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Recent research indicates that the use of multiple external representations MERs has the potential
to support learning, especially in complex scientific areas, such as quantum physics. In particular,
the provision of informationally redundant external representations can have advantageous effects
on learning outcomes. This is of special relevance for quantum education, where various external
representations are available and their effective use is recognised as crucial to student learning.
However, research on the effects of informationally redundant external representations in quantum
learning is limited. The present study aims to contribute to the development of effective learning
materials by investigating the effects of learning with informationally redundant external representa-
tions on students’ learning of quantum physics. Using a between-subjects design, 113 students were
randomly assigned to one of four learning conditions. The control group learnt with a traditional
multimedia learning unit on the behaviour of a single photon in a Mach-Zehnder interferometer.
The three intervention groups received redundant essential information in the Dirac formalism, the
Bloch sphere, or both. The use of eye tracking enabled insight into the learning process depending on
the external representations provided. While the results indicate no effect of the study condition on
learning outcomes (content knowledge and cognitive load), the analysis of visual behaviour reveals
decreased learning efficiency with the addition of the Bloch sphere to the multimedia learning unit.
The results are discussed based on current insight in learning with MERs. The study emphasises
the need for careful instructional design to balance the associated cognitive load when learning with
informationally redundant external representations.

INTRODUCTION
Background and Motivation

Science education, particularly in the domain of
physics, is characterised by the effective use of external
representations. These may include textual descriptions,
equations and formulas, diagrams, and graphs, or educa-
tors’ explanations. This is especially the case for com-
plex physics concepts, such as those encountered in the
context of quantum physics, a field characterised by its
abstract principles and counterintuitive phenomena. In
such cases, external representations play a crucial role in
the communication and education of the subject [1]. It

has been shown that quantum education based on clas-
sical analogies often leads to conceptual difficulties [2].
Consequently, the judicious use of external representa-
tions in quantum physics education is essential to prevent
misconceptions and facilitate a more profound under-
standing of quantum phenomena. Across a range of sci-
ence, technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM)
disciplines, the use of multiple external representations
(MERs) has been evidenced as an effective tool for fos-
tering student learning (for an overview, see [3, 4]). This
is particularly the case in contexts characterised by high
complexity [5]. Consequently, it may also prove to be
a valuable method for assisting students in the effective
acquisition of quantum concepts.
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Understanding key concepts in quantum physics has
become increasingly important in recent decades as the
relevance of quantum technologies has grown [6]. With
its rapidly developing pillars of quantum communication,
quantum computation, quantum simulation, and quan-
tum sensing, a particular focus is placed on two-state
systems, commonly referred to as qubits. The intro-
duction of a qubit and its quantum properties has been
demonstrated to be an effective method to introduce the
fundamental principles of quantum physics and quantum
technologies [7, 8]. The behaviour of a single photon in a
Mach-Zehnder interferometer (MZI) is a common exper-
imental approach that provides a valuable foundation to
understand fundamental quantum concepts [9]. Studies
show that the MZI is a helpful tool to reduce compre-
hension difficulties and improve students’ understanding
of wave-particle duality and the probabilistic nature of
quantum measurement, as it demonstrates the principles
of quantum mechanics in a tangible experimental set-
ting [9]. Despite the introduction of a variety of teaching
strategies in quantum physics in recent year [10], quan-
tum physics concepts continue to present a considerable
challenge to learners across different levels of education
and academic backgrounds [11, 12]. Indeed, previous re-
search indicates that developing a comprehensive under-
standing of quantum physics requires a substantial shift
in perspective, diverging from classical concepts, which
often leads to misconceptions [1]. Here, the use of MERs
with shared information enables different presentations
of the same essential information. In doing so, infor-
mationally redundant external representations have the
potential to enable different perspectives on essential in-
formation and facilitate learning by triggering different
cognitive processes [13]. The aim of this study is to in-
vestigate the potential of MERs, particularly those that
are informationally redundant, to facilitate the learning
of fundamental quantum properties, illustrated by the
single-photon behaviour in a MZI.

Learning with MERs

The acquisition of scientific knowledge is contingent on
the use of suitable external representations. These serve
as the foundations for effective communication, allowing
us to convey information in a multitude of formats tai-
lored to the specific requirements of the situation. It
is generally accepted that there is a distinction to be
made between symbolic representations, encompassing
text, equation, and formula, and graphical representa-
tions, which include, for example, diagram and graph
[14, 15]. In contrast to symbolic external representations,
which are based on symbols that bear no direct resem-
blance to the referent, graphical external representations
are based on icons that share structural characteristics
with the referent, such as similarity in shape or form

[15].

Current research indicates that the use of MERs has
the potential to facilitate learning in different STEM con-
texts, in contrast to the use of a single external repre-
sentation citeAinsworth.2021. In this context, a notable
focus has been on the advantages of learning with text
and pictures, known as multimedia learning, compared
to learning through text alone [16]. The beneficial ef-
fect of combining text and pictures, as opposed to text
alone, is commonly referred to as the multimedia prin-
ciple [17]. According to cognitive theories such as the
Cognitive Theory of Multimedia Learning (CTML) and
the Integrated Theory of Text and Picture Comprehen-
sion (ITPC), the multimedia principle can be explained
by a more efficient use of cognitive resources due to the
dual structure of sensory memory and working mem-
ory, which allows for parallel processing of symbolic and
graphical structures [15, 18]. In line with the CTML,
the cognitive process of learning with MERs consists of
three fundamental stages, including selection, organisa-
tion, and integration processes [18]. First, learners must
select relevant information encoded in the external rep-
resentations provided. Second, they need to organise
the relevant information into mental structures. Third,
learners must use these mental structures to build a com-
prehensive mental model by combining them with exist-
ing knowledge retrieved from long-term memory. The
benefits of MERs have also been identified for various
combinations of symbolic and graphical representations
[19]. In particular, recent research has shown that the
advantages of MERs are not limited to heterogeneous
combinations of symbolic and graphical external repre-
sentations. In fact, they can also be detected at a similar
level in homogeneous combinations of multiple symbolic
external representations [20, 21]. The ITPC, developed
by Schnotz and Bannert, complements this perspective
by highlighting the importance of semantic coherence
between representations [22]. According to the ITPC,
graphical representations only have the potential to fa-
cilitate learning only if they are semantically aligned with
the accompanying symbolic representation(s) and do not
contain any contradictory information [23, 24].

In addition to the cognitive theories of multimedia
learning, the Design, functions, and tasks (DeFT) frame-
work defines three main functions that MERs can fulfil to
support learning [3, 13]. Regardless of the specific types
of external representations combined, MERs can facili-
tate learning by complementing each other, constraining
each other, or constructing a deeper understanding [13].
In doing so, external representations can complement
each other, either through information or through cog-
nitive processes induced by the different representation
of information. They can constrain cognitive processing
by focusing attention on relevant aspects. Finally, they
can construct deeper understanding by allowing learners
to integrate information from different sources of infor-



mation [13].

The DeFT framework provides explanations for the
learning effectiveness of various combinations of exter-
nal representations, particularly for learning with infor-
mationally redundant representations. Providing MERs
with shared information has the potential to support
learners by inducing different cognitive processes and
thus providing different access to the essential informa-
tion [13]. In their recent meta-analysis, [19] found that
the provision of additional informationally redundant ex-
ternal representations has the potential to help students
use cognitive resources more efficiently without provid-
ing additional essential information. As a possible ex-
planation for the beneficial effects of a higher number of
MERs with shared information, the authors suggest that
additional informationally redundant external represen-
tations increase the options for choosing the most appro-
priate external representation [19]. However, in order to
benefit from multiple sources of the same information,
learners need representational competence [25, 26]. Ac-
cording to [25] representational competence covers three
areas of expertise. First, conceptual competencies are
needed, including visual understanding of each external
representation and connectional understanding of how
the representations relate to each other. Second, learners
need perceptual competencies to be able to apply visual
and connectional understanding fluently. The third area
of competence is given by meta-representational compe-
tencies, including the ability to choose an appropriate ex-
ternal representation based on the learning setting and
personal characteristics [25].

Despite the potential advantages of MERs with shared
information, previous research has also revealed instances
where the provision of multiple informationally redun-
dant representations hinders learning. According to the
redundancy principle in its traditional form, learning
with pictures and spoken text is more beneficial to learn-
ing than the additional presentation of printed text [27]
Based on the most prominent version of the Cognitive
Load Theory (CLT), cognitive load when learning can
be categorised in extraneous cognitive load (ECL), in-
trinsic cognitive load (ICL), and germane cognitive load
(GCL). Extraneous cognitive load is the result of the
learner’s interaction with elements introduced by the in-
structional design and should be reduced when learning
with MERs to support learning [28]. In contrast, ICL
is the result of the learner’s interaction with those ele-
ments that are intrinsic to the task and must be processed
in parallel. Finally, GCL is determined by the amount
of cognitive resources allocated to ICL rather than ECL
[28]. The CLT provides an explanatory approach for the
redundancy principle. Each external representation pro-
vided to learners constitutes an additional source of in-
formation that needs to be processed and coordinated,
resulting in an increase in ECL [29] In line with this,
avoiding informationally redundant external representa-

tions frees cognitive resources for learning [29]. Thus,
previous research both supports advantageous effects of
learning with multiple informationally redundant exter-
nal representations [13, 19] and disadvantageous effects
[29].

The relevance of Dirac notation and the Bloch
sphere in Quantum Education

Especially in the field of quantum technology edu-
cation the Bloch sphere and Dirac notation have been
identified as external representations with high relevance
[30]. In educational contexts, conceptual advantages of
the Dirac notation were recently discussed [31], with the
results suggesting that the use of the Dirac notation facil-
itates the sensemaking of mathematics (probability rule,
superpositions, orthogonality) and physics (connection
to phenomena such as polarisation, measurements, and
wave functions) and therefore acts as a bridge between
mathematical structures and physical phenomena. The
use of the Dirac notation has been shown to facilitate the
understanding of intricate concepts in quantum mechan-
ics [32, 33]. In particular, the Dirac notation provides
a concise representation of eigenvalues and eigenstates,
establishing a strong connection between mathematical
and physical concepts.

While symbolic representations are often used in quan-
tum education to formally explain quantum phenomena,
graphical representations, such as the Bloch sphere, pro-
vide a vivid way to visualise and facilitate the under-
standing of quantum states [e.g., 34]. However, previous
research has also revealed some difficulties in learning
with the Bloch sphere. For example, students were found
to have learning difficulties in constructing Bloch sphere
states, understanding relative and global phases, and
describing measurements when learning with the Bloch
sphere [34]. As every dynamic of a quantum state can
be interpreted in the Bloch sphere as a rotation of the
state vector, the use of spatial competences is necessary
in order to employ the external representation effectively
and efficiently. Consequently, learners with higher spatial
competences, in particular those with superior mental
rotation skills, may benefit more from the Bloch sphere
than those with less developed mental rotation ability.
Tests such as the RCube-Vis test [35] provide a differen-
tiated measure of individual differences in mental rota-
tion ability, while minimising the influence of other visual
processing factors.

Interaction of visual and cognitive processes in
learning with MERs

The use of eye-tracking technology has proven to be a
valuable tool in gaining insight into cognitive processing



when learning with MERs [36, 37].For example, Klein et
al. (2020) found that eye tracking provides valuable in-
sight into the cognitive processes involved in graph com-
prehension, revealing different visual attention patterns
when students solve kinematics problems depending on
their response accuracy and confidence [38]. Accord-
ing to the systematic review by Hahn and Klein (2022),
the analysis of gaze transitions also provides valuable in-
sight into how learners integrate different sources of infor-
mation, revealing differences in cognitive processing and
problem-solving strategies [39]. For instance, the number
of transitions, defined as gaze shifts between defined ar-
eas of interest, such as different external representations,
is a commonly used measure of learners’ integration pro-
cesses [36]. Current research suggests that the frequency
of transitions reflects the degree of cognitive interplay be-
tween text and visualisations, with more transitions in-
dicating active efforts to connect both sources [e.g., 40].
Canham and Hegarty (2010) showed that learners with
higher prior knowledge focus their transitions on task-
relevant features [41], while those with less knowledge
may allocate their attention inefficiently. Similarly, Han-
nus and Hy6né (1999) found that high-achieving students
made more targeted transitions between text and illus-
trations in science textbooks than low-achieving students
[42], highlighting the importance of deliberate gaze shifts
for effective comprehension. In addition, transitions can
be influenced by design features. Visually salient or cued
elements tend to attract attention and promote smoother
transitions between different components of the material
[43].

Research Questions

Learning quantum physics is particularly challenging
due to its abstract and counterintuitive nature. Current
research suggests that the use of MERs with shared in-
formation may be an effective way of supporting learn-
ing through a more efficient use of cognitive resources
compared to learning with a single one [19]. However,
it is not clear whether integration processes are respon-
sible for this advantage or the fact that learners have
the opportunity to choose the most appropriate external
representation as opposed to learning with an individual
representation. For example, [20] showed that the num-
ber of transitions between heterogeneous combinations
of text and picture was higher than the number of tran-
sitions between homogeneous symbolic combinations of
text and equation. This could suggest that in the case
of heterogeneous combinations of symbolic and graphi-
cal representations, integration processes are more likely
to provide advantages of MERs and, in the case of ho-
mogeneous combinations, the possibility of choosing an
appropriate one. In light of the previous considerations,
we investigate three research questions:

RQ1: Does adding an information-redundant symbolic-
mathematical or graphical geometric representa-
tion to a multimedia learning unit enhance learning
(content knowledge and cognitive load) of quantum
properties?

RQ2: Does the integration of both informationally
redundant representations additionally promote
learning?

RQ3: Are advantages in learning with information-
redundant representations correlated with visual
integration processes across representations or
rather the selection of one preferred representation?

This study was preregistered on the Open Science
Framework (OSF) to ensure transparency and rigour [44].

METHODS
Participants

A total of 113 students from three German universities
(RPTU Kaiserslautern-Landau, Ludwig-Maximilians-
Universitdt Miinchen, and Saarland University) partic-
ipated in the study. Participants were selected from
a variety of fields related to STEM, including physics
(k = 69), biology (k = 9), engineering (k = 5), bio-
physics (k = 3), mathematics, pharmacy and chemistry
(k = 2, each). In addition, & = 17 participants were
teacher training students, and one was a business stu-
dent. Three participants did not specify their field of
study. In total, 71 men and 40 women were involved in
the study. Two participants declined to specify their gen-
der. Each participant was randomly assigned to one of
four groups: the control group (k = 28), the intervention
group IG1 (k = 28), the intervention group IG2 (k = 28)
or the intervention group IG3 (k = 29).

Study Design and Procedure

The study employed a between-subjects design with a
2 x 2 factorial structure. Each participant was randomly
assigned to one of four study conditions. All partici-
pants were individually presented with the same multi-
media learning unit, which consisted of complementary
text and image elements that provided non-redundant in-
formation. This baseline unit was identical for all groups.
The participants’ visual behaviour was recorded using a
Tobii Pro Nano eye tracker during the learning unit. A
nine-point calibration was performed immediately prior
to the start of the learning unit to ensure data accuracy.

Two factors were manipulated:



1. The presence or absence of an additional graphic-
geometric representation (Bloch sphere) that pro-
vided redundant information to the text (factor 1:
graphic-geometric representation present vs. ab-
sent).

2. The presence or absence of an additional symbolic-
mathematical representation (equation) that was
also informationally redundant to the text (factor 2:
symbolic-mathematical representation present vs.
absent).

This design resulted in four experimental groups:

e A control group (CG) that received only the base-
line multimedia unit without any additional redun-
dant representations,

e Intervention Group 1 (IG1), which received the
baseline unit plus a graphic-geometric representa-
tion,

e Intervention Group 2 (IG2), which received the
baseline unit plus a symbolic-mathematical repre-
sentation, and

e Intervention Group 3 (IG3), which received the
baseline unit plus both the additional graphic-
geometrical and the symbolic-mathematical repre-
sentation.

The entire study was conducted through digital means
on a computer. The study procedure is described in Fig-
ure 1. In the following paragraphs, we will elucidate the
individual stages and materials used in more detail.

Materials

Participants were first given an overview of the basic
principles of physics as they relate to light, including a
description of the properties of photons. In this regard,
the authors designed and recorded a video for use in this
study. The participants were permitted to pause, rewind,
and fast-forward the video as often as they desired. The
video itself did not make any reference to the Dirac for-
malism or the Bloch sphere. Similar to the first introduc-
tory video, the participants were presented with another
pre-recorded video outlining the components of the MZI.
This introduction encompassed the identification of each
component and a description of its function within the
interferometer.

After a general introduction to the subject, each par-
ticipant was introduced to the external representations
specific to their respective group. A brief introductory
video was prepared for the Dirac formalism and the Bloch
sphere, respectively, in which the method for describing a
photon state with the respective external representation

General introduction

| N N

Introduction in representations + RC test

Intro Eq.

Text <> Eq.

Intro Bloch sphere
Text <> Bloch sphere
Eq.<> Bloch sphere

Pretest (content knowledge)
— B | |
Learning unit OO

lllustration
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Equation
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Cognitive load test
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Posttest (content knowledge)
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-

Figure 1: Illustration of the individual stages of the
study four the four study conditions CG, IG1, IG2, and
1G3. Note: Eq., Equation; RC, representational
competence.

was outlined. As in the general introduction, partici-
pants were allowed to pause, rewind, and fast-forward
as often as they wanted. Participants were instructed to
move on to the test phase at their own discretion, ide-
ally after feeling confident in their understanding of the
external representation. In the representational compe-
tence test, the students were presented with a specific
photon state represented in a given external representa-
tion and were asked to select the corresponding state in a
sample of four presented in another external representa-
tion. Depending on the condition assigned, participants
worked on different versions of the representational com-
petence test (see Figure 1). The control group was not
subjected to this phase of the study. Participants in IG1
completed the test for translations between equation and
text and IG2 for translations between Bloch sphere and
text. Participants in IG3 were asked for both translations
between equation and text and Bloch sphere and text, as
they were introduced to both additional external repre-
sentations. In addition, IG3 was tasked with translating
directly between equation and Bloch sphere. For each
set of external representations, participants had to solve
four equivalent tasks which differed only in the specific
state present. An example task for translating between



A photon is in the following state:

1
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Select the answer that describes the same state:

o The state of the photon is the basis state up.

o The state of the photon is an equal superposition
of the basis states up and down with a relative phase of x.

o The state of the photon is the basis state down.

o The state of the photon is an equal superposition
of the basis states up and down with a relative phase of 0.

Figure 2: Example item of the representational
competence test for the translation between text and
equation. Analogous items were used for the translation
between text and Bloch sphere and equation and Bloch
sphere.

equation and text is provided in Figure 2.

As a third stage of the study, the prior content knowl-
edge of the participants was evaluated. To this end, five
multiple choice items from [45] were selected, as they
were considered to align with the content of the learn-
ing unit. Modifications were made to the items to align
them with the formulations used in the study. The items
and options for each item were presented in a randomised
sequence. In addition to solving the items, the students
were asked to indicate their level of confidence in answer-
ing each item on a six-point Likert scale, ranging from
"very unsure” to ”very sure.”

The learning unit comprised three consecutive stages,
corresponding to the scenarios of a photon striking a
beam splitter, the addition of a second beam splitter,
and the measurement following the second beam split-
ter. For each stage, participants received a one-page
study sheet tailored to their specific study group, with
external representations adapted accordingly. (see Fig-
ure 3). For each stage of the learning unit, participants
were asked to answer two to three questions about the
content presented in the corresponding material. The
students were allowed to switch between the study mate-
rial and the questions as often as they needed to complete
the task. The learning unit was presented on a 22-inch
computer screen with a resolution of 1920 x 1080 pix-
els. To capture the visual attention of students during
learning, their eye movements were recorded with a sta-
tionary Tobii Pro Nano eye tracker. Different types of eye
movement (fixations and saccades) were identified using
the Identification by Velocity Treshold (I-VT) algorithm
with thresholds of 8500/s2 for acceleration and 30/s for
velocity. A nine-point calibration was performed before

the learning unit for each participant to ensure the ac-
curacy of the detected data. If necessary, the calibration
was repeated until it was deemed suitable.

The cognitive load of the participants was evaluated
after the completion of the learning unit, using the in-
strument described in [46]. Subsequently, the content
knowledge test based on [45] was conducted as a post-
test. The test was identical to the one administered as
a pretest, with the exception of a randomised order of
items and answer options. The capacity for mental ro-
tation was evaluated through the administration of the
RCube-Vis test, as proposed by [35].

Data Analysis

Concerning RQ 1, we analysed the performance and
cognitive load of the intervention groups IG1 and IG2
compared to the control group CG. The performance
of each participant was measured in terms of the pro-
portion of correctly solved items, both before and after
the learning unit. The cognitive load was calculated on
the basis of subjective ratings according to the dimen-
sions of ECL, ICL, and GCL. To investigate possible
differences in performance and cognitive load between
the study conditions, we performed a multiple linear re-
gression for each outcome measure, including the pretest
accuracy and condition as independent variables.

In order to address RQ2, we also included IG3, receiv-
ing both additional external representations, in the re-
spective multiple linear regressions for performance and
cognitive load measures. To establish a linear relation-
ship between each outcome and the condition variable,
we transformed the four conditions (CG, IG1, IG2, and
IG3) into dummy variables in ascending order according
to their average scores on the respective outcome mea-
sure. As representational competence and mental rota-
tion ability were considered potential influencing factors
a priori, we subsequently analysed both variables to de-
termine correlations with participants’ performance and
cognitive load. To this end, representational competence
was defined as the proportion of correct responses on
the representational competence test, and mental rota-
tion ability was defined as the mean log-time for correct
responses on the mental rotation test. For representa-
tional competence and mental rotation ability, scatter-
plots were created to illustrate the relationship between
the variables and each of the outcome measures. In order
to enhance the robustness of the subsequent statistical
analyses, the multiple linear regressions were extended
to include the respective variable where feasible.

Third, to answer RQ 3, we performed an analysis of
the visual behaviour exhibited by the students within
the learning unit. For this analysis, the areas of interest
were designated for each external representation included
in the learning unit, depending on the condition. In the



The photon passes a beam splitter.

Case 1: Hitting the dielectric layer

A single photon passes a beam splitter. Depending on the orientation of the beam splitter, two distinct cases must be conside red.

Case 2: Hitting the glass surface.

—_— lllustration
The photon is emitted in the lower path. As it passes through the beam The photon is emitted in the lower path. As it passes through the beam
splitter, the state of the photon changes to a uniform superposition of Text splitter, the state of the photon changes to a uniform superposition of
the two possible paths at the bottom and top. The bottom component the two possible paths at the bottom and top. There is no phase jump.
undergoes a phase jump of  when reflected by the dielectric layer.
1 : 1
W)= 10) ) ==(-I0) +10)) Equation Wy =10) by =—=00) +10)
N S

Figure 3: Study material for the initial stage of the learning unit, as presented to group IG3. In about half of the
cases, the placement of the equation and the Bloch sphere was reversed. Depending on the study group, the Dirac
formalism and/or the Bloch sphere were omitted. The areas of interest selected for the ET analysis are highlighted
in colour.
Note. The text was translated into English for publication, but the study used a German version.

maximum case of condition IG5, each slide of the learn-
ing unit comprised four pairs of areas of interest, associ-
ated with the illustration, the test, the equation, and the
Bloch sphere (see 3). To gain insights into learners inte-
gration of external representations, we considered tran-
sitions between two AOIs of different external represen-
tations, while transitions between the both AOIs for one
representation type were omitted. The total number of
transitions made by the students within the learning unit
was analysed using a one-way analysis ANOVA with the
condition (CG, IG1, IG2, IG3) as independent variable.
Moreover, to gain further insight into the distribution of
transitions contingent on the specific external represen-
tations incorporated into the material in the intervention
groups, we conducted an unpaired-sample t-test to com-
pare the relative number of transitions from and to the
equation for IG1 and from and to the Bloch sphere for
1G2. Similarly, we conducted a paired-samples t-test to
compare the relative number of transitions for the two
additional external representations in IG3. Unless other-

wise stated, the prerequisites for the respective statistical
procedure were verified and found to be satisfied.

RESULTS
RQ1 and RQ2

An overview of the descriptive results for the pretest
accuracy, posttest accuracy, and the cognitive load, in
terms of ECL, ICL, and GCL, is presented in Fig-
ure 4 for each of the four conditions involved in the
study. To identify potential differences in student learn-
ing across the four conditions, we performed a mul-
tiple linear regression analysis for each outcome mea-
sure, including the condition and the pretest accu-
racy as independent variables. The results indicated
an overall effect for the accuracy post (F(4,108) =
14.2, p < .001***, R? = 0.345, R2?, = 0.320) and

adj
the ICL (F(4,108) = 4.525, p < .001***, R? =
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Figure 4: Standardized mean values for the accuracy
pre, the accuracy post, ECL, GCL, and ICL for each of
the four study conditions. The error bars represent one

standard error.

0.144, R, = 0.112). In contrast, no significant over-
all effect could be identified for the ECL (F(4,108) =
1.165, p = .33, R?> = 0.041, Ridj = 0.006) and the GCL
(F(4,108) = 1.547, p = .19, R? = 0.054,R3dj = 0.019).
The results for each independent variable in the statisti-
cally significant outcomes of the accuracy post and ICL
are presented in Table I.

B SE t D
Accuracy post
Intercept (IG2)  1.798 0.273 6.598 < .001***
CG 0.137 0.257 0.532 .60
1G1 -0.041 0.256 -0.159 .87
1G3 0.064 0.258 0.248 .80
Accuracy pre 0.514 0.071 7.284 < .001***
ICL
Intercept (CG)  4.601 0.299 15.365 < .001***
IG1 0.250 0.258 0.966 .34
1G2 0.444 0.260 1.706 .09
1G3 0.516 0.257 2.010 .05*
Accuracy pre -0.256 0.071 -3,687 < .001***

Table I: Individual results for the coefficients of the
conditions (CG, IG1, IG2, and IG3) and the pretest
accuracy (accuracy pre) of the multiple linear regression

for the outcome measures of accuracy post, as well as
the ICL. *p < .05, ***p < .001

In order to increase the robustness of the previous anal-
yses, we analysed the effect of participants’ representa-
tional competence in the external representations rele-
vant for the respective intervention group, as well as their
mental rotation ability for participants learning with the
Bloch sphere. The findings revealed that the participants
demonstrated notably strong performance in the repre-
sentational competence test. Based on the 49 data sets

available for IG2 and IG3 (M = 0.911, SD = 0.167), it
was observed that 71.43% of the participants attained the
maximum score, indicating a high level of proficiency in
the external representations provided. Due to the ceiling
effect, the data proved to be unsuitable for identifying
potential correlations.

Furthermore, we conducted scatterplots to illustrate
the relationship between the mental rotation ability of
participants in IG2 and IG3, learning with the Bloch
sphere, and each of the outcome measures (see Figure
5). To analyse possible correlations between mental rota-
tion ability and learning outcomes when learning with the
Bloch sphere, we performed an extended multiple linear
regression for each outcome measure, i.e. accuracy post,
ICL, ECL and GCL, based on the data of the 48 partic-
ipants assigned to the intervention groups IG2 and IG3.
In doing so, we included the learners’ average log time for
correct answers in the R-Cube-Vis test as an additional
independent variable to the pretest accuracy. The anal-
ysis yielded a significant overall effect for the accuracy
post (F(2,45) = 23.01, p < .001***, R? = 0.506, Ridj =
0.484) and ICL (F(2,45) = 3.849, p = .03*, R? =
0.146, R?ldj = 0.108). However, no significant correlation
was identified between mental rotation ability scores and
the precision of either of the two outcome measures accu-
racy post (8 = 0.073, SE = 0.095, ¢t = 0.769, p = .45)
and ICL (8 = —0.074, SE = 0.076, t = —0.979, p =
.33). Similarly to the basis regression, the overall effect
for the outcomes of ECL and GCL could not be deter-
mined to be statistically significant (ECL: F(2,45) =
0.334, p = .72, R?> = 0.015,R?,. = —0.029, GCL:

adj

F(2,45) = 2.577, p = .09, R* = 0.103, R2,, = 0.063).

RQ3

The descriptive results for the total number of transi-
tions are presented in Table II. The one-way ANOVA
with the condition (CG, IG1, IG2, IG3) as the inde-
pendent variable and the total number of transitions as
the dependent variable yielded a significant overall effect
F(3,94) = 8.802, p < .001***. The results of the sub-
sequent pairwise t-tests with Bonferroni correction are
presented in Table III.

Condition N Ektot SD

CG 24 60.58 41.38
1G1 23 79.22 39.52
1G2 22 107.59 58.07
1G3 25 122.72 44.48

Table II: Descriptive data of the number of participants
N, the mean total number of transitions k;,; and the
standard deviation SD for each of the four conditions.
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Figure 5: Scatterplots of the mental rotation ability and
(a) the accuracy post (b) the ICL (c) the ECL, and (d)
the GCL based on the data from 48 participants from

1G2 and IG3.

In order to analyse the integration of the additional
external representation(s) depending on the representa-
tional form, we calculated the relative number of tran-
sitions from and to the equation £y ¢q for IG1 and the
Bloch sphere k., for IG2. Moreover, we calculated the
relative number of transitions for the two additional ex-

CG IG1 1G2
1G1 1.00 - -
1G2 .005** .25 -
1G3 < .001*** .01** 1.00

Table IIT: Results of the pairwise t-tests with
Bonferroni correction for the total number of transitions
between the four conditions CG, IG1, IG2, and 1G3.
**p < .01, ***p < .001.

ternal representations in IG3. The results are presented
in Table IV. The unpaired t-test for the intervention
groups IG1 and IG2 did not yield statistically significant
differences for kpejeq and krerp (6(44) = 1.74, p = .09).
Furthermore, the corresponding paired sample t-test for
the intervention group IG3 did not reveal significant dif-
ferences (t(24) = —0.81, p = .42).

Condition N Kret,eq Eretb SD
1G1 23 0.54 — 0.17
1G2 22 — 0.46 0.15
1G3 25 0.48 0.52 0.14

Table IV: Overview over the number of participants N,
the relative number of transitions from and to the
equation k., and the Bloch sphere £, and the standard
deviation SD for each of the intervention groups.

DISCUSSION

The objective of this study was to investigate the ef-
fects of extending a multimedia learning unit with addi-
tional symbolic external representation, specifically equa-
tions expressed in the Dirac formalism, or a graphical
representation, namely the Bloch sphere, on students
learning of quantum properties. In particular, both addi-
tional external representations are redundant in terms of
the relevant information content, given the multimedia
basis of the text and illustration. In regard to RQ1, no
significant effects on students’ content knowledge could
be detected when learning with the additional symbolic
external representation or when provided with the addi-
tional graphical external representation, in comparison
to the basis multimedia unit. Contrary to previous re-
sults and assumptions [19], the provision of more infor-
mationally redundant external representations was not
associated with better learning outcomes. Similarly, stu-
dents enrolled in IG1, who received additional instruc-
tion through equations, and students enrolled in IG2,
who received additional instruction through the Bloch
sphere, exhibited comparable cognitive load (as indicated
by ICL, ECL and GCL) to that observed in the CG, who
were provided with the fundamental multimedia setting



alone. Consequently, with regard to RQ1, providing stu-
dents with an additional symbolic or graphical external
representation did not result in discernible improvements
in content knowledge or cognitive load. Therefore, the
findings of this study do not support the conclusions of
previous research in other contexts [e.g., 20], proposing a
possible advantage of learning with MERs with shared es-
sential information. According to the DeFT framework,
MERs with shared essential information have the poten-
tial to improve learning outcomes by prompting differ-
ent cognitive processes or providing the opportunity to
choose the external representation most appropriate for
learning [3], especially in settings of more than two exter-
nal representations [19]. Despite the fact that the vast
majority of the participants demonstrated a high level
of proficiency in using the external representations pro-
vided, as evidenced by their notable achievements in the
representational competence test, the findings suggest
that the learners in this study did not realise the po-
tential benefits of learning with multiple informationally
redundant external representations. In order to account
for possible influencing factors of the findings, especially
for students learning with the additional Bloch sphere,
data were collected about students’ mental rotation abil-
ity. However, the absence of a significant correlation be-
tween mental rotation ability and either performance or
cognitive load suggests that, if such effects exist, they
are overshadowed by the influence of prior knowledge on
the learning outcome. Nevertheless, given the limited
number of participants, particularly with regard to their
mental rotation ability (k = 45), and the consequent lim-
ited statistical power, it is possible that some statistically
significant results may have been missed.

With regard to RQ2, we also investigated the poten-
tial impact of incorporating both informationally redun-
dant external representations into the multimedia learn-
ing unit (IG3). As in the intervention groups IG1 and
1G2, who received one of the two additional external rep-
resentations, the presentation of the equation and the
Bloch sphere did not result in an improved knowledge
of the content. However, students who learnt with the
maximum combination of four external representations
demonstrated an increased ICL. Following the CLT [47]
and the CTML [18] the results imply that the addi-
tion of MERs with informational redundancy leads to
enhanced element interactivity and, correspondingly, en-
hanced essential processing. According to Mayer’s defi-
nition, learning with both additional external represen-
tations is associated with greater cognitive processing in
order to represent the essential information in working
memory [18]. As IG3 did not result in an enhancement
of content knowledge, the findings indicate that the pro-
vision of supplementary external representations induced
students to perceive the learning content as more com-
plex and challenging, with no evident advantages in con-
tent knowledge.
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In consideration of RQ1 and RQ2, the provision of
an additional informationally redundant symbolic or/and
graphical external representation was not associated with
advanced learning outcomes.

RQ3

The analysis of the learning outcome in relation to
the presence of additional informationally redundant ex-
ternal representations indicated that there was no dis-
cernible impact on students’ content knowledge when
learning with a multimedia learning unit. However, the
analysis of the cognitive load of the students when learn-
ing indicated that the participants in 1G3, who received
the maximum set of four external representations, ex-
perienced a higher level of ICL than the participants in
CG, who learnt in the basic multimedia setting with two
complementary external representations. This suggests
that, although there were no differences in final content
knowledge, the additional external representations may
have prompted the use of different learning strategies.
To gain insight into the learning processes employed ac-
cording to the study condition, we conducted an analysis
of the visual behaviour exhibited by students during the
learning process. In doing so, we analysed the visual in-
tegration processes, as indicated by transitions between
external representations.

The statistical analysis of the total number of transi-
tions indicated that students demonstrated a stronger in-
tegration of the external representations presented when
the Bloch sphere was provided as an additional graphi-
cal external representation in the learning material. This
was observed not only in IG2, who learnt only with the
additional Bloch sphere, but also in IG3, who learnt both
with the additional equation in the Dirac notation and
the Bloch sphere. Given that an additional external rep-
resentation, even if it does not provide any new infor-
mation content, represents a further processing source, it
is reasonable to expect an increase in integrations with
more representations. However, the results indicate that
the enhancement in integration behaviour is only related
to the presentation of the additional graphical external
representation, not the symbolic one. Although the basic
multimedia unit comprised a symbolic external represen-
tation (text) and a graphical one (illustration), the es-
sential information about the quantum state in different
phases when passing the MZI is conveyed by the text.
Moreover, the text constitutes the informationally re-
dundant reference representation. Therefore, redundant
information is still presented in the homogeneous com-
bination of text and equation for IG1. In contrast, the
incorporation of the Bloch sphere results in the presenta-
tion of redundant information in the heterogeneous com-
bination of text and Bloch sphere for IG2. Consequently,
the increased integration behaviour exhibited by partic-



ipants learning with the Bloch sphere is consistent with
the findings of previous research. Here, a higher number
of transitions was observed in heterogeneous combina-
tions of MERs compared to homogeneous combinations
comprising only symbolic external representations [20].

In line with the previous considerations, an increase in
integration behaviour was not only observed when com-
paring CG, who received the basic multimedia setting,
with IG2 or IG3, who received either the additional Bloch
sphere (IG2) or additional equations using the Dirac for-
malism and the Bloch sphere (IG3). An increase in inte-
gration processes was also detected when IG1, which re-
ceived additional equations, was compared to IG3, where
the Bloch sphere was added to the IG1 setting. Once
more, in accordance with the findings of Ott (2018), while
in IG1 the essential information regarding the basis state
itself is provided by a homogeneous combination of text
and equation, redundantly, the additional Bloch sphere
in IG3 results in a presentation of redundant information
across the heterogeneous combination of text, equation
and Bloch sphere. It can thus be concluded that in the
present study the Bloch sphere plays a central role in
the learning process, encouraging learners to proactively
seek to connect information from different sources by fa-
cilitating the presentation of redundant information in
heterogeneous external representations.

Interestingly, these increased transitions were not lim-
ited to the integration of the Bloch sphere itself with the
other external representations presented, as indicated by
the subsequent analysis of transitions to and from the ad-
ditional external representation. When comparing IG1,
receiving additional equations and 1G2, receiving the ad-
ditional Bloch sphere, similar relative numbers of transi-
tions were found for each of the additional external rep-
resentations. Similar findings were observed when the
relative number of transitions from and to the equation
and the Bloch sphere in group IG3 was considered. As
a result, the provision of the Bloch sphere appears to
encourage an increased level of integration that encom-
passes all of the learning material. This could indicate an
attempt to establish connections between the various ex-
ternal representations with the aim of developing a more
comprehensive understanding. Although the integration
of diverse external representations can be advantageous
[25], the additional cognitive effort required did not re-
sult in improved learning outcomes. Consequently, the
approach was not efficient in the context of this study.

A possible explanation for the observed cognitive pro-
cessing differences might lie in the design of the graphical
external representation itself. The Bloch sphere is not
only based on icons, the fundamental unit of any graphi-
cal external representation [15]. Tt also incorporates sym-
bolic elements to signify the fundamental states and the
labelling of the axes. Thus, it combines properties of
both graphical and symbolic representations, which are
partly also found in the other external representations
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provided. The additional equation may be regarded as a
logical reference point, as it unifies the symbolic represen-
tation of the basis states in terms of the Dirac notation.
It can thus be concluded that the promotion of unused
cognitive processing may be attributed to the particular
characteristics of the Bloch sphere, rather than being a
phenomenon inherent to graphical external representa-
tions.

Limitations and Future Research

There are some limitations in our study that may serve
as a starting point for further research. In the current
study, the incorporation of a redundant graphical exter-
nal representation, the Bloch sphere, was found to be as-
sociated with less efficient learning processes. Despite the
lack of detected benefits in terms of content knowledge
and cognitive load, it is possible that the test methods
employed have failed to identify potential benefits of the
Bloch sphere. For instance, it is conceivable that more
profound integration processes may have led to the for-
mation of more robust and connectible schemata, which
were not detected by the outcome assessments used. Nev-
ertheless, the eye-tracking analysis conducted proved to
be highly sensitive, uncovering differences that a sim-
ple multiple-choice post-test would not have been able to
detect. It may be advantageous for further research to
focus on outcome measurements that are more sensitive,
and to extend the scope of immediate performance as-
sessments. For example, conceptual knowledge could be
measured through open-ended explanations or concept-
mapping tasks to assess a deeper understanding of the
underlying principles. Transfer effects might be eval-
uated by examining how well learners apply acquired
knowledge to new problems or different contexts. Ad-
ditionally, follow-up tests, such as delayed assessments,
could provide insight into the long-term retention and
solidity of learning effects.

To gain further insight into the generalisability of the
findings, more research is required on different combina-
tions of informationally redundant external representa-
tions. In particular, future studies could explore addi-
tional graphical external representations commonly used
in quantum physics, such as Feynman diagrams [48] or
recent external representations such as the Circle nota-
tion [49, 50]. Investigating these alternatives could help
determine whether the observed facilitation of integra-
tion behaviour is specific to the Bloch sphere or reflects
a more general phenomenon of heterogeneous MERs with
shared information. At this point, it is unclear whether
the different learning strategies associated with the ad-
ditional symbolic and graphical external representation
are a generalisable phenomenon across different types of
external representations or whether they are triggered by
individual characteristics of the Dirac formalism and the



Bloch sphere. Future research should include different
symbolic and graphical external representations to inves-
tigate whether the findings can be replicated.

Another limitation of our study is that most of the
participants had a STEM background and were already
accustomed to mathematical formulas as external repre-
sentations in their studies, which may have influenced
their perception and processing of these external repre-
sentations. We did not detect an increased cognitive load
associated with their use, which might be explained by
the fact that STEM students are already familiar with
this type of external representation from their studies.
This familiarity could have mitigated the cognitive de-
mands typically associated with the processing of com-
plex symbolic external representations.

Furthermore, investigating the effects of MRC when
learning with informationally redundant external repre-
sentations could be a valuable addition to future research.
It could provide deeper insight into how learners choose
and use external representations effectively. As diSessa
(2004) states,

"MRC includes the ability to select, pro-
duce, and use external representations pro-
ductively, as well as the ability to critique,
modify, and even design entirely new repre-
sentations.” [51]

Addressing MRC in future studies would allow a more
nuanced understanding of the strategies associated with
learning with redundant external representations and re-
lated learning outcomes.

CONCLUSION

This study provides initial insight into the role of re-
dundant external representations in learning fundamen-
tal quantum concepts in the context of the MZI. It
is among the first investigations into the use of MERs
in this domain, particularly with regard to their effects
on learning and cognitive processing. Consequently, the
findings cannot yet be directly translated into concrete
recommendations for teaching. However, one key obser-
vation is that adding one or more informationally redun-
dant external representations to multimedia learning ma-
terials in the field of quantum properties does not neces-
sarily lead to significant learning gains or losses.

Nevertheless, the inclusion of graphical-geometric ex-
ternal representations, such as the Bloch sphere, appears
to encourage learners to attempt integration between dif-
ferent external representations. This is reflected in an
increase in transition behaviour, which, in turn, results
in higher intrinsic cognitive load (ICL). These findings
align with prior research on MERs, which suggests that
graphical external representations may facilitate cogni-
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tive integration, even if this does not directly translate
into measurable learning benefits [15, 20].

Although this study does not yet allow definitive con-
clusions regarding practical applications, it demonstrates
that the choice of external representations significantly
influences how learners interact with the material. Fur-
ther targeted research in quantum physics education with
Multiple external representations (MERs) is therefore
warranted.

Practical Implication

The findings provide preliminary insights into how re-
dundant external representations influence learning pro-
cesses in complex domains such as quantum physics. Al-
though no differences in learning outcomes were detected
depending on the number and type of informationally
redundant MERs included, differences in cognitive pro-
cessing suggest that the design of instructional materials
should carefully consider the role of additional external
representations. In particular, the inefficient visual be-
haviour observed when learning with the Bloch sphere
suggests that additional scaffolding or targeted cues may
be necessary to help learners effectively integrate such
external representations.

Key aspects to consider for the design of instructional
material, especially in the context of quantum physics:

1. Strategic integration of redundant external
representations: The use of additional external
representations should be approached deliberately,
balancing their potential to promote visual integra-
tion with their impact on cognitive load [3, 52].

2. Developing representational competence:
Learning materials should not only support the un-
derstanding of individual external representations,
but also help learners develop the ability to tran-
sition between different formats. Graphical exter-
nal representations, such as the Bloch sphere, may
foster these transitions. While this might not di-
rectly enhance content learning, it could contribute
to representational fluency by facilitating students
ability to connect MERs efficiently [25].

3. Supporting learners in handling complex ex-
ternal representations: The benefits of com-
plex graphical external representations, such as the
Bloch sphere, may only be fully realised if the
learners receive adequate support. Scaffolding ap-
proaches, including guided instructions or struc-
tured tasks, could be beneficial in helping students
navigate and integrate these external representa-
tions effectively [16].
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

STEM Science, technology, engineering, &
mathematics

DeFT Design, functions, and tasks
MERs  Multiple external representations

ITPC Integrated Theory of Text and Picture
Comprehension

CTML Cognitive Theory of Multimedia Learning
CLT Cognitive Load Theory

ANOVA Analysis of variance

ECL Extraneous cognitive load

ICL Intrinsic cognitive load

GCL Germane cognitive load

ET Eye tracking

MRC Meta-representational competencies

MZ1 Mach-Zehnder interferometer



