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Abstract  
 
Physical therapy (PT) students often fail to master documentation skills, such as goal writing, because they 
struggle to engage in the material early in the curriculum. Therefore, we sought to leverage ChatGPT to 
create an active learning experience with personalized feedback and hands-on practice. During the activity, 
students (n=48) learned to use ChatGPT and employed these techniques to learn about goal writing in PT and 
the SMART (Specific, Measurable, Attainable, Relevant, Time-bound) framework. Next, students engaged in 
a clarifying lecture before using ChatGPT to generate scenarios for which they drafted or edited SMART 
goals and asked ChatGPT for feedback. Pre-tests and post-tests were used to measure the impacts of the 
experience and to capture student perspectives. As a function of the activity, students were better able to 
recognize the purposes of SMART goals (p<0.0001) and write better goals (p<0.0001). They also showed 
increased confidence in their abilities (p<0.0001). Furthermore, student responses suggested that they 
enjoyed the activity (m=3.5/4) and found it helpful (m=3.7/4). Following the activity, 27 students continued 
to use ChatGPT to practice or study. This activity represents a novel approach for using generative artificial 
intelligence (AI) in the classroom to help students actively explore the topic of goal writing. Additionally, 
this modeled responsible use of AI for health care applications. This well-received activity can be easily 
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scaled to include more complex tasks or group discussions, or adapted for use as an asynchronous assignment 
related to documentation or topics across health science education. 
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Background 

Clinical documentation is a critical aspect of patient care across health science disciplines1–4. It 

serves as a means of communication and record keeping and because these notes are shared amongst 

interested parties (e.g., billing specialists, legal representatives, clinicians, researchers, patients), the content 

must be comprehensive and fulfill multiple requirements4. Documentation is an essential component of 

graduate physical therapy (PT) education, and it is often one of the first classes that students take in in their 

coursework5. Learning clinical documentation supports students in developing critical skills for medical 

record keeping including those related to patient care delivery, management, and support. In addition, this 

information is pertinent for billing and reimbursement3 and sets a foundation on which students will build 

throughout their clinical education and training1,2. However, students often struggle to learn these skills early 

in the curriculum, in part, because the content is taught before clinical reasoning has been developed, causing 

decreased engagement and motivation6,7. Additionally, studies have shown that this skill gap can persist into 

practice, resulting in inaccurate documentation that can have serious ramifications for individual providers 

and health care systems8,9. 

Given the importance of these skills and the challenges in teaching them in a way that promotes 

learner engagement, we sought to leverage emerging educational technologies and contemporary pedagogical 

approaches. Recent scholarship has identified a role for generative artificial intelligence (AI) and large 

language model (LLM) tools like ChatGPT (Chat Generative Pre-trained Transformer) both in health care 

delivery and in education across disciplines10–19. These tools have not been publicly available long enough 

for extensive examinations of the long-term impacts of using ChatGPT or other forms of AI in education. 

However, the literature has more broadly begun to illustrate that when aligned intentionally with the learning 

goals and course context, chatbots like ChatGPT have the potential to improve engagement, increase skill 

transfer, and promote learning outcomes14,20,21. These effects largely derive from the ability of the tool to 

summarize complex information, generate scenarios, provide feedback, and serve as a virtual tutor. As these 

strengths of ChatGPT align well with the learning problem previously described, we created and 

implemented a novel classroom activity that could be completed in under two hours. The design of the 

activity leveraged AI as an educational tool along with evidence-based active learning techniques and 
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contemporary theories including constructivism22 and the ARCS model23. Taking these approaches together, 

we scaffolded the experience in a way that allowed students to independently explore the topic of SMART 

goals by posing questions to the AI, review the material as a group to check for misunderstandings, and 

finally to experiment with applying their knowledge to scenarios while getting real-time personalized 

feedback from the AI and critically evaluating goals written by ChatGPT.  

 

Methods 

Overview 

We developed this learning activity for implementation in week six of a 10-week, in-person, 

documentation course for first year physical therapy students. Each class session in this course was 90-

minutes and the majority of the activity was completed within one session as outlined below. In order to 

measure the efficacy and impacts of this activity, we utilized a pre/post-test model (approved by ATSU 

Arizona IRB, #2023-142, exempt protocol). At the start of class (on 8/22/23), we verbally communicated 

instructions and expectations regarding this activity and the educational research to the students. While all 

students participated in the activity, students actively chose whether to opt-in (n=48) or opt-out (n=6) of 

having their responses analyzed towards the research efforts. 

 

Learning Activity 

The activity itself was divided into segments to scaffold the learning (Figure 1), with the majority of 

components disseminated using the survey platform Qualtrics. Before introducing SMART-goal related 

content, students first created OpenAI accounts (if they didn’t have one already) and practiced using 

ChatGPT (version 3.5; August 2023) through what we called the "ChatGPT Playground” (Appendix 1). This 

was designed as an introduction to the tool and prepared students with the necessary knowledge and skills to 

use ChatGPT as a virtual tutor in the subsequent segments. Next, the students engaged with instructor-

provided prompts to acquire knowledge about the SMART goal framework from ChatGPT (Learning 

Activity 1; Appendix 1), with ongoing support and troubleshooting assistance readily accessible from the 

instructor and researchers. During this part of the activity, students asked ChatGPT to tell them about 
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Figure 1. Schematic of learning activity segments and chronology. 

SMART goals and to explain why they are commonly used in healthcare. Additionally, through this dialogue 

with ChatGPT, students asked for further clarification and examples. Once students had completed this stage, 

the instructor provided a brief clarifying lecture (Appendix 2) and checked for any misconceptions. In the 

final segment, students interacted with ChatGPT as a tool for feedback as they wrote, revised, and appraised 

SMART-goals based on clinical scenarios (Learning Activity 2; Appendix 1). For example, students asked 

ChatGPT to draft a scenario for them and based on the AI-generated response, they wrote their own 

SMART-goal. Then they were instructed to ask ChatGPT for feedback on their goal and determine a final 

revised version. Students also worked through examples where ChatGPT generated the SMART-goals that 

they evaluated and revised.  

 

Mixed-Methods Evaluation of the Activity 

We administered pre- and post-tests (via Qualtrics, approximately five minutes each) immediately 

before and after the learning activity. These served to measure the ability of this activity to enhance students' 
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knowledge of, and confidence in, crafting and revising goals based on clinical scenarios. Additionally, these 

instruments provided insights into students' experiences, preferences, and feedback. A second post-test was 

administered two weeks after the learning experience to gather information regarding students’ ChatGPT 

usage after the activity. The instruments used for these assessments are available in Appendix 1. 

 

Statistical Analysis and Data Visualization 

For the quantitative data, we calculated descriptive statistics (frequencies and percentages of 

responses per category) and when appropriate, employed paired t-tests to identify differences between pre-

test and post-test responses. We also used emergent coding to elucidate themes from the open-ended survey 

questions. This coding was conducted by two authors (JES and BLW) and continued until consensus was 

reached and a final number of responses per category could be determined. We conducted statistical analysis 

and data visualization in Prism GraphPad (v10).  

 

Findings 

Knowledge and Skills Related to SMART GOALS  

Before the activity, students (n=48) indicated basic understandings of SMART goals and their use in 

physical therapy (Figure 2). For example, while the majority (87.5%, Figure 2A insert) of students could 

correctly identify SMART as being an acronym for “specific”, “measurable”, “attainable”, “relevant”, and 

“time-bound”, they could only, on average, identify about half of the reasons why PTs utilize SMART goals 

in practice (Figure 2D). Additionally, while most students could recognize a well-written SMART goal, they 

were not confident in their own abilities to write SMART goals based on a patient scenario (Figure 2C). 

Responses to the post-test indicate that the activity contributed significantly to students developing 

increased knowledge and skills in writing and applying the SMART goal framework (Figure 2, p<0.0001) in 

all areas except identifying well-written SMART goals, the latter being relatively high even before the 

activity (Figure 2E). After the activity, students also indicated increased confidence regarding their own 

knowledge and skills (Figure 2 A-C). Compared to the pre-test, responses on the post-test also indicated that 

more students were able to correctly identify the components of the SMART goal acronym (93.8%, Figure 
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Figure 2. Comparisons between pre-test and post-test responses indicate ways in which the activity 
contributed to learning and confidence gains. A-C) Students rated their agreement or disagreement with these 
3 statements on a 4-point scale (1 = strong disagreement, 2 = slight disagreement, 3 = slight agreement, 4 = 
strong agreement): “I am familiar with the term SMART goals as it pertains to PT”, “I can identify the 
components of SMART goals”, and “I feel confident that I can write SMART goals for PT applications.” The 
pie chart insert in A shows the percentage of students who correctly identified the terms in the SMART 
acronym correctly (black = correct, white = incorrect). D) Student responses to a question that asked, “Why 
do Physical Therapists write SMART goals” with 7 options that were all correct. E) Percentage of students 
who correctly (blue) identified the well-written SMART goal from a multiple-choice question. F) Students 
were presented with a patient scenario and asked to write a SMART goal. Their submissions were evaluated 
based on a rubric (Appendix 1) that was also used for the final exam of the course. **** p<0.00001 based on 
one-tailed paired t-tests. Data shown as mean with bars representing standard deviation. 
 

2A inserts) and ways in which SMART goals are used in PT (m=4.8 purposes, Figure 2D). Student-written 

SMART goals were scored higher according to the grading rubric (Appendix 1) after the learning activity 

and their questions for the instructor centered around high-ordered skills such as how to know if the SMART 

goals are attainable, how to write them concisely, and whether to create separate goals for each of a patient’s 

impairments/activity limitations (data not shown).  

Perceptions of ChatGPT 

The majority of students (56.3%) had never used ChatGPT before the activity and only one student 

indicated that they had frequently used this tool (Figure 3A). Students were most familiar with concepts of 

writing prompts, regenerating responses, and asking follow-up questions in ChatGPT, but many were not 
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Figure 3. Student responses regarding their use and perceptions of ChatGPT before and after the activity. A) 
Student responses indicating their frequency of ChatGPT use prior to this activity. B-F) Students rated their 
agreement or disagreement with these  statements on a 4-point scale (1 = strong disagreement, 2 = slight 
disagreement, 3 = slight agreement, 4 = strong agreement): “I expect that ChatGPT will give me an accurate 
answer for the questions that I pose to it.”, “If I ask ChatGPT to generate a response, I anticipate I would 
need to modify or edit the response in some way before using it.”, “I am skeptical about using ChatGPT for 
applications related to health sciences.”, “I could see a use case for ChatGPT in helping me study or practice 
skills throughout my degree.” and “Outside of this activity, I anticipate using ChatGPT for personal or 
educational uses between now and the end of the semester.” n.s. p >0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001, **** 
p<0.0001 based on two-tailed paired t-tests. Data shown as mean with bars representing standard deviation. 
 

aware of the ability to generate and share direct URL links to the prompts and AI-responses. Before the 

activity, students identified a variety of uses for ChatGPT in PT as a clinical specialty and for PT students 

that included supporting clinical tasks, considering alternative ideas, knowledge expansion, and creating 

study materials (Table 1 in Appendix 3). 

Comparing results from the pre- and post-tests, it can be seen that using ChatGPT increased 

students' expectations of accurate answers from the LLM (p<0.01, Figure 3B) and also increased their ability 

to see value and practical applications for using ChatGPT to assist with studying or practicing skills both 

long-term and short-term during their training (p<0.001, Figure 3E-F). To this end, students’ skepticism 

about the use of ChatGPT in health sciences decreased as a function of the in-class activity (p<0.0001, Figure 

3D). However, students’ recognition of the need to edit or modify responses outputted by ChatGPT remained 

unchanged (p>0.5, Figure 3C).  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 12, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.11.24308786doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.11.24308786
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Running Title: Interactive Learning with ChatGPT 

Figure 4. Student responses regarding their perceptions of the activity and their post-activity behaviors. A) 
Student responses indicated agreement or disagreement the statements, “I found this activity helpful in 
learning about SMART goals”, “I found this activity engaging”, “Using ChatGPT helped motivate me in this 
activity.”, “I did not like this activity [reverse scored]”, and “The feedback from ChatGPT helped me to 
refine the SMART goals that I wrote”. B) Number of student responses in each thematic category related to 
the elements of the activity they found most helpful. C) Number of student responses in each thematic 
category related to suggestions for improvements to the activity. D) Number of student responses to the 
question, “Since the activity in class related to learning about SMART goals, how have you practiced those 
skills or continued to learn about goal writing in PT?”. E) Frequency of ChatGPT use in the two weeks after 
the in-class activity. F) Percentage of student responses to a question asking if students have found new uses 
for ChatGPT since the activity.  

Experiences With the Learning Activity 

When asked about their experiences with the activity, students indicated slight to strong agreement 

(Likert values 3 and 4 respectively, Figure 4A) that the activity was helpful (m=3.7), engaging (m=3.5), 

motivating (m=3.2), enjoyable (m=3.5), and useful (m=3.6). In particular, students found the ability to use 

ChatGPT as a virtual tutor during the activity to be most helpful (Figure 4B, Table 2 in Appendix 3). 

Students also enjoyed learning more about ChatGPT and expressed that this was an engaging activity. In 

contrast, students’ dislikes about the activity (Table 3 in Appendix 3) encompassed issues related to 

ChatGPT, such as misalignment with students' preferences, as well as logistical challenges. Specifically, a 

technical problem emerged when a large number of students attempted to create ChatGPT accounts 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 12, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.11.24308786doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.11.24308786
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Running Title: Interactive Learning with ChatGPT 

simultaneously in one location. Additionally, some students found the activity was not challenging enough. 

While 17 students did not indicate their recommendations for improvements to the activities, the remainder 

of learners offered suggestions for improving the experience (Figure 4C, Table 4 in Appendix 3) that fell into 

several categories including logistics, format/planning, making the activity more self-paced or free-form, and 

including additional examples. 

Over the two weeks after the in-class activity, 27 students indicated that they continued to use 

ChatGPT to help them practice writing or modifying SMART goals (Figure 4D). Additionally, students 

worked with peers or used the textbook to get additional practice. During that same time frame, the majority 

of students (76%) reported using ChatGPT again (Figure 4E) and 50% found new or potentially new 

applications for ChatGPT (Figure 4F) that mostly pertained to educational or personal use.  

 

Discussion 

While previous literature has indicated the potential for ChatGPT and other AI tools to support 

documentation processes in the healthcare space24–27, to the best of our knowledge, this represents the first 

use of a LLM to support learning related to clinical documentation in the classroom. We designed this 

activity to intentionally leverage ChatGPT to build an interactive and engaging activity where PT students 

could learn about the SMART goal framework and its use in PT, while also getting hands on practice and 

real-time feedback writing and modifying SMART goals based on scenarios. Because it was unknown how 

many students had experience using ChatGPT and what their comfort would be with prompt engineering, we 

built in opportunities for students to explore the tool before getting started and we provided instructor-

designed prompts throughout the activity to ensure students had consistent learning experiences, regardless 

of their prior use of AI-based tools. The qualitative and quantitative data indicate that this activity served as a 

valuable educational tool, functioning as a virtual tutor, to support students in comprehending and 

formulating SMART goals. The evidence suggests an enhancement in students' confidence levels, as well as 

positive shifts in their perceptions of their knowledge, skills, and abilities. This impact is likely attributed, in 

part, to the engaging and motivating nature of the activity and the immediate feedback provided by ChatGPT. 

In addition to fostering a deeper understanding of SMART goals, the activity facilitated an exploration of 
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ChatGPT's capabilities and limitations. It emphasized the importance of critically evaluating the chatbot’s 

responses. Students discovered that this tool is best used during the brainstorming process and that their 

active inputs and modifications are needed to develop clinically relevant goals written in ways that align to 

PT standards of practice. The clarifying lecture also provided an opportunity to discuss the differences 

between how ChatGPT often generated goals (as a bulleted list or paragraph) and how PTs actually write 

goals (in sentence form). Together, the findings suggest that the activity was able to address the learning 

challenge and support students in achieving the learning objectives aligned to this lesson. 

As much as students indicated that they liked the activity, the feedback from students also 

illuminated several opportunities for future iterations of this activity. A subset of students revealed their 

preferences for live class sessions to focus more on direct instruction from the faculty member or to involve 

peer-peer discussion. These responses highlight two different possible paths for using this activity in the 

future. First, the activity could be adjusted easily into a homework or pre-class assignment where students 

interact with ChatGPT outside of class time to learn more about SMART goals and practice writing the goals 

before coming to class. Alternatively, in the original activity, group work was intentionally minimized to 

enhance our ability to measure individual learning gains resulting from the activity. In the future, however, 

the activity could be adjusted to include a significant collaborative component such that students could learn 

from the perspectives and opinions of their peers while still leveraging ChatGPT in the role of a peer-tutor 

within the group. Other responses suggested that some students felt that ChatGPT was doing the thinking for 

them, found the activity to be too closed in nature, or did not present enough of a challenge. For future 

iterations, adjustments to the activity and its instructions could enhance clarity about the expectation for 

students to engage with ChatGPT in a "brains on" manner by actively participating in “conversation” with, 

and critically evaluating, responses from ChatGPT. Moreover, facilitating an open-ended exploration of 

ChatGPT to deepen understanding of the topic and introducing additional layers of complexity to the 

segment where students formulate and modify SMART goals might address these concerns. Lastly, many 

students commented on logistics. We built in time as part of the activity for students to make OpenAI 

accounts if they didn’t already have one. What we didn’t realize at the time, was that the website can become 

unresponsive and fail to load when numerous people try to create an account simultaneously. This caused a 
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delay in the activity that students found frustrating. We made several attempts to troubleshoot and reduce the 

impacts of this technical challenge. Despite our efforts, however, some students started the activity using 

tablets or laptops with a partner while the website loaded. In the future, this challenge may be avoided by 

requesting that students create OpenAI accounts prior to arriving in class.  

Additional study would be necessary to assess the limitations of this study and to explore the long-

term effects of this activity in terms of knowledge retention and its impact on students' clinical performance. 

However, based on the data, we believe that this activity positively influenced the learners, encouraging its 

further use in this instructional setting and for other educational purposes. Further testing could also validate 

the impact of other LLMs including Gemini, Bing, and the more advanced versions of ChatGPT (ChatGPT 

4.0) for their use in this activity28. Additionally, we believe that the activity presented here is easy for other 

educators to implement, and is modifiable and scalable, which makes it easy to transfer to other courses or 

disciplines. However, while implementing technology, we emphasize the importance of intentionally aligning 

its use with the objectives and context of the class. It is important to avoid incorporating technology merely 

for its own sake, but rather, to utilize it deliberately while aiming to create an active learning experience and 

foster the development of meta-skills, including metacognition and critical thinking, as advocated by the 

TPACK framework29. Furthermore, it’s important to both model and teach students about responsible use of 

AI-based tools and to help them navigate the opportunities and the risks these tools offer while recognizing 

that these tools will be transformational in higher education and clinical practice.  

 

Conclusions 

This study represents a novel active learning experience that leveraged ChatGPT as a virtual tutor to 

support student learning outcomes related to clinical documentation. The data demonstrate that students 

enjoyed the activity which is scalable and adaptable for other health education topics. The data further reveal 

student preferences and experiences related to AI-based tools in education and health care.  
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