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Abstract

The smart class provides more possibilities for interactive teaching in primary school English.
Building upon various class interaction analysis systems, a smart class interaction behavior analy-
sis system is developed. Using the lesson “At the Snack Bar” from fourth-grade primary school Eng-
lish as a case study, video and lag sequential analyses were employed to compare teaching
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interaction behaviors within smart classrooms during the establishment of the smart campus in S
City, a national smart education demonstration zone. By exploring the current situation of primary
school English teaching and comparing and analyzing different teaching objects, we aim to reveal
their commonalities and differences, in order to gain a deeper understanding of the essential char-
acteristics and operational mechanisms of interactive teaching in primary school English smart
classrooms. Research has found that the construction of digital infrastructure still needs to be
strengthened; at the same time, teachers’ proactive awareness of effectively integrating technology
into primary school English teaching is still weak, and the diversity of interactive participation
forms and the adequacy of technology use in the classroom need to be improved. Therefore, in prac-
tice, it is necessary to further strengthen the ability of primary school English teachers to use digital
tools for instructional design and classroom execution.
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Table 1. Relevant information of the teaching cases
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Table 2. Coding table for interactive behaviors analysis in smart class
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Figure 1. Comparison of the overall teaching structure in the classes
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Figure 2. Overview of teacher behavior distribution
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Figure 3. Overview of student behavior distribution
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Figure 5. Comparison of teaching interactive behavior sequence
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