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1. What is the name or title of the instructional strategy/model, program, material, or intervention?  What was the research question?  What was the intended outcome of goal?
Strategy/Model Name/Title:
 

No strategy/model research was studied.  This article reviewed a 10-year history of tutor development and provided a discussion on intelligent tutor development.

Research Question:

none

Description of subjects:  (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.)

none

2.  Describe the strategy/model, program, material, or intervention.

The research reviewed were set in three identifiable stages:

>
a flurry of tutor building in the mid-1980s

>
a flurry of tutor evaluations in the late 1980s

>
a current effort to build and deploy practical tutor systems

3.  Describe the design of the study (sample selection, assignment to treatment, controls, length of intervention, etc.)

Not applicable

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, tests of significance, etc.) were used to report results?  (Include all measures of dependent variable as well as implementation, attitudes, etc.)

Not applicable

5. Briefly describe and summarize the results of the study. 

Not applicable

6. Did the study include an evaluation of how the intervention was implemented?  Did          implementation data address both the frequency of use as well as the integrity of the implementation?

No:     X           Yes:             If yes, briefly describe.
7. Were gains in student achievement reported?  If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?
No:     X           Yes:              If yes, briefly describe.

8. Replication:  Did the study cite previous tests of this treatment?  Is this study a replication of an earlier study?

No:    X        Yes:                 If yes, briefly describe.
Summary:

Rating
      1    Design (scale: 1-5)              1      Educational Importance (scale: 1-5)
[The summary paragraph will be used on the web site provided for districts and should include a brief description of the intervention, the content area and age/description of students studied, and the results of the study.  In addition, strengths and limitations of the study should be noted, including adequacy of measures, ease of implementation, etc.]


The focus of this article is the development of computer-based tutorial systems by researchers involved with the Advanced Computer Tutoring Project.  Following a review of a 10-year period of tutor development, the authors document the evolution of production system models in ACT based on how students solved problems in LISP, geometry, and algebra.   

NOTE:

This article does not contain research information of practical value to mathematics educators.
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