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Goal 2 - Exploratory Data Analysis
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Figure 7. Predictive features for students’ community attachment
post-survey responses. The 5 most important pre-survey features used
by the prediction model are shown here—similar models were made for
— iLii:‘:ZiZy every outcome metric.

Goal 3 - Predictive Learning Model Development

e Develop predictive model to forecast student learning and growth
patterns based on attendance and engagement score data.

e Establish a statistical analysis framework for continuous program
Improvement and evidence-based decision making.
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Cumuiative Engagement Distnibutionz:Zoom vs. In-persen sessions é - | e 2025-2026 Bass Connections Team: Improving Students’ STEM Identity
i Engagement Status - i Through Design and Tinkering
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