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=X 20 18 e An analysis of the asynchronous discussion forums did support that the VOH intervention led to in their science course?
10 8 8 c increased engagement. This was also supported by instructor and student comments. 3. What has this project
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Change in type of discussion post for physical science students prior to vs. during the VOH intervention. A =
non-contributing response, B = incomplete response, C = agreement without elaboration, D = direct answer to Q6. | feel like
prompt, E = other post or comment that moves the discussion forward, F = help seeking, G = help providing. participating in Q7. My Ineperson dass
(N=10). Q4. | feel like Dr. the weekly homework is sessions
Q2.1am Q3. I look Graves is my Q5. | enjoy online completed on
TRENDS IN RESPONSES FOR STUDENT INTERVIEW QU ESTIONS Q1. | feel like my interested in forward to partnerin participatingin  discussions time and | am
Theme | Number Example grade in this what | am working on the helping meto weekly online helps me better always prepared
Role of other students class is directly learning in this material for this learn this discussions for understand the for Wednesday Increased
Students helped answer my “We were able to help each other.” in my control. class. class. material. this class. course material. class. Engagement
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perspectives in the discussions “It was nice to talk with other students about how they understood things.” C il offce i
Students asked questions | “Sometimes people would say things that I'd never even thought of and that gave 58;4 hours <: discussions
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The discussion threads directly “The discussion helped a lot because it got everyone thinking about more things A )
led to questions for the webinar, than just the homework that was assigned. And that carried over to the webinar, Pre-survey mode response Post-survey mode response Overall, VOH were a meaningful addition to
which was helpful too.” the blended learning courses at EMERGE, and
My role as an outside teacher Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Qb Q7 likely could be meaningful with my UTHS
The pictures, examples, or way “Sometimes the way you explained it made more sense to me and sometimes the o students. Of particular note was the cyclical
Heather explained was different way Dr. Graves explained it made more sense to me.” S way that the in-person class sessions,
from Dr. Graves :% 1: asynchronous virtual discussions and
“I liked the pictures and examples concerning what we’re talking about” D synchronous VOH sessions together led to
— _ o increased engagement. In an online-only
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The.tl.mlng of the VOH was hard “It was hard to do in the evenings - | would have preferred days or more flexibility” g 0 student-student contact through the use of
to fit into my schedule = Decrease in agreement No Change Increase in agreement group VOH sessions could also lead to
The chat function was hard to “Typing is annoying” increased engagement and possibly improved
use - | wish we could have just Comparison of pre and post survey responses to Likert-type questions. 5 = Strongly Agree, 4 = Agree, 3 = Neutral, 2 = student understanding.
had a live discussion Disagree, 1 = Strongly Disagree. Whiskers on the upper graph represent range of responses. (N=14).
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