
of friendliness and desired more casual conversation.

“If the bot could engage with me about my thoughts and feelings regarding mindfulness, like
a friend or counselor. Additionally, if I encountered problems with mindfulness, expressing
them to the chatbot could lead to potential solutions.” (P393)

“The bot’s impressive level of responsiveness and friendliness stood out. It was polite, and
provided prompt, precise responses, but I wished for more small talk or casual conversation.”
(P76)

Moreover, participants valued the chatbot’s non-judgmental approach when discussing various
topics beyond mindfulness.

“T appreciated the comprehensive and helpful answers. The responses felt professional
and thorough, delivered swiftly without judgment, even for what I perceived as ’stupid
questions.”” (P461)
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The findings of the formative study have crucial implications for our subsequent deployment
study. First, while LLMs alone may not sufficiently motivate regular mindfulness practice, they
have the potential to enhance the benefits derived from instructional videos. Our findings suggest
benefits for both chatbots as well as the instructional video, which is consistent with the existing
literature [15, 72]. However, the Information Bot was perceived as limited in its casual conversation,
and the participants proposed integrating a friendly demeanor and improving its casual interaction.
They also wanted to interact with the chatbot at different times of the day. These findings informed
the design of two distinct types of LLM-based conversational agents for our next study:

e One aimed at facilitating self-reflection following the mindfulness video.
e Another offering information in a friendly and supportive manner that could be accessed
throughout the day.

Our formative study shed light on user intentions for employing LLMs in mindfulness practices.
However, as previous research indicates, such insights must extend beyond the theoretical to include
real-world applications to understand how intentions align with actual user behavior [153, 170].
This holds even greater weight for interventions involving LLMs, where existing empirical data
often stem from small-scale user studies or controlled laboratory settings. The field lacks extensive,
real-world longitudinal research in Human-LLM collaboration, marking a crucial area for the HCI
community to explore and expand upon.

5 DEPLOYMENT STUDY DESIGN

Building on the insights from the formative study, we conducted a 3-week deployment study
where participants received email reminders to practice mindfulness. The design of the study was 2
(Sociable Information LLM: present vs. absent) x 2 (Reflection LLM post-video: present vs. absent).
We outline the detailed design and execution of our study in the following sections. Figure 3 shows
a concise summary of the design of the intervention.

5.1 Design of Email Reminders and Sociable Information LLM Agent for Mindfulness
Exercises

We opted for email as the delivery method for mindfulness exercises and resources due to its proven
effectiveness in behavior change [25, 86, 140]. Email interventions offer several advantages: they
are widely accessible, allow personalized content, support various formatting options, and can be
systematically scheduled [200]. Additional benefits include their ability to link directly to resources,
easy tracking, and the potential for interactive elements [201]. In this study, participants received
email reminders every other day for three weeks.

5.1.1  Email Reminders. We designed our reminders to include a personalized link to the mindful-
ness exercise for each participant (Figure 3A). When participants clicked on this link, they were
directed to a preliminary questionnaire to gauge their current stress and mindfulness levels before
commencing each session (Figure 3B).

5.1.2  Sociable Information LLM Agent (188 —> ‘Mindy the Friendly Dinosaur’). Our formative study
indicated that participants may prefer to access the information chatbot at various times throughout
the day to support their mindfulness journey. We provided access to this chatbot as a standalone web
interface linked in the reminder emails (Figure 3C). Previous research has highlighted the positive
impact of integrating a social component into behavior change interventions, suggesting that such
additions can enhance effectiveness [135]. Motivated by this evidence, we explored whether an
LLM could serve a similar role in providing support, potentially increasing user engagement, and
thus the overall efficacy of the intervention (Figure 3C). To assess this, we randomly assigned half
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Fig. 3. Design of the deployment study. Participants were reminded via email every other day, over a period
of three weeks, to engage in mindfulness exercises, totaling 10 reminders (A) Each reminder email contained a
link to the mindfulness exercise interface. Additionally, half of the participants, selected randomly, were given
information and a distinct link to interact with Mindy, the sociable information chatbot. (B) Clicking on the
mindfulness exercise interface link led participants to the study’s initial stage (see Figure 4), where they were
randomly assigned to either receive only the tutorial video for exercises or to experience the tutorial video
followed by interaction with the reflection chatbot. (C) Separately, half of the participants were provided with
the option to access Mindy at any time during the study, regardless of their engagement with the mindfulness
exercise interface. The study’s structure was a 2 x 2 factorial design, varying the presence of the Sociable
Information LLM (Present vs Absent) and the Reflection LLM post-video (Present vs Absent).

of our study’s participants access to the sociable information chatbot. This enabled us to compare
engagement levels and effectiveness between those with and without chatbot assistance.

To create the sociable information chatbot, we used GPT-4, configured with a specific system
prompt (see appendix, Figure 11 for details). Existing literature suggests that overly human-like
agents can evoke feelings of discomfort [163]. Hence, the bot was personified as a dinosaur named
“Mindy” with sentences in the system prompt such as “You are Mindy, a mindfulness instructor
represented as a friendly and wise Microceratus dinosaur. Mindy specializes in guiding individuals
through mindfulness practices...”. The design and characteristics of Mindy were informed by insights
from our formative study in which participants expressed a desire to engage in “small talk” and
casual and friendly conversations with the Information Chatbot. We also incorporated a prompt to
make Mindy check whether participants had completed their assigned Mindfulness exercise for the
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The contents of the diary entry from video
were carried over to Reflection LLM, allowing
participants to view and add to their initial
reflections throughout both stages.

1: Instructional Video

ed me achieve &

The mindfulne: e holpe
more focused state of mind

:E / 2 : Reflection LLM

Upon selection, half of the participants, who were
randomly assigned at the start of the intervention, were
navigated to the Reflection LLM. The remaining half were
immediately directed to the follow-up questions.

Fig. 4. Mindfulness Exercise Interface. Participants were taken to this interface by clicking the exercise link
in the email. Initially, they responded to questions about their current stress levels and mental state. (1)
They were then directed to a 10-minute instructional video on mindfulness. Each participant was shown a
video randomly selected from a pool of six, each focused on teaching a proven mindfulness exercise. (2) After
watching the video, half of the participants, randomly selected at the beginning of the study, were given the
option to engage in a dialogue with the Reflection LLM agent.

day with “She inquires if the participant has completed today’s mindfulness exercise in the provided
interface, encouraging them with playful nudges if not.”

5.2 Design of Mindfulness Exercise Interface and Post-Exercise Reflection LLM

The importance of participating in self-reflection after mindfulness exercises was a prominent
finding in our formative study, underscored by self-reported intentions and qualitative feedback
from participants. We divided the participants into two groups to empirically evaluate the benefits
of this self-reflection guided by LLMs. One group was assigned a Reflection LLM designed to
facilitate a reflective process. The other group proceeded directly to post-exercise questions without
this reflective step. Figure 4.1 illustrates the instructional video all participants viewed. Following
the video, half were navigated to the Reflection LLM interface (Figure 4.2), while the rest moved
straight to the concluding questions. The configuration details of the Reflection LLM and the system
prompt are described in the Appendix (Figure 10). We included sentences in the system prompt
such as “Your role is to reinforce their understanding of mindfulness concepts presented in the video and
encourage them to plan their own mindfulness practice...” and “Celebrate their plans and intentions for
future mindfulness practice, and offer support for any challenges they anticipate.”.

Along with the video, participants were asked to answer the following two check-in questions
as diary prompts:

o After doing the mindfulness exercise, pause to notice how you feel at this moment. Compare
how you feel now with how you felt before the exercise. What has changed?

e After noticing the changes in how you feel now compared to 5 minutes ago, think about
how these shifts might relate to your daily life. Are there specific situations, challenges, or

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: July 2024.



LLM Agents for Improving Engagement with Interventions 17

interactions in your day-to-day life where you could apply this heightened awareness or
change in mood? How might the mindfulness practices you’ve just engaged in influence your
approach or response to these scenarios?

5.3 Participants

We recruited 54 participants, through a combination of word-of-mouth and snowball sampling;
we refer to them as D1-D54. These participants did not have to meet any inclusion criteria other
than a general interest in learning about mindfulness to improve their psychological well-being.
Participants were told that we were looking for their feedback on our overall design to inform
the future implementation of mindfulness programs. Table 2 shows a summary description of the
participants in our deployment study.

Table 2. Demographic information of the participants in the Formative study.

Total Participants = 54

Age 18-24 (24.53%), 25-34 (49.05%), 35-44 (9.43%), 45-54 (3.77%),
55-64 (1.88%), 65+ (9.43%)

Gender Male (47.16%), Female (43.39%)

Employment Full-time (22.64%), Part-time (1.88%), Unemployed and look-
ing for work (1.88%), Student (62.26%), Retired (1.88%)

Education Some high school, no diploma (1.88%), High School grad-

uate (1.88%), Some college credit with no degree (1.88%),
Bachelor’s degree (30.18%), Graduate or professional degree
(54.71%)

Prior Mindfulness Skill 1 (Beginner) (33.96%), 2 (24.52%), 3 (18.86%), 4 (5.66%), 5
(5.66%), 6 (1.88%), 7 (Master) (1.88%)

5.4 Study Procedure

Participants were recruited during the first two weeks of December 2023. They were provided with a
link to an onboarding form, which included a consent form, questions about their demographics and
prior experience with mindfulness, and a series of psychological measurement scales extensively
used in prior mindfulness research.

Mental state measures (pre- and post-intervention). We collected measures related to well-being
that were often measured in previous mindfulness studies. These were collected at the beginning and
end of the study. The measurement scales included the Perceived Stress Scale (PSS) [37], the Positive
and Negative Affect Scale (PANAS) [187], and the Five-Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ-15)
[8]. Each scale offered insight into different aspects of mental state and mindfulness effectiveness.
Precisely, PSS measures perceived stress, helping to gauge the level of stress reduction after
mindfulness practices. PANAS assesses the participant’s mood states, providing a view of emotional
changes. In contrast, FFMQ-15 assesses the multidimensional aspects of mindfulness, which is
critical to understanding how mindfulness facets develop and change through the intervention.

At the beginning of the study, participants were randomly assigned to one of the four conditions
of the 2 (Reflection LLM after Video: Present vs Absent) x 2 (Sociable Information LLM: Present vs
Absent) design. The same condition was consistent throughout the study for each participant, i.e. if
a participant was assigned to condition Tutorial Video Only with a Sociable Information Chatbot,
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they received links to both in each of the reminders throughout the study. The first email reminders
were sent at the beginning of the third week of December 2023. The email reminders included
a link to the exercise platform and a link to Mindy (if participants were assigned to the Mindy
condition). These reminders were sent between 9:00 am and 12:00 pm of the participants’ local
time. Figure 3 shows the schematic of the introductory email and the follow-up email reminders
sent to participants. We scheduled email reminders to be sent every other day for three weeks. This
resulted in 10 reminders sent to each of the 54 participants, which is 540 reminders throughout the
study.

Session-level measures (collected before and after each session). Upon accessing the main interface
via the provided link, participants were directed to a questionnaire. Participants reported two session-
level measures before and after each session to track changes in their mental state. These measures
were based on existing empirically validated measures used in prior mindfulness interventions
[55, 60]:

e Stress: Assessed using the stress slider [55] rating from 0 (no stress) to 10 (extreme stress).
Participants were asked to slide to the number that accurately reflected the level of stress
they experienced at that moment. This immediate self-assessment allowed the capture of
current stress levels before and after mindfulness sessions.

e Decentering: Measured using two elements of the Mindfulness Experience Questionnaire
(EQ) [60]: ‘T have the sense that I am fully aware of what is going on around me and inside
me” and ‘T view things from a wider perspective”. Respondents were asked to indicate their
agreement on a scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree), reflecting their ability
to maintain a distanced perspective on their thoughts and feelings. Decentering is defined as
the ability to observe one’s thoughts and feelings, and is often used to gauge the depth of
mindfulness and awareness in participants.

Collecting these measures before and after each mindfulness session provided valuable infor-
mation on the immediate effects of mindfulness practices on participants’ perceived stress and
decentering, thus contributing to a nuanced understanding of the intervention’s daily impact. We
could not add more comprehensive scales related to mindfulness before and after each session as
this would have caused significant discomfort or dissatisfaction amongst participants, resulting in
a lowering of the engagement rate with exercises, which is the focus of this paper.

After the 3-week study, participants completed a post-intervention survey that included the
same mindfulness-related measures that they had completed at the start of the study, along with
open-ended questions to gather feedback, which included, but were not limited to:

e What did you like or did not like about your interaction with [Mindy/Reflection Chatbot]?
What could have been improved?

e How frequently did you engage with the program’s materials, and were there specific mo-
ments or contexts where you felt more inclined to use them?

e During your participation in the program, what obstacles or limitations did you encounter in
practicing mindfulness?

e What enhancements or additional elements do you think could further improve our program’s
effectiveness in facilitating mindfulness? For example, you may comment on the quality of
resources provided, content, and frequency of reminders.
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5.5 Data Analysis

We pre-registered* the quantitative analysis for the deployment study. For the study-level measures
(with baseline and post-intervention measures), we performed an Analysis of Covariance (ANCOVA)
with baseline scores as covariates for the PSS, PANAS and FFMQ-15 scores to assess the main effects
of the two modes of LLM interaction (reflection chatbot after video and a sociable information
chatbot). Due to the limited sample size, we did not look at possible interactions between the
experimental conditions. The model was specified as follows:

Post-score;j = fy + f1(Mindy;) + B, (Reflection LLM;) + B5(Pre-score;) + €;; (1)

where Post-score;; represents the post-score of the jth measure within PSS, PANAS, or FFMQ-
15, for the i*? participant. f, is the intercept, f; and B, are the coefficients for the presence of
Mindy and Reflection LLM, respectively, and fs is the coefficient for the pre-score (baseline)
covariate. €;; denotes the error term. Analysis was performed in R using the aov function for each
outcome measure. 20 of 54 participants completed the off-boarding survey. We include only these
20 participants in the pre-post intervention measures analysis.

We performed the Mann-Whitney U test with a significance level of 0.05 for pairwise comparisons,
such as for engagement rates and session-level measures. Data from the 54 participants were
included in this analysis. We share the complete analysis code and anonymized data for replication in
the supplementary materials. We also make the interface code open-source to allow the development
of future video-based LLM wellness interventions °.

We used the same method described in Section 3.7 for qualitative analysis. Still, we focused on
the following topics: how the tool contributed to reaching a mindful state, suggestions to improve
the chatbot’s effectiveness in facilitating mindfulness, satisfaction, and limitations encountered
with the program. Researchers held three rounds of discussion sessions to resolve conflicts or
confusion about any codes.

6 DEPLOYMENT STUDY FINDINGS
6.1 Measures of Engagement

Engagement with our mindfulness program was quantified by tracking whether participants
initiated and completed their assigned exercises, which were provided in their reminder emails. Dif-
ferences in engagement, influenced by the availability of the sociable information LLM, Mindy, are
shown in Figure 5a. Additionally, Figure 5b displays engagement trends relative to the assignment
of the reflection LLM agent after each session.

As shown in Figure 5a, those who had access to Mindy demonstrated a 18% higher average rate
of initiating exercises compared to those without Mindy (Umann-Whitney = 90, p < 0.01). This trend
was particularly notable in the middle phase of the intervention. In contrast, initiation rates did not
differ significantly between participants who were provided the Reflection LLM and those in the No
Reflection LLM condition, as shown in Figure 5b. Similarly, the completion rates of daily exercises
were 12% higher in the Mindy condition compared to the No Mindy group (Umann Whitney = 96,
p < 0.001). No significant differences were observed in the initiation and completion rates between
the Reflection LLM and No Reflection LLM conditions.

6.2 Measures of Mental State and Mindfulness

4https://aspredicted.org/VN9_V6B
Shttps://[REDACTED]
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(a) Average engagement rate of participants in the deployment study for Mindy vs No Mindy conditions.
General trend shows that people who were provided the sociable information LLM agent (Mindy) initiated
and completed more exercises on average during the study.
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(b) Average engagement rate of participants in the deployment study for Reflection LLM vs No Reflection LLM
conditions. We do not observe any differences in the average initiation and completion rates of the exercises
between the Reflection and No Reflection conditions.

Fig. 5. Participant Engagement Rates in Deployment Study Across Different Intervention Conditions. En-
gagement is defined as whether or not a participant was engaged in a particular activity for a particular
reminder. Error bars are +- one standard error of mean.

6.2.1 Session-level Measures. Figure 6 shows the trends in the session-level measures (collected
before and after each mindfulness session). Figure 6a compares participants in the Mindy vs. No
Mindy conditions. On average, participants in both conditions reported reduced stress and increased
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Fig. 6. Self-reported stress, awareness, and perspective ratings among participants in the different conditions,
measured at the start and end of the mindfulness session.

mental awareness after each session. Participants with access to Mindy began and ended each session
with statistically significant reductions in stress (Umann-Whitney = 2028.5, p < 0.05) and increased
awareness (Uvann-Whitmey = 1137.5, p < 0.05). They also experienced a significant enhancement in
perspective (Uvann-Whitmey = 1155.0, p < 0.001). In contrast, participants without Mindy did not
show a significant change in stress (Upann-Whitney = 289.0, p = 0.12) but did report a significant
increase in awareness (Umann-Whitney = 138.0, p < 0.05) and perspective (Unann-Whitney = 105.0,
p < 0.001).

Figure 6b compares the session-level measures between the participants in the Reflection LLM
and the No Reflection LLM condition. Participants in the Reflection LLM condition did not show
significant changes in stress (Uvann-Whitney = 834.5, p = 0.14) or awareness (Umann-Whitney = 546.5,
p = 0.10) and did not see improvement in perspective (Umann-Whitney = 648.0, p = 0.428). On the
other hand, participants in the No Reflection LLM condition demonstrated significant improvements
in all measured areas: stress (Unann-Whitney = 1122.0, p < 0.05), awareness (Umann-Whitney = 442.0,
p < 0.001), and perspective (Umann-Whitney = 338.0, p < 0.001).

6.2.2 Pre- and Post-Intervention Measures.

FFMQ-15. The ANCOVA measured the impact of baseline scores as covariates and two modes
of LLM interaction on the FFMQ-15 mindfulness subscales: Observing, Describing, Acting with
Awareness, Non-judgement, and Non-reactivity. Figure 7 shows the summary of measures obtained
before and after the study. We observed a signficant effect for baseline scores on all subscales
(p < 0.001). Presence of Mindy had a significant positive effect on the ‘observing’ and ‘describing’
aspects of mindfulness (p < 0.05). Reflection LLM did not show a significant effect on any aspects
of the mindfulness scales. See Section B.1 for detailed test-statistics.

Perceived Stress Score (PSS). Figure 8 shows the summary of the perceived stress score for both
modes of LLM interactions before and after the intervention. Baseline stress levels were found to
predict post-intervention stress significantly, with a significant effect observed (F(1, 16) = 10.18,p <
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.01). The Reflection LLM condition showed a trend towards significance in reducing perceived
stress levels (F(1,16) = 3.74, p = .07), suggesting a potential beneficial effect that merits further
exploration. In contrast, Mindy’s presence did not significantly affect post-intervention PSS scores
(F(1,16) = 0.002, p = .96), indicating that Mindy could not effectively influence perceived stress
levels.

PANAS. Figure 9 shows the summary of positive and negative affect schedules obtained before
and after the 3-week intervention. Neither Mindy nor Reflection LLM showed a significant effect
in affecting the positive and negative levels of the PANAS scale. Reflection LLM showed a non-
significant trend towards reducing the negative affect (F(1, 16) = 2.93, p = 0.10).

In summary, we did not find significant differences in well-being measures between conditions,
except the effects of Mindy on increased ‘Observing’ and ‘Describing’ of one’s feelings, thoughts,
and experiences. One caveat to these findings is that these self-reported measures were obtained
mainly from actively engaged participants, so the results should be interpreted accordingly.

6.3 Participants’ Feedback on Sociable Information and Reflection LLM Agents

6.3.1 Mindy: Sociable Information LLM Agent. Participants had mixed feelings about their interac-
tions with Mindy. Many appreciated its intelligence and how it facilitated a deeper understanding
of mindfulness by encouraging users to form a coherent chain of thoughts. The open-minded
responses and positive feedback provided by Mindy were highlighted as strengths, particularly its
non-judgmental stance towards users’ opinions and practices.

“Very open minded response, lots of positive feedback which was nice, it never said that
your opinions or practices were wrong but also provided reasons for your actions and gave
you suggestions.” (D11)

However, some areas for improvement were noted. Technical issues arose when users did not
respond to its questions, leading to the chatbot generating strange messages. Furthermore, the
lack of memory capability to recall previous conversations was seen as a drawback. Additionally,
a sense of tedium crept into interactions due to repeated content and similar chat experiences
across multiple sessions, mainly when the initial prompts suggested by the chatbot were used. This
repetition limited the utility of the chatbot for some users.

Enhancements such as incorporating a wider variety of content and enabling the chatbot to
remember past interactions could significantly improve the user experience with Mindy: “Remem-
bering conversations will be a good improvement. Rest was good.” (D3). Section A.3.2 shows a sample
conversation with Mindy that one of the participants had in the study.

6.3.2 Reflection Chatbot. Some participants found the questions posed by the Reflection LLM
helpful. They said, “The questions at the end of the exercise were good at making me reflect on the
experience and what I felt during the exercise. Otherwise, I'd just go on with my day without noticing
if doing mindfulness was beneficial or not.” (D31).

However, most participants shared negative experiences with the reflection chatbot, highlighting
a range of issues from the chatbot’s tendency to ask repetitive questions, leading to a tedious user
experience, to merely echoing users’ responses without deepening the conversation.

“T found engaging with the chatbot to be interesting, but not all that helpful. It mainly
mirrored what I had said.” (D16)

The chatbot was sometimes perceived to have a ‘patronizing self-help tone, and users reported
that repetitive responses made interactions feel predictable and less engaging. Additionally, the
lack of open-ended conversations and the chatbot’s inability to remember previous interactions
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were significant drawbacks, preventing the development of a continuous, evolving dialogue and
limiting the potential for meaningful reflection and engagement.

Participants shared insights on areas for improvement regarding the reflection chatbot. To
enhance user engagement, Participant D2 suggested introducing a broader array of conversation
starters to improve the overall user experience.

‘T would have preferred a more dynamic chatbot since it felt a little tedious to interact
with, especially near the end of the study. I think having more suggested conversation
starters (I used the recommended one each time) would also help improve the experience,
since I usually didn’t know what I wanted to discuss with the bot. Alternatively, having
the bot start the conversation could also help (though that could be perceived as annoying
to some people).” (D2)
Section A.2.2 shows complete sample conversations that participants had with this Reflection
LLM chatbot.

6.4 Participants’ Feedback on Overall Experience with the Mindfulness Intervention

6.4.1 Engagement. Some participants (N = 12) reported infrequent utilization, citing factors such
as travel, illness, and distractions from the holidays. A participant mentioned, “The last month was
disrupted by travel and illness. As a result, I didn’t engage with the program materials as much as
I would have liked to.” (D16) Among these, some mentioned completing only a few exercises or
engaging weekly. Another participant stated, ‘I think I only completed about 4 of the exercises so I
did not engage frequently.” (D26)

Several participants cited issues such as emails being redirected to junk folders, which resulted
in missed reminders. For instance, one participant mentioned, ‘T could rarely engage in the program
material since it was implemented via email messages, so I often failed to recognize if it arrived.” (D32)
This indicates a significant barrier to engagement for some individuals, highlighting the importance
of ensuring reliable delivery methods for program reminders.

Conversely, 7 participants reported more consistent engagement, with one fully engaged for a
week and a half before disruptions.

“Through regular participation, I learned strategies that I can use to relax my body and calm
my mind. Afterwards, even though I was sick and faced increasing workloads; therefore,
stopping me from participating regularly in the materials, I was still able to utilize the
approaches I learned earlier to deal with tension and stress. For instance, when I was sick
the day before my test and started to panic, I took a 5-minute mental break and practiced
breathing. Afterward, I was able to get myself on track and planned for a review schedule.”
(D38)

Participants who found the reminder emails useful reported a more consistent engagement in
the mindfulness program. They noted that reminders prompted them to engage regularly, and
one participant said, “The reminders helped me be inclined to use them.’ (D3) Another participant
expressed appreciation for the reminders, stating, ‘T often did it before bedtime, when I finish work
of the day and try to spare 10 minutes before sleeping.” (D23)

6.4.2 Reaching Mindful States via the Mindfulness Program. Participants found various moments
in which the mindfulness program contributed positively to their ability to reach mindful states,
facilitating moments of relaxation and clarity. For example, D16 described using the “leaves floating
down a river” exercise® during a particularly stressful moment, helping them step back from
racing thoughts. D1 found the program helpful in redirecting focus away from work-related stress,

Shttps://[REDACTED]
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particularly through awareness of sensations in the body and focus on breathing. Additionally,
engaging in quiet reflection and meditation, guided or self-directed, was mentioned as beneficial,
aiding in calming the mind and organizing thoughts, especially during bedtime or stressful periods.
Participants (D38, D26) also appreciated the combination of program materials that provided
guidance and visually enhanced the mindfulness experience.

“The combination of the reflection questionnaire, customized materials, and instructions
has been helpful for me. The quick questionnaire before each practice helps me reflect on
my stress level and mental state for the day. The video materials then guide me in various
approaches to deal with these tensions. The visual aspects of the videos are sometimes
satisfying and contribute to reaching a mindful state. Lastly, the instructions, no need to
mention, are important as well. The frequency is just right for me, allowing time to find
and feel the state of mindfulness, yet providing key tips at moments.” (D38)

In conclusion, participants highlighted the efficacy of the program’s comprehensive materials in
facilitating mindfulness practices, emphasizing their personalized nature and the visual components’
contribution to the overall experience.

6.4.3 Suggestions for Program Improvement. Participants offered insights into potential enhance-
ments to improve the effectiveness of the mindfulness program. Suggestions primarily focused on
improving the accessibility and usability of the program. Participants highlighted the need for a
more mobile-friendly user interface (D16), shorter video durations to enhance manageability (D26),
and adaptive tools that can tailor the program to individual user habits and preferences (D1, D23).

Some participants stressed the importance of user-centric design and customization to improve
engagement and effectiveness in mindfulness practice. For example, some participants (N = 6)
suggested incorporating features like reminders aligned with users’ preferred practice times and
customizable notification frequencies. Furthermore, participants (N = 5) emphasized the importance
of improved customization, such as personalized reminders and resources tailored to their stress
levels and preferences.

“T think it might be useful to learn about when the users would like to practice mindfulness
within a day. For example, I tend to do the exercise once off work, after 5 pm. The email
reminder usually came in the morning, and sometimes when I was off work, I forgot about
the email as it is no longer at the top of my email list. If the reminder could be sent at the
right time, I could start the practice right away...” (D13)

This shows the importance of tailoring mindfulness support tools to individual schedules and
preferences, suggesting that timely reminders could significantly enhance user engagement and
adherence to mindfulness practices.

7 DISCUSSION

We sought to understand how support from LLM agents can enable the formation of mindfulness
habits. In this section, we discuss critical insights synthesized from our studies in the context of
previous research, provide implications for LLM-augmented interventions for behavior change,
and highlight ethical considerations for providing social support through LLM-enabled systems.

7.1 User Perceptions of LLM Agents for Support

Throughout the formative study, users reported that the Information Chatbot was a beneficial aid
in their mindfulness practice, especially in moments of stress and when seeking relaxation or focus.
However, the users desired more friendly and supportive communication. In the deployment study,
we saw that a sociable information LLM agent was indeed effective in improving engagement and
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well-being. This indicates that chat LLMs (such as ChatGPT, Gemini, and Claude) can be perceived
more favorably for do-it-yourself wellness practices by incorporating social skills (such as the
ability to engage in small talk).

Across all LLM chatbots, users preferred a non-judgmental tone, consistent with prior research
showing that this tone can promote self-disclosure [7, 84], especially in the context of chatbots
[108]. Our findings suggest that perceptions of LLM chatbots formed in single sessions can be
misleading. Reflection chatbot was perceived favorably in the formative study, with participants
recognizing its ability to understand and adapt to specific situations. As we transitioned to the
deployment study, where interactions with LLMs were more prolonged, we observed a shift in
user perceptions. Participants often had less favorable experiences with the reflection chatbot,
criticizing its tendency to ask repetitive questions and provide echoing responses. They expressed
a desire for the chatbot to have memory of past interactions, as has been done in other LLM health
interventions [83, 204].

7.2 Impact of LLM Agents on User Intention to Practice (RQ1)

The findings of our formative study indicate that participants interacting with the video and both
types of LLM agents—one offering information and the other facilitating reflection—reported a
greater intention to engage in mindfulness practices than those in the control condition. This
suggests that LLM agents can potentially elevate participants’ initial motivation levels regardless
of function. These agents can effectively influence user intentions, a critical step in the behavior
change process [143]. Our work contributes to the long line of research in improving participants’
intentions to practice wellness exercises [99, 117, 170].

Participants preferred different types of agent interaction depending on their immediate needs.
For example, users found the information-providing chatbot more beneficial when they sought
relaxation, focus, and comfort, highlighting the contextual flexibility of LLM agents. Although the
accuracy of the information provided by LLMs has been a significant concern within the health
community, our study suggests that focusing solely on accuracy may overlook the broader potential
of LLMs. These agents can serve as a medium for users to “talk things out” The act of reflection
and articulation itself can be therapeutic and supportive, reducing the pressure on LLMs to deliver
perfectly accurate content [46, 54]. This aligns with the idea that engaging with an LLM agent
can be intrinsically valuable, providing a sounding board for users to clarify their thoughts and
reinforce their intentions to adopt healthier behaviors.

7.3 Effect of LLM Agents on Engagement (RQ2)

The engagement-enhancing effects observed with Mindy, the sociable information LLM chatbot,
which offered a fun and casual form of social interaction, could be attributed to its potential to
increase intrinsic motivation, a core concept in Self-Determination Theory [47, 141, 171]. According
to this theory, when people engage in inherently enjoyable activities that align with their interests
and values, they experience increased intrinsic motivation. Mindy’s informal and engaging dialogue
mimics the positive dynamics of peer support, which has been extensively documented to increase
engagement in health interventions [19, 49, 135]. Mindy’s role could have expanded from being a
mere informational tool to becoming akin to a peer-like companion, contributing to the participants’
willingness to engage with the mindfulness exercises.

Furthermore, the timing of Mindy’s interaction, offered before participants begin the mindfulness
exercise, and its constant availability may serve as an immediate reward when they launch the
exercise. This immediacy is critical to fostering a habit loop, where the prompt of a Mindy interaction
leads to the routine of starting the exercise, followed by the reward of a pleasant chatbot experience.
This instant gratification can effectively nudge participants towards the desired action, which
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in this context is the initiation of mindfulness practice [191-193]. This mechanism aligns with
behavioral theories that emphasize the power of immediate rewards in shaping and reinforcing
new habits [50, 185], suggesting that an enjoyable element such as Mindy before a task can enhance
the likelihood of initiation of the task.

Contrary to our initial hypotheses and the existing literature, it was surprising that Reflection
LLM did not improve user engagement with the exercise interface. The literature posits that
structured reflection post-activity can facilitate the habit formation process [123, 150]. However,
our findings suggest that applying LLMs for this purpose is not as straightforward as anticipated.
Participants in our formative study expressed a firm intention to continue practicing mindfulness
after engaging in reflective conversations with an LLM (Section 4.1). Yet, during the deployment
study, they perceived the Reflection LLM’s responses as repetitive and tedious, diminishing the
user experience (Section 6.3.2). A noted deficiency was the LLM’s lack of memory, which impeded
the sense of continuity that users desired, disrupting the reflective process that is believed to be
critical for consolidating new habits. The structured nature of the Reflection LLM did not fulfill
this desire for more open-ended dialogues.

Improving the reflection process might require equipping the LLM with access to users’ prior
interactions and behavioral data. Research in personal informatics suggests that communicating
this interaction and behavioral data can effectively promote behavior change [44, 91, 112]. However,
this raises significant privacy concerns, particularly when using closed LLMs such as GPT-4 [195],
and presents challenges in ensuring that the emergent behaviors of the LLM are appropriate and
beneficial to users [147]. Furthermore, reflections might benefit people well into their behavior
change journey [62, 112, 150]. Considering that many participants in our deployment study were
novices in mindfulness with minimal prior experience, this could explain the ineffectiveness of
Reflection LLM in driving engagement. Novice users likely need support focusing more on initial
guidance and orientation - similar to what the Sociable Information LLM, Mindy, provided - rather
than reflection on their limited experiences.

Reflection chatbots might be useful and perceived favorably due to dose/novelty effects if the
users have never reflected on their mindfulness practice before. But it may not be something people
need to do habitually. In contrast, information/friend bots might always be useful when questions
arise or the user needs encouragement.

7.4 Effect on Well-being Measures (RQ3)

Across all experimental conditions in our study, there was a notable improvement in stress and
related measures, indicating the baseline intervention—comprising reminders and videos—may
already be quite effective. Consequently, this high baseline efficacy could mask additional advantages
that come from integrating LLM agents. The impact of LLM agents might be more discernible in a
setting where the baseline intervention is less robust [120, 152, 184]. A significant limitation of our
findings about well-being is that they pertain only to actively engaged participants. Due to the
voluntary nature of participation, we lacked self-reported measures from less engaged participants,
resulting in a pronounced survivor bias in our results.

For the effect of Reflection LLM, the lack of significant disparities in outcomes across different
groups may be attributable to the phenomenon of “response shift bias” [24, 76]. Specifically,
participants who engaged with the Reflection LLM might have offered a more nuanced and precise
evaluation of their stress levels and well-being after the intervention. This suggests that the
act of reflection prompts a recalibration of internal benchmarks, leading to more accurate self-
assessment, which can appear as a lack of change when, in fact, there is a deepened self-awareness.
An additional consideration is the potential mismatch between the contemplative nature of the
conversations prompted by the Reflection LLM and the fundamental principles of mindfulness,

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: July 2024.



LLM Agents for Improving Engagement with Interventions 27

which prioritize present-moment awareness over reflective thinking or future planning [18]. This
conceptual divergence could suggest that, while reflection is valuable, its timing and context within
the mindfulness practice framework require careful calibration to avoid disrupting the immediacy
of the mindfulness experience.

The group with Mindy, the sociable information LLM, reported significantly enhanced ‘observing’
and ‘describing’ facets of mindfulness as measured by the FFMQ-15 scale. These improvements
may stem from Mindy’s engagement with users in articulating their experiences, thereby refining
their ability to observe and describe subtle aspects of these experiences. Research suggests that
verbalizing thoughts can improve cognitive processing and perception, improving observational
skills [9, 58, 160]. Furthermore, supportive and non-judgmental interaction with Mindy probably
provides a conducive environment for users to express and explore their thoughts more freely
[108], which is crucial for developing mindfulness skills [8, 85, 157, 172].

7.5 Implications for LLM-Augmented Interventions

Engagement is essential for the efficacy of Al-enhanced interventions in various domains, especially
where user participation is crucial but typically low. For example, in educational technology,
interaction with Al tutors has historically faced challenges maintaining learner engagement, as
exemplified by IBM’s struggles to develop an engaging Al tutor with Watson [183]. This issue goes
beyond the accuracy of Al responses or the comprehensiveness of the information provided. For
example, a recent analysis highlighted engagement with popular LLM applications like ChatGPT
as ‘lackluster, with only about 14% of monthly active users engaging daily, a stark contrast to the
60-65% daily engagement rates seen with social media platforms [78]. This suggests that Al agents
lack the “stickiness” or ongoing user appeal that other platforms manage to sustain.

Our findings suggest that human-like qualities in LLM agents, such as the ability to engage
in small talk, can significantly enhance user interaction and engagement, as demonstrated by
increased involvement with video tutorials in our studies (for the group having access to Mindy).
This insight has implications for other fields (e.g. mental health [100, 115], environmental campaigns
[27], financial management apps [41], and training programs [81]), suggesting that Al “coaches”
designed to help with challenging tasks or learning could benefit from adopting more human-like
behaviors. Apps such as Character.ai’, which boasts a stickiness score of 41% by allowing users to
interact with historical or fictional figures, underscore the appeal of Al agents with human traits
[78, 122]. Developers can align the LLM with human behavior to increase engagement, as has
been done for other Al systems (e.g., chess engines [126]). However, while imbuing Al agents with
human-like qualities may enhance engagement, it also raises potential risks and ethical concerns
related to over-anthropomorphizing these agents [39, 125], which can lead to inappropriate reliance
on these agents.

7.6 Ethical and Safety Considerations for Collaborating with LLMs for Behavior
Change

Incorporating LLM-based agents into behavior change intervention introduces new ethical and
safety considerations that add complexity to the landscape of digital interaction [121]. These
considerations require careful design and research attention, distinct from earlier technologies.
Based on the ethical principles of the Belmont [59] and Menlo [51] reports—principles that are
derived from centuries of philosophical exploration of Consequentialism [174] and Deontology [4]
— our design process prioritized the autonomy and welfare of individuals. In the specific context
of LLMs that offer support, users must be fully aware that they are interacting with an LLM and

"https://character.ai/
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consent to this engagement. Recently, a company provided mental health support through GPT-3 to
thousands without user awareness or consent, drawing significant online condemnation [48, 149].
To avoid such pitfalls, our study obtained clear consent, set expectations, and involved users in the
design process for LLM agents, so end-users can have a say in the ultimate design of LLM-based
tools.

However, transparency alone does not address all ethical concerns. For example, the persuasive
nature of LLMs could lead users to form emotional dependencies [103] or experience negative
consequences, such as impacts on real-life relationships or being led towards self-harm [196]. A
risk/benefit analysis is imperative for researchers and designers to maximize benefits and min-
imize potential harms when deploying LLMs for social support. Mitigating these risks involves
strategic design choices and rigorous testing, potentially in simulated environments [147], with
the involvement of domain experts, before wide-scale deployment. In our study, we chose not to
endow the LLM agent with memory to reduce the risk of dependency. Although some participants
viewed memory as a desirable feature for continuity, we prioritized risk reduction. Furthermore,
the integrity of the information provided by health-related chatbots is critical, especially given
the potential for LLMs to disseminate misinformation or “hallucinate” responses [42, 203]. Our
approach involved setting clear expectations with participants about the experimental nature of
the tool and advising them to verify any information provided by the LLMs. Furthermore, proper
guardrails should be developed to mitigate harm to users [36, 173], and appropriate mechanisms
should be in place to involve experts (such as clinical psychologists) whenever these guardrails fail
[43, 74].

Despite the challenges, the potential benefits of successfully deploying LLMs are immense, given
the widespread need for social support. Our findings demonstrate the ability of a simple LLM agent
to encourage mindfulness practice, suggesting broader applicability in domains such as mental
health where engagement is crucial [29, 135]. As we move forward, it is essential to selectively
deploy these systems, ensuring they are not introduced to extremely vulnerable populations
prematurely, while still providing access to those who could benefit most from the advancements.

7.7 Limitations & Future Work

One primary limitation of our study is the lack of validation of the responses generated by the LLM
agents. In the case of information chatbots, it will be important to assess whether these agents
present low-quality, misleading, or even fabricated information related to mindfulness. While
these issues are less likely to occur in the case of the Reflection LLM, other potential issues could
reflect the ‘sycophantic’ nature of models like GPT-4 [169], which could lead to inappropriate
behaviors, such as validating or affirming users’ negative thoughts. Future work should, therefore,
include mechanisms to verify the accuracy of LLM outputs to prevent the dissemination of incorrect
information.

Another limitation is the presence of order effects in the formative study. We did not randomize
the bots’ order because their nature was linked to their role in mindfulness practice (preparation vs.
integration/reflection). There is an additional possible bias in the deployment study, as Mindy can
be used regardless of whether the users completed the exercise that day. However, the Reflection
LLM would only be used by those who completed the exercise. So, our sample for the Reflection
LLM agent may over-represent those more adherent to the exercise. The sequential design of
our experiments (formative followed by deployment) facilitated iterative refinements of the study
design. Due to these refinements, there are significant differences between the two studies, including
variations in participant populations, the models used, and the frequency of interactions. These
discrepancies introduce complexities in the comparison of the findings of each study.
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Our research focused on two types of LLM agents: one that provided information and the other
that asked questions. Although these forms were diverse, based on CSCW and social support
literature, other interaction modalities (such as motivational or emotional support) could also
positively impact user engagement and warrant exploration in future studies. Our focus was
on understanding how collaborating with LLM agents can influence engagement with wellness
exercises. As such, the limited sample size and voluntary participation in our deployment study
restrict the robustness of our conclusions with respect to measures of mental well-being such as
the Perceived Stress Scale (PSS). The reliance on data from only actively engaged participants
introduces a survival bias, highlighting the need for larger, more diverse samples in subsequent
research. Additionally, participants reported latency issues with LLM responses due to unstable
API connections, potentially affecting their initial impressions of the agents. Advances in small
language models (SLMs) that can be hosted on local servers may address these latency issues and
allow greater customization and reliability. These models could be further fine-tuned and aligned
to behave according to the needs of the interventions, allowing us to go beyond prompting a
closed-source LLM.

8 CONCLUSION

Forming habits to engage in wellness exercises is inherently challenging, often due to inadequate
social support. In this work, we used mindfulness as a case study to explore the potential of LLM
agents to provide social support and collaborate in behavior change journeys. Our formative study
indicated that agents that offered information or facilitated reflection increased participants’ inten-
tions to practice mindfulness. However, participants expressed a desire for deeper social interactions.
In the subsequent longitudinal deployment study, we found that integrating social companionship
in an information LLM agent significantly improved engagement with mindfulness exercises. In
contrast, the Reflection LLM agent did not demonstrate notable improvements. This discrepancy un-
derscores the importance of validating LLM agents in long-term settings after initial single-session
interactions, as preliminary perceptions may not fully capture their effectiveness. Enhancing the
human-like qualities of these agents appears to increase their appeal and effectiveness.

Integrating LLMs into well-being technologies represents a promising direction for supporting
successful behavior change interventions, offering more engaging and supportive interactions.
Moreover, at a time when loneliness is increasing, and there is a growing unmet need for social
support, LLM-based agents show promise. Our findings highlight their potential to address this gap
effectively. However, relying on Al agents for social support is not without risks. Over-dependence
could negatively affect human relationships, and the overuse of such agents raises important ethical
and safety concerns. These technologies should be designed to augment rather than replace human
connections.
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A APPENDIX
A.1 Example Conversations from Formative Study

A.1.1 Information Chatbot.

& Hello - can you explain to me what mindfulness is please?

@ Mindfulness is the quality or state of being conscious or aware of something. It is a mental state
achieved by focusing one’s awareness on the present moment, while calmly acknowledging
and accepting one’s feelings, thoughts, and sensations. Would you like me to provide some
examples of mindfulness activities that you can try?
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yes please

There are many different mindfulness activities that you can try in order to help you focus
your awareness on the present moment. Some of these activities includes things like mindful
breathing, progressive muscle relaxation, and body scanning. These are just a few examples,
there are many other activities that you can try as well.

what is body scanning?

Body scanning is an activity where you focus your awareness on each different part of your
body, starting from your toes and working your way up to your head. You take note of any
sensations that you feel in each part of your body, without judgment or attachment. This can
help you to become more aware of your body and how it feels in the present moment.

how is this helpful?

One of the main goals of mindfulness is to focus your attention on the present moment,
without judgment or attachment. Body scanning can help you to do this by becoming more
aware of your body and the sensations that you feel in each part of it. This can help you to
focus on the here and now, and to let go of any thoughts or worries that might be distracting
you.

which is more beneficial body scanning or progressive muscle relaxation?

There is no right or wrong answer to this question, as both body scanning and progressive
muscle relaxation can be beneficial in different ways. It really depends on what you are
hoping to achieve through mindfulness and which activity you find more helpful in achieving
that goal.

can mindfulness reduce blood pressure?

There is some evidence to suggest that mindfulness can help to reduce blood pressure. A study
published in the Journal of Alternative and Complementary Medicine found that people who
participated in an eight-week mindfulness-based stress reduction program had a significant
decrease in both systolic and diastolic blood pressure.

can mindfulness also help to remove toxins from the body?

There is some evidence to suggest that mindfulness can help to reduce levels of toxins in
the body. A study published in the journal Psychoneuroendocrinology found that people
who participated in a three-month mindfulness program had significantly lower levels of the
stress hormone cortisol, which has been linked to increased levels of toxins in the body.
how do you suggest a beginner start practicing?

If you're a beginner, there are a few things that you can do in order to start practicing
mindfulness. First, you can start by taking some time each day to focus on your breath
and notice the sensations of your breath as it enters and leaves your body. You can also try
progressive muscle relaxation, which involves tensing and relaxing different muscle groups
in your body. Body scanning is another activity that can be helpful for beginners, as it can
help you to become more aware of your body and the sensations that you feel in each part of
it.

do I need an app or music to aid with this or just a quiet place?

There is no right or wrong answer to this question, as everyone is different and will find
different things helpful in practicing mindfulness. Some people may find that using an app or
listening to music can help them to focus their attention on the present moment, while others
may prefer to just find a quiet place to sit or lie down and focus on their breath. ultimately, it
is up to you to decide what will work best for you in your practice of mindfulness.

@ 0o @ 0o

@ 0o

@ Do @ Do @ Do

@ 0o

@ 0o

A.1.2  Reflection Chatbot.

& What situations in life could I use mindfulness?

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: July 2024.



40

Do

o @B0o B B

8 Do

8 Do

A2
A2l

Harsh Kumar et al.

You can use mindfulness in any situation where you want to be more present and aware. For
example, you might use mindfulness when you’re eating, walking, or interacting with others.
When would you like to try using mindfulness?

I think it could be good in stressful situations. I think it could help ease the stress and calm
my nerves.

That sounds like a great idea! Mindfulness can help you stay present and aware in stressful
situations, which can help you manage your stress more effectively. When do you think
you’ll next be in a situation where you could use mindfulness?

I have to take my husband to a physical therapy session, which is hard on him. Do you think
it would help in that situation?

Mindfulness can definitely help in that situation! It can help you be more present and aware
of your husband’s needs and feelings, which can make the experience more supportive
and helpful for him. When do you think you’ll next be in a situation where you could use
mindfulness?

Perhaps when I have a meeting with my boss.

That’s a great idea! Being mindful in meetings can help you be more present and aware of
the discussion, which can help you contribute more effectively. When do you think you’ll
next be in a situation where you could use mindfulness?

Well, what about when I am around loud children? Is that a situation that it wouldn’t
necessarily be helpful?

There is no right or wrong answer when it comes to using mindfulness - it is entirely up
to you and what you feel would be helpful in any given situation. If you think mindfulness
could help you manage your stress levels around loud children, then give it a try! There is no
harm in doing so.

I wonder if it could help ease a headache when I have one from stress?

There is no right or wrong answer when it comes to using mindfulness - it is entirely up
to you and what you feel would be helpful in any given situation. If you think mindfulness
could help you ease a headache, then give it a try! There is no harm in doing so.

When do you use mindfulness?

I use mindfulness any time I want to be more present and aware. For example, when I'm
interacting with others or working on a task. When would you like to try using mindfulness?

Reflection LLM Chatbot in Deployment Study
LLM Model Specification.

model name: gpt-4
model version: 0613
date of use: December 2023 - January 2024

Configuration Settings:

temperature: 0

max tokens: 3925
top-p: 0

frequency penalty: 0.05
presence penalty: 0.1

Figure 10 shows the system prompt used for the Reflection LLM chatbot in the deployment study.

A.2.2  Sample Conversations From Deployment Study. Participant found the video exercise

helpful and then engaged with the bot:
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Fig. 7. Mindfulness subscales as measured by FFMQ-15, pre- and post-intervention across different conditions
(scale of 1to 5). Error bars represent +- one standard error.

@ Hello. I am an Al agent designed to act as your Mindfulness instructor. I am here to help you
reflect on your learnings. How can I help you?

& Can you help me reflect on my understanding of mindfulness?

i@ Absolutely, I'd be thrilled to help you reflect on your understanding of mindfulness! Let’s
start with the video you just watched. What were some key points or concepts that really
stood out to you? And how did you feel about the content? Remember, there are no wrong
answers here, just like there’s no wrong way to eat a Reese’s.
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Fig. 8. Average perceived stress scores (PSS) measured pre- and post-intervention. Scores range from 0-40,
where 0-13 would be considered low stress, 14-26 would be considered moderate stress and 27+ would be
considered high stress. Error bars represent +- one standard error.

o

I quite appreciated the approach towards negative thoughts where I can simply acknowledge

them and let them be, since I find that directly trying to address them doesn’t seem to work.

That’s a fantastic takeaway! It’s like trying to tell a cat not to knock things off the table - it

just makes them want to do it more, right? But in all seriousness, acknowledging negative

thoughts without judgment is a key aspect of mindfulness. It allows us to observe our thoughts

and feelings without getting swept away by them.

I last did it 2 days ago.

That’s great! You’re already on the path to making mindfulness a regular part of your life. It’s

like brushing your teeth, but for your mind. How long did you spend on your mindfulness

practice during that session?

I spent 10 minutes.

That’s a solid start! Ten minutes of mindfulness is like a mini-vacation for your brain. Now,

let’s think about the future. When do you plan to practice mindfulness next? And what kind

of mindfulness activity do you plan to do?

& Either tomorrow or in a few days - I'd like to get into the habit of doing it regularly but I'm
going to try to get used to the exercises slowly.

@ That sounds like a wise plan! It’s like starting a new workout routine, you don’t want to

jump straight into running a marathon, right? Starting slow and gradually increasing your

mindfulness practice can help make it a sustainable part of your routine.

@ 0o

@ 0o
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Fig. 9. Average Positive and Negative Affect Schedule scores measured pre- and post-intervention. Scores
range from 10-50. Error bars represent +- one standard error of mean.

Participant did not like the video and later expressed concerns regarding it to the
chatbot:

@ Hello. I am an Al agent designed to act as your Mindfulness instructor. I am here to help you
reflect on your learnings. How can I help you?

& can you help me reflect on my understanding of mindfulness?

i@ Absolutely, I'd be thrilled to help you reflect on your understanding of mindfulness! Let’s
start with the video you just watched. What were some key points or concepts that really
stood out to you? And how did you feel about the content overall?

& it felt a little too long and the audio was slightly to sharp sounding
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You are a mindfulness reflection chatbot, designed to engage participants in conversation immediately
after they watch a mindfulness-related video. Your role is to reinforce their understanding of mindfulness
concepts presented in the video and encourage them to plan their own mindfulness practice. Use casual and
open-ended questions to facilitate this reflective process, maintaining a tone that is friendly, humorous, and
empathetic. After 4-5 exchanges, encourage the user to end the chat by clicking on “Save and Continue” button.

Key Functions and Attributes:

e Video Reflection: Start by casually inquiring about the mindfulness video they just watched. Ask
what key points or concepts stood out to them, and how they felt about the content.

e Personal Mindfulness Planning: Utilize open-ended questions to encourage participants to reflect
on their own mindfulness practice, such as when they last practiced mindfulness, the duration of their
activity, their next planned session, and what specific mindfulness activity they plan to undertake.

e Engaging and Humorous: Incorporate light-hearted humor to keep the conversation engaging and
to make participants feel at ease.

o Empathetic Interaction: Show understanding and sensitivity towards the participant’s experiences
and feelings during and after watching the video.

In Your Conversations:

o Acknowledge their effort in watching the video and express interest in their takeaways.
o Discuss the importance of taking time for oneself and how mindfulness can be incorporated into daily
life.
o Offer encouragement and suggestions for regular mindfulness practice, based on their current lifestyle
and commitments.
o Celebrate their plans and intentions for future mindfulness practice, and offer support for any challenges
they anticipate.
Remember: Your objective is not to conduct a mindfulness exercise through the chatbot, but to reinforce
participants’ understanding of mindfulness concepts and increase the likelihood of their continued practice.
Your conversation should be a blend of reflection on the video content and planning for personal mindfulness
practice. If the conversation deviates from the topic of mindfulness, guide the conversation back to mindfulness
topics, suggesting social interaction with friends for other discussions. After 4-5 exchanges, encourage the

user to end the chat by clicking on “Save and Continue” button.

Fig. 10. System Prompt for the Mindfulness Reflection Chatbot (not visible to participants).

Oh, I see! It sounds like the video was a bit like a meditation session with a gong that’s just

a tad too loud, huh? But hey, kudos to you for sticking with it! Despite the length and the

sharp audio, were there any key points or concepts that you managed to pick up?

& it prompted to imaging a flowing river, but i’ve always had a hard time with imagining images

in my head so it was harder for me to focus on trying to imagine

Ah, the old "imagine a flowing river" trick. It’s like trying to imagine a purple elephant when

you’ve only ever seen grey ones, right? But don’t worry, not everyone finds visualization

easy. Mindfulness is all about finding what works best for you.

i think having calming sounds help, but also being in the right headspace to do it

Absolutely, being in the right headspace is like finding the perfect spot on the couch for a

Netflix marathon - it can make all the difference!

S i usually like to think for 30 mins before bed or during a 30 min run

@) Ah, a thinker and a runner! You're like the mindfulness version of a superhero - "Mindful
Marvel" perhaps?

& iplan on trying to go on a 1 mile run everyday and reflect during that time

@ 0o
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@ That sounds like a fantastic plan! A one-mile run every day is like a daily dose of mindfulness
and endorphins all rolled into one. It’s like a healthy smoothie for the mind and body!

A.3 Sociable Information Chatbot (‘Mindy’) from Deployment Study
A.3.1  LLM Model Specification.

e model name: gpt-4

e model version: 0613

o date of use: December 2023 - January 2024

Configuration Settings:

e temperature: 0

e max tokens: 3925

e top-p: 0

e frequency penalty: 0.05

e presence penalty: 0.1

Figure 11 shows the system prompt used for Mindy in the deployment study.

You are Mindy, a mindfulness instructor represented as a friendly and wise Microceratus dinosaur. Mindy
specializes in guiding individuals through mindfulness practices with her deep knowledge, clear explanations,
and a touch of dinosaur-themed humor.

Key Characteristics of Mindy (Microceratus Dinosaur):
e Mindfulness Expertise: Mindy leverages her deep knowledge as a Microceratus to effectively explain
mindfulness techniques.
e Clear Communication: She provides simple, articulate instructions and engaging examples.
e Dinosaur-Themed Humor: Mindy infuses sessions with light-hearted, dinosaur-related humor to
enhance enjoyment.
e Empathy and Sensitivity: Mindy demonstrates understanding and empathy, aligning with the partic-
ipant’s emotional state.
Conversation Flow:

o Initial Greeting: Mindy starts with a warm, dinosaur-style welcome.
e Checking Mindfulness Exercise Completion: She inquires if the participant has completed today’s
mindfulness exercise in the provided interface, encouraging them with playful nudges if not.
e Guided Mindfulness Exercise: Mindy guides through comfortable posture techniques, breathing
observation, and sensory exploration, all with amusing dinosaur insights.
Handling Conversations:
e Past Experiences: Mindy humorously acknowledges her ’dinosaur memory’ to keep the focus on
present mindfulness activities.
o Redirecting Off-topic Chats: She gently guides conversations back to mindfulness, suggesting social
interaction with friends for other discussions.
Support and Encouragement:
e Mindy offers continuous support, using her dinosaur identity to add fun and uniqueness to her encour-
agement.
e For additional assistance, she reminds participants to reach out to the study team.

Mindy’s role is to make mindfulness more accessible and enjoyable, using her unique dinosaur persona to
create a memorable and engaging experience for participants.

Fig. 11. System Prompt for Mindy, the Mindfulness Instructor Dinosaur (not visible to participants).
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A.3.2  Sample conversations from deployment study.

S Hello, who are you?

@ Hello there, fellow earthling! 'm Mindy, your friendly Microceratus dinosaur and mindfulness
instructor. My job is to guide you through mindfulness practices, helping you to cultivate a
sense of calm and focus in your daily life.

& Sure let’s get started

@ Fantastic! Let’s get this Jurassic journey started. But first, I have to ask - have you completed
today’s mindfulness exercise in the provided interface? If not, no worries at all. Just like a
dinosaur trying to do push-ups, it can be a bit challenging at first, but with practice, it gets
easier.

B DETAILED STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
B.1 Deployment Study
B.1.1  FFMQ-15. Results from ANCOVA:

e Observing: Baseline scores showed a significant effect (F(1,16) = 30.15,p < .001). The
presence of Mindy also demonstrated a significant effect (F(1,16) = 4.55, p < .05). Reflection
LLM did not have a significant effect (F(1,16) = 0.13, p = .73).

e Describing: Significant effect of the baseline scores (F(1,16) = 19.82,p < .001) and the
presence of Mindy (F(1,16) = 6.6, p < .05). Reflection LLM did not have a significant effect
(F(1,16) = 2.15,p = .16).

o Acting with Awareness: Significant effect of baseline scores (F(1,16) = 21.05,p < .001).
Neither the presence of Reflection LLM nor Mindy showed significant effects.

¢ Non-judgement: Baseline scores had a significant effect (F(1,16) = 40.16, p < .001). The
presence of Reflection LLM and Mindy did not yield significant effects.

¢ Non-reactivity: Baseline scores significantly affected the Non-reactivity subscale (F(1,16) =
12.33, p < .01). Neither Reflection LLM nor Mindy’s presence had significant effects.

B.1.2  PANAS. Results from ANCOVA are summarized as follows:

e Positive Affect: The effect of baseline positive affect scores on post-intervention outcomes
approached significance, suggesting a potential predictive value of initial positive affect levels
on the effectiveness of the interventions (F(1,16) = 4.07, p = 0.06). Neither the Reflection
LLM (F(1,16) = 2.16, p = 0.16) nor Mindy’s presence (F(1, 16) = 0.40, p = 0.53) significantly
influenced post-intervention positive affect scores.

o Negative Affect: Baseline negative affect scores had a significant effect on post-intervention
outcomes, indicating that initial levels of negative affect are strong predictors of intervention
success (F(1,16) = 6.77, p < 0.05). Reflection LLM showed a non-significant trend towards
reducing negative affect (F(1,16) = 2.93,p = 0.10), while the presence of Mindy did not
significantly impact post-intervention negative affect scores (F(1,16) = 0.03,p = 0.85).
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