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Initial idea assessment (holistic assessment and detailed dimensions)  Conversation with AI  Another idea assessment (holistic assessment and detailed dimensions)
Assessment Change Story: (individual level) 
H1a: Critical AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment, compared to plain AI and balanced AI ones.
H1b: When initial idea scores are high (> 5 out of 7 or > median or continuous), critical AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment. 
H1c: When initial idea scores are extremely high (>= 6  out of 7 or > third quantile or continuous), supportive AI conversations lead to less stronger changes in assessment. (non-linear, maybe too many H’s and leave it out)
H2a: Supportive AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment, compared to plain AI and balanced AI ones.
H2b: When initial idea scores are low (<= 3 out of 7 or < median or continuous), supportive AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment.
H2c: When initial idea scores are extremely low (< 2  out of 7 or < third quantile or continuous), supportive AI conversations lead to less stronger changes in assessment. (non-linear, maybe too many H’s and leave it out)
H3: When the overall consensus about the idea quality is low (IQR or StD of all initial assessments), AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessments.
H4a: When the openness to experience in the evaluators’ personality is higher, AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment.
H4b: When the agreeableness in the evaluators’ personality is higher, AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment.
H4c: When the conscientiousness in the evaluators’ personality is higher, AI conversations lead to lower changes in assessment.
H4d: When the neuroticism in the evaluators’ personality is higher, critical AI conversations lead to stronger changes in assessment.
H5: When the domain knowledge of the evaluators is higher, AI conversations lead to lower changes in assessment.
Assessment Improvement Story: (individual level) 
H6: AI conversations lead to assessments closer to the quality benchmark (e.g., average/median initial assessment or expert assessment), compared to initial assessments.
H7a: Balanced AI conversations lead to more assessments closer to the quality benchmarks (improvements).
H7b: Balanced AI conversations lead to more assessments closer to the quality benchmarks, compared to other AI ones.
H8: Supportive AI conversations lead to improvements, only if the initial score was below the quality benchmarks.
H9: Critical AI conversations lead to improvements, only if the initial score was below the quality benchmarks.
H10: When the overall consensus about the idea quality is low (IQR or StD of all initial assessments), AI conversations lead to more improvement in assessments.
H11: When the domain knowledge of the evaluators’ is lower, AI conversations lead to improvements in assessment. (less knowledge, more information, better assessment; maybe change; could also be the other way around, more improvements because they can assess if the perspective was valuable, less knowledgeable could be distracted by perspectives)
H12: Impacts of AI conversations on the detailed idea assessment score are stronger than on the holistic assessment score. (maybe not a specific hypothesis but part of each hypothesis testing)
Mediation Story: (individual level)
H13a: The effect of AI type on assessment change and improvement is mediated by perceived trust in the AI.
H13b: The effect of AI type on assessment change and improvement is mediated by perceived usefulness of the AI.
H13c: The effect of AI type on assessment change and improvement is mediated by perceived competence of the AI.
Convergence Story: (overall condition group level) – probably just as post-hoc analysis
H: AI conversations lead to convergence in idea assessment, compared to before-AI assessments. 
H: Convergence is stronger for supportive AI conversations and critical AI conversations, and lower for balanced (supportive and critical together) AI conversations.
H: Convergence is stronger for supportive AI conversations and critical AI conversations, and lower for balanced (supportive and critical together) AI conversations, compared plain AI ones.
Analysis Methods: Group Comparisons, Linear Regression, Fixed effect (Evaluator) regression
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