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SEVE I S5 T ChatGPT 1R Bt
M I 2 ) AT

BoBY RERY
Bl ok F

W OE: WA XGHERNEFIEF LG EZHRANS . ChatGPT 4k 4 32 A AL Fo i 3%
18 BAE B AR HE B S5 5 3 B Rk BGE LB P RiE A iE T AR, R, F T £ G B
BMBEANEAT ChatGPT B4 m T, Am A LA A ERANELEHERE. KFRA— 6 % AH
—FRERELFLFAARRTEES L KEF SN TFENRETRRZF NMAFIBE,
ChatGPT Bt A A BAVE B AE A IR A 2 &-AF m T ChatGPT Bk & 3h o 49 5 T &N
o BRENFAERBAERTIF 2R SHELGFIRN, BEFITBEANSLEZIHER
Fle K EAER . BATH ARt A BN T @, F A RMA L 2] ChatGPT RAK ) m &3 P,
18 fe b AR 7 @ Bk A ChatGPT B A A T38RI BAE R &, A A BAR R 4% AW fe B4k, &
—NFEWEARY  FAE LT A Gl R A T @ ST B PR S, 2t B £ 3t ChatGPT
BAR MK A7 694 A R AMPIS B, A6 K I A A AR ChatGPT R AR 1T BAE# F 42
BT RIER T,

FHER . DU X5 4E ; ChatGPT; Rk & hn T 52 S A

1 505

WAL B VRO AR E SR Z— (Ferretti & Graham, 2019) , 3R 2% 3] F 4165 WS B IF8HIE
[RI 2% 2 2 2] 3 WS UEANE 5 {f 8 /1 (Qin & Karabacak, 2010), HSEEARAYISIE, ) & TS it
WA TR B S AT TSR RS A HERE (Lee, 2013) (HIRIB 22 3 HAERIF N 25 538 B 5 TH 86
FELEFRME(Chuang & Yan, 2023), FESTHIELBGE SRR, th B SME 2= 2] #5158 5 100 F 0k
i(Su et al., 2021), K, FHE BT A0S H A RN S VR R RERSHE Bl AME2: 2] & S A aih iGe 30s
fER i (Hyland & Hyland, 2006) . K& A4 s T8 6 (generative artificial intelligence) £ A [
K, CAIMEZUIN 22102 ] ChatGPT 2 > F AL 5 VE it (B 4 36& . 2023) . BLAWH9E L 8L,
ChatGPT A LAAR#EFE A AT & e 1 BE LB TE IE#f 19 3CAS (Shin & Lee, 2023), 3 %% 2] F S
CE SRR 5 A (Barrot, 2023) , HoAE B 5 4R S5 RT LA 808 T2 2] B B LR SCE AR iR
UEJT & SO B FNIE & T RSO SCE R B 2% > %k (Su et al., 2023),

SR AR ChatGPT BBAEAE i 5 i 19 S A5t (ELIX 28 S 15 AT B 23 PR 7 SURSOR (Barrot, 2023) , 75 %L

O AR A SR AMEBCARATIE R LA AR S FUE TR H B, BUEF RS #) mEl S EA R %
FI B

@ BEEQ976— o Bl AR EEAE B R B s DFTE T 0] REUIAEIR B SMERCE SIEF L Gl L TR
VR BR DB P (8% 135 5 i L R4 A0 22 B s WIS = 5102755 HLFHIFA : chenjing@mail.sysu.edu.cn,

@  BEEFEHEQ001— LB AR AFSNEEE BT A s WEIE T 0. RS AE RN BIE T @ E L TR M ek X
HHEPE B 135 S Il R AN EE A BE s WS : 5102755 B THE4H : liangzk3@mail2.sysu.edu.cn,
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HMEA 2] B AEPRAR DU S A P A B PR B 1 2% > 8 (Bawuer et al., 2023), 22 A48 IMEF
S FEE S SR %% 7 (Fredricks et al., 2004), 5 HiE =2 3 a2 85 4] 41 2¢ (Hiver et
al., 2024), FEMFFR LI, B AEF A F THRIAIME ¥ S HEESER 2 8 A (Zheng et al.,
2022), WA ERETEHESBRWMS S5 /0HE . FEE fE LA E 4 (Zhang, 2021), JEREE A
(Shi et al., 2022) &3, 4HME= 213 A E I C3E 808 S5 VR R, KU 3R 57 FsOe S5 VR /Y i 5
HA BT, SR H AT AR RO IME S ) F BRI 2 5 55 T4 ChatGPT £+ X118
SCEAEM RS, BT AR SORR IS R 5 i RS P E R AR TE B A I T ChatGPT W CH
VE R 27 2] NS DL

2 ikgRik

2.1 BUESCE1ER ChatGPT JARMES

VOB SCE ARG 2 H RN AL S R 2 (Newell et al., 2011, {F HEAR B ISIE  Z 45 %
FLRLEA RN M A1E 5 #6ik (MacArthur et al., 2019), 22 FFEBGE SO FHE A B ISIEE R,
WFETEEG A NEE L OO T WA BB IE T8 TEAR P FIWE A 545 (Crossley et al., 2022;
Qin & Karabacak, 2010; Toulmin, 2003), [R5}, & 3FE 25 2 09 N 2 5 # UL S 5 i (Chuang &
Yan, 2023) #R5E M BOe SCHER BT . BRI, BOMRE L4 XS IE N 25 540 DT DL SO 5 Rk fe it
AR AT ME: > 35 Ge SCE VERE J) (Ferris, 2010; Hyland & Hyland, 2006,

FELME 3B SO SCE VEZE h  BUM R AR 27 21 3 WSO8 SO VRS A5 1 24 45 B i [R) B B it
1A S 1EEH (automated writing evaluation, AWE) [2{# (Fu et al., 2022), A4 aizb N TR fE T H
ChatGPT i BUA BGESCHE MESRAE T — Bl 4B 19 S itk 42 (Su et al., 2023), ChatGPT M A&
FEBIE S BB A2 2 B B ARG SCAE B PEAR Y U5t (Praphan & Praphan, 2023), 3z HAh2
AW SRR ChatGPT A B B AE R B A ZH LA, B 56, ChatGPT A pii% Bt HiE 2 IE 4 1 5C
A 0] DIE 2 2 #1308 SCE MERYRE B (Kohnke et al., 2023), H:K, ChatGPT ] iy #hE 2 3 # it
—ANH B A F2E M R E T BRI, 2023) , 24 X FRES L LIS SCI N 25 B FNE 5 &
ChatGPT JEIT 1118, LA RS A& B B T oK B )45t (Guo & Wang, 2023), It 4h, ChatGPT AHLEL T
AWE, gt o 5 V2 2] F AR ALTE 2 50k N A A G S VE U5t (Barrot, 2023), HJ5 & KiEMIE T4
ik ChatGPT GBS AR HE A [F] 5 AR Jl o FE 18 45 A 1 S At 35 B2 >0 38 B s e S5 1 o i (B L 2%
BAE ,2023),

SR, ChatGPT AE A BOR SCE VR R B 235 | R & Fhin)dl, A BRI, ChatGPT 2345 1% X
ANEMTAY S 5t (Kohnke et al.. 2023) . 28 2x A jl -5 305 8 Tt 5% 5 RE (B9 5 2 (Su et al., 2023),
ChatGPT J i i) o f2 i 57 245 2 15 i BE i) 52 1 (Escalante et al., 2023), WRIEAZR A, 2%
FICUERFEAR ChatGPT BUSSCHME 1917 B (Kubota, 2023), #E4h, 2 ) H 7L ChatGPT
S 2538 3 2F AR YA [ (Casal & Kessler, 2023) , 0] g4 I Hp 2 5 b A0 R 838 o2 A & 1)
B #yIN[F] (Praphan & Praphan, 2023), [t ZEZUMAYEE T8 3 B0 Z 1, 27 2 5 38 0 DU i) 27 2
AL AT ChatGPT B HIAE S A R = e S AE R BT (Bauer, 2023),

22 BAERBUNTAHBZ: I AR

A BNSEAR  ) EAE A B P 2 5L (Fredricks et al., 2004) ,J&2—> 2450 & 4517
A N A AR AFIAE S A (Hiver et al., 2024), 7EHE 523 A7 A R R N2
2 FAT S5 1 58 UK 0 (BRI L 20210 s IR AR AR 2% 20 3082 T AN o 046 % 10 B A7 o) g 1Y
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i (Oga-Baldwin, 2019) ; &85 AJEFE 27 > 3 X6 2 2] B 10857 25 B 81 44 [ 7 (Salmela-Aro et
al., 2016) s #h AR AR 16 % 2 B 57 A R R Ik 22 3R B 27 ) & Z A 9 AH B 3CFf (Hiver et al.,
2024) , 2 AR FLERE 8285 % J#€ (Zheng et al., 2022) , Hf7E [F]—2¢ > B85 P A B2 0 (Jin et al.,
2022; Philp & Duchesne. 2016),

BRI T2 4 o 21 2 PR S ot PEAL HAA S0k JEAEAE 1T Ao AR A9 2 72 (Bauer et al.,
2023) , Z 3|2 S B APITEZ) 50 (Zhang & Hyland, 2023), A58 & B, 7610 T 2000 52 45 . [a) £ 5 i B
AWE ST 478 GAFIANG B B R R B AME 25 X B AR T B R I EAE R R I
321 (Koltovskaia, 20205 Bkig , F454K.2023; 5KiF 32 5 45.2022) . SR e A B Z B .24 2] &
S ICEEMERR AR S A5 S T MELAAEAS DT A 880 i FH 52 9 (Tian & Zhou, 2020) ., ¥ LA ChatGPT 2y
REFRB A BN TR BEHOR N T AME S VR H07 S X a2 2] 3B B AR A BRI FH H S 3 42 s
TRk . X SRS AR REA AR B2 ) E R R R TS VR e 1 AKF- SR B AR MR (B
& 2024) ,

2.3 BAERBEVEN T

B 2T A LU R THIMEE 2 BEAETOE VGR SCE R 2 2 $ A (Zheng et al., 2022), @i
AN 5 Bl 2% 2] F BRI AL [ 7 — R 45 G B A B R AR R (BB (9 18038 3C (Storch, 2005)
B A AVER /N — e S AEBGR SCE R A KR 1955 J1 (Abrams, 2019) 2k ] 2705 /E 5 1% (Bai et
al., 2022), Fe I H A1 142 ) 3 (Yu et al., 2022), FRRH5E B %5 1 H 8h % #5 (Azkarai & Kopinska,
20200, Itk AR5 E TR IME S 2] FAEBGE SCE VERE A E 09 7 L0 TS5 7R Rt LRI A A
TG R SR (Shi et al., 2022),

VR RS VRN 46 27 20 38 78 i 132 R0 A 5 A B 5t 19 45 S0 I S (] L figp 00 Ay 2 TR 1 ok
(Storch, 2011; Wigglesworth & Storch, 2012), REfE 15 B2 > # 2 5 5 VE () R & (Elabdali, 20213
Kim & Emeliyanova, 2021) , %& et 1 L 4E (Shi et al., 2022) FITCIAFIFE fE(Carr, 2023), BEHEE
45 N\ (Mujtaba et al., 2021) SEUEXT Eo T 207 i T ARG AN T 5 1E R RO , 8 3 g i > 5 4 Ik
EBGESCEE B DR, R LS 5 U A VRN L8 2% 2) 35 195 VR VA 6 30 8, SBE 108 S0
Fiie i BT . S AN TR s AR i 2 2 3 A HE R e, AN it R AE N (Shi et al., 2022) R A
RO AR ST AME 2 S F A A4 T AWE RS VE R B, BT & 32 S F— T AR E 4T
AWE S0t J5 BARGAS Shoe FRpHE IS B i A5 SRR T R A VE N T RE A2 1 7% 2 B 55 $2 7 i o JE
eHife. [FFE, R (Carr, 2023) iz A1 SIS SRARTE I 24 SME 7 ] F A VRN A5 18 21 48 S st st 1) .
SIH L B 227 20 3 B Rt B VR AT S EE R BERS BN b 2 5 2 IS S A i v 6B S0 A
I TA R F R FE eI BE .

HrE2 IR AR 2 2 AL N TS AR R 2 2 A BN, 52 ik 46 N (Peng et al., 2023) i
T AME I BEEAEIN TRRE AT A SR . 45 R R SRR 2% ) F IR Z KA
BN L T3 @ e, b - ATEHARSE A (Hui et al., 2023) X 4hE 2 2] 19 ) 504 R . &
Y27 2T Retl i ah 27 > B B AT DI [ R B s T K1 78 A 807 2.0 B 5¢F L 16
1 ChatGPT S84 il TR REBOAR A P & i B FL B “ XTI 87 FRAE I 5 1R BRIt 1 R A BIF 98 G
HME A BARE A#EAT ChatGPT SLmi iy AR L. Rk AT R A RSB 5 TR A
IBHAR T E K AT — 2N A VBN L ChatGPT X H 35308 SCE 1R R 027 S ARSI »
RAELUN PS8 .

(D FERAAGEN TIEGE O CEE ChatGPT St 2% > B ANE B anfar 2

(2) FEREABVEN THGEBOE S ChatGPT K5t i 2¢ > B R Anfal & J 12
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3 Wik

3.1 WFRXS

ARWFFEIXT G R R R 7 K AF B KA OB B AR IR 35 f427E (14 AR 21 254,
BLiF /KA 2 F RO IE 5 JLFHEZE (CEFR) [ B1 K, 22 AR E T2 F ERE 8R4 61 L e R 4L Al 5 s
NNHFN AN, ARBEER A E W0 R AR p— AN DR I BU R S IR A 2 ) &
AN T, ChatGPT Frf@ Ly 3B 108 SO T B 25 ST A B0 (Yin, 2018) ., 7E 6 /41w,
— AN/ R LA B A S A A A N T3 Bl A4S AR AN ) L2 [ 3 2 S AR 9 » 1 e Sy AR 1F 9 1 £
i/ (Patton, 2015: 466) ., i%/N 6 (il A3 Lt lE4 0 ALB.C.D.E.F, Hr A #4] i #fE vk
SN TR AE TR A RO, AR Wb T4 e 52 A T2 2T AT 55

3.2 HeAlahi

CREASEE SRR ECA O 14 RV SRS R Eer T ik B R R AR ISR L AR
BER SR BOESCEERE Sy . IRAR AR — R BRUCIRIHIC 90 708, BREFS 1 JAANER 14 J8 41, 24
JAHR 2 AR R W AT B AR B G 8. 2R 1 DR URERA Y 4 B0 ) A A D PR AR 10 H H b
AR I ARG AR5 4 10 SCR” Chttps: //www.kdocs.en/) (1 Dy B8 Sz i JH U7 v . 48 54 A4 2
BB 5 A RS EGE SR R RIS AR B L o e e e RS R sl . DRAESH
14 J8 o 2 0 d Ja — A O B A~ 2 T A TR A o) R AT 2 0 Bl A LI A DR A v~ A 808
SCEAERTS

PR ICBEA 4 RKIGRBORSCS RS » UK S MR B0 — 5 1l A R 45 IR A = 22 I
PR o) P s 7 AR R I N R R 82 M0 AR S R 22 2] iR i ™) o FIE 3 A M il O < 5 AR
SRR SR B (BRERAF . 2024) . 1250 — AR G VR 87 B Be, 22 AR DR B 51 B 52 5 3
FARAI A LT E I3 SRS I WL A s R - B0 20 50 H: A — S WL A TR IR S 1 » RV ad
o b RIS 5 AR L SCR VR B 4 P S8 G SCE A B9 AN AL 55 - FRCESRA T 200 H
. 1R IR SRS AR B B AN R EIEIREE A A R N AR AT DR PR AR . 25
FOMAS et AT S B P U R I EE BOE SCE AR LR R AR R BGE SCERERE . SR T IREE 3l /)
TR A A L SO SRS 00— SE 2 2 5l A S SO SRR o

ChatGPT B B S M IN TAESE =S i S AR O B Beb AT, (6“4 N /DT " A & B
PRAEIT P 20 B (BREF A5, 2024) . FE“ART /NG " AP BR L o A 1 G Dl 13 o 8000 DRl ] A 52 18 i)
ChatGPT GAE RS (B 1 L Bifs AT/ S I 58 Bt ChatGPT 5 15 St 9 35 UL » FIINF 24 20 3
Bro AN 1 R LB 2& ChatGPT SAE R 555 M — N TLR 2 e i i (/N BT E X T 4% R 15
MR (1= "B AR5 = "W RE" . AN ARG Bl h— (4 B AURAETHIR L
- BRid/NE X ChatGPT St i S 25 K E L Z Ja B4 T2 A UG SCE AR B ITHR S M. fm
FHA Y5 A A R ChatGPT G R i ie il /MR EIT R . ABEFER % TR i~
AR ERERE AR N A PR b T AR MRS . (22 AR R A L TR A1 18 ChatGPT J
Bt PRIE S PRI T ACR N T I ] i SO i “R EA BT PR T IRE AT A E
T 2 AR LSO R S A SR HE L WX ChatGPT B R M/ NSRRI SRR
PR R L i A TR S AR U N BGE ST o

PR I S BOR SCE VR R 5t ChatGPT 4 AR f, kil 5| & 25 AR ANt [m] 8, BT A 195 1R
B HOMAEERATAE . SOEBOESCE 1E ChatGPT SIS A sLALEE 3 0. 156 20 M4 1l 3¢
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Read the AIWE feedback and note down what you think of it.
(5-Strongly agree, 4-Agree, 3-Neither agree or disagree, 2-Disagree, 1-Strongly disagree)

AIWE Feedback 5 4 3 2 1

Content

1. Lead: The introductory paragraph begins with an acknowledgment of the existence
of positive discourse around peer pressure but swiftly introduces the idea that peer
pressure also has a negative side. The lead could be strengthened by incorporating a
more compelling hook, such as a pertinent statistic or anecdote

B 1 ChatGPT Bk R &3 RBI

B B A £ T /NG SRRSO . SRR BT AREE T4 A (Su et al.. 2023) S 4 STt
VR HIA ChatGPT 4. Bt B4 W SC I P i 1K o5 (0 H A P A 0, 0 » SO A /D
411 ChatGPT 5 {R I BRAFE M ST SCPF 26 A 00 T4 B 43 5 45 45/ DAL E T B B o s

3.3 BB K b

AWFFTUCEE T /N R RS 568 . ChatGPT 5 AR R i SCF . S EBAE SCAR FIAS N2> H
AR 4 FPECHE I T B S5 L, OF TR RV B () AR BB IE . 280 — 2 A S 5 A
TGS Z )G AR IR F] 136 438PBHe 535 © 4 £y ChatGPT G 1E RSO 4 8 4 AR A 1L
W34 BT IR BGE SO 24 (4> N2 2] H ik

R BB — AN ST [ B 1 SR N e SR B e S Y. e IR AR N (Jin et al.,
2022) WG AE7 AT HTHEGLNT /NS5 S SCFFI2E ) H RS TSt . 17 A R 22 A G AR 58
5 )55 PR BUA T 80 s DA A R 2 A A A 50 U 55 B 1 2 2 B2 DA B SR WS ol PRI 100 5 15 AR A
2B AR TE L AT 55 B B IR 28 AT 55 A B s ih S A AR B AR 2 I 527 2 FRBE [R] 1 K &R
T8 DL R 2426 A B B (Hiver et al., 20245 Jin et al., 2022), FfJ5 , BF5E M40 U A 25 5L A
FEHF BB IT S8 B AP AESE , JF I T HAEZE PR A T i . PIALAIE 9T 3 1 2 i 5 B2 Cohen’s Kappa
RS 0.9, RGN — B REF. a5 E XA — S g R o BT e ik s, 7E g s
TAESE M Z J5 » WF 58 & X ChatGPT B AE [ 15 SCHF 5 G VR B AE SCAR AT 70 e Be 1t £ 55/ 4 %)
ChatGPT GAF [ 2 B B 0 -39 4 Fl AR IR 22 4E S /E N T ChatGPT A5t B I B8 A I 4 a5
(Salmela-Aro et al., 2016) ;% L BRI GAE SRR 55 B0 RS OB TTRROSCAS 7 Al T 10 sk £ /N 1B
IEOL T4 B L EATEBITI AT A (BREEE . 2021)

Ry B30 — ARG ), WF T 2l s DN ) % e 4 RS A VE I TR BR T e g A N2 H
GRS 45 5 /N ChatGPT [ 5t 52 72 B2 1 F- X903 LA S /N S AEIBIT B IE D0, R FH 582 A 7 AT
RN VE BRI S A LR R RGO

4 WFEE R

4.1 ChatGPT B S VEIMTH A TN

410 ATRBA
R RN BT A B AR BN BUR S0 S5 A A1 I TR RS sh A g BN BUR SC. 2R H

O B E=WRBEE AN T /NI S A BT ISR PR SR B 31 20 A B TIE SR 3 5 Jom = WO B A A I TR 21 35 23y
THERE .
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NI 2 A H B ) 2R3 ChatGPT (95 15 S 45 HEAT BEE A8  FF AR 38 B il 5 18 113
o ARAR IR THE R 5 575 300 BTG B UM 4 WO BE RN Tihe PRI el .,
ZOREN B A RZ S TEERBIIE . HALK ATE 4 RSN L R iE R 80 i . 2
BR 32 45(31.07%) 145 4~ (34.88%) .23 4~(32.86% ) il 38 4~(27.14% ).,

F1 NMNARELZTITSERSIT
5 £ — 5 £ = 5 £ = 5 £ M
Y|
AR e r . -
#H= Btk H= Btk H= Btk #H= Btk
A 32 31.07% 45 34.88% 23 32.86% 38 27.14%
B 25 24.27% 22 17.05% 19 27 .14% 21 15.00%
C 15 14.56% 21 16.28% 9 12.86% 24 17.14%
D 13 12.62% 20 15.50% 8 11.43% 21 15.00%
E 9 8.74% 15 11.63% 9 12.86% 27 19.29%
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Learner Engagement in Collaborative
Processing of ChatGPT Feedback on
English Argumentative Writing

Jing Chen, Zekun Liang
Sun Yat-sen University

Abstract: Argumentative writing is essential for academic performance. Given that many
English as a foreign language (EFL) learners struggle with argumentation and language use
in English argumentative writing, ChatGPT may provide them with individualised and
context-based feedback. However, learners must engage actively in processing ChatGPT
feedback to gain positive outcomes for their argumentative writing. Drawing on a group of
six non-English major freshmen, the study attempted to investigate their engagement in
the activities of collaborative processing of ChatGPT feedback, by analyzing their group

discussions, reflective journals, ChatGPT feedback files, and written texts. The findings
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indicated that the participants manifested diverse engagement over a semester. They were
behaviourally, cognitively, and socially engaged in the collaborative processing of
ChatGPT feedback, while they had ambivalent feelings about ChatGPT feedback
emotionally. The study also unveiled that the participants’ engagement had different
developmental trajectories. Their behavioural, cognitive, and social engagement increased
over the semester, and they became critical of ChatGPT feedback at the end of the
semester. These findings provide empirical implications for effective utilisation of
ChatGPT feedback in EFL writing instruction.

Keywords: argumentative writing; ChatGPT; collaborative processing of feedback; learner

engagement
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