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Abstract

This paper compared the capability of ChatGPT-40 and Large Model ERNIE-3.5 to generate English
listening comprehension texts and items for junior high school students, using the 2023 Hangzhou
city Zhongkao listening texts and items as samples. Both artificial intelligence models were used to
generate texts and items. The analysis results showed that in terms of generating listening texts,
ChatGPT and Large Model ERNIE exhibited minimal differences, as both can produce texts with
topics, word count, and difficulty similar to the sample texts. In generating listening items, ChatGPT
performed better than Large Model ERNIE, with the latter producing more problematic items. The
author argues that, given the difficulty of finding or creating listening texts, using generative Al to
produce listening texts is a good option for English teachers when preparing low-stakes practice
exercises for students. However, to generate high-quality test items, repeated revisions and more
human engagement are necessary.
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1. 5|15

Ak, REGEEMUEE SN FRAFH AR 50 RIS R “HEs s
e o HEBFWEIR IR AL SR S Bea B 5 T 48 N TR RE7E N BIE B AR B L #0
T7 AR, DSBlmRk. (5, WTEEMEENAE RS, M LR AR T SIS S H 2 E
AR R AR 2] Tk, FETRIESEAM AN TR AR ViR R, Hh AAHRE
4 1¥] ChatGPT (Chat Generative Pre-trained Transformer), —% jn] {Hgi7E 2 M= 4 5 K520 . ChatGPT
& i OpenAl JF R [ —Fh LT GPT AL G N LR e IR R 48, Bl A6 H K& 1) H AR TE 5 B AT I 25,
RS FRAAAT AL B ARTE & 00AS, BEIUNRIXS & . EHE WU, & A1RP 7 ChatGPT I 1) ERE
e AEHUETTH, EF DR AR Wty i 255, 505, R EREE AR %, St >
CHRAE, VR T, CERTDUAERSGE H SR AR ASTEIEE[3]. BR ChatGPT A BT K2 H WMAE /il
G 22 4208, {H ChatGPT 2537 — QR BEHA 1R 2 LA KA B2 B ) e o 08 I A A2 v s ) =
K, BOMNAARR SRR, Wi Bz 4]. SHER, ENWBIFR 728N TEEE,
WE RSO —F, BE R SCT ), BRI R KA FIR A . 3 8 [ N TR Re AR 208 AU
REARE 1004, fe5-F& ChatGPT, HETELEAT .

2. 3CEKE R

H 26T B A i (Automatic Ttem Generation, AIG)H € SR ME AT ENEA R KREAE RS, ERF
B 20 2 70 AR, AHEILHEMT L. 5A T, AIG KIS EEE 1. AIG 77
KRBT 7 N TR AIG AT N TG AIG [5]. LR AIG JriEf, TR AIG 731K
T R 'S AR, T N TR AR ALG J7ERR T U8 AN iR A iR LA A, 3 7R B A
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HUOR, 2 M. ENBCHT AIG J7i%, i ChatGPT i BGAR f e T H AN E S A, N TR AR
A BT AR i, PRIGIE A — 2R B 20T [6]. BT ChatGPT AR AL (2022 4 11 A), K FH
L FH AR A I R AT A PR, (HX — U EAE R AR R 2 1 00y . DA R — e E B AL

Aryadoust 4R 2 T ChatGPT-4 A= BANFIEE W Jp M 10 68 77 o @ $8m i g 'S Ao, IR T
SR MR G VU HE T S SRR . W7 R B AR ChatGPT-4 A% AL RS [F] X 5 ) W
JISCA, AR )3 A A R ELTE SRR R AL UL T ChatGPT-4 A BRI R A 7, (=
WERA |7 2L 5K % AU AR N 2 [ 7] o

Lin Al Chen 8% | ChatGPT A& i bl 1 ¥R 2 T % /UM B8 /7 Hdacd o BRI & 53 B A1 & S VP 7 0
HEAT TV . BEFURIL, ChatGPT AR il 5 N T4 5 i i AL O BRI S Re PR FARML, (R Ik Tt
KHAAEERES. HREREYN, RE ChatGPT n AT R A, BTGz e, LU iRalE
JE[8]o

Shin Fl Lee AT T ChatGPT A B B MAM BHIIRE S, FHole H 5 585 K 22 N2 25 3 A R HgE AT
THE. X 50 BT RN, K& ChatGPT AR B A RIAT 2 ML B AR 104 A, (B2
NS o B s B B G J). ZEAEIL, ChatGPT W] LA BhseiBH0m, (H 75 Bt
AT N 5k 9].

O XFELPPAY T ChatGPT AE B FAT A 5 A\ T4a 5 (i o it % SPP A FITE K A gk AT 30,
SRR IX P A IR G AT, IX 60 ChatGPT W] LA B0 /b TAE A 4w, 4R,
BB IR FAN T AT, AR AT AR BB R 2 [6].

fEFE, 5T ChatGPT A= il ) SRR FE RN B IR . REEZ TN, A W DU DG 7T .

MBS TR EYLER ISR ER . ORI EE AR RIESR, ] ChatGPT A T #iE
BRI E W . WA KB, ChatGPT fEamdl /7 1 BA IR KA T, SR, A i n] R AEAE
SEVERER, DL SRR AN KIFIEHE . R, ChatGPT A= AR 4 5 I A%, 3 HL e 48
RTHEAT IR, ARG [10].

gk FER T S P ECARIE . mE R R BEEEED . B EHEIIAE, H ChatGPT 4=
BT . B R R, ChatGPT fEam @y B & — & g 71, (R 4 THTRE J1IE A /2 DARE S HEAT:
e AR ) ) A1

2 E PR, ChatGPT fEBEIT K 7 HA —E W /1. i AF g 5 S i F s ZAE U N 25
ChatGPT ] DLAE 5 N T4 5 I st A 4 iR, JRTM, AR sl i) A 7 AT N D% . RS
A RNATENTS S, HIXAIRKTTE T oy i A 7.

KT EAE RN TR A B sk, BN A SN TR fE 2 15 Ae /8 AU T 7% ChatGPT 1/
BRI

3. fARFGE

A ChatGPT-4o FISCLo AAEA-3.5, {1 FH [RIAF R3] s A e ] h S 15 W 9 SOAR AU, 9%
JEEAT XL o FEA ORI, Oy 1A AR S BSOS AR SCA, 2 H T 2023 SEpUM T 5
Wr 1 B SCASAE A, AEAE TR AR AR A A S SCAR SRR SS A e 18 . AR P AN
TR AR 3 BNl K H BERG 3 GEE, 1 Bkt S O R 3 8, 1 BOM K R B
43S EWT IERE L, S AIUE ISR RS A BN TS S . B B O AR LA
Wi, PSR EZIRRE ). fERET, 0 T EARATE B ULAMORE /I R, BT, PRIt ATC
FES IR R A T WA RE ISR b, (TP A N T REASME R 1 EHEE A, £ R RS, &
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B FERE . A BOCAS (s R

[FEAR ) ZETIEEEA, LIl — BB T IEE T TR i KX i D), 3580 34, i 3%
MG Z XA —H

PR PEREA SR, BRI SCREAL L WL ECEEEE SO, T TR
A, DI “ 53R 807 3R B RAE A A (3R LR A

A B 1A 0 T

[/l AR 2 TR, e 2) 8 =k — i FFH, 5 B T 15 B 2 7 7% i38) /9
FETT s BT FIAETLE fijhtl, TR AT I X B ey EIASE S BT, TR o P H RS 2N
ARG CH 1B

St Y, 2 BT I RE, AR S W 7 B3k i IS LR ) — S BRI [12]0 2R A
A BT s RELE 5 SR i — B

FELERRGE R, X BRI T e A ) SCAS S il EAT X Ll AR SO M AR N A e SR — U2
BRI SCA S i, AL BOSCA K EANTT I BT AR, MBI BB SCARTIE K 0 T HEZR AN (% 1)

Table 1. Analysis framework for texts and test items

1. XAMIRBE S HHES

AR KE

FRT A T AL 75 il J

T AN T 75 068 B SCHEAT [R] SO

vl WKL KA 5
TR 7545 I S P45 B ]
HEINT SR

4. RERSWIR
4.1. XK

4.1.1. iERER

e 2 s, Wil B, AERCCRRIE G FEARSURIEAR —3, FFEER . FEARSCARRIFRE 1 1)
R TP SR B, ChatGPT A= sl isaxt il 1 28 TIWES:, (O REE), KA HE TS
HIERR, SCORBERE RIS 1 OREE TREAR SRR 2 WA, AN 7M. FEARSOAR
(RO 3 PRI R 1 10 X 7 2 HT R R R R, SR R FE VT AHAC B, BRI IR o H & 15 R, ChatGPT
AL I AR 3 H A NS I R R AR TE AR S, RIS NG DL 8, S0 KB A= il i)
P 3 ACNFEARSCARBAT T35, MAHPUEEAR S FEA SO A 82 Y AN A H S SIER D,
ChatGPT AF S (1 A2 Ui th A48 H OIS RBIE S RN, SO0 RIER AR s (15 S
FEARTEA 8, FHORE TREASCARI KI5 B, XN B 7 3RE T 3, W B RN FEA SRR R LSS .
RS 2, SO0 RIERIA B SCAGTFEAS SUAR SN AR 8L/, T ChatGPT s AHRT K .
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Table 2. Analysis of text topics
2. XARERSH

pa N FEARSCR ChatGPT S KA

XIS 1 jlaky] H & &30 k7]

FXE 2 RS SRS AT

FEXE 3 H %153 N H #3530

KXtk RIS R kIS ik

INE| NI NN IN
4.12. KB

N 3 fi, MWKJE LR, ChatGPT FISCO KA AR pl (il SCA A FE IR A SCARTE AR — 2, A
KR AR, (AT H ARG 2 N, FFEER. Hodr,  SCO IR A T A i $oz e i
FERSCARMISCAR, TEALIER A, ChatGPT AR WA AR T 300 A, H 3% AE B Koxt
TE A 1A .

Table 3. Analysis of test length
"3 XAKESH

AT FEAR LA ChatGPT SCO R

FEXTIE 1 25 1 23 1] 35 i

KX 2 40 1] 30 A 32 1]

FIXE 3 24 1] 29 A 35 i

KX} i 96 1A 125 i 126 ]

oS 192 A 194 17 180
4.1.3. #E

ASCHRE 9138 1 5 1525 (Flesch Reading Ease)f#i S FE A AE sROSCASIMEE . 9138 1 5 152 & R H5 ) 1
HI R T RS I AT AR, BUEROR, SCEME S . T RS T R Rk G i
ERZE, BRI ITA CAESTE—RIITHE. WNE 4 TUUEY, =& ARG REIEEFRT, Uil =% SCA
FEREATAE ZH, FFEER.

Table 4. Analysis of test difficulty

4. XAEEES
M FEAR SR ChatGPT PRy N R
B 87.80 86.49 89.19

4.2. iXE

4.2.1. WpEEM

m# s o, WEBTKER, HEETKE—&N 7 WEL, B2 AEET 1118, ChatGPT A1k
MR TSN, STKEYRFEER, SCORBERA SRS I 11 W8T, ARFEZER,
MR H, BRI — AL 5 47, ChatGPT FISC0 KT A B e T B L A7 & 3R
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NGETRRAT R B e B, RSB ST BRI, SRR RXT R SCRIEHT 1R (B e, DL fR
SR FOEFRMRA e, TAS R a7 St Wi Bl BESOS , ChatGPT I SCACa KRR AR g A 1R £ X M6 T3
KBRS B LF, HBNIETESAEy—8, KERZMAZE 117, ChatGPT ML KA A A
BB Y P 0y — 8, KFEEEA b — 2, (AR D B K LR 5] 98 TC, T R oK Y e T4
IERGIET, XN T 2SR LR, AFFE K,

Table 5. Analysis of item writing principles

5. amRRRN AT

e TR L 7 AT LR S R K EEMRAR S T S S

SCIR) S —5 15 B
=R 2 & 7 %
L2 2 S & 7
L 3 P 72 7 7
H 4 P i 2 7
S P b & 7
H 6 P b 3 7
H 7 & & 2 2
FR 8 P & 2 2
L9 & 2 2 2
B 10 & P = &

ChatGPT1 =S 7 I FS
ChatGPT2 P 2 2

ChatGPT3 = v iz

ChatGPT4 2 & P

ChatGPT5

ChatGPT6

ChatGPT7

ChatGPTS

ChatGPT9

ChatGPT10

SCL R 1
S KA 2
SCL KA 3
PEVYN LR
S KA 5
S KA 6
S KA 7
SO KA 8
LKA 9
SO KA 10

fo FD AT FD AT DY AD Fn DN AT AT AT Fn DN Ao

fo D DY fFn Fn DY A A OF AU fn DY FnoAm o
D fn O fAn An D 0¥ Df An I OF Ao An An Am DY oY o o

] fr fr 0¥ DN Fn DY I FT RT Fn AT fon FT oY AD

haul
Pl
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M-I A S5 B ] A, BRI — A — MR A R, B ET
PRR, HRELES R I ZR, ChatGPT AISCCo AR AR i iU (K T PEIl AR 5 IR B TSR —
Bl (HA S SCATE R, — o R AR AR OCA HAF B AN A2 Phan il P, (E RIS SOA 45 B 78 AL, ChatGPT
AL KA T F AT ] - AN SC AP A5 2 Al T30

4.2.2. BEMITHREEE

MR i fe B, 2023 SEFUMITE RSB BB, 14 S A AN TE B RS, 1
R A HERT ANV R RINAE )T, BARAE IR B KSR R A B, (X Se 2 7 A 38 75 & T 7 5
WA RN, RS, TR AR, TEEAEEIEIMEA RN . ChatGPT FNSL0 KA Y
HPREAR IR LR A R, Al A e W U RE A . AR A AR T U T, AR R TR T
H, EIERMEHCRER, FT BRI, AR, 5 6 BUNEE WS, ChatGPT ARG
W 6 BANETKEA—Z, HTRBETCORELR, A—@MEE, SCORBRA S 6 IEHk
RSO ISR, DR SEAR G A T AR B W R . B 9 BUNE B KEEE, ChatGPT 3.0
KRB A: ) 9 AT & 5K, T HRT LA E 4, A — & TR 5 10 AU = B B, ChatGPT
FSCO KA R A A 10 IERRE I R T S, FHRIUS N S, s 2 HER, R .

BEAh, OO KRR AE R 7 AR B AAAE IR, BT e AR M g i s AT, IERE R R
TEASEE L, AH3CP R TEEE AL E LI, MW EEx . b #iE /R 2 H Bl
By BOANHS WL 1A 5B ZN 1A, 40 server, buddies, acquaintance 45, FE RSN H AT 75 2T 22 e == H
Al
5. %578

BMEZ, XA, ChatGPT MISCO KBRIZEIEVN, —EMEAMnE. W, SR
ASCARFEAR TSR L ChatGPT, LU KA A e I SCAS R A SCAR S BN, AU il 7 2Rk
S . BhAh, SO0 R ) 2R R B B REAS SO BSOS, A HLEDET A AR AR A L
ChatGPT [RRILLF T 300oRMERY, [ 1 =3 5 B AR 0 T P AR 1) T AN S (5 R Al AL, S0
KRB T2 W, A, sUEA S AF B R A, (2 = A AL A B = AR K DL SR
L,y S DR R A S P P AR N R e SR — A K AT A, REEAT B B AW L
ZREAE T A SO AN R 0 B AT W A FI M, o B — DS o0 T AR N T R L e
M, N REHEAT I UL OB R . fe)a, BE N, T FHEEN IO M RE, S
FUMAE N2 A G S ARAF 2R ST R, A AR RN DR e SR AE T 0 SCAS 2 — AR R IE 3%, (R
R R, WFEREEN, UAFELEZ AREENS 5. NTEREEAREAREY, Ik
IR IR, o [ R ERBE AV, 4k8 KT R N TR RE, DUABIAR S ANl A A I H

S 3k
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