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This study aims to explore the potential of generative Al in mathematics education by analyzing its ability to diagnose student
errors in solving fraction multiplication problems and provide feedback. Drawing on prior research, this study first categorized
errors in fraction multiplication into computational errors and word problem errors. Prompts reflecting these error types were
input into three generative Al models—ChatGPT-4, Gemini-2.0 Flash, DeepSeek-R1—and the responses from each model
were collected for analysis. The results showed that the three generative Al models exhibited complex and inconsistent patterns
in error diagnosis overall. In the case of computational errors, all three models demonstrated low diagnostic accuracy, with
minimal differences in performance between models. In contrast, for word problem errors, the models showed relatively high
diagnostic accuracy, and clear differences in capabilities were observed among the models. In terms of the feedback, the
feedback for word problem errors was found to be more appropriate and specific than that for computational errors. This
suggests that the strengths and weaknesses of AI models vary depending on the instructional context, and that the educational
success of Al depends not on the adoption of the technology itself, but on the professional expertise of teachers who select
and guide its use.
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258t FEuSoA HAEEA] S8 A3 ohet d-50] o|Fo|A $FthKang, 2023; National Council
of Teachers of Mathematics [NCTM], 2024; Roschelle et al., 2017). H|Z5=2X|= shS0] 45} 73} S
SPAEITL 45t ofolt]ol2 Ausleln] Brojel AN WU F15olA & Bk ofjet ot skl et
&), 57], L E=ol= gox 7|ostk(Higgins et al., 2019; Roschelle et al., 2017). o] &3} 2jof| =
Bl AE24E 1A 14 52 AYste o AsatE A e 75 52 53 wAe AEE B
Z* QUK Cullen et al., 2020; Drijvers, 2015). o]0 W&} ALAEL 5t S04 HIAEZX 9 53 QA4
A&F o7 73z YrhKwon et al., 2023; NCTM, 2024).

F|Zoll= Hdloly 7I¥te] geld 7l EAo] flflo] otusolA Q13- A5(Artificial Intelligence, Ay
a51HE A7} B 25| o]Fo]X 1l Qth(Bisconti et al., 2024; Oh et al., 2024). 53 15 AAH
(intelligent tutoring system), %-3-% Sk& A|AEl(adaptive learning system), A5 A W m =8 A|AH
(Automated scoring and feedback systems), 2343 Al(Generative AI)2} -2 ThFst Al 7|6t ZE0] W%
Holo| A =31 QIk(Pepin et al., 2025). £3], ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeek?} T2 EJAE 7|4k B4
A7} A7AFES] B2 B4-S vk QlEd|(McGalliard & Otten, 2025), A% Al Ad) o] EE(Large
Language Model, LLM)Z 7|§FO = QIZFAH 2}Ak9] Qg mofstal £Ho] A3t SH= Aok 7l6=
23501 Utk 52 HZ==2A(]: GeoGebra, GSP, 53R ALI7))9F 2] B44F Al ol Hwo AR&/d7
A /S A AT AR W FEE Al o om ARBAReL AR B AREo] 7Hs Stk Bisconti
et al, 2024). o]2Rt £/ 0= Qs AAF Al M0l 7iQleke S 71319 24211 D el g5k
S5AtE ol B3l Al ofsiE ASAE & Qe wF 7IIE ZA "o ol 7ol &Sk
A2 AP A19] 50| wg-ohs WA 9] 24191 Mgk o]EAL Ukal H7IRITH(Pepin et al., 2025).
8y, BEE AL 7H 71eA A, AR AE AlE, @Zi(hallucination) @4, 3E9 4 R
59 FAI= Qs W& Aol HF2Q1 E-8of| Hisl] A5 BlEE Hol= A7 EAIRITH Almarashidi
et al., 2024; Lee et al., 2024; Pepin et al., 2025).

o|2Igt 7tel 9] £ollA AP AlQ] ATRS EASIAF Thfet A0l E o] ZthKang, 2023, 2024;
Kwon et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2024; Son, 2023). o] AL o7 £&3 F99] IAE AAG F, S
A7} 0|5 Aty st sidd 4 A=Al AESE H 3= FATHKang, 2024; Kwon et al., 2023;
Oh et al., 2024). 121}, Kwon et al.(2023)3} Oh et al.(2024)2] A H AL 45} £A4 Eo] 45 A3l
Y3 7129 B2 Yol Sotuge] BAHel a4Ql WA WHIN Y A} P 3 0nE
ekl Asl A48 HENE Y 4 A 43H0R BAY avh gtk olo] & AT Bae
T4 ool Uehbe SIS0 9 RS SHOR A4E AVEAXSH: A8 o Tsdo] ke Basng

=

flo ok
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A: ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeekE MO Z IERM

1. 489 Al SRt 54

A4 Al= 71 HOlEIE 7|HEC R Sh53lo] HIAE, ojujx], o4 5 HgRt %EH«] =S Adsk=
7]o|th(Wardat et al, 2023). AP Ale 54 23 7|50 w2t AAHER HEo] TRt E4o] v
ZF 2l A3 T AE A'dH. ChatGPT= OpenAloj|A] 7idst IAE 7Rke] fisty AP Al=,
A5, FYA 2271, tig} A2l 5 ARt o] 719k Ade Sk AAAHLR Het S5 FHL
FA et HE AlgolA FHS HolARt BT ot ZAG ALwslE V&2 24 il SIS EY
o Ith(Kang, 2024; Kwon et al., 2023). 2024 5o 37§€ GPT-4o= HIAE, o|u|X|, 34 5 TS FH 9

HlolElE 9422 AT & 9= e H(multi-modal) /Y Areltt. o] BEl2 7]E9] ChatGPT-3.5
1:1]6}] 1;(]—-.:]7(4 _,E jui ;‘(1—9,]?(4 11-04 :l':z‘sg .’6_-_7:;':1 ] 1 O/\o]— Aé e 14‘1;]-1,}]1::1 .__o] q% X%_H;__?,_]_Q_ ﬁ—.Q.%]— lﬁ_‘@-
A A2]o] axpAoltt. By A7 752 £ EoflA SEe 450l oIFolAA e BE VeS
DAgos Bg ML RR FHo| QT HE YollA A8 Aol EAct

Geminit= Google DeepMindol 4 /g He] mak A4Y AIR €AES} ofulA] dlole|d] B¢ Helg
£5) 1F Qo] ofe) L 1A 2 5L ATV B A D AT Hopol A 34 Bz 223
A siEel e HolH w2 A%Eet 8845 Bolil gtk 53], Geminie= =2 FEH2AE(Google
Classroom)7t 0455401 olo] ok @Al WAL SHIEC] 8hse BS HelshA ety AT 4 ok
o, 244 - B o] HxshE AR ) A dhst 7152 Ao AR 4 lrk(Ergene
& Ergene, 2025; McGalliard & Otten, 2025).

DeepSeek 9] g AEtE QAo 7L AAY AL 45t @ T3} 2L e)q 20| EdtElo]
Ao dlolg 7|5t &4 32 "JWW 2 JELEE Hole lor IHA Q. ol B3t dFer
s ohed] AFERE ofyzt W M= I EE Theo] FE AL vk Iy AR Hisht
HE2 1o Agol= A=dsHAl ‘B%E‘ﬂ FZole MAFE Hoet ddd 3z Qs A7 7oA A
=97} A= YchLee, 2025).

o] QJo= Claude, MathGPT, Khanmigo, Magic School Al 5 T}Fet A4S Al EEo] w8 FolofA
ZEHI Utk 7 BAHE Al ZEE 79| 715 AE #oks AUl lon B4 F2of Aot EAS
Zr=t) wEbA ARSAH AL AR S)e 25 A% &8 et At BdS A1F5] A= sor st
E3] AlEA e 2] 49 71ed P wsd B, &214] S EEs] ot SR AR
A% AA7t A= ojof gt

He)

o

N
Ry

. et WA HE Al et &F A7

2 Sof ZQ £8twS Kool o1Zx|5o] digt ¥alo] FA3] 271517 Qrk: Almarashidi et al.,
2024; Kang, 2023, 2024). £3] ChatGPTQ} Z-2 thyti olo] meo] 540 45ty gof A1l H3lE Eale
7Fs/3e AAISIAL low of2jt 7 d Tt Aol et B AP Al9 etugA EES FAHoE
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3t AZF ALE o]ojx]IL Ut Pepin et al., 2025).

AA7HA $+PE AAES AR AFF A1 24 i 50 232 W51 ItHKwon et al., 2023;

Lee & Park, 2024; Lee et al., 2024; Oh et al., 2024; Shin et al., 2024). & =°], Kang(2024)= ChatGPT

3.59] 25t 45 wakA o] +EH TEAE sHEsteS & &, 11 Eo] AT LRE B4 OP er- 1 A3,

AL 8108050, £A) old) 07, 4 59 0F, ANt 0F 5 T

et al.(2023)= ChatGPT-3.59] Z7/}=% SFIAAE Wy O tfaksshsgA|
PN

8 83 92 $Ee Ao
27} 37199 15.9%9) JRELS Rtk o] AN Al A%, A 7+ A2 0F, HAE A4 Yl

ot 0271 Yyeh} A8l olal Zo| 749 A Hxjo] 293hS A|A}SIAL
EF AL 28 7+ A% vlao] tig BAE 716k Yok Lee9} Park(2024)2 ChatGPT 3.59} 4.09] =3}
592 v BA3E 23} ChatGPT-4.00] 3.550 &2 it 58 HYon E3] 3 I3} 7|5 HAoA
‘?‘/F@' JS YRt oiah 4202 AAF FHoAE 4.00] 3.50 HF| AHjFoz Bt & BYoH &
| R ALt oA AR 2F77T UrER&E}. E3H Oh et al.(2024§ =3ty 13hd 2220] 45t 2=

A 58< vugt 23} ChatGPT 47} 7

wE AHE Eo]‘:h RSt FolA = fAreH 05_?7} o|%0] 5=t ErgeneT} Ergene(2025) GPT-do,
3.5, MathGPT, GeminiZ tjAlo & 3907]19] 48} B4 d12 LS nwslgich A+ 23}, GPT4o7}

i w2 JHES HAoH GPT 4%— GARE 422019918 MathGPT9} GPT-3.59] AHE-LS K} Yokt
NP Geminit= 7MY W AHES HAFYU. o1 FUNW, Y Al Bt FHEo] Hol7t glon]

Y
A 32 IolH 27E ‘%‘-ﬂ’i% ér Ve & Uk
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Y= It Shin et al.(2024)= WS H7lo] =4
F9] Aeq £ A A 7FsAS AR 23 wAF AT GPT42] AHH & AT Yehdt
HIUSHP E3L, Lee et al(2024)= 272 WAl A0l Yehuhs HEZQl @F 32 ChatGPT-407}
Aol SEdet £ Q=5 BASHIh A 23 24 ofs] % % £ 58 Aol
uUehtou A Ay 9 wbg Iy, B g SRE oRfl tiside A-e oo

UL oh&dE, @7 §FT} T et A ol gEAE BFE ERlEIh

olgfgt ATES BHE At $Tt KON Bt A 2 E1E dol A9 olshE 4lshAl7] 1L
WA W FEE AYete EEEAY JFo] HE gE & QlSS Holeth E3h A4F AF £
Q.7 tigirE autgQl HumS AT 4 YA BE 07 Ko tis) I¥E F5S Holx| etk
e ns 041}01]*1 olF E83l= WA} AFAREC] A F ALY Tl °F TsdE
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£40] B4 80/ U3 43 AI2| TIEH Y TISH 2} £4f: ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeek® F402 IERM

014
>,

9cHAn & Choi, 2016). 53 WEAEL QT SHYES] 5813 07E R4S 95 IR A7E
Soyel gkom Ed] B9 FAlI BRiste] S0l Hols oF R3S AN o7t B eRFE FEst]
A8t (e.g., Park & Park, 2017; Simon et al., 2018; Van de Walle et al., 2023).

AN 2F
ALY Q7T = Al 24 ﬂoﬂfﬂ At darEjEolu ALt ks A8FoEN Wlck= 075
ok, AN SRS FAS AT stelRte Al oA ERE A4to] o] Foixl e o
Q=7 BEEtiq: An & Choi, 2016; Park & Park, 2017; Park et al., 2023). o]&3l o5& F&2 E‘-r
7ol gt BERE o FEolut, Ad4] A, 29| ST A 5 TR dAlollA ARG EE ALt
5 FAo] FAdsHA A& off IR 2 dAtolM= 77HA] §39 AAE oFE ArEger XHﬂ
A& Table 19 A|A]= 0] 3]t

)

o
A A

2,

)
Jh o FSE

o glo oz oft

Table 1 Error types in fraction multiplication computational problems

LF REEIEY) OilAl
1. 248 71242 HHEX| 21 Ko, 20, 245 212 Zols 2F 13 w1l 1i
(An & Choi, 2016) 7 27 14
2. IR0 X, B, EOE XASE Stk 2F 62 « 3§ .
(Park & Park, 2017) 5 5 's5
3. O 2F: UE+E V122 HIPX 22 JHOIM f2S 2t £, SHS A= 2T 1444, 4 7 14
(Park & Park, 2017) 9, %=1 x2:§x2:?:4,
4. G2 HE @2 240 ZMHOM G55 Floll HE Hote 23 3.9l 3,6 _18_.5
(An & Choi, 2016; Park & Park, 2017) 6 1 13 13 13
5. 242 E25t 3 2oyj2l= TolX| U1 2A2/0t Zots 22 2 422,02 2x 12 2
(Reys et al., 2015) 37737 3 3 3
6. 252 J MES S22 2Edl didcke 2LF 4. 5.3 465 _7 _.5
(Park & Park, 2017) 9 8 72 72 72 72
7. K40t 240| ZMOA XSS 220 Sots 42 3.3
(An & Choi, 2016; Park & Park, 2017; Reys et al., 2015) 5 10

2) 28H 2F

A 5T wA9 Wty A HESHA olsistAY sfAlsHA] Eof WAshs SiA RFEA Bl
TAl GAEEE EAL oy o ARl ¥HA AE&T & HEAY B9 FAlo gt /dEF olsizt
FE3 Aol A AT 50 FA1 241 sidolA UEhue A oF R3S A% o4 oF, A
49l 27 So|m 2PAISE AL Table 20] AJA|5FItHe.g., Haser & Ubuz, 2003; Mack, 2000; Prediger,
2008; Simon et al., 2018; Van de Walle et al., 2023).

1) MEICIIS ETYi2 20| B OF QS SEIKRL OF 2 SR SN0 LIS 4 910 22 QS0 SEEPILL 2P 3K
%42 297 A
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Table 2 Error types in fraction multiplication word problems
2F FUEIEH) OflA|
8. < QA RF: ZHY JES MG Aoz (ZA) Aot LAt Hts XS R4 X2= A0tHE LA 429] 15
HEIGHK| Xok= @F HALE. K|S = HA| LAt BOHFES HA=X| FTIAL.
(Simon etal., 2018; Van de Walle etal., 2023) ,_ . . 1 1 _3
(ER EH) E Z 1
9. A1} MOl QF: HAL HOLE AtStS MTHFIR oaS Ope L o 3 -
i SRS ST ) ot gaig o157 At 415 30 2200| mesict 0] g4lel S pteisn
(Simon et al., 2018; Van de Walle et al., 2023) AICHH, MEf0| HOIL} TQFH}?
N 6 _ 2., 6 _
(Styol g o oI5 daste. 4e o o3 Taste
10. 71F T9l oA 2F: SHUH0IN 71E IS - 4
xlr% H;*ljé o= ° el | (ZH) 35 Bt A22 0| 697et®, L X2 o= R R
(Haser & Ubuz, 2003; Simon et al., 2018) (5 E15) 69 x % 12
Clo| S&= =1 = X=20| C}9o| 7 A
e s S AZHESTAEH LR axy xisaiol 4200l A% o0kme 1, 359 i 22| 2 4 YR
To T
(Haser & Ubuz, 2003) (BAO| By 1AI712] 50| 12 120]C} 3AIZHSC Al 90kmE 2|3 2702 7ICH
M2tA 12+27021 2828 2 = ULt & 282km
4, A7 2|
7120 e ATES St BA) i B4 ALY SfFS Bk 1) 2 PREL J1FoR Bt
I8y olysr AaHuto 2L Y AlQ] W5t &8 7M5AS 2836 2Yst= f sHA7} Qi) o]&
Bgslo] T Lee et al(2024)2 W4THY SN £4:0) hedl 0FE FAOE ChatGPTY] At 9
Dw g 58S BT v Qi B AL Lee et al(2024)9] QTS sl Bm0] FA] @ Fof| sy
Al 743 Rl BdY A Hole Mg 9w ejkg RAskug S
B0o] FAL oy A9 AFE(An & Choi, 2016; Park & Park, 2017; Simon et al., 2018; Van de Walle
et al, 2023)E &3 ‘5;“3% | A5 ®ske 27 F30] BEA Qlol, AT AUt sH9] of AlS A
ARl weaoz AH A AT 4 AAS AA0L BRI AYH Aol £

w59 FAlE —v—r«l WAl e 255k wARSol A=) 7MY of#2 Yo ATA Sloi(lzsik,
2008) WAEO] Al E8-2 T ARl ER2 e Mol w2 AL Jddrt

ojo] & A= NCTM(2024)°] 423t HEeF o] W FAoA Al =79 Al=d3 B8 71s/dZ ASdHoF
g Bo AL 1 25 A JolM AP A} Hol: Ak 9 m=w AF Ak v - BASkTA)
it} olo] wet @A) w2 A9-83 FLEE Kol Al X9l ChatGPT9} Gemini, 18] T Z3o]lA] 7jt=o]
w13 F20l FHE Hols FoMIoF 7|Rte] DeepSeeks 2Aof EsH3Itt. £ = olgA S T
w7l ME g Al 7HA] AGE Al 2Eg val 24toex 7 Bdlo] 21 £/4o] 25 3t &<
WA Akt mEw Pgol ofmet YIS vA=A e oR "etstaat g

0|

ATEANL 2570 FAl FQollM Yeths At @70l dis] /4% AI(ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeek)=
ojmgt 2] T W AT JFZ Hol=rPk
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A: ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeekE MO Z IERM

ATEAL. B40] B4 G Lrehs 44 2.50] ths) A9 AIChaiGPT, Gemini, DeepSeck)s
ot 420] AU TEH AT GRS Holirk

ARYATE e R 25 FA ¥ oF R3S FAseen AR 1 b =9 g2 AA ALY
OF 9 77FA|(Table 1)} ¥4A] 25F 78 471X (Table 2)2 AHct. BAE Al B2 A|7k9] Ao
T} A& og dHolEEER 71%74 g Aol Wslh e 4 Qlnh weEbA Akm a3 A AT

F

A3} 34 lof T8t MR ARttt 2 oAl ot Mg 11Biste] 20259 24 of 1579 &Y
H|S:%E A|Fo] ChatGPT-4, Gemini-2.0 Flash, DeepSeek-R12 A &g —g— ARRS AE 535tk

TAERJ] A g AR vt Ak A, ARATE viRe R 7 oF FE EAI9 oMY S Asiaith

(Tables 1, 2 0). &4, ChatGPTE Z-83t 9] WAl o7 At %—TL(Le et al, 2024)E Falsto] T

LFZEE FoIRItH(Table 3 Fa1). o] ZFEILE= F/4F Al °ﬂ°L(§%“i WA, (=S
£ Al oF 24 9 w=d A1), At meuie]: sAie] AlLE sHsie i AlAD At v =]
I =F e a‘ FRoz Agshs qA), 9 FAEH Al &A% W)Y dA7t 2E A
LEZ ChatGPTo| Pt #, 27 FIER 3T A9 Y9 SH2 A7 AAISIAH:
74]*&‘53 F= A é‘% AT} 215 oo RIAISHL AE|oHes: LaTeX P20 Wels] AHstglor ZgA|
e TRt o] eg0lA] el w2 ATEY] 95 Fof YES IR ARSI B, 249 dide
‘ITZ] Stal S| ot WiEolA o] -8 7hsAde WA &9 [lole ol SUsilth B48Y Ale
HHE Y Al SO WEgol AT & 7] 2o Ut AT o7 A AP I A EHck=
Z0] Egoitt. ofo] & Afolre 2 G Al Rl FUt Y& ZEZEE Al A AAlst S
t IS A I 23, AT Gt AR Aol dEE SEES AdNtAeR 2 S
Holz Zo= gRIFitt. oo wzh, HHE 4 JJrﬂOﬂH AT = Qe T x| A8 Hx=

2,
3,
4o
I=!
ﬂ?m
It:
mlm

QY 157 27 FUE AF B4 Yoz B
2) 0|% £ =20ki= 2t PLHS ChatGPT, Gemini, DeepSeck2 EYo11, MM H7|= M2RICt
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Table 3 Prompts presented to Generative Al (Adopted from Lee et al., 2024)

ety
U2 2SS WAOIL 249 54 2HIE SiZoks 2S5l SH9| 20| IHES 21 Ugs ol
1. FY| ZH[eHZ Hafs Mol O RE7} Lot QU=A| 2ot ot 2F 7 LIEH FTHXQ! #2U0| CHall AMle| 2Fott.

== H
20} SXHOH D=0 S-S FZo(], SHY0| Aol EHIohZ oM 2YE L7 E TE0| Olsiold, AAZ RIS
eSS MSol2t. Li=1

<a§°+ meso| £7)
1. BHH0| AAR Q2
Spio| TS SOl U2 Hsle Ty
. SHAOI7 KHAIS] AfZi0f THt 0|29} HTIEIS 275k T=H
(R TIsel 55)

1. SHOIH 2HIHES BE WS RBoH= WS
oI-)xHOl QE _IX‘Iol. ]:[ll:HH

HiSote, TAHQ FRAH IE2 MSoHA| e T

w N
O
E
o
4>
30
|.n
Jhu
jn
rir
o
HO
Jon
r|o
HJIrll

N

. H&5|

w
P
I
1
o 1

Il O;

I
HH
|:|O|‘
6|'
ﬂl:
Ho
n
JET]

nx

Yolat. 2t LR/ LI HAIHQI A210i Choli &fMlo| 2ot

|_

—_

. 8P0] SHITHZ RI2FS 25101 O 87} S5 QK|
Q=
QB I} LIEN RRYEQI 2Iol:

e N Ll

2. SPHO| AHIo| ZHIohZ 20N Liliet 2RE HES| Ofaliolal, AAZ ZHIS HEY + QUES XES L= = 7K HSoket. L=

Ol E XiMI5| AES}2
ifI=CTE R

IEE19] O
T|EuHD:

hifl=ClpeliRel =

N
>

e 2

1z

35 AmE A% A2(: Ergene & Ergene, 2024; Kwon et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2024)& HI O &2
o Wl = 7] MER UiRo] BASIQITE WA, oF Ado] AL, o] 072 el
Wt BT S Wkl AUE 99 AL 24E0R, 95 A¥sh} 1 991 A¥s Eake
A= 15508, O7E Aok X3 A= 050 2 ERoIGTh T, A48E AlA oF XS 835k
2 O 5YT LENES ASASOE BFSHT Al Bdo] wzt 0fe] Ao that e SrHARst
SPAolA] Afolg BT olof wrek BAo] AL el AV WA ANE SHUS BAo] TEU
3, AHPATE AR TEE S2e R4S 99 24 oF $3ER A4Y AlA T o] Hewe
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