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#3HF0]: Al PengTalk)

Is unlike me < Is like me

= Is different from me < Is similar to me
(attitude) |Doesn't think like me <> Thinks like me
Doesn't behave like me < Behaves like me

Doesn't share my attitudes <> Shares
my attitudes

Doesn't share my beliefs <> Shares my
7HA] beliefs

(value)  |Doesn’t shares my emotions <> Shares
my emotions

Perceives things different from me <
Perceives things like me

Doesn't resemble me < Resembles me
Looks different from me <> Looks
Llji=] similar to me

(appearance) | Doesn't wear like I do <> Wears like I do

Dresses different from me <> Dresses

similar to me
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I understood what Al PengTalk
was trying to say.

q 2
QAH | olaw I can understand the state of

a4 :
*fﬁ feeling through what Al PengTalk
A4 says
(Cognitive
Social I felt like I was in the same place
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Presence) 22
I felt like I was meeting and talking
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I am satisfied with the conversation

A= . I had with Al PengTalk.

AEE R :

_ "{ I wanted to focus on the conversation
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(Emotional

Social I felt an emotional connection
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I felt close to Al PengTalk,
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Effects of Perceived Homophily and Social Presence
on English Learning of Elementary School English

Learners for Al tool

Tecnam Yoon

Chuncheon National University of Education

This study aims to determine the degree to which elementary English learners perceive
homophily and social presence in Al-powered tools, such as Al PengTalk, and examine
their impact on English learning. To this end, a hypothesis was established that perceived
homophily or social presence would positively (+) affect English learning. This hypothesis
was tested through an experiment involving 22 elementary English learners. To summarize
the research results, first, factors such as the values, attitudes, and appearances of Al
PengTalk were found to have a significant influence on English learning. Next, an analysis
of the degree of social presence among learners using Al PengTalk revealed that under-
standing and intimacy significantly affected the perceived necessity of Al PengTalk-based
activities. Thus, it can be concluded that perceived homophily and social presence play
important roles in learners’ interactions with digital tools. These findings suggest that
such factors need to be carefully considered in the production and distribution of educa-
tional applications for elementary school learners, specifically those in the Zalpha Generation.

Keywords: Al Peng1alk, English Learning, Percerved Homophily, Social Presence,
Interaction, Zalpha Generation
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