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MECRBEHEPE R EARIER L ERFT S FRZ2 A E
PEL A HF REREAEFRS O BEEE

2 | fFEBIEN A
PERIVHEIP &R A SHENIEER; B L NEY TR
PG 2 E S F BRI

1 | &5 %8 4
REARGPFEMP R R B2 AL RET T RE )
PEFF U2 F HF CRBRE GBS

0 |2E/EFAFE

RS AL ERF T L RITER- AL 2 = BRAER I (TR E
A feis ) 2 B T Ea(a B ~ f1* ChatGPT # B 2% A {ef Bl % » Quillbot Fv
Grammarly @ » @ B I F2 & BiRh iy Tl 2 28T oAl $#3HiF2r 2 %

AN

FRATHRA o SEETRATES 2 5L P H AN FRTIA 2 TR 08 5
FREFFSREZ - S04 0 menip b 241 -

= & &5 % (triangulation) » A3 F #5* = A% 2 > Sd WERAF T KA B &
%&?ﬁ,éAﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁu£?M&?ﬁ,jﬁwﬁ’uﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%4ﬁﬁ&l
ER* #25% GAl applications # 2+ 5 4 &2 B 4> 4 32 B (v 774 B {rpe 2
'a R S 3‘5‘

5 £ 1 & % (Teaching and Research Outcomes)

1 ®EE£AS%
T R-RAA YRR GVER KPP AT 2 % o
FEIFE- 1 §20u> i34 77 @9 egl@p» R fFai 2 GenAl &
* ARt e B4 B 1T RARZ (87
TR T SHEA (RS JHIRE AR ITERY DR ITE  SRE
A T - N ’Lb—*ﬁhw,dm/}&bbﬁxoﬁm IA\—*Z SR g Ep ;}pﬁf,g % #c
Intraclass Correlation Coefficient (ICC) I,,f}z%ﬁzﬁh“,... FE- D RLNE %
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(r=20.870, p<.001)2. - &> BiFiEs- »E DR LHER(r = 0.894, p< 001)
- R ¥R A  HREFRESE T BiTER- ampleidp (£ = -1.51, p
<.001) M3 BIiTEFF- o p ﬂff'lvz? F'&'*K FokEri® (r=-6.68, p
<.001)e iz M * Google #wi¥s ChatGPT FLfes 1 B REFNER G FED
BT PUKHEFRFELDBITEAIL > I EIER Py THa o

oo M BTEAE - foR (FEARS LW SRS HE A RIS

Tasks Tests Mean SD t Sig
(two-tailed)

Writing Task 1 Pre-test 1.91 0.62 -7.51 <.001

(N=16) Post-test 3.18 0.40

Writing Task 2 Pre-test 1.91 0.66 -6.68 <.001

(N=16) Post-test 2.95 0.63

FPIRE=- CF2 8304 BB iTEsa? & %02 Google Translate e ChatGPT 484 % i®
THrA N Z B AT R i DB B AR A el B it > H B IT R PR
AR°

TR AAEMEATESFHEL AR FEE- 2R~ J1* Google Transalte #f e+

LR eid Rl = Bk T 2 BT (L F B Quillbot 3+ 5 2 v 2 &3 5 e

Grammarly #T3:F&78 i a0 % F)IE B ITEFF- P 205 P - f“’ ChatGPT ﬂlﬁuE" Ei?qﬂff?é B =

Brorrit2 2. Bivsd(d R BiTHM L2 858 2 28% fvRitad) #Fl4e

T o

+

= 52 4&* GT o ChatGPT »+ 8 ¥ F 3 ip] ~ 22 B ~ (SR chicif 503 eh B 17 Sodic

Using Google Using ChatGPT
Translate (N=16)
(N=16)

Writing Parameters Mean SD Mean SD
Number of words (NW) for pretest 87.19 25.31 78.75 29.54
NW for the GT revised version 136.63 40.10 130.00 38.74
NW for posttest 103.94 25.62 104.75 39.72

Grammar Mistake Ratio for pretest 21.20 5.95 22.03 5.41
Grammar Mistake Ratio for GT revised version 7.80 5.62 4.67 2.94

Grammar Mistake Ratio for posttest 15.89 5.51 17.72 5.13
Writing scores for pretest 30.97 12.30 34.56 13.92
Writing scores for GT revised version 65.88 13.47 72.63 10.04
Writing Scores for posttest 51.66 15.08 52.59 18.01

TEAZRR I HF]S 4R %;‘i #(One-way repeated measures ANOVA) izt 4
P MR AR ITIESE- W ‘FJ Al GT et ee B Bl= Brx i i 22 B ' S8 (d
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d Quillbot 3+ & 2. 8.3 fcfo> j#43% > o Grammarly $#:22. B T2 F)ends & o A7 %
TG GT e THE S R T Y ABE R TR E LB R #
GT # B FhaF 4 v 38kt 7 BFRLE > Vilks Lambda = 0.41 - F(2, 14) =
10,00 p=10.002° %% = Bafird ¢t HRPEFEL IR 5- BaHERA £ %Y
7 o B (M=87.19, SD=25.31) 4v* GT :x B avx & (M=136.63, SD=40.10) i 5F fc2 &
FRHFLE S t(15)=-4.42>p < .00 - %= B¥F A ¢ kT R (M=87.19,
SD=25.31) fris il (M=103.94, SD=25.62) shF#2 B3 BF L2 ; t(15)=-3.17 p

=.006° ¥ ==t ¥R A £ KPR GT @ arrs (M=136.63, SD=40.10) =i
Bl (M=103.94, SD=25.62) ch s #2 B3 B F L2 ;5 t(15)=3.26>p=.005¢° d i3
TZRAEERAKRT A A ETE- B F o R A F Y askEE 0,017 A 72 A
0.05 (0.05/3 = 0.017) - iz g% &7 » & * Google #:¥ (GT) # et B vy ¢ B BH
2BREP R FHce M o BRI ELRY (T PRI ElgF 5307 1@
* GT pFofkm > B4 AfpP »» E25 % (T RHiv2 B FHMHAREF 5207
Blo g P o d 2 F A RY 5l T oy > offete PF ¢ - LHEPfrAd RPN
il AL RFL SN o

22 HFFRBEAPFTVRFAGCTHABITL = BRAir2 2 BivrSEaid s

GT GT GT
Measure ] Wilks’Lambda
Pretest | Revised Posttest F P
Value
Mean Mean Mean
Total number of
87.19 136.63 103.94 0.41 10.00 .002 **
words
Lexico-grammatical
. 21.20 7.80 15.89 0.21 25.69 .000 **
mistake percentage
Writing Score 30.97 65.88 51.66 0.11 59.70 .000 **

**p <.01
7MY Google Fsefif 4 B ITHEF 2 BIvY v 2HRF 2 BT HFAF LARER
® #(One-way repeated measures ANOVA) izt 47 it iz fa— ¢ = BB (TR A~ 2 3%
oo % HT Google #ilf 4 B ITHF 2 BT v 24FF 3 BFRF > Wilks
Lambda=0. 21 > /(2, 14)=25.69> p=. 000 £ * = Bk A T EFEL I RERE S
w R 2 2 F 4 5 (M=21. 20, SD=5.95) fr* GT #x @ ts amx» (M=7.80, SD=5.62)iF=
Y 2T G ARFALR L (15) =T17.25p <. 001 %= BaHEERA &R
Bl (M=21.20, SD=5.95) feis#l (M=15.89, SD=5.51) 2. = 2&FEF 3l F L L ; ¢
(15)=2.89 > p= 011 %= B r ¢ S5 r o (Txhws (M=7.380,
SD=5.62) feis ikl (M=15.89, SD=5.51) F2 ch< 245~ FBF LR 1 ¢ (15)= -3.44>
p=.004-iz 3587 % Google #erEf i 4 AR v RO T fgadd
FELROBIEET o RAm > BIRAPEIT TR - 4 SRR~ 2855 B o 0 REBRIF
ot Pa @ GTH R ER T B eccni®2 4pit > 3EMm i 5 > d p0 7 s > §4 2 37 EGT
Adihire ? > BT - B raged] o RER eI Y A feirm h G X
B e o
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% Google ffff e B ITHE A Bivrs 2 FE > 5 » F4 Pipaiv2 F4d Al 4250
Grammarly p & 8 Jl s $c o — %ﬁ;ﬁﬂ ¥ 73 g_;,; N0
ANOVA) szt A 451t = B B (TR A eniT > (84

*HF EFRE  Wilks' Lambda=0.11 > F(2, 14)=59.70 > p=0.000 > 4-t £ = - & Fit (7
TZB AR AR NEFLRAZBORE I R B - B HEA T 0 A
B (M=30.97 > SD=12.30) f=* GT :x & & m & (M=65.88 - SD=13.47) % it~ #F A F
Z 85 t(15) = -10.60>p < .001 » %= B =4 & t ¥ &7 > »p (M=30.97 -
SD=12.30) f=is ] (M=51.66 > SD=15.08) % it~ #F BgF L L ; £(15) = -6.32° p
<001 =B tHeahr > GT 2@ amrt (M=65.88 SD=13.47) frisipl
(M=51.66 > SD=15.08) @ T~ #ics BgF £ £ 5 £(15) = 3.50> p = . 003 - iz S 5 &g r
@ Google wilFe® J W H A RB R IFNFMTE « oy > FLRURY 2 27
P FateTB fihite vl * (TR dichivsr > BRIFEFE ivG L¥ LHE-

TARATHEEE NI HFF £47R 2 % R #(One-way repeated measures ANOVA) st
Pt AL B iTEas 2R~ 1% ChatGPT #er s Birfd Bz Bax A iE2 2§
i %#c(d Quillbot 3+ ¥ 2. 3.5 #icfo= /2 48 3% > fo Grammarly #+:#c 2. B (T2 F )k % o &
ik o @ ChatGPT HH 4 F2 cnia 38t 3 BF B S > Wilks' Lambda=0.42 > /(2,
14)=9.73 > p=0.002 - "i?‘,%éi’éf?’! Z B AHEA t%ﬁa’ T Z BARAZ BT S o
- B A Ao > w iRl (M=T8. 75 0 SD=29. 54) {=* ChatGPT @ {& ek A&
(M=130.00 - SD=38. 74) iz ﬁtj FREFALR ((15)= -4.54> p < .001 - % = = 4k
~ ttk Ao o ewip] (M=78.75 > SD=29.54) f=is Bl (M=104.75 > SD=39. 72) i3 #ict
2 FREFLBEH(15)=-2.93>p=.010° %= B r & A7 0 &% ChatGPT B
ts erme & (M=130. 00 > SD=38.74) frisip] (M=104.75>SD=39.72) et F#> & 7~ 5 ¥ L

¥ % B #(One-way repeated measures
» BRI Google et B v HE L BT

£ 5 ¢(15)=38.20>p =
AP F e 0.017 @
ChatGPT % 4 &+ B T4z F

.006 o d a7 7

A HE AR
@ 2 2 0.05 (0.05/3 =
gHEL Tl Ty R

R -
0.017) c izt & & B T *
IR MR BE T F L R

AR

ChatGPT p¥ > vo & 2 & % pF > s B ¥ A2 { FcnF lice Rm > F 4 S pliv= 3

it~ &E—g#«é’;i T Pz Hc e imdord W E A RY 2 HiEecd K _ChatGPT ’"Lrﬁﬁlﬂ!m}]\ x T
FReh2 BEFYRPB @ BN e PRy I- L% Fiedd >N &an g
v nﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ'%f‘é VRS P g e
Zow o~ G B Hs 1 4 5 ChatCPT et B iF2 = B Aire 2 BiFg L5
ChatGPT | ChatGPT | ChatGPT )
Measure . Wilks’Lambda
Pretest Revised | Posttest F p
Value
Mean Mean Mean
Total number of words 78.75 130.00 104.75 0.42 9.73 .002 **
Lexico-grammatical
, 22.03 4.67 17.72 0.10 64.29 .000 **
mistakes percentage
Writing Score 34.56 72.63 52.59 0.14 43.96 .000 **

**p <.01
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7B R* ChatGPT #fes B (P F 2 Biv? 2 28 FF 2L PP HFF LR IR E &K
(One-way repeated measures ANOVA)sezt A 47t fa iz 73 - ¢ = BB (TR A chv (243 F o
S5 4r ChatCPT et B ivHE 2 BivY 2 24355 ¥ # X > Wilks' Lambda=0. 10 >
F(2, 14)=64.29 > p=0.000 4t 22 o {3877 = Bk A T MEFZ B A
T2 ¥ 2 2T FenE s e 5- BafiEA Tt r o wop (M=22.03 >
SD=5.41) f=* ChatGPT :x B {s e & (M=4.67>SD=2.94) “ 2 245385 5 EF LB |
t(15) = 11.27> p < .00l o % = B =¥~ £ 81 > =R (M=22.03 » SD=5.41) fris
B (M=17.72 > SD=5.13) i< ¥ eh¥ 2ot 3 P FLE 5 (15 =2.70-p
= . 017> i e s g FEomwh es 0.017 2 £.0.05 @& F &7
Bieen 2 EEE- B (0.05/3 = 0.017) %= B+ %A £ &1 » * ChatGPT sz B
6 (M=4.67 > SD=2.94) 45 Bl (M=22.03 > SD=5.41) i¥= ¢ e 24F 53 BF L |
t(15) = -8.26 > p < . 001 o iz S5 Ao i@ * ChatGPT /w7 24308 4 B iv9 p1 22
BF TR RAALLRSFTOT RS A BRAPEITEY (T rhiEmive » F4 38
* ChatGPT #T¥aiEcni®> » 2 245 g b > 350 W0 § 4 239 e D en 8 ot
s ChatGPT #r i w 4f o G g 4rpt > Bk fry PR 24 48 pfomplive A2 2
BV F I AMFLL > Y AAFWEF2 L ChatCPT kB Y 22 > M F & LR
HHEEG s > Bk oy FE R 2 2 ap L forom o gt b F1 L ChatGPT e p &
dA A BA LI EFEAAYLIANTCE L A F AFEY ChatCPT E Y B 17pF » 2x
7 4eiE* QT o

I

Iy

7 ChatGPT #f 4 B (Tt E 2 iv~ s ez > w > 2 @i F4 84 Al 250
Grammarly p #: =8 J1 s #ic o — fi%ﬁd H 73 £45 0 & % £ #c(One-way repeated
measures ANOVA) (et 247 v e B iFE 22 2. = B ATE 4 (T2 2. 84 > S5 F 1R
ChatGPT #e+ B iT44 5 4 B it 4 5 ¥ HF > Wilks Lambda=0. 14 - A(2, 14)=43.96 >
p=0.000 4rt £ o MFREFT T Z B AN R T NBFZBRATFL 2 F R
frtdi e % - B A e TAE T o R (M=34.56 > SD=13.92) 4=* ChatGPT :z B % &

(M=72.63 > SD=10.04) @ T B2 B3 B F LB 5 £ (15) = -9.18> p <001~ %= B
¥R A e 28w R (M=34.56 - SD=13.92) fris k] (M=52.59 > SD=18.01) & iTA ¥
2R Gl FALRL L (15)=-3.58> p =003 %= B ¥4~ 1 &1 * ChatGPT := @
A (M=72.63 > SD=10.04) F=tsp] (M=52.59 > SD=18.01) ehB it~ #c2 FF 5 LB F L B |
t (15)=5.11> p <. 001 - iz g% & & * ChatCPT #/zf 3 24§ 2 (¥2 hB (T & F o X
B BA AR A Y E R TRAE it v @ % ChatGPT #f e #7 B Miehie> » 47

TR AFLIE-

FEIRE=: 3 PR TERL BRIl REEATEL~NELEFF L ENE A B I
Blfcfeplhd R BIFHRMWF D RAFTE P BEFEIELIETF ALY
TEAT LB EA  BRITOORS BHITERT  fSPNEY EAIELZ B o B
FHETBRITER-feRTER - omBlELZEF (1=.000,p=1.000) 25 HFLE - F
P BT Ef- foB (TEf @A 2 (1=1217,p=0235) "3 BFLE - i
B4 ABiTEE- % Google #: ¥ e* H Y B i¥{r B ivizir- » # * ChatGPT
FEHPIERRY BF AR * S B2 R 1 E o HH BTG e T A
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CE LR

27 B2 HEAtRTCORS BEITERS  SRiTe 2 Bk(E 4T )%

Test Types of Task Mean SD df t p
scores

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 1.91 0.62 30 .000 1.000
Pre-test

Writing Task 2 (N=16) 1.91 0.66

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 3.18 0.40 25.34 1.217 0.235
Post-test

Writing Task 2(N=16) 2.95 0.63

TR LB EA TR BHITEST  ERT 0T R BEMT
BITER- foB TE i Pl F B2 F (1=0.868,p 0393)/ %ﬁ-’?ia@ BB
FEi- feB FEZHR- e RPIRAFERLE (1=-0069,p=0946) 13 BEFLE - iz& 7T
Big*d Brbeffesl E3HE B T2 85 i 80 i’%%ﬁ!‘é}‘miw

Ao BB tRACRS BY IS GRG0 fohs %

Number Types of Task Mean SD df t p
of words

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 87.19 25.31 30 0.868 0.393
Pre-test

Writing Task 2 (N=16) 78.75 29.54

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 103.94  25.62 30 -0.069  0.946
Post-test

Writing Task 2(N=16) 104.75 39.72

TEA LB HEA R IVRS BHITESRT C SPNITY Y EEESF o BT

BIFEf - feB (FEi- a2 2 2 /8 (1=-0414,p=0.682) L3 §E¥éﬂ o o
Pro B TEf - foB (TEf - SR 2 2B (1=-0973,p=0.338) 15 ¥
AR oA 7EFRYABAROFH I ETH BT 2 24T FRE T AR F LY o
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Fo B HEATRIDCRA BRIFERD SR 2 2 EEI RS

Number Types of Task Mean SD df t p
of words
Writing Task 1 (N=16) 21.20 5.95 30 -0.414  0.682
Pre-test
Writing Task 2 (N=16) 22.03 541
Writing Task 1 (N=16) 15.89 5.51 30 -0.973 0.338
Post-test
Writing Task 2(N=16) 17.72 5.13
TENGBEEA (RITVRABRTEBD BRI D ALFTANEL o BEET

B iTib- fof Fimibs SHRITe d AL W0 LB (120774, p=0445) i3 B F
Ei FpF s BIEEi- frR FEia- anisipld Ali=L ahiB o 22 F (1=-0.160, p =0.874)
p&«g#éﬂ cHEAERTABA RO ERA B iEL £ @A (d AIEA) B

_§‘3 g g F

FANA S HEATR TR BHITEHRD ~ SRFL 2 BA]l #F4 )%

Number  Types of Task Mean SD df t p
of words

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 30.97 12.30 30 -0.774 0.445
Pre-test

Writing Task 2 (N=16) 34.56 13.92

Writing Task 1 (N=16) 51.66 15.08 30 -0.160 0.874
Post-test

Writing Task 2(N=16) 52.59 18.01

Fi‘ﬁ:‘{zm'?# AECBITZEY ﬁq%}g—frg EAEF L-SL’(:,”); P ?

TALERAEES DGR '““ﬁi CAES BRITEIROR TRY WS F
Wi B oo BEMT 0 F MEL B TR SIS MO o BRI L L ARt R T
IE DR Tt ;’m;$—\:\;ﬁ$%apﬁ%@ﬁOQRW§
EfLLLﬁn‘l)‘ GT‘ff’ChatGPTﬂlﬁ’“"%f%éﬁﬂ o hEEE BT, R BT

BIP BERFY X IFRE Y RFOPEIINE { AR AT RBEEY R

£ o Pt
Zgﬁ,mﬁq-o

3
L4
28
”ﬁ:‘L
e
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%\”L ‘FFB%"'JLI"’ \fé

BPIME Y H 2 SHEANtHRTNEE (F-15)

Pre-Survey Post-Survey

Survey items M SD M SD t P
l.AE EE~ giro 275 0.68 3.50 0.89 -2.666 .009*
AT EFE Y BITE G 4B 3.06 0.77 3.69 0.79 -2.179 .023*
SABREY X IFRL F awm v Bivehise 363 096 4.19 0.66 -1.861 .041%*
A AFEEYH T RrfEj AR LR 394 0.85 431 0.60 -1.464 .082
1o
bARRFHIMFEE Y BITo 375 1.00 4.19 0.66 -1.518 .075
6. AP ¥2%5° " EYE2BIFL T ALILLR 3.81 1.05 431 060 -1.826 .044*
£ o
T.AEAB AT RBEFE L BIFS 1 § Bl 394 093 438 0.62 -1.447 .084
F o
*p <.05
TEALTERAEEA RN E O RTES BT EHOR TRY B
BIEp Asra P R o SRHT 0 FHMES BT NN iE»%’Sly\—f——“%\.’ (SRR K A A R
3t mw?llimﬁ*ﬂyig%wrv#ﬁ““mﬁ«?%h‘ TOoORRY - RfrF - EFEH o h
PE2 A g GTfoChatGPT 25 B (PR Y 15 > # M { § B2 BAE Bir
LBPIHFE R L RAEY - BT e e BT
LR EE ERBIMAT A A 2 A HE At R ENEE (F-1)
Pre-Survey Post-Survey
Survey items M SD M SD ! P
L34y Rualasfem> Biva 4 o 356 096 3.69 087 -0436  .669
2. XA AT fRAE Y BT I T 338 0.72 394 068 -2.183  .045%
it e
QAR EA GBS > AR [HFEELF 369 060 3.88 072 -0.764 456
1% o
4 APEAGAEL BT £F 0 o 275 1.00 3.13 145 -0946  .359
5. AR AN P I R L A w2 BT 4 350 0.82 3.56 1.03 -0222  .827
o
6. A dp AN EY Theed AE 2 BIFFRDOEF - 388 050 406 0.68 -0.824 423
TARPRAREY - BB N hE2 BiFL 350 073 4.00 0.52 -2.739  .015*
r\—’,‘; °
*p <.05
FLRET: £ 57 bR 35 (GT & ChatGPT)#f o+ B (£ 3 & wehpg 3

GRANVE SANLEE )

& Rt aigx K MiBcy

GT 4 ChatGPT #f 2+ = = chj~ 5 ?
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T AL et AwEET R 53R A Likert scale I A FleE £ S E A *UL‘“

Google #8:%{r ChatGPT #e+ B iverpg 2 S5 (1 522%¥ 2 F R P 5 Rl ,/ﬁ: i ,z,)

Bror & 4 40 ChatGPT L fois & & % B3t Google #33%F > -4E¢ > % k

ForoafP3E o A A p G 3 f:r) s AL R g F AL - o s e %%?*T

HoReni b s BB AN DA F S Ao R L A Bl o F HF LR o p< 0,05
~&wﬁﬁf

= 328 4 ¥ ChatGPT fsi#ap % 5«? ¥ i Google fddenp ZR ISR © &

* Google #:¥ > 2 » ¥y mEER* ChatCtPT 2 3~ & » X @& p e RA[DEZ e

—_g—_ ,_ﬂlﬂﬁ’]ﬁ‘:{:\’.}’mg%ﬁf@ BT N\ ojaiﬁ/ ’ %—J'%?E‘Egai%é?/zfr LN S R

S -

ChatGPT % ¥ % Google #»3¥ -

- ~FIHW? Google il = B ITirRE

Survey items M SD
[. Aiar? 2B L% Google 2 B~ v g dERAafn iz o 3.94 1.1
2. ¥ Google fwi¥enp FRIVINERE ° 3.19 0.75
3. ¥t Google B kg A G et -}‘f\.’"‘? pER = S EL 8 f’* N z'Jt’f—%‘f ° 4.06 0.57
4, i 38 W Google s ke A48 G 2 F 45 Fan 2 o 3.63 0.80
5. it 533 W Google i ke A s FARFH B N A 3 oo 3.88 0.96
6. %\ﬁ*, # Google #wiF¥ N ipEfF—- LA TE R > - A ZTREFE D h¥

v o {30~ F ook o 2.94 1.12
T. AEtiEfAAT P 2B L% google o E Y 0 A hiEIT R i fEE 363 081

%'F"“\’}S@ij‘l LoAkgmFrr v o : :
8. Ai Wi fAEY Google &2 » LB Vs RN w2

”% I‘;#M O =t gle FrenmTs i 375 0.68

oD G S D e s N 5 2 R e S

IOi\:’m J i AE Y Google o E Y o BB an SN AN anE 2 388 0.6

FR o
L= ~ B4 g% ChatGPT 4 24 B (e g
Survey items M SD
12435 * ChatGPT 2 = F > R4t p e RAIDEZD 2l > o/ N H

o s B e g 0 431 048
2. %13 ChatGPT 2 % thR 5 g FI A R« 381% 075
3. 243 ChatGPT 2 = 2 A3 g en* F o2 Z it R R I 3R ° 3.69  0.87
4. 3% 5 338 I ChatGPT 2 = eh~ A5 2 24535 & o 3.44 1
5. it 238 M ChatGPT 2 2 242 > Z R {xFH > &2 @ e 2 o 344 0.96
6. 24 ¥ ChatGPT ¥ W E fF - REATpw g > @ 3 *—gﬁ Rk ER

I Gl N G IEES 3.63 1.26

L e g Aok, HE A h e 1 idE ks = s d
7.5 ChatGPT 2 &+~ & > g & p e RAEDEBZ DY 3 £ il 119% 054

B EE 2 BIF N BRRURR AR R v oo
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8. A5 FutipfEiE* ChatCPT f & p ¢ i e Ben X o oy 539 st ehiE

. 4.13 0.62
2 B IR o
9,7z % FikinfEiE* ChatCPT g & p & & adnc @ N g e A ey
T .,ﬁ P ' ! g 419%  0.66
< 2 E ,;rrv%'\.o
10. 325 F e fa @ ChatGPT g & p @ B2 e Ban™ 38 it S 4 30 eh
» 413 0.72
E2FR o
TALZHAEARN Al IR A v g PR o AT AR ALY 0 B

SETEA R LhnE B A Xz R iov 4 o $H BT 6 Goolge #83%4r ChatGPT
ZELE R I R
212 B3 E0 Al FBAcE A X w4 R

Survey Items M SD

1. A% EF* Google it Aie T~ BT gHMAF L REF G B2

0 e s o 3.50  0.73
2. A E* ChatGPT Hf e+ A e 72 BiF > €A L REB KRG F2 [ iF
3.94 0.7
B o
3. AREE A XfF iz Rfow 4> HA B 51t Goolge F:¥r ChatGPT 425 058

wAR TR R s e

AR 3 S b o kel ?c%*“ﬁrk/\ Google #m:¥3 ChatGPT ** 3 < B iFikz BLE
erF m? 4:”5— 4{]’ Kl—}?") L—‘«: }\ ° LE' F}\mP\ ?‘147}% ;A\*%EP; F‘gﬁf@ ,%L\A’\QF pl
*m?’ﬂlﬁm?«ﬂ%qﬁﬁﬂ‘mﬁﬂ ﬁng%g\-l%\}»ﬁﬁdgbﬂg’J—QT%—L\Z_G;E-\Z_IE;mrav

2 g 4w FehizEemitmde™

Bob o R S RO G Y B T B S 0 L A

& ER 8 P
S N "FOSELAR Fd GT {r ChatGPT e 24 % i<
B BT R o
HEFR ChatGPT it # i 8 (Fenfe iz frg
},él °
FERLE# #d GT {r ChatGPT e e+ & i »
FALEgHPiG AHEFRRIE -
B R EH FYEF &Y ¥ GT {v ChatGPT 2 #
Eé%]??” ﬁv_%‘if;‘: o
g~z 8% i ffd GT {r ChatGPT 2 4
By nt%‘f PR E o
FY¥RIFRS ?? F i #5d GT {r ChatGPT 2 #f
BB T Y FIH (T R eEdot B @

18



F o B F o A B ol 2
LEE o
IIEN; & L gV £ ¥ ChatGPT 2 ) e~ F %
i
SEERL FYHELp PR RGERT
A ,]@f_ft o
2 Al = 4 FYHRARE ALDf 2 L7 4
= ;t o
s - GT w48 ¥ EFREE GT i 4 -

LL ﬁ;{] 1@’ ME o
' % 4 17 ChatGPT sl & 1
= g s i GT "R ~ 2 i it

=i

ChatGPT e 4§

o

4«’%&&%@%

B A EEF v AR P.um—jﬁi&%éﬂ;ﬁj?égm%%?

mf-!-l
*mk-

Al #07E £, A EESUNEERE LN TS

(a) H¥EB v

Mg AR E L vz BAK e B A TEMEER o T ik R
AAEd 0 AR PR S E R RE PR R FLEERES
Er it} A B2 L2 47 THBE 2 @ ¥R PR POR{IF B2 28
WAL B R o ) B RERE cFA o Aa: TE R B TR
ChatCPT B @ s o R > 2 f %A SSRARSRG -, B2 LY 4
ﬂz\ ;ﬁd€5§éﬁl PRHE P EL BT VL RFLE EREY BT B4 L
o TEFH > 2R3 L AR 2 EF BT ORE

HF o800y g 3 g
Ei%“%’ﬁ?”iﬁﬁg
—ﬁfljﬁvo ’5‘33;@;; o&if?ﬁé#?%‘fiﬂti‘l’ TR e EF s B PE T
N Wipi*{’%?ﬁ%éﬂ"?r"?’***%fr

=R i FTes > e ChatGPT 227 = € &
(% o fhd GT fr ChatGPT 2 et | v » 4 8§ 5| 17 g » vt
ot B e 3 o i § 0 % .?%H FfoP 2B T E - FAT Lo il ¥ 2 BHE LA

(=
|

B RE 3o AiE o 258 ChatGPT v vt 444 BiFF 023 L1 % o Fp o
ChatGPT ¥ 1 {F 5 F 4 S L @ ivfd « 4L -0 27 1 TAEHGPT A= Bt > R
BEBRER IR ZREEDFT E o Bd Le BT THEIHERG o T

=3

E%

& 3%
B3k BEIRT R - oL

2

g1

2+ it ChatGPT § % 41— B % A7 2 { B 5 i

A

°J
19



(c) IR R

BAIRAG #? > FAw ET OUFREZ A Do B o BT  F4 - R
%5 ChatGPT #& ez AL gl h@’ﬂ%ﬁW%ﬁf %-’&ﬁﬂ°§4§@'a
REIEDEE R A T S 5 ¢§’»§“@@%o“3’ﬁAwé AN
AL B T8 2 40— B350 0 F12 AL ¥ &l PRy g ik ma,oﬁ/* A e DAL
FUEARORZLY > P RGEEREZ A BRAABL BNk F o ) A KA
?’?im?mﬁ’éam&ékm”Alyé&°WM${§§ﬁ%ﬁ’%wgi?ga
EEL R o ok @ IFLTE A g # * ChatGPT iF+t $F %3 o 54
#FH A AL ATH A o
(d) w4

hAvide e > B4 g g'ﬁ’.l'zﬁp’f;pévs X afho 53— > GT e & - R X%
ARFE R 0 B4 3 A 1T Google fiFw AR AR MeiE I o e o LR HE 0 v jE R
i b o % = o ChatGPT ehw 4 o 8 4 205 ChatGPT w A& (%> @ ¥ SEpFuE :,{;rs?,u’# )
XA - AEL S B IR R P EH W GT A o 7 iE %%ﬁi
R A s g A NGE FL R B EFAE 2 0 B AT A o Rk
B L R Aprt R 0 A% GT & ChatGPT » ¥ 4 B 8332 2 4 X
SR R auE R o AR > EEF L RGN IEEE A PR TR E HEEBNE A X o
T A chw BV S

Fiw

arl

‘\

>

KRR R ST P EniT R 1R

RyEEPR R FL GG RY BRALORL A FIE R o ¥
PR d  FUREEARL BEOLL ) DRACP AL FDY ]

g4 2
PR B FL AR w AR DA AR KRBT L B

g4

P KFAVRFETFREAEREL T Usm R 0 AR EET .

N
/%’%ﬁ?ﬁwﬁWﬁiﬁﬁﬁééﬁﬁﬁ’AFLWfWﬁ@é$ﬂi%éﬁo
CEEEEFLREEARAE LA

p3 “E\‘ 4
|

g4 4-
# 7> % google & ¥ chatgpt kB3 - L HF MM FL FF2 A BLFL X
Rfrom Y EEFVTUEOFTBRAL A EB - B HPER N Rkeh- R -

g4+
3i 0 AL P B2 G Bk A sgeng (vi 4 B e W feni 4 o 715 Google fr
ChatGPT 4% 8.0 < #7#j » FH% T > & B 4 enfeid Lhf * 3 8 £ 5 EB0% 1 4
A e o

Fr o Al SVER o ot Al i BE R 0 B4 8 bR 5 878 ChatGPT 4 0

20

-
~
W



ﬂ‘sfﬁrﬁgwyf ¥ i rﬂig.)i;o LT - 3G 0 R HTARTER el R B4 =
g TP §RF R > FAIREBRLY -  Flded: TERIFFIEINEEM
_@Iliffl’Zé&{’fxﬁﬂbmt—s}zz°J§i;€ﬁ.‘: r-ﬁﬁﬁlaﬁ’lﬁ%-ﬂéﬁ—%?i:@,o?ﬂﬁﬁ
BEA&LT p e Y o X S HnBEL R 0 BIEEIRLG b f e

Biz ’i].%ar}’a TE > A pe Beno

2. 3@

FRRsiygs o) SR TREFFED BERLFAF D gpandsky @
Google ##:¥{c ChatGPT # e+ 5 4 £ ivr2 M A B iv e Fengsaldt » TARFALR -
b B2 AR * Google #83%{- ChatGPT #f e+ F 4 ch =2 S FenB it ¥ it 3 kg § 4 h
BITLAM  THEF A PP ITHN > B F 2 v gy o §4 0 i E g ChatGPT » #]5
©IRE PR B R R A R B 3 11 18 Google i

PSS RpR B T Quillbot ﬂfr Grammarly 4 7 118 2 & B B iviZfr97 4 ) ehiv
2z BARADRFH 22 EFIICRITEL j\ » B4 % Google ##i¥fr ChatGPT ﬁIFL
BREA Lz BRADRTHE 2 EHEFESFICR IF,F’A\ Foo T mlEALR o Az BRAl
Bt b g 4 % Google f3iF e ChatGPT FRit Ag ¥ §lerw PR 5 p % > &
s “mt,z v BRRL FhEF ot EES Vi{@;;"?;ﬁ‘(rﬂ‘?{% J %ii;ﬂ%fr;gﬂ U
L@t B it Eis rr"?@]*”;’.’rﬁf#’?‘ HFfoRi o bz BRADY ZHFF VRS 5 0 BBA
g 4 x% * Google%ﬂ%:ﬁk“4 BT f i H 2 RS AR P ARERT R G B F R
PSR IR GT et i 3 ST RKB ST - d ?Jzﬁ#’

F 4B REGCR AR ¢ F Y - B B AERO T R R S b R 3 S AR e
%{,%voi%§4@%QMQWﬁymmm4%@m ?4*§M¢m%§q_ i
il

Frap) o o B E AR D o gl F% 7 BEA B FLES ChatGPT #f 2» 3y 15 > &t
SR A B RAra Bl 2 ARSI B EF RS o et 2 % Google Fuila B4 o gt B 5
SR B A ko s R Y ChatGPT v PR SLY - A4 kIR GEH
4305 > ChatGPT v B s PHE |- B2 2 oid{ed ] o g4 RAFIoSBEEEF 2 o F »xid
* ChatGPT k& ¥ ~ £ » XFZ R A EHR > FHERX>ER > REF o FV izt px
2 g g A fravif de e Al 3 & B roipdt oY Z AR TiEd B b ke &L R Y
xR LR PR AR LI ) p IR E EF

= TLM’FJ\ F> 18 Aa\ dotg R @ Google #3:¥{r ChatGPT 3%t BEiAE4 v

B IEEE o KA o B2 ASRY 2 2 ER TR Mg e Google FiFs
ChatGPT #‘94“# B ehiEe it,i% (L 7’5:’3}&_ AFE o PRk R H v i

31
3
1]
W
O
=
=N
Q
"U
\ [

ML BIFZEG pC 22 AR AR GRIEY o Aok op
et fjﬁ{:f')% v % _,% {pufé‘p o pbeb 1‘ :}7i Johnston etal.(2024) %7 7 > 4 & & R+
FAHWAILE R &% chl f R >« S EF A AlfetE 2 3 g X e
Bz o w2 L FH R KRB EE T oJohnstonetal(2024)z\'1‘\95';‘&5?“7;I R EKY
BAFAILERY Pl M8 0 R g anE g By HEr B4 hife P L E T [ Rkl
mtmolf’%ﬁﬁﬁi'gi’H%§4iﬁﬂAl4*m°i’%@QﬁAléiﬁg
AR EF A e HALA A F 0 Er PAP LY RS foie B o v G F

21



T @A RS AR TR RS g R ek F LR @ f o B iR o A
BpleniTe R E B A hE e AT > R S aive o

BB TS Y B e p Aok enB X 2 %4 A7 o Google #93¥r ChatGPT #+4 = 5 4
SR RS p Aok G T e BB R S R AT 0 £ B AP % Sk
PRI S I ﬂ\if“i&ﬁ FHd s Algﬁg@mﬁm R PEER A B
v o R AR AFIEL 0 T g R BRI D o AP ARG PR B AR
'$@4Fﬁ“@“ﬂi¢ﬁwﬁﬁﬂ*%’éww#mv%mjﬁmﬁﬁwﬁwwﬁiﬁéfﬁ@
LS N G E RS SR L R 4*%%?E*b%f%ﬁk» Google #32
ChatGPT 2 1 £ e o+ B e & o 525 & ALY & 308 AT £ 418 - B3 4507 54
Fla Al &t PRITRF FRF 7 URERE NI F 2 41#7;\,/\;,; P N
F AT L o %L R Wuetal (2021)#73 ) A AL BF R A (T4 P &2 AT 7] » 2
2d AL #TF k2 37ene it fh o gt > G REA R TR % E mm;»}grs;;rﬂ;; Al ¥
BhA R H T c HN LT E R A W R MRS FE R 4 a1 A MEE A 1A
s F'E&ﬁjipfvﬁlf%oAIﬁj}@’#;{_ﬁél‘iJ’ hEBATRC SAL T EARS L AL e
BAF KT FTHT S IR o BT - i 5\4%;&; [t Bt E A % fT e a5 v
A B AR T L S R NIRRT Al e LA FRAF 4 Lk ChatGPT
S B R A A A B LR R R AR AL AT o T o g
v J& Steiss et al. (2024) %= 1 # IR *}é w S hE A —-kﬁbﬂyga e 4 5 % 55 ChatGPT - it

;\\

~\
14..

A~

-}\‘

hod ik £ X EVIRNE A XA AER AR > 3 ChatGPT %7 w4k chh > i f{c i1y
“_E‘__ ’ ]’3;’1—{'_’]1 ﬁpl'mo
3. B

AT HRYBETREERI6 2EFL S Bt - F4 " Google #3:%F & ChatGPT
Bt we BT JEd R & F T 3K (mixed methods design) © #4:8 * 7 SPSS it g X fr ¥
F]F ZB A (EARIR)AITE A A L R Iod Al $048 grammarly 324 % % fo
Quﬂlbméﬁé BA Nz BITSd NEDRRIF SRR Y o 1R TR ZAFR -
B R F A _Google #3Fet ChatGPT ¥ av 3 »ad ff e F 4 2 &~ B v i Penie~ FF
§°§4”@35&*Gmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ_@$} R R 2T B i’wwm;
Google ### { 7 §2* o ¥ = > Google #:%#{~ ChatGPT «‘FK I EEFBe PR Ay B
FIEFferd s PR AT EAEaR s > £ H @ ChatGPT £4 2 28355 %24 3
FRL BV RRE > Fl1L ChatGPT A 1 enif= » 2 2 bt fr s T E 4 |3 2 &
LA iger o, Flm AfsRliFe b o 2 EESI T aEFR o 288 4 BERE ChatGPT #
R E PRI E o T RE R L ERRFARERE A ChatGPT % § ¢ ~ 2 4
ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ’ﬁiaﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁméaﬁv4ﬂvkgjmgw,ﬁ%gcm@mg
AR WRTFY 2 A o A mEC BITY 2y &p#mza% ENE 54 mggu
ﬁ’(i CF A 7 chw 4k 3 5t ChatGPT & Google fifenw &8 » T 5 F F £l i B & 1 2
B PR AT > ¥ i B L gudik o

3 ERAFY A A ChatGPT 421 7 A {83817 ShPE A BAT T o 4T # AL 1 B~ iz
BITHEY R KSR o GE Aol AT R AR AT b v
B BRFIRFLA- L3535 RO FRFEFRE IR IHBRE AR RSB

’F



N A k! f%f:gﬁrg < R A Ekﬁi;i—':*ﬁh g o gtoh s T U - BB BT ARG
Al AL AR R EFAFEY Framd Tl lSHE 0 )R NPT ARE T
L el e gE S g o

40

Adamson, J.L. & Coulson, D. (2015). Translanguaging in English academic writing
preparation. International Journal of Pedagogies and Learning, 10(1), 24—
37.doi:10.1080/22040552.2015.1084674

Benor, S. B. (2010). Ethnolinguistic repertoire: Shifting the analytic focus in language and ethnicity.
Journal of Sociolinguistics, 14, 159—-183. doi:10.1111/5.14679-841.2010.00440.x

Borg, S. (2013). Teacher research in language teaching: a critical analysis. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press

Burns, A. (2005). Action research: an evolving paradigm. Language Teaching, 38, 57-74.

Burns, A. (2010). Doing action research in English language teaching [electronic resource]: a guide for
practitioners. New York: Routledge.

Burns, A. and Khalifa, H. Ed. (2017) Second Language Assessment and Action Research, Cambridge,
UCLES/Cambridge University Press, 327 pp., ISBN 978-1-108-43670-0

Canagarajah, A. S. (2011). Translanguaging in the classroom: Emerging Issues for research and
pedagogy. Applied Linguistics Review, Vol. 2, 1-28.

Chen, F, Tsai, S. C. & Tsou, W. L. (2019). The application of translanguaging in an English for specific
purposes writing Course. English Teaching & Learning, 43, 65-83. doi:10.1007/s42321-018-0018-
0

Cummins, J. (2000). Language, power, and pedagogy: Bilingual children at the crossfire. Clevedon,
England: Multilingual Matters.

Cummins, J. (2005). A proposal for action: Strategies for recognizing heritage language competence as a
learning resource within the mainstream classroom. Modern Language Journal, 89(4), 585-592.

Daniel, S., Jiménez, R., Pray, L., & Pacheco, M. (2018). Scaffolding to make translanguaging a
classroom norm. TESOL Journal. doi:10.1002/tesj.361

Druce, P. M. (2012). Attitude to the use of L1 and translation in second language teaching

and learning. Journal of Second Language Teaching and Research, 2(1), 60—86.

Retrieved from http://pops.uclan.ac.uk/index.php/jsltr/article/view/82/30.

Garcia, [., & Pena, M. L. (2011). Machine translation-assisted language learning: Writing for beginners.
Computer Assisted Language Learning, 24(5), 471-487.

Garcia, O., & Kano, N. (2014). ‘Translanguaging as process and pedagogy: Developing the English
writing of Japanese students in the US. In J. Conteh and G.Meier, (Eds.), The Multilingual Turn in
Languages Education: Opportunities and Challenges (p. 258-277). Bristol, UK: Multilingual
Matters.

Garcia, O., & Li, W. (2014). Translanguaging: Language, bilingualism and education. New York, NY:
Palgrave Macmillan.

23


https://doi.org/10.1080/22040552.2015.1084674

Gestanti, R. A., Nimasari, E. P., & Mufanti, R. (2019). Re-overviewing Google Translate results and its
implication in language learning, Asian EFL Journal, 23, 5-15.

Groves, M. & Mundt, K. (2015). Friend or foe? Google Translate in language for academic purposes.
English for Specific Purposes, 37, 112-121. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2014.09.001

Guo, Xuan (2016) Action research on college English writing based on information technology from the
perspectives of Moocs. English Language Teaching, 9 (11), doi: 10.5539/elt.vOn11p48

Hanson, J. (2013). Moving out of the monolingual comfort zone and into the multilingual world: An
exercise for the writing classroom. In A. S. Canagarajah (Ed.), Literacy as translingual practice
(pp- 207-214). New York, NY: Routledge.

Hwang, G.-J., & Chen, N.-S. (2023). Editorial Position Paper: Exploring the Potential of Generative
Artificial Intelligence in Education: Applications, Challenges, and Future Research Directions.
Educational Technology & Society, 26(2). https://doi.org/10.30191/ETS.202304 26(2).0014

Johnston, H., Wells, R.F., Shanks, E.M. et al.(2024). Student perspectives on the use of generative

artificial intelligence technologies in higher education. International Journal for Educational
Integrity, 20(2). https://doi.org/10.1007/s40979-024-00149-4
Kemmis, S. & McTaggart, R. (1988). The action research planner (3rd ed.). Geelong: Deakin University

Press.

Kogak, M. (2010) A novice teacher’s action research on EFL learners’ speaking anxiety. Procedia Social
and Behavioral Sciences, 3, 138-143.

Kol, S., Scheolnik, M. & Spector-Cohen, E. (2018). Google Translate in academic writing courses? The
EuroCALL Review, 26(2): 50-57. doi:10.4995/eurocall.2018.10140

Lasagabaster, D. (2013). The use of the L1 in CLIL classes: The teachers’ perspective. Latin American
Journal of Content and Language Integrated Learning, 6(2), 1-21.

Li, W. (2011). Moment analysis and translanguaging space: discursive construction of identities by

multilingual Chinese youth in Britain. Journal of Pragmatics, 43, 1222-1235.

Li, W. (2017). Translanguaging and the Goal of TESOL. Summit on the Future of the TESOL
Profession. Retrieved from https://www.tesol.org/docs/default-source/ppt/li-wei.
pdf?sfvrsn=0&sfvrsn=0

Limbrick, L., Buchanan, P., Goodwin, M., & Schwarcz, H. (2010). Doing things differently: the
outcomes of teacher researching their own practice in teaching writing. Canadian Journal of
Education, 33(4), 897-924.

Mehrabiyan, F., & Sharififar, M. (2015). The relationship between translation competence and
translator’s intelligence. The Iranian EFL Journal, 11(1), 148-163.

Riding, P. Fowell, S. & Levy, P. (1995). An action research approach to curriculum development.
Information Research, 1 (1). Available at: http://InformationR.net/ir/1-1/paper2.html

Sano, A. (2018). The effects of translanguaging in discussion as a prewriting activity for writing in a
second language. ARELE: Annual Review of English Language Education in Japan, 29, 193- 208.
doi:10.20581/arele.29.0_193

Sheppard, B. & Halvosen, A. (Eds.) (2018) Teachers’ Investigations of ELT Practice: Ace Action
Research 2018. University of Oregon.

24


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2014.09.001
https://doi.org/10.30191/ETS.202304_26(2).0014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40979-024-00149-4
https://doi.org/10.4995/eurocall.2018.10140
http://doi.org/10.20581/arele.29.0_193

Statt, N. (2016, September 27). Google’s Al translation system is approaching human-level accuracy.
THE VERGE. Retrieved from https://www.theverge.com/2016/9/27/13078138/google-translate-ai-
machine-learning-gnmt.

Steiss, J., Tate, T., Graham, S., Cruz, J., Hebert, M., Wang, J., Moon, Y., Tseng, W., Warschauer, M.,
Olson, C. B. (2024) Comparing the quality of human and ChatGPT feedback of students’ writing.
Learning and Instruction 91. https://doi.org/10.1016/].learninstruc.2024.101894.

Tsai, S. C. (2019). Using Google Translate in EFL drafts: a preliminary investigation. Computer
Assisted Language Learning, 32(5), 510-526.

Tsai, S. C. (2020). Chinese students’ perceptions of using Google Translate as a translingual CALL tool
in EFL writing. Computer Assisted Language Learning, doi:10.1080/09588221.2020.1799412

Velasco, P., & Garcia, O. (2014). Translanguaging and the writing of bilingual learners. Bilingual
Research Journal, 37(1), 6-23. doi:10.1080/15235882.2014.893270

Walsh, S. (2013). Classroom discourse and teacher development. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University

Press.

Wang, W., & Wen, Q. (2002). L1 use in the L2 composing process: an exploratory study of 16 Chinese
EFL writers. Journal of Second Language Writing, 11(3), 225-246.

Wu, Z., Ji, D, Yu, K., Zeng, X., Wu, D., & Shidujaman, M. (2021). AI Creativity and the Human-AI Co-
creation Model. In M. Kurosu (Ed) Human-Computer Interaction. Theory, Methods and Tools. HCII
2021. Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol 12762. Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-030-78462-1 13

Wyatt, M. (2011). Teacher researching their own practice. ELT Journal, 65 (4), 417-425.
Zamel, V. (1982). Writing: The process of discovering meaning. TESOL Quarterly, 16, 60-74.

S  BEFE003) - HOERIERE YGRS TR B - 7R 2003 BB VSR o
RRSL o F 430-445 o b U -

25


https://www.theverge.com/2016/9/27/13078138/google-translate-ai-machine-learning-gnmt
https://www.theverge.com/2016/9/27/13078138/google-translate-ai-machine-learning-gnmt
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.learninstruc.2024.101894

