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Furthermore, we could realize a similar approach
with teachings in which a student uses the robot in
order to compare the invariants. This approach -
which would be at the same time qualitative and
quantitative — allows us to show the presence signs
when it is mediatized by the robot. Moreover, we
could recognize much better and go deeper in the
interpretation of the indications of the interactional
skills and their evolution in the instrumentation
processes.
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