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Abstract

As artificial intelligence becomes increasingly integrated into higher education, AIGC-empowered
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instructions for disciplinary contests have emerged as a vital approach for cultivating innovative
talents in universities, sparking widespread scholarly attention. This study takes English writing
contests as an example for analysis to investigate how AIGC affects students’ English productive
competence. A quantitative analysis was conducted on the diachronic changes of linguistic complex-
ity in contestants’ written output before and after the widespread application of AIGC. Results indi-
cate that contestants’ writing exhibited increased lexical diversity, more complex phrasal struc-
tures, higher information density, more simplified clausal structures and an academic writing style.
These changes call for optimized contest instructions on the teachers’ side by shifting focus from
knowledge transfer to higher-order thinking skills, from enhancing language proficiency to culti-
vating emotional competence, from subjective evaluation to human-AI collaborative assessment, so
as to promote instructional efficiency in the AIGC era.
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1. 518§

ARk, FRIE G T & R 2R e 2 AL B 5 Sy EEANIRT I i, I HEUR I AR R R, “BL
PR, BRI FER TR REEERE ). H 2007 4E4E, FRISEFEMI28 i NIRIER J ], 555
TLH ARSI 5T AR RIS K [1]. SR E 3800 H 2 iR e n b me . LR AR K BIHTRE 1[2], A B
FARHESL B BUE(3], S LSRR T I B SUE 4], STt =R e 4 (5], Horb, iRk FE At
BT A ANA B T2 — B 2 T VR 14 6] [7]. AR IIOE JIRR IR $8 S BUT I 4 \b 2R A 30 2 5
M 255} 5% B8 v 22 AR QR SR £ R 3R (8] Rk, SE RS TR A AR 2 itk v 10 S8 2R A 4107 [ 9]
PAZEA N FAR[10], s EAZERH IR SEOMBRLE B, ST “RA LAY MRS TR, RIL
REEFE AL AHT AN A B 7R 11]

TEAMEZR RIS, IUA W70 32 TG SE SR GINL I BRI BT [12] S5 50867 & 1 g 1 [13],
BEBMUR A 2 3G . B LAME N RS SRR RIIAA[14]. B 2022 Filg, 4SRN TH
RE(Artificial Intelligence Generated Content, DL f#i#K AIGC)ZEAMEH - P N H H 24572 [15], X 22AE 1)
HMELEE BRI R RS BT e S a2 TIRIE . &8 Al TEAENEMBZ, WES5R T %EM
FREESEE, BABIFNSEMBIThEE[16], A ARNRISIIL7]. MBS 1ERB[18]. WS
VEJRE[19]%, P BB m 224 IRV IE F 6 71[20]. TEMRBE2EA: B 25 0] (Rl 2 S I R R R AL I RIS
AIGC W3 2 AE AT RE ) St FIPE B AR (R E5 IR0 ok 1 Pkdk[21], X BUM I B 5 5636 e S ) 1 ofn
Ko KBTI, HULEE RN AIGC XA 4ME HRe /) Bk, 4k e AIGC BHMRSE 2 S 28U
A5 TAEE . ACLSMEZRIEIR TS ERTUAS, @& AIGC ¥ Kii)E, F#AE¥FRRS
TERIE S H B, BRI AIGC A2 BAERE /IR, DL AIGC I RE 3 3848 SR A8

2. MR *
2.1, HimlsE
AR BT 02 35 2844 5%(2025) H B A S5 SR R RBI AT 4007 . 1% 35 26 WA AR 4 101, AT
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ERZIFEFHIRE. SIE. B, EUFSIMERE Y, REE&EKRITIZIAN HFMNFELEEE T ERR
MAME R e 2e . AT LLZSE R SIE 0 TN E], UEE T 2016~2022 4 f 2022~2025 4P A i B 4
SR BURIE T SR SCAR . @ B R 5, AR B B I SOR . S0t iERHE B A% U,
AR AN BRI AMEE R SR S EERE . i, 2016~2022 FEiERETESE 1241 REiERl, JEZ 461,640
TEAF; 2022~2025 SR8 R HERS 575 Rk, JEZ 151,956 4T,

2.2. BRI

A SORANE B AR N R AME A RS R G AR IR 5 BRI R 20, RAANEE R0 i it
“TAASSC” X MERHE I S SCA > I BEAT RO FEARPRPRIE S e it JohRiE 1 /Va) G LRI 2
3 353 Mighr. ZJa, AR “SPSS 277 XA B TE IR B ARG 5 B SRR EEAT X b, @I ST
FEAR thels, BEAAERFEVEZ T HE S B LR, AT PN B 22 7+ 2.2 (p < 0.01, Cohen’s d
e > 0.5) [ dRFR, MIAIC. HEiE. A 3ANRI, Rt AIGC ¥ Kl A SE 38 SR il 5 KA AL,
MITTE I AIGC X225 SE 38 5 1 HE 1 I B AR 2

3. AIGC ERAIRIMEFHEREENESERETL
3.1 TALE#RE
fE ) JC B % BEZ (L% 1), 2016~2022 4 I 5 R S AR A % I8 AR B 1 P 3 1A oo A

(acad_av_lemma_freq, news_av_lemma_freq, mag_av_lemma_freq, fic_av_lemma_freq, all_av_lemma_freq).
SV 14 18] 7 A0 =R A vk 22 (all_av_lemma_freq_stdev, acad_av_lemma_freq_stdev, news_av_lemma_freq_stdev,
mag_av_lemma_freq_stdev, fic_av_lemma_freq_stdev) LA J 2% R & £ °F #5178 Jo - #2400 by dE =
(acad_av_lemma_construction_freq_stdev) I . % &+ 2022~2025 =5 /E. XERWY, AIGC ¥ ul, “#A4%
el FH S e AR 1y g A iR] L [R] A VR LR AR, B A R I AR ARl AR E R, LA SR
FEMEd, A R E A, (B2 TR A —SAE . k, IX— R B SE 3 S VR Rk
SRR E o A T LA A H B BECIR A B P LR, BB AIGC ¥ AT, %
AEAEREL B B 325 ) v SIS DA RIS, RS AR R AR S A SRR, IR AR SIS
BCHB) B WARAE B A 2, TR i A S AR AR b R E IR, BRI S S AN
TR R

MAERL 2 BEVE SRR b, 2016~2022 45538 5 /R AL A AR A0IR JU 2R AT - TR AT L (acad_lemma_ttr,
news_lemma_ttr, mag_lemma_ttr, fic_lemma_ttr, all_lemma_ttr). AR NI4T - 45 L (acad_construc-
tion_ttr). AR5 4B T - BRSERF - BT H (acad_lemma_construction_ttr, mag_lemma_construc-
tion_ttr) W 3E KT 2022~2025 M S 1E. XU, 7E AIGC I )G, AR EAERnTE LB 2 FEtk
T, E A A B ARG, WA SN, AR R R AR AR R 2 A At A 3R]
TRt =

FREE K, {E AIGC I RATIE, A TEIE S AE R H 200 tH A s it 5 TR AR I
1) ) 2 FEAG IR I 40 A (A2, RIS AR B 2 RE I . T2 BRI R, o “ T REIE) T B AR SS
s FH ] IXURS B A4l [ 27 AR AR, AH AR 4 B A 1B S50 >4 45 FH FC A A8 P v sl T

3.2 HIBELRE

ERIER R E)ZM(NE 2), 2016~2022 FF5EARE/ELE 16 NMEls R EKT 2022~2025 15
1, HAREI AR AT I 25 Fe br i 2 (av_nsubj_deps, av_dobj_deps, av_pobj_deps, nominal_deps_stdev,
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Table 1. Comparison of lexical complexity (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)
% 1. AL E ZEHeHrxtEt (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)

BEEREER M P t Cohen’s d
2016~2022 2022~2025 2016~2022 2022~2025
acad_av_lemma_freq 318045.45 243402.35 130518.37 135450.56 11.05 0.57
acad_lemma_ttr 0.60 0.76 0.12 0.15 (23.43) (1.27)
acad_construction_ttr 0.77 0.82 0.09 0.13 (8.95) (0.50)
acad_lemma_construction_ttr 0.88 0.93 0.09 0.13 (9.87) (0.50)
news_av_lemma_freq 399309.86 300232.25 157990.88 166785.46 11.97 0.62
news_lemma_ttr 0.60 0.76 0.12 0.15 (23.38) (1.27)
mag_av_lemma_freq 425523.23 321382.57 169664.85 178745.42 11.73 0.60
mag_lemma_ttr 0.60 0.76 0.12 0.15 (23.37) (1.27)
mag_lemma_construction_ttr 0.88 0.93 0.08 0.12 (10.13) (0.51)
fic_av_lemma_freq 481730.51 360933.25 190075.56 201793.90 12.08 0.62
fic_lemma_ttr 0.60 0.76 0.12 0.15 (23.33) (1.27)
all_av_lemma_freq 1620359.11 1222159.41 646749.71 681791.36 11.77 0.61
all_lemma_ttr 0.60 0.76 0.12 0.15 (23.38) (1.27)
all_av_lemma_freg_stdev 2487598.90 2180540.24 391308.21 680596.66  10.07 0.61
acad_av_lemma_freq_stdev 500505.48 436771.19 79731.97 137465.36 10.34 0.63
acad_av_lemma_construction_freq_stdev =~ 82625.80  68662.86  23695.71  33875.13 8.92 0.51
news_av_lemma_freq_stdev 608545.26 533485.96 94634.10 166108.28 10.10 0.62
mag_av_lemma_freq_stdev 652919.13 572379.03 102821.59 178624.53 10.07 0.61
fic_av_lemma_freq_stdev 729167.24 641439.90 113660.13 198384.70 9.88 0.60

e FESAERME.

nsubj_stdev) LA J& & 2 44 1] 4 1 43 T AZ 1 7 45 749 L 41 (amod_all_nominal_deps_struct, prep_all_nomi-
nal_deps_struct, nn_all_nominal_deps_struct, conj and_all_nominal_deps_struct, prep_nsubj_deps_struct,
nn_nsubj_deps_struct, amod_dobj_deps_struct, amod_pobj_deps_struct, nn_pobj_deps_struct,
conj_and_pobj_deps_struct). XK, 7E AIGC ¥ K5, FAEMETESEREH T HZAS G RIRESW
s, HEIHERE SR ERIESRANEL . BAkE, FETRRERBmR S B6 410,
J& B A S5 ST SRR I, SR REUE B R BROREE . ST A

UL, AIGC & 15, AR T4 R A /N FRIE RE B ks ” BB as g, s sz
PSS B, AR AT ST, B AR L bR g .
33. IMIEHRE

TE/NA)Z T (W 3), 2016~2022 41135 28 SAEAE S /N TE 1R 4 M 2 B 2 & (acomp_per_cl) & F1E#
= (nsubj_per_cl) | i 3% & T 2022~2025 RIS E. XU, AIGC ¥ K Ja, 4SRN 15 45 1) fé
o BRI 2, QERERANEE R RELE D, g B E F PN PR B 591K,
EAERMEEINIER 2, FARME RS B B
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Table 2. Comparison of phrasal complexity (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)
2. WIBE ZEERRXTEE (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)

EERRERR M b t Cohen’s d
2016~2022 2022~2025 2016~2022 2022~2025

av_nominal_deps 1.07 1.36 0.21 0.29 (21.28) (1.22)
av_nsubj_deps 0.66 0.94 0.32 0.47 (13.27) (0.77)
av_dobj_deps 1.45 1.72 0.42 0.48 (11.59) (0.61)
av_pobj_deps 1.12 1.34 0.24 0.33 (14.47) (0.82)
nominal_deps_stdev 1.13 1.25 0.15 0.26 (11.03) (0.67)
nsubj_stdev 0.91 1.08 0.24 0.38 (9.81) (0.58)
amod_all_nominal_deps_struct 0.22 0.34 0.08 0.11 (23.62) (1.37)
prep_all_nominal_deps_struct 0.16 0.22 0.06 0.09 (14.78) (0.83)
nn_all_nominal_deps_struct 0.09 0.15 0.05 0.09 (14.56) (0.89)
conj_and_all_nominal_deps_struct 0.04 0.07 0.03 0.05 (13.22) (0.78)
prep_nsubj_deps_struct 0.11 0.18 0.10 0.19 (8.93) (0.55)
nn_nsubj_deps_struct 0.07 0.13 0.07 0.15 (9.53) (0.61)
amod_dobj_deps_struct 0.34 0.46 0.18 0.22 (11.49) (0.63)
amod_pobj_deps_struct 0.22 0.36 0.10 0.16 (19.95) (1.17)
nn_pobj_deps_struct 0.10 0.16 0.07 0.13 (10.44) (0.64)
conj_and_pobj_deps_struct 0.05 0.08 0.04 0.07 (10.56) (0.62)

e AE SRR M.

Table 3. Comparison of clausal complexity (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)
= 3. NS B EHEARITEE (2016~2022 vs. 2022~2025)

M SD
HIER R EER t Cohen’s d
2016~2022  2022~2025  2016~2022  2022~2025
acomp_per_cl 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.07 10.05 0.51
nsubj_per_cl 0.70 0.62 0.12 0.15 12.25 0.67

2 FRTR, 2016~2022 5 2022~2025 WiANETEBCAHEL, AR S SR HRNE KR 2 REvEE 5, 4E
BEEME R, (5B I ANVA R R IE A S5 S TR AN B I R R S,
JE A I /N SR IE 1 B 2R A IR R 4 i R R A5 R, AR IR 1T, R SRR, ) U 2 A S
Pt s 5 A XK i i 17 1E 5B S R AR AR

4, it
4.1. A

£ AIGC & LT, AN S 1R R E R A T #U0 SRR, FOmsEd wscbr, xRkt Ak
HIFEHAESD, 51T b R ) is L B AR SRR A R . SR N AR A
PS5 ¥ 5EES, Al IR s S KSR, B, A4 AR SE 3 S AR e T A
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FOmE S R MR A AL, LA 32 SR B RRET R AR AR, B A A T R R
F)3, BAERURZEE, (HrlH R 1 S s, e ia Ak b 2 00 A s Amia] ) 5 AR (R AT
WA PR R

£ AIGC ¥ I f5, Bl 51HEFiE G2 Al HBIS/ER E NS LA [22]. Al ERESR B T %
EERENEESHE Y —, NFAEREESRME T EINZ L. FFE AR ER . &R B A ESE I A EE .
S GREANE S, T AE SRR, 80 S R AR RO ITE F R, 2 0E
wmEM T, LS EES T E S . Rk, AIGC BARTEAIAN Lk BT #ENSES
AFRESI[23], HINKIRE, hnrxd 524 I AME = H B8 71 5N ERE D1 7= A i B BRAG 52 . ASHIE Fi 485 2R
W, A SRR B AR MG T AR i AR A — 5 T S B H A R A R AR 2 R AR R E AR R T T
T AR AIGC (1 SCAAE BRI 5 A2 SME 7= HE e 17 R BRAL R i

4.2. AIGC RHIMEEN EFIESEANFET

HMERLTERE R 3 5 IRIEECE R AR 5 A AT 20 (9, (B S EREUN K RS0 #2 iU L,
FRISEIHR T HUN T ZAEA R BIE & 2RI, RYE RASRE R 5 232 E I MEAR =, XHEERE
DI REHEAT AR PR P e . BRI, XHRSHEUNIIRLEE ). B IR, 1R SIPO RIS IR I 1
HRIESR . £ AIGC AR, AMEARITEFRIE S HUT I TR SRR EZARIE: 1) ARIFAEL, N
BB BAEN 25, 2) E1ETEO b, MIE S HRERTH SR B RERE 975 3) EITA s b, AR
—EWPFO BN A -

4.2.1. IEFRRAEE: NRERBISH BV

FEAL GBS RS FE4R F LB, 48 3 UM IE R0 1A% [F) 8 R (4 5 38 S0 LU R ZOR BEAT il A,
Fe B NN B R PHER L R S 484, LI 5B, Alalas 50k, =71
FIARA SRR 5B TIAE AIGC IRRERTSEFR 1 SR, Bk 38 TARR AT il Al 50l =J5 3%
FISERG IHAEAE S Al ZE RO IAELESR AT . REIULRE e 5 3R, DRl 1 AR BRSO R, 20 Al
P FIEAT S, IR AR, FETT R BRI

B, JT AIGC s KHIE MR HY. EFHOSZHIRE, EANFE P TEIE BT,
HOM T EANSGER R T I T 2w BERE /1357 . BUA BTN, ml BAERE T2 4R 08T PRl
ALERIAFIIERE, B2 R, QIGETE. #tArE. R REME. tHREL Wtk SO B 4ESE
[24] - FEAME ARSI, i R4 RE 71 1 ZARBUN 2 3L T 10 BARBE 77« BB RR R SO s P g
B2 A G o £ B 5 P L BRI R R BRI A “ordr s HEER S VRN B HRRE A1 [25], 7 R A TE R
JEREILE SR A KR A R S At B BT (0 W A B AR [24], JRAERS SCATESE N A AL 13 Mkt 58 A B B bR -
U, mb B ERE S BARIE SRS, RRMEEAE LGS T RIRIEE A . B AIGC F LU 2A2E )
MR R Ty AT IE S, (B AR S R B E KB RNETE . R, AR, X
Al TAFEENN . Kk, HOHRNAE B AEASIEDIEE LR, @ik, B4 55, B,
BHC PR EIZE, 91 SRR S A R 5 RIE T A, B BAT SR B 4R R
Feo TG B AR AL B B T

4.22. HSELIETE: NESRERAIMEBIEEES

£ AIGC ¥ Je 21, AMEZERISEIR S HBUN A LA 02— 15 SR RiRTh: i —x— &,
AW IEZ 2 BRSBTS . AR, P RARE. HIRBUURBE SRR EE, G157~
HETE S N HOE . P E A, IESACCPR A, ST, RS REEAR R EY Al
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BEATHIIRAMEIE, A28 o R R T 30, BRI R L IR S I DU R A 28R U
T BN SERE 46 T 0 2 A

AT REW, AIGC ¥ JKJa, A i EWTAT 518 B IR 2 i 5 LI M B4R Dy JE
i, AR SENEARMEER. KEEEMER. X5 AIGC JsRk% 4. AR MSCREBMLHIA K. (HIME
FRSERINERENE Y N2 MRS U0, 15 SOCERINEN S RNRET AFEREER. dES
% Al AERRIE S L AR I SRR R H R A, AT REAE ™ BSOS Z AL BB BRI
PRIk, #£ AIGC IRRERTE3E4E ST, BTN EANE A SRR 77, 91 AN RRIE e 2
WA NS 2. I I SMEN, SEa N NBEZN, UNLK, EWsgidhREA
fEi TP BRIIASCERTR, SRR SO, F8 70 RIS 38 T+ 105 SOV T8 IR 5 SR 7T
FEAFAME AN “HIRE” .

4.2.3. THARIAVEETE: NE—FITNEIANIBEEMR

AL G E e ST, RIS RE T I PR R BORIR EL R — . 1R S BUIKYE A S al, £
FEHN S A2 A AMERE JRAT SR VAL, 48 MR AR SR TR, IR B BRSEOL, B XA AR R R R
Blan R BIE N . B, 2AERTERRI SR FEONN LA WRUKTE . 15T B 507 X E
K. MAE AIGC IHAG, RARRIRIENEE =07 “BiE” , S48 FHOMILFERS A28 AT PP pr . KR
MR FHEINSRME L TN LA BOR BARE, RIS R A . B, SEELAA UM B SR A “ AR
HEZR” BN N AL .

HARUL, ENPLP R B 5E 3640 S PO alrb, JOMR R AL X AR AMERE AT 57 51 2 mi R,
I AMLE, A2 A R AE SRS & IR AR B SO, TR 1) T acReENE, Bl
REPLH,  “HURAME” 5 2) IR, WITRA AR R RN IR BUI 2R TR i, RS2 I 2 5 OR B
fatl, NAMEIR ST RIS R R IR ALK 3) tLIRETREM, ASeRGHA, BARETFHS
FRMEBACNZ AHHE, RN SRS T RN, BRI &I T, AhErra
AR AR U SR T 07 RAR AR A S . (HFIN RESE R, Al S8 B8R SR B T A
FIAT e 2 BUR 2R M0 R R A e DAL (0 KU, 3 RRANAS AL 1R 2k [26] - DRIE, 3R A 92l (1 97
e s NG B4R 3 HUMIN 205 ERAER], fEfR i RE et 0B ASCRIMBNRG T, A REvIsE
T+ AIGC I RN I FE 384 T A 2 ko

5. &P

BiE AIGC BORMIAWHAATH S, RIEARLSE Al TR 2RSEIR I T4 38 5 ZUm s B ok 1
RZIBIRE o FEAME A RISEFROIR, AIGC HISCA A L 315 2 28 2 AR I ANE S 7 A DI 2 i 2 2L
HENC 2Rl BB E G, DNSSHREEIIL . BEXME ZARMEER . SEPRR 28U HARYE 324
PeH R AL B LA FR RIE A, EfR R AR IR E S BRI RIIGE, EfE R E O BRI
REFIRE IR, FEVFOT SRS LRI AL R B PP0r shing, SRR SR ek, 2otk 5 A3k, P)se
T+ AIGC AR AR SEFE 5 B

SE
[ WEETH, Bis, fT9cH, % PR RIIERIRGh: B, JPEARRN]. o BT I, 2018(2): 63-68+74,

[2] &%, BemBA, B, S5 DUk, =485 R S8 A i B i At 5 S Bk [0). SRIR = A SRR, 2011,
30(1): 109-111+128.

81 ZE&/, MIGE LA SPREEIRMA &, (CHE0H A4 HIR0]. SCRER S, 2011, 28(11): 1-3+16.
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[23]
[24]
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