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Intro

« Advancements in artificial intelligence (Al), especially
large language models (LLMSs), offer promising
enhancements to program evaluation in nursing
education.

Effective evaluation is crucial for improving educational

outcomes and securing grant funding in nursing
education.

We investigate the use of a generative chatbot, Future-

FLO, designed to support evaluation processes.

This study employed a mixed-methods approach to
evaluate the Future-FLO system and its components:
the FutureFLO persona definition, the Improver-Bot,
and task-specific prompts.

Methods

Utilizing workplan data from the Maternity Care Nursing

Workforce Expansion program, we conducted a pilot
test to generate and assess Gantt charts from data in
static .pdf files.

ChatGPT 4.0 outputs were assessed by both human
evaluators and an automated Improver-Bot for
accuracy, completeness, and usefulness
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The evaluation revealed that the
FutureFLO system did not improve
the outputs as expected. The
Integration of Al Into evaluation
must be approached cautiously,
ensuring alignment with practical
needs and ethical standards.
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Results

8 outputs rated from ChatGPT
4 w/FLO persona, 4 without

6 Human Raters and 37 ratings

1 Improver-Bot and 40 ratings

Contrary to expectations, Future-FLO did not
significantly improve the evaluation outputs.

Outputs rated by the Improver-Bot showed
potential biases in assessment.

Scores by group and metric

Z=-1.539
P=<0.001

Accuracy Completeness Usefulness

Comparison of Output Ratings for Al and Human Rate£so.oo1
P=<0.001 r=0;331 . Al
r=0.281

Human
P=<0.001
r=0.365

Accuracy Completeness Usefulness

Conclusions

The results highlight the challenges of implementing

generative Al in evaluation tasks.

Indicating the need for further development and
careful integration to align with practical and ethical
standards.
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