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I Abstract

This research aimed to: 1) analyze the latent profiles of learing outcomes among teacher professional students based
on indicators of digital disruption environment perception and artificial intelligence platform utilization; 2) compare differences
in learning outcomes across students with distinct latent digital identities; and 3) examine the relationship between personal
characteristics and these latent digital identity groups. The sample consisted of 528 teacher professional students from higher
education institutions in Bangkok and its vicinity, selected through multi-stage random sampling. The research instrument was
a 6-point rating scale questionnaire with content validity verified by the index of item-objective congruence (I0C) and reliability
confirmed by Cronbach’s alpha coefficient. Data were analyzed using latent profile analysis (LPA), one-way analysis of variance
(One-way ANOVA), and chi-square test. The findings revealed that: 1) The 3-class latent profile model demonstrated the best fit
with the empirical data, classifying students into the basic digital learner group (24.10%), intermediate digital developer group
(44.90%), and advanced digital leader group (31.00%). 2) Learning outcomes significantly differed among the groups, with the
advanced digital leader group achieving the highest mean score, followed by the Intermediate digital developer and basic digital
learner groups, respectively. 3) Year of study and major were significantly associated with the latent digital identity groups.
Specifically, the basic digital learner group primarily comprised 1st-to-3rd-year students, regardless of gender, majoring in general
education and curriculum and instruction. The intermediate digital developer group constituted the largest baseline across all
factors, with the highest density in elementary and early childhood education majors. Meanwhile, the advanced digital leader
group predominantly consisted of 4th-year students majoring in technology, computer science, and science.

Keywords: latent profile analysis, digital identities, digital disruption learning environment, artificial intelligence platform,
teacher professional students
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ansauna Jsaevioudn SndnvalAdvialulasiadamans
psAUszneulilannsoaamoumdodffenld
\dlefiansaunduuuInamsiassiigaduyana
(Person-centered approach) fagmAllAN1ILATIZY
TUslulduela (LPA) wagnnsiasigsidangu (Cluster analy-
sis) WU fseudinisnszaneiunguuns (Latent proﬁtes)
pugULUUNgANSIHTUAnEeiusg i duddy vz
Tlebaldinova et al. (2025) AnwniinfAnwilupdaaniuuay
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Conceptual Framework
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Wnduuudnaes fReldimamegeuiSeuiieuiuuingss
faud 1 nau Tauds 3 ngu dlervuadiuaunguusl
(Optimal number of classes) ﬁaamﬂﬁaﬁﬁuﬁayja@w‘izﬁﬂﬁ
wnfian Tnsfinrsandsidiaanuaenndeaniundnnis
memsﬁmaﬂ Akogul and Erisoglu (2017) loun fudlanseumne
AIC, BIC, uaz CAIC Tnenuusraosiinfiandasdiadiivand
iilan Aanmlunswonnguuds farsanandiaiudy
dasrszminangu (Entropy) Sedosdiandnlng 1.00 (nassid
gousuld > 0.70) Anuhandulunisdayamraiinguusls
e 19gnABaiuEg (Posterior probabilities) Wwawaydngu
vosauntunguwls (Class size) siaslitiosninfosas 5 vos
ﬂa'uéf’gaa'wﬁgwm nInageutedIAy9aia Parametric
bootstrapped likelihood ratio test (BLRT)

TUNDUN 2 NMSIUTHUTBUNAENSNTSeUTsEnInNngy
TUslnduns Lwamammﬂivaqmaw 2 §33ginstuiin
ﬂammwaquﬂﬂﬂmwamu (Class assignment) 21NkUU
$raesimnzauiian Mnduiiniienesivioudsuan
uansnsvesARABF I SHAGNENTSEuS (OUT) Seming
naulushnldursseadinisinseinuwsusiumaies
(One-way ANOVA) LLavmmaaummLL@ﬂ@i’miwﬁé’aﬂiﬁﬁum
VmEJ (Tukeys post hoc test) fisy futiodAgyneada .05

funoudl 3 madesgieruduiusseniednuas
druyanavasin@nuividnasiungusnanualATvausls
sheadinaaeulaauny ilemeuingUszasdder 3

N4
Y
5
Y

=

B an15298 (Results)
Fnsunisiauenanmsiselauwuseanidu 4 nou lne
Haluneuil 1-2 1 JunssenunavesingUsyaadnsided 1
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raluneudl 3 L"fJumﬁ']mumaﬂuaai’mqﬂizaqﬁmﬁ%’aﬁ 2
waznalunauil ¢ Lﬂumsiﬁamumamaﬁmqﬂizmﬁmﬁ%’aﬁ 3
FrvaziBoadeluil
aoudi 1 man1suszfivuazidonuuusiasslusing
LLNeﬁqu'lsauﬁqﬂ
TunssryudnanualAdviavestin@nyivndnag el
suiumsieseiusindulaiionaaeunasiUiouiisuLuy

Table 1
Indicators of Statistical Consistency and Comparison of Latent Profile Models
AlTinmIIaenAaDIN NaIAuaX M IUSU g ULUUTIa09lUs WA
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d1aesdIunaLLEN (Latent mixture modeling) gULUUANA 9
lagfiasunlAsIas UL UIUTINLAANULUTUTIUT W
(Variance-covariance structure) ﬁﬁmaumjmum (Classes)
Faust 284 3 nau Witedumuuuosisenadoatfudeyaids
Uszdnvuaziiamnumnizangegad viunisudananiside
Han1siUSsuisuAriaugenndovasluuTIanlsing
§14 Table 1

RNTEYEEN NG
(Model) (Classes)
Model 1 2 4832.260
3 4507.269
Model 2 2 4767.659
3 NaN
Model 3 2 4248.233
3 4262.170
Model 6 2 3838.294
3 NaN

Entropy
4913.372 4932.372 0.872
4618.265 4644.265 0.831
4874.386 4899.386 0.866
NaN NaN NaN
4393.382 4427.382 0.681
4437.203 4478.203 0.675
4073.094 4128.094 0.906
NaN NaN NaN

Model fit: ACI = 4507.269, BIC = 4618.265, CAIC = 4644.265, Entropy = 0.831, 0.916 < prob < 0.948, 0.241 < n < 0.449,

BLRT val = 338.991, BLRT p = 0.010

91 Table 1 Wlefinsaninasiensauwmanaznsdnaile
Fondnurunguiaanuuanwnaaives Akogul and
Erisoglu (2017) wifinlunmsinvesnisAuinfisidn
anzuuUans 2 ngu 951 Model 6 WU 2 nduiiAndv
asaumAdian (BIC = 4073.094) udldefiarsaunaiiy
#oanslumsneuinguszasdnsideiioduunsndnual
Adviaveslin@nui il AgadnuarAULANAIIA LYY
Usens fidedenemvegeuliglaswaiiuwuy 3 ngu
KanFAT 9 WUt Tuussaiuuaesiiiamundu 3 ndudy
Model 2, Model 3 ag Model 6 LAnTaa1nameanIsIines
TunsAndwaliinteianain (NaN) ladaunsaseany
AadAfiauysalld ifies Model 1 Tuguiuy 3 gy iy
flannsorwanadnsliduia eusziliuguninues
Model 1 WUy 3 ngy wui TnuautRfignaosuazivanzas
ANUUIATFIUN DR il

1. fuilansaunmanasegnsdaiay (osandanddl
asaumaUiuianasiniuuiass 2 ngulusuiuy
Wennuegaiitudfny (AIC = 4507.269 wag BIC = 4618.265)

v
=

vihmadiusuungudu 3 nguemsesunedeyalsfty

2. NSNAFBUNUENAYHIULNI WU ANEDA
Parametric bootstrapped likelihood ratio test ditiedfy
M19adA (BLRT val = 338.991, BLRT p = 0.010) Faflunns
HUUIIMITWUNLUU 3 NFuiiaNuvagauniuuunees
Aduaungu 2 nay

3. A msLeNNaAnYIaude WesanAAm
\Hudaszszminangy (Entropy) SAngawintu 0.831 Gagandn
naufnnsgIuiivue (> 0.70) axtfeuiduyusi 5 ¢u
aansavimThiuenueznguussoonnfulfedsdaszuas
\nANuvivdouiuiogun

4. pruinasifuseyanaiinnuniugias Aay
wnznduuddlunisdnuanadinguegiegndes (Posterior
probabilities) aglunasigenn Taedidwhaawindu 0.916
(prob_min) wagAgsaaLiniy 0.948 (prob_max)

5. yunveanguuslsliuauga WeRiansanuuinves
NN (Class size) wu Sidnduandniinszareoeng
wanzay lagnguidvuindnigaiidadiuiesas 24.10
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0.241) uaznguilluajiigniidndruiosas 44.90
(n_max = 0.449) Gmimﬂqﬂwmmmmmﬁaaaz 5 Y94
naushegeamn VilFuuuassdsiuanimadouuas
a%maaﬁ&%qawmuiu%uﬁmlﬂ
mewsNansataninaIteey fIdedindulaiden

Model 1 uuu 3 nguurs iunuudaefinfianuazimunzas

fanlunisszydndnvaidavesindnurindnagdmsu
msisundadl
Aoudl 2 wan1sIRIIZTLazeSUEanvzEndnual
fInavasudaslusinauns
.

NANNSIASITNBAL DT UNYIN WL ORANWAIRITAVD4

(n_min =

wiazlUstndauneaannn1siansaAaskuuRay (Means)

YOITMUTURNT 5 AU wagmLUsSININNaaNSN1TSeu3

HANTITE WU @RS U RGN YT UAY I LUNSRAN YAl
AdviaudsvesindnuinInageendu 3 nquitinginssu
uANA1SAUBETRLU (Table 2 uag Figure 2) A9s18azLdYn
solud

nau 1 ﬂ&juﬁﬂuifﬁﬁﬁas:ﬁuﬁugm (Basic digital learn-
ers) fidnantoray 24.10 voanduiiagieianun Tndny
nauiifazuuuadsseiuifaadefieufunguiu 1
IngdlazuuunisiuinssuiunsBeuiiuinanvlosugeaaly

Table 2
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NANAWDY (M = 3.681) wAdlazhuunsntawnaavlasy Al
LUURITIREusTign (M = 3.222) daalifinsuuunadng
nseuinmsmeglunaeiunaroudneg (M = 3.589)

ngufl 2 nausiannsAdTasEAUUILNaNs (Interme-
diate digital leamers) Lﬂuﬂammﬂﬁiﬁmwam uammuiaaav
44,90 vosngushE LA ALY NInAN WA
A IAnusuarinueRdvinaauln (M = 4.363) naenausui
anmwndeulaznIsatuayusunsnenslussAuaun
nimginssunsiiimalulad Al Ssaafundnluiisuiuy
HALNETY (M = 4.065) 1N FULUURIAaIU (M = 3.767)
TnefinzuuunadninisiFousindssuogluinueifuin
M = 4. 215)

ﬂamn 3 NgURUAIVATEAUAS (Advanced digital
leaders) fidadrudosar 31.00 vosnausoswemua LTy
nguiisnanualAdvialussiugefianuazinnudeiney
gegnodruaudn Imammumaaaqamaumu 5 ALY
Tuyndld Tngamzinuanuiuasyinueidvia (M = 4.838)
FudWaanuansalunisidnuwnannesulyyiusehvg
Fugeuuuddvialdosnaiiussaninm (M = 4.539) Fedwma
BauanlimginssumsussqradnsnisGouiuesinnynguil
oglusziugeiignogsauysal (M = 4.779)

Mean and Standard Deviation of Indicator Variables Categorized by Latent Digital Identity Groups
ANRAYUAY T I TN TTINYOIT MUTUITTIMUNAIUNGUEN SN WaIATY LA

AauUsusd/Audsinedst

fU5U9T (Indicators)
ANUIIazTINYe (KNOW)

a

N5LUIUNMIBEUTHULNARNBSURITA (PLAT)
ANSINATINSNYINTVRINUINGNFY (PRO)
YDINWUUREUHE L (CHANMIX)

YDINWUUAINE (CHANDIG)

fruysineusi (Criterion)

HAGNSNSEEUINAMTIU (out)

3.622(0.311)
3.681 (0.386)
3.409 (0.476)
3.547 (0.462)
3.222 (0.607)

3.589 (0.354)

4.363 (0.311) 4.838 (0.311)

4.275 (0.386) 4.733 (0.386)
4.231(0.476) 4.647 (0.476)
4.065 (0.462) 4.732 (0.462)

3.767 (0.607) 4.539 (0.607)

4.215 (0.354) 4.779 (0.354)

I NSNYOIATTIAUAS nauSEUHDYE NGUNAIUINTAINA naugAIvA
iwmuwu%m sEAUUILNAN JEAUE
(Basic Digital Learners)  (Intermediate Digital (Advanced Digital
Learners) Leaders)
n (%) 127 (24.1%) 237 (44.9%) 164 (31.0%)
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Figure 2
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Latent Profile Line Graphs of Indicators Classified by Digital Identity Groups
nyauuanalusiWauslsvesd s UsTIuungnguenanyalaava

KNOW PLAT
.

450 } =,

5.00
. - .=
400 t
350
3.00 f
250 |
2.00
150

1.00 t

-k = ﬂﬁ:uﬁ 1 (Basic)

A ~--a

v« @ == AgUNA 2 (Intermediate)

CHANMIX CHANDIG

==l Agu7 3 (Advanced)

feufl 3 HaMsIWSBUWBUANUUANGN VB INAEWS
N1338UTENINNGNInaNBAlATVIALNY

ilenauinguszasdnsideded 2 Tunsiigatiay
WANANIYBINATNENT S BT TEnIaNquTnAnwInTnas
fisisnanualfdtaursunndnaty §aseldthduusnguuss

Table 3

w3 3 ngu AduunldanuuusieesdiunanuEs e
AULUSUTIUNOFEY (One-way ANOVA) iewSeuiieu
AladyosfiuUsinaminadnsnisiiouinmsin (Out)
HANTIAT AR 9B LAzHAN SIS B ULTIBUTI8AUTINg
94 Table 3 uag Table 4

The Results of One-way Analysis of Variance of Overall Learning Outcome Scores, Categorized by Latent Digital

Identity Groups

HANTTIATIZYAIIUUYTUTIUN AL IVOIALUULHAANEN I SITHUTNINTIU TUUNNIUNGUERINWAIATAULN

Statistics F
Welch's ANOVA 435.416
Fisher's ANOVA 418.286

dft df2 p
2 294.357 <.001
2 525 <.001

970 Table 3 WaN1TIATILRANULUTUTIUNGLAY?
WU ﬁﬂﬁﬂwﬁﬁm%wﬂgﬁﬁé’@é’ﬂwzﬂa?}ﬁaLLr;Jamesi'mﬁuﬁ'jq
3 ngu flnzuuuRdABNAdNEN3BLENIIL (Out) unnsaty
agaifedfynieadafisedu 001 Taedululufienia
Renfuradfnnaeuyos Welch's (F = 435.416, p <.001)

way Fisher's (F = 418.286, p < .001) f33eAslaniiunis
wmaaumwml,mﬂﬁhwawhLaﬁaﬁwaﬁﬁ’;eﬁ%amﬁé (Tukey's
post hoc test) 1iloszygfitirnuuansieiu nansiiase
Us1nge Table 4
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Table 4

Journal of Information and Learning (2026), 37(2), €290082 B

The Results of a Pairwise Comparison of Learning Outcome Means using Tukey's Post Hoc Test

HANSIUSHULTIEUANRALNATNEN 19153 T1egR 8 T5Y0YNe

nsBuiBuTes Mean difference
Nl 1 VS nguii 2 0616
N7 1 VS nawl 3 -1.195
AN 2 VS naudl 3 -0.580

p dyuna
< 001 Nt 2 > naui 1
<001 Nl 3 > ngul 1
<.001 NN 3 > nawil 2

910 Table 4 nansisuiiisuAadeneeieds
youiid WU AzuuueAHadNSINsEoudnmsIday
uansnsfuegraddoddgmisaddnsedu 001 Tunng
nawisuiioy nefiseasdon dail

g7 1 WnAnwinguiimuinisddaszfutiunans
(ngufl 2) :ﬁﬂzLLuuLagawaé’wémiﬁau”qaﬂiﬂﬁ’ﬂﬁﬂmmju
FousAdviaseduiugiu (nquil 1) edradiduddnymaeada
(Mean difference = -0.616, p < .001)

A 21fnAnunauiiin AT UG (g 3)SiRzuuuiade
nadwsmGeudgeanininAnungudeusftrassduiiugu
(Nl 1) nsiiifudnfyyneaiia (Mean difference =-1.195,
p <.001)

g7 3 dnAnwingugiAdvasedu

i

ﬁﬂmmumﬁEJwaﬁwémiﬁaugqﬂﬂdwﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmjuwwmmi
AN

aw oA .
MN

asgiuUunas (nguil 2) egralidedrdynieaia

a3 (ﬂa’mﬁ 3)

Y

Table 5

(Mean difference = -0.580, p < .001)

HaN1TITReUsEInYEuduan vz AIULANF1IURY
Hadnsn1sFeusvesinAnyudazngueg ey Tnengy
funddviasediuge (nquil 3) drzuuuedonadndmsBeus
gu7ian 59989 Fio nguARNMSARTATEAUUILNAN (NEW 2)
uaenduFuRIvasEAURug U (gl 1 anadu Fosunuil
Piitud BedinAnwdingAinssunisiuianmuandonniva
wazmsduindeunstiunanrlefutlygyuseiugivanuniu
guninla ml aaawaLmmaﬂmuimﬂﬂmaammmaui
ﬂaumammwmmmLﬁaawuamaLmuﬁummmmuu

Aoudl 4 anwmumuqﬂﬂamLLunmunquamanwnj
RVGIEN

Sovhmansgimudiusssnisdnunduyana
YeInNANYIININATAUNGUENTN BRIV ALK A BAT A
naaeulaauals A Table 5

3

Number and Percentage of Personal Characteristics Categorized by Hidden Digital Identity Group
TIWIUUAY TDUALYDIAN WAl AIUYARATIUUNAIUNUENAN WAl TYIAUAS

anwazdIuyana (Demographics)

LA (Gender) 1.241 538
%18 (Male) 39 AU (22.8%) 76 AU (44.4%) 56 AU (32.8%)
794 (Female) 88 AU (24.6%) 161 AU (45.1%) 108 AU (30.3%)

AN (Year of Study) 24872 <.001
FT 1-3 99 AU (28.8%) 158 AU (45.9%) 87 A (25.3%)
H7 4 28 AU (15.2%) 79 AU (42.9%) 77 AU (41.9%)

anBYTiseu (Major) 41.356 <.001

nauAnwThlU/mEngas-msaou 80 A (45.2%) 71 Au (40.1%) 26 AU (14.7%)

naunsUsEaNAnw/Uguie 39 AU (22.0%) 94 A (53.1%) 44 Au (24.9%)

nquwalulad/Aeuiawes/Anendmans 8 Au(4.6%) 72 A (41.4%) 94 AU (54.0%)
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INNANITIATIENANFURUSTENTE N wauzd I
yaravasind@nwIvdnaziungudndnualadviawsdeiie
atanaaeaula-aums (X-test) lu Table 5 Usinguanis
nagoUTiannInduunIaziduanudnyuryeadnly
usiaznauldogaitedndny il

Yadeanunea (Gender) nan1svagay wudn el
ANudNTusAUNqusnanwalAdviawdegslidodAgymnig
ahm (X*=1.241,p = .538) Uﬂ%’jﬂﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmaLLawajaﬁéTﬂﬁau
nanszaedluita 3 nauitlndiesiu Tasdnlugjdnoglu

'
oA

NauY 2 (1eiovaz 44.4 Lazngeisay 45.1) 509091 A

q
'
1 a

NANT 3 Uagngqui 1 Mua1eu
Uadmuiutind@nw (Year of Study) Wanmsvaseu wuin
seautulilanuduiusiungudndnualddviaunsogeiile
dAgnsadanszau 001 (X° = 24.872, p < .001) laeilsne
aulBeawutndY TnAnwdudn 1-3 dullvgydneglungui 2
(Sowaw 45.9) uaeiidnarunisluan@nlungud 1 (fovas 28.8)
v = & oA = o Ao & oA
ganUn@nw gt 4 ineuwind luvasmindnuduti 4
fdndrunengueglunguil 2 (Seway 42.9) wasngquil 3
(Sewar 41.9) luszAungunnaghasudn vugnildinioy
P8 Ao - oA o
whiundndmeglungui 1 (Sewvay 15.2)
YaduauarvIvniseu (Major) HanISAGDU WU
auMInnSsuliauduiusiunguananualAdviaulseeed
WedAmeadAnsyau .001 (X = 41.356, p < .001) FealviLiiu
lAssas AN nikeneuane v fetl nguanefnwimly
wazanendngnsuasnisdeudunguuszrnsanidneglu
oA v = a A~ 9 a A =
NAUN 1 (3088 45.2) PIGIEnLNDEUNUAIEIYI0U LAzl
dndeglundui 3 deeiign (Segay 14.7) nquaneUszaufne
wazangUgudy wud aundniiueswmilveanuividnegly
oA v S = =
naud 2 (Sewar 53.1) luvuginguatewmaluladuazdoans
M3fnw visereuiawesAny warInermansinwilanuyas
Jugihnemdviaedsinnu lnsaun@ndiulvgvesaninn
dneglundui 3 (Fegay 54.0) warildndrunnluoglungui 1
Weeiian (Sewaz 4.6)
asUluslidduunsenquananuvalfdviaudanilanwiu
Al
nauil 1 (nguiSeudndvianugiu) Ae dnfnuing
g oA a s @ = 1o o
BT 1-3 NiSeuluaneuyvemansuasdufnw lnglidnin
WWARNTIN
nauil 2 (nguimwNsAvviasziulunans) Wungu
Frunanidivnalvgianvemniade lnelidnfnwiaiens
Uszaudnwuazuguioduaundnmuwiuiian (Gewvas 53.1)
Ul 3 (nquEiinAIViaTEiUga) fie UnAnwiaztuli 4
wasiduilndnwnmdsdinwegluaewelulad reuitunes

Y

a & @
LagIneA1ansidudnmgy

o
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B anils1ana (Discussion)

N15IATIENERanwalAIavesinAnwrivdnag
s yaTwAlUsIrdw U tuARAN L UL R0
dhunanus thangniseAunenalu 3 Ussituvdn dail

1. dndnwalddviavestinAnwiIndnazangldann
windeuRdvianandunasunaarasulygyiuseivg nanis
WAT1AlUsInaurs (Model 1 %iia 3 ngu) uuntindny
agoondu 3 naudniau IHud nduidsuiRavaseduiiugn
($ovag 24.10) nguimLnMInIviasziuULnans Jadungu
Tvajiign (3ovay 44.90) uaznguiiinAdviaszdugs (Gevay
31.00) Fodunuiifudurmnuuandsssrinayana denndos
AUKLIAANITTIMUNY TZLANINENBAIATTALTITEUUVRY
Tlebaldinova et al. (2025) finulassasnangauss 3 dnvae
fadu FeBusuindndnuaiidvaduiffsudounasuyad
MugULUUNGANTINTUTEING

uenanil AzuuwadswgRinssun1sldunaniesy

UayayUseRvguuurauna (CHANMIX) aand19eannedidnia
(CHANDIG) agwasiiansluynngy donadosiuuuudians
aun1slAsaasne (SEM) ve4 Ingard (2025a) Aiduduin
unamesuilynUszAvsunuunaunauAenalnmdnis
dvswalaonsssioarmdnsaluniadeud T wifGou
aefisziuanudervigwmeluladaisiu uwidinedonis
anminadoNnsBeusiuusaNa A mallad g
UsgRusiifunsufduiusuasnsagiioudn Ssaeniuiy
2558UNS5UV9 Ounejjar et al. (2024), Novriyanto et al. (2025),
and Wang and Mokhtar (2025) fisgyin umanyleunisiSou
LLUUNammuVi‘ﬁ’Um?{auﬁ:}sﬁjzyﬁymizawﬁmmiaﬁwm
aussauznsysannsimaluladliffigaidosaniaig
gangunazsuiimugiseu

2. AUUANANYRINGURan valRIiafuTEAUNANS
NSBEUS NANITVARBUANLLANAY WU NauSRanYl
AdauaissulinadnnsBouinmsuunndsiuegisd
Tuddymeadiaisziu 001 laensiSeuiisuneguesyid
(Tukey) Buduin nquiiddviasiugeiinzuuuindogean
3898911 A NAUTAIINNTIEAUUIUNAY UagNguTeU Tz
ﬁugwummé’ﬁu KatlaonadosfusmAdeves Ingard (2025b)
fiszyin anmwedouddviananduvimiiiidunalnids
spUUfinuAnALLUTUT N INadws AT T oSl Ageds
fooag 52.8 a5Ueled UnAnwilungurtAdviaseugad
anudimgiaranudeiiluanssausAdanuo st
JefingAnssuidesnlumaidniunasyszundltiedesdetyan
Usziusianideuareanuuuunidsutosaianiingudy
wqﬁﬂimL%qgﬂimzwﬁnﬂﬁ%ﬁaﬁaammé’aaﬁ’wqwjmﬁ
SeusikuuUsenennuideves Schulze Heuling etal. (2021)
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SD

awaamauﬂaumL‘UummmLiﬂiuﬂﬁimmwaawami
Foudnmsin akiuanmud finwe Wussan wordnvie
UAARDE ALY TMUTEAUSRENYRIYDIAY
3. auduiusszninsdnvardiuyaradunisidu
audnlundudndnualdva nan1sidedin dadedune
LifanuduiusiungudndnualfdviausegadidediAny
ADAARDINUNUITTBY Burgos-Videla et al. (2021) and
Hernandez-Orellana et al. (2021) finuassiuin Msdnnana

wanamalulaguaznsinnIsanInwinaeunsiseus

s1eyAna (PLE) Lifiannuuansdraanameanin dududn
Faarwamisonanaluladdugilugatyguseivg
Lilagndrinsenaanin

Tunsmssfiudnu dadesududuazanuivany

duiusiunaduann@nnguuisegnadifeddiey Wnenguideus

seuiugudlng dutdndnududil 1-3 anefnwiiily
WAENANEATUATNNTEDU NGNRRIUINTAITATEAUUIUNAS
Dumeuszanfnuiuazdguie drunguiihddviaseduas Ae
nAnuiud 4 aemelulad roufiumes uagineimans
’eJmJiﬁEJIWGIWMWZ]HQﬂWiLi‘EJuimﬂ‘U%ﬁUﬂ’liﬂJLLa«ﬁﬁWU’m

vosrnanst dndnududi ¢ Suszaunisaluasszesnan
Ufduiusiuszuunine1nshidviareauning deuinniy
Usgnaufusssunavanansaewmalulaguarnauiiinesi
TdnaUfiaiselAnnmslitemefivauazaiaiom
Fagnegradeiiles unnsanaefnuiluuagndngns
uazn1sdeu dedunvilaonadasutoasuues Cebi and
Reisoglu (2020) $91ds Rahden et al. (2025) 7is18:9137
aussouzuazluslndanuidosiundviavesfiSouaziuuys
wavinelegaditeddysesysuiiud anin anuaule
waztedrialunmadrfuneluladianeyana Saanside
daifldtudlniutaludUsedndatuin uwanlosu
nsiseusme Uy useAvginudonndosiuluIRanNg ui)
n1sUssaaansauwme (Mayer, 1995) uaznguni1sasng
IR INSFIENULDS (Santrock, 1997) Wiansiduagioui
UnAnwInTnAgHsyAudnanyalAIiauanaiunungy
v Tim FdlunssAugmIeenuUUTEUUMSARL (nstructional
systerns design: 1SD) LifufiniseanuuuesUsznauaeans
Seuslannadestunadnimaiousiamanidusuiomn
AanssunisiFeud de walulad uazansuszifiunania
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