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Abstract

In recent years, Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAl) has been widely applied in the field of ed-
ucational assessment, bringing new challenges to assessment fairness. This study employs a mixed-
methods approach—comprising a questionnaire survey of 209 university teachers and 637 stu-
dents, alongside in-depth interviews—to explore the current state of cognition, group differences,
and influencing factors regarding assessment fairness in GenAl-empowered EFL (English as a For-
eign Language) teaching and assessment scenarios. The study findings indicate that: 1) Both teach-
ers and students generally maintain a cautious attitude toward the intervention of GenAl in assess-
ment; the perceived fairness risk is highest in the scenario where “the same scoring criteria are
applied to both Al-assisted and independently completed assignments”. 2) Significant differences
exist between teachers and students regarding their focus on fairness: teachers are more concerned
with the formal fairness and technical neutrality of scoring rules, while students care more about
equal opportunity in resource acquisition and competitive fairness. 3) The core factors impacting
assessment fairness include the adaptability of scoring standards, the accessibility of Al tools, and
individual technical literacy. The results of this research provide empirical evidence for construct-
ing a fair assessment framework and a standardized teaching assessment system in the digital-in-
telligence era.
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W ARV E N R S S IR I O Als, AT RHE AT EE AR,
FLERFHE BhRIL S AR AT R & . JCHZAE % EFL (English as a Foreign Language) %0717 5
o, BREL BRIV AUR G X 5 A0 5 R I T VPN SRR T RE, BE VS 2 SCA IR B R LT
. NMEEE SR B Fik, AP AR S SR VPR — B0 DVE S AR 1E B
F. GERIEEMAIEYE[L], XA FE SO 5t RF S SR AR a2 R e [2]. Kb
DA, WUVFE) A — B BO8 S AL O BOE, X F5HEEE [3] R 72 R LA BT S A BEALE B I PPAT
NEERS ORI S A L BLO . WOR S I, TRIEAT AW AT Re e AR5 O BERE AL, LR TV
ATFHEE B S i B

AR, GenAl (W1 ChatGPT. DeepSeek %) Hi AR sk 53 &, NEE B K 1 Ea b,
FERAL EFL #%2, GenAl B Z M T IRFE A AR BEAmve. MERST S 185 8501, £
L EAE . R B T HF AR S 2 AR [4] [5].

GenAl FFEARFEIE Y E T HA NIVERR AT D6 R0 % G AP ik = e b i S . AL 2 R 4R
GenAl fEH N AL . BUFIOIH S5 T I EEIE 6], X HA NREBEENER T RAMEIRR
FERTEE =, SR Z 00 PE AR X — R OB B BGE ER AN V7] H AT, GenAl 513 5 24 220 vF (1Y) fik
BOREIAHRE RS, HAETNERA RS . SIEEE . TIPPARAE R el e 58 5 i N
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A, IEZD EIAE GV REF 2 S S ERR, AR E IR I K. R AR A A
B et HA BRI, AL HI 59 ME S R 2 5 A5 71, Er RS B A AT 0N, HS
GenAl fEHH U “BAEME " KA ESIZH[8].

PO 5 2 A AR R FOF PP A, 6 GenAl TR BEIIE 2 P 1 B 5 W B Bz 5 4 AR
PRS2 S ERACR . T Ik, AWFTEAIBA XA &, PAss EFL SRENIE N Bk, RATH
GHE 5 FEM T RIEAT SHEBIR IR, RGRTT GenAl /v N EFL PREE ZA 0 0F 8 55 I AERE A7
TEHN ) 2 PR XU AR 2 PP AR B0 5 [ B i A PRSI R B A 3R . AN USRI B &
SPERTE R RER AR s P IE M, M GenAl T RE R BL 05 VT 1 2T 14 FR FR A 3R B2 Ak SIF 34,
W T4l R A ke EFL #OMALIIE S B . Hom B B T T e ARG BOR i 28, DAIHES) GenAl 5
PR HCE PP B . AP .

2. HERERIAR
2.1. GenAl 5 EFL 2 EZZFN R &8 H

GenAl 55 EFL JREHZAMPFAIRL G, CABORIRR . SLEN ATZ PR NGB OB R B 530
WEFCREEBORWTAT I, B[4 LA K2 OB, B8IE T GenAl £ RS2 SeEHUA I A B, 3
FELERA V70 SR TEIR A S 5 A N A AT S 2 R TH PP R . bR N IR, R SRR ST ha ok
ARSI SRR, TAEESFO14R H, GenAl 7EIIVER. A Hh HeE AR AE S (0 B RUKS AR LN 2
AEEMEA R . TP “BERATT © BA AR SR R, 0 DA A 1 2 PR

£ EFL BRE 50, GenAl (IRl & IR I SAKB S 86 0 R RAE. —Jr i, HAERNCIE,
AL B SE PR Tl PRI SRS 53— O, RS SCARRRAE A7 St R 4R S e e P
1, GenAl Sk Z X BT 5 AN SCRRINAER , 2 51 ACVF (i 22 - M [6] RO BOE A B T 70 275, 241 GenAl
SAMEZEEMVE R G U3 BRI RN, RERE U RIS, B P — A% A8 B i
RIFRNFE R H RGN

22. REHFITLFEEBRARSHEEN

UREEHEAMIVE AT PR AR BE 2R LS S EOR R AW e . AT TTH, Green [1DPREINPE ATk
FRE AV bRdE— S PP REEN] MR A IE =KD HEE . Fan S8[213E T B RS H0H 15
SRR T — 2B g, SRIEIPE AT IE RS AR ST 5. AN RS ST e A A s

FERREBORIRBE T 5T, WA AT R EARHEZAS L R 571 4. AW TT LA Messick [10]42 Hi 48—
FESMPF ARG HESONZ OB RY, S5 G 5E A THIR SIE ST A PO FUSCR, MEER GenAl
PREER) EFL PP AT HTHERE: ML A7 AT 54 R AT .

FEBLHEZET . GenAl WRAEM T 1A TP FT 8 S A 58U AT PR ORBEYERE . S0 1 s i s 7Y
L ENEAE T AR A TRIREA RS R RES SOl mik, WPPATFIELR ‘R
Fr- 85 R7 45K, IOy “Hle - iR - 49R - B0E - Bl I —REB e AR R, EIEE R RN
PREUSEBRASAE . ZREBUAWIIT, A TOR GenAl TRAEUR AL H2 MV (9 AT IEF € 4 £E GenAl S AT
RS, REAFRAENIEI . SRS 5. R E ST A FaEta, MU EE M L. B
WHESTALTIER, LIHHEARMEESEHE A FRHE.

2.3. GenAl IREEMTFA A F 4 F LSRR ER
WA 75 2R H GenAl IR BEZUE M) 2 EA PR . H—, HkmELSEEESERAA
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GenAl 2 ZRBdfe f 22 5 AR VEH BRI RZ R, W REX R0l BHE T 5. sl PRI R 224 7R
FRPEBAL, XFELL[11)E P I0iE, SARRE “ A i L7 = BN i 2, SEma il v & 2R
ATEVE . H =, B A FR AR A0 S BUR A A BEAE (9] A48 B XS B BEHE LA 5T 7R, GenAll
RN AR AR B E R B SFRAAEEE, fAEREEBUEA X, (R IC 25 M EE &
o H=, SR DTN 5K e 5 AR M. WHE[8]HE 1, GenAl 4Bl T P9 284 ] g T 80
A 2 RAR N E R IR L, B 70 2 AR FE RO T8 e T AR A IE A%, BORDE A F 554 30
o FWU, FORW MR R S ECT MBI SALN . INEEBIRIL, AFEZEAXT GenAl L E KR
SR BENFAEZES, BRI MRIIRE. M RFRNDESHEY KPS RER, BAHNEE
AP,

JUEARITFLC RTE GenAl U PE R 2 PR, (B AFAE =T T WIS /PR Ho—, B —
W, 2 REZIMEEARJZ, G5 A IR LT, AR PP 0 00 AR 22 S ik 5 B3l M
L Wt stz A, i BF BRE B XTE . BT AL, BALIE F BRI A BatE . #53C
Wt SRR MERIE: K=, BIRNERA, ZRER AP, ShZ A HER G, XA
IWHIZE S BERRRIE 2 RGVER M R R Rk BT LR FCs 11, AHIETE DU & T AP AHE SRR
o WAL A, R EFL IREHCAMIFIA S, RGHRTT GenAl BENJEITAEXT 2L AN R
ity A ZEF SR OHHEER, UHRAIAT AL,

3. ARt
3.1, WFEEAE

AR AR EW SO, B, EEAEL NGRS, SREUTAXT GenAl IR RENI 117 5
TR B S AARAFE ;. HK, s R U R R B PR SE , DRN AT ) 5 25 3 R B AR — 3
Yeor s, RIS AT IERR R RIR, MR RS S iR

32. ARIR

BEFERTAE I R R AR + MR o i + UM A sa e SR R AR R R
(R SEEER), R BRIy L NHBHET, IRRARIIMRIMAEIFZ Y, HiRHEA
HANERNE . O REDymEINE REON, AR BRUE . ZRE . hiigEdt 4 M
FATEUX, K 15 Prim: A skl B e e e (1 koK =2 (A ) b R 3 B R 22 (AR 50) s RN ROREE
JEEHE MR AR BRI RS B TR, bt TR, PEAEERE . PERANRA 2R,
F R KRB TR bR R B (L st iR 2 Be) 8 B I e s (AR ITYE R 2 v )i
REE) HJ7ITTE BRI (B RITVE B RV AR): A TIR G ATHE LA, AR AR AR AU,
T ERP Y E GRS (AER), IR AR I LD AR ITTE R B I A AL TR, FEAS L s
R E A RO R BRE R ROV, T E g HRERZ T, WA, 1R SR B
W BIA ™ Hg 2ARC PEYE, e iR VA R ES SHE MG RS JF T ELRENE ZAE
TEMTHIER Y 1 BT TR AR H . BRI DL Bodhs DR 7k i

FEVIRIAT, BRI BIEE# d, LT 26 A0 AETFRIREVIR. Hhas&%4d 14 456 4
RN IEEARE . 5 AR LW IIEF A 4 BIMRITE T AL AFHE) BT 12 44(8 44 ARSIME &
BN 4 ZAMHMNE R HOM) o £E 570 M5 PO RN 2 BRI MRV AE A 22 e, 390 5 AN TR Bl B
ANTEHAE S FNAS [ B 1 (5 42 ZUMAATAT UGS« 7 4 BUTHEAL BRI RAL) SR 4 FE . ViR T2 A% e
Y, MEHXESEIL, REZTTERLLE.
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33. fiRIE

AR T T BN LI B ML S A U7k . —FH I HISE GenAl fE R RIR 5 FSIRIZHUA DIV
NPT, Gl 2 B BT B AR T B2 P

HEEE 2 NP S, REMTEA- P, EHRmEPE, WHHRRA S TME, SamiiEs
RIRREHALPR, BISEREICR. WEfEl. HPRBZENIHEA, 0T, bkt 4 S 5a°7
PEAH R A MIVTAS AR RRAS . ESCEREE ST EL,  BF 7C IBA CABLA SCEROAAESE, 2% Johnson [2]. X1
Fo 12180 Fan [218F 70 H (9 [ G454, RN AR A 08T SOk GenAl 1 5t PR &L H= MV A 148 BEXURS:
Xt 4 NIRRT Z ORI, RAFE 2 DIREEE IS St SRR T, BT
BRI 2 44 A0 4 ARG G IR, 0 ) A R AT 5 R IRBEAT TG, DLOR R Al 5 R 2
PEo ARIE I 53 B SBEE B W TR AR TU AR A, X BRI IG REEAT R QAL R, (R FEIE S
A TC B

DR AERREAARE U PP AP B 22 AN RN A R TR 3R, BETERI AT R 1 a5t ik . ViR
HFEARAE “IERid + SN + B ERE + DAEE 1B, B RIREAE N Az R
W, KA “ Pl @l + RO RN AHEE S 10073, BRSO Ah e 1), SRR 52 15 1Y [l R
AR, IRANRTEA A 5 AR o Fief B T R m) i, e 5| R, iR
VIR RIRIE H M. B ERBIAMES U AR, ViR AT 3% .

3.4. BiEALIE

AT FCE I 7] 35 2T 6 ATRAEL R, SERIWCA 07 25 834 43, Hrh B 209 1. 22421 45 637
o 1% BT BB O SE i 16 G B AL B, B B T A A A R A L. B TR
UNCERVCEE 7 | /v 5 €V & FRR Ui RS V€ Y (D RS G AT WA Ef G

FEVIRE A, WHFCHIAYS 26 (ViR &8 —Hesk . KO, BIBRICRUE BIEHIP R 26 41 Uik
Ak LGB BL BTN E St AT Pigas, RISCAE S, MARBIGIRCRLE a5z U7 NI
B dIEE; R GRS AN i A G g = A7 SUBEAT IE Qg i s e R4 79 T
PYZE R T LR AR, BAS T . fEREA G RE Oy 7 ORIR G L ) A R R A
WETE AR I P — 2L, S AL R 2 AU R K 20%32E1T 405, £ Cohen’s Kappa %, %
f % 2 18] ) — B PEAE 90% L b, JLAx 80%FKI TR H 45/ ML B3 70 T HEAT B A o GBIt 2 ) AN A
o NI IR IREATER T S B GG i R, )a St FUIR S .

35. AR

AH TR AT B SRR O W, FEAAE I A 5 BEAR A EAPAE 2 MR, XS5
PR BRI . BUMFEA DAL R S 048 0 B R Be N, B0 B BOMALRE AR, FEATE o 8 FEl A7 A
—REENE; FAERAKERN AR dt, AFTFARE R E 2R TR RARHE I R
R .

4. HREGR
4.1, BUBFIZEENBURITAMTEL PN —BIRE S

MRS VT HOTA A AR PR 5 1 A 2 UM P-AT A2 @ A e ], 0t 5 B RAAS
HH MR 22 A SR 221V B K — SO, WAk 1.
R L RAIMZ TS 5 L R #E0TT N “BiE7 5 “A5E7 KHET 50% 5 50%, ®
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B S2 U5 HEVRS GenAl IRE EFL PRE A INPE ) A9 2 PR A RN A B — SOMEARAG, A 2R B AOa TP 53 1
M2 hEITAT Y “EiE” 5 “AGE” BHIBrEEIT 50%, 20 AT I PE PR SR 9 B3
PEABARAK

Table 1. Consistency between teachers and students in their judgments regarding the fairness of the assessment
= 1. BUBANSEE XHREA T F B —BGE

BRFS ZUiRk A8 5 H(%) 25 Fk AEIE S H(%)
HITi 41.63 HIi 58.37
el
A 52.90 A 47.10
Ao 27.75 A 72.25
a2
A 48.67 FAE 51.33

% LIERPBITNT GenAl A NINPEI S UGN B B3, PN seh BUM LR “AE1E” B
FIEL B A R 2 %, AP fE R 5t 2 PRk 3 72.25% (151 A/209 N), fEf&E5 1 #4 58.37% (122 A/209 N),
HPABTE AP 24009 8 R . A AN s h BOMOE S “AEE” SIS, £
15 2 F1°8 51.33% (327 A/637 N), 1ElE5 1 H1oA 47.1% (300 A/637 N), [FIFELLAPHEZHNZ L,
IR AR T 2T

4.2. $M GenAl FEMVERL A AP A2 P SR XS 3%

N T RGN ELIR L, BT BAIB B 1 i 28 2 v 52 U5 0 -5 2 A O B B B RPN R R 3R
FINFMG . WA 2 1 3.

WA 2 ATEL, AEPANIIPEIE S, U EUMREA Y AL IRAEJE 19 EFL PP 5t EUmIITEAT

Table 2. Key factors influencing teachers’ perception of fairness after GenAl-enabled EFL classroom teaching assessment

= 2. GenAl it BE EFL iREHFNITEFAIHIH A T AR X5 E =

a3 RériE
BRrE
% 5 H (%) HE & (%)
1 RIEF AR A 81.61 PR P 82.79
o B T A K7 P 1 7111 B VP R 66.39
2 LREETE Sy — B0 82.76 FEMPEA T 88.74
e (R AR A 72.41 LT 70.86

Table 3. Key factors influencing students’ perception of fairness after GenAl-enabled EFL classroom teaching assessment
= 3. GenAl it g2 EFL REBHFNITEFMMFEE A F AR KRER

555 FAE

BRrE
HE & Hi (%) HE (%)
o RIEF AR B8 75.67 AT PEA P 76.33
" B T 1 R A 21 70,62 BT R 68.33
e LRG> — Bk 72.90 MR APk 81.35
" (R R A 71.20 LT 68.20
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GIER) F EE RIS PR — B (82.76%) M K HE BRI BE(81.61%) . PRIFHIA Hh AL (72.41%) AR
SETAE R 3 10)(71.11%) ;s S2UBUR ANy Al IREE S PRI 5 BOT I EAT AN AE 1) 2 22 5 R 4,
& BEDEA PSR 2, 88.74; 155 1, 82.79%). B ML AT-45(70.86%) A1 5% 71 1F-fiti 2K F(66.39%)

% 3 KH, EWMANEERE S, SZUEAE N ALTRAE S EFL TR 5t ob ZOM M SrAT & i &
R R 56 R IE R T A (75.67%) « (RFRIE— U1 (72.90%) « ARAFHRA A1 37.(71.29%) R B 52 T4 M 5
[7)(70.62%):  ANErid ) 3 R A 1 B VE AP PE(S 5t 2, 81.35%: 5t 1, 76.33). EFREIIFARE
(68.33%) Ml KA E 2> A 14511 #5(68.20%) -

XPELFE 2 fde 3 R I, TEMIVHE SR L, BUTAZEAEACE < RIEHARBAEE” M “BLse TAER A S
BN ESIRERH, YHEITINAT GenAl TEFR 2 MV RCR . Ariz BRI I SE 7 5K 7 T HARANME,
YN GenAl E AT AE U B A IIPE R Se B Jm M . 22 2E N GenAl SHETHE 5 68 J1+ MR SR ERL 755K
MRRMAE - [RIET, ORI AR ARG “ BB MPP AP A “I5 5 R IP R 17 FIh E 24, Ui
I GenAl S NJE, Gi—VForbrdE FlPEERE A 585 A E K. 22AE% “ReJivPli Rk 17
(1)K L 451 (68.33%) s 1 T~ 0TI (66.39%) , S it 24 A A MillVE S 5%, Xt GenAl #Ei5 H & HSLIBE F RE )
(AR 5 5 R B

TEMPEE 5 2, TR ZEAE ARG “ AREPE o — S0k ” M AR R L S8 B SR EHH, H
S B I I T 0T, S s 2 A T A TR 0 DG FE AR IS, BUT G H AL A NS 15
MM g — e ok, BT LA PRGN R . [N, FOmMZ A0 < BFuvra
SRR BB ML AR 7 5N E AL, BRI LGB A BT R e, B BUME R 2 GenAl
T H BEJR 2 e R AR s AR AR . AR IR PR L) S BOM B, AR IR H 2 A i B RS2 B BRI 2 S
SR RN G HE P kM.

4.3. TTREGER ST

VIRGE R G M BEHE mE2E, EA PN O AN FIERS—. BOTMA T, %
R R INA I I @i Rt s S = P B e v I N S UVAL: B N IR B DR 17 = RS M 19
FIEMPE (- PREE) PR A “GenAl 5B + ZUMERZ” B, S0 AWM, BT GenAl {F
BRI, PR — Rtk TH. SRR, TR0 RO E 2 A O A X T 2844,
RV AT AR, Rks FmEE “—7I9)7 .

EAMM T, ZUTE MM GenAl i B A N2 HI 550 A B3 M /MEAGIR S DhRe . fERRT IE U7
T, ZEAERIHE Al $PZ2 NOBAE “ TogRHEE 7 R, BRI T B A RS, I 320K T 52 FR L
UbAh, AR T BEEARTR IR A, 8 H Al AR S EEE “EEE A, R2HED4LE” , $Y
IR IERE S 5 RS #R AR A H bR

5. AR

AR A BRI T RE(Gen Al EHH MVF AU ) iz BT 2 PRS- 1 Frdkdl . AWTFURTR G
WHFET53%, Xt 209 4w EUNAN 637 44 2245 1 ) & 1 & K 26 A4 AR RIER VTR A BL: JTZEXS GenAl
S NDPFEEAR S A HAS L, JUHAE “ AR S SEAR MR R —FR e 1 St b B R ey . SO
FONEPE o B R A SR 2 A B, SR AR R BRI L 2 P48, JF R akAE 2 R E A
IR AR 7 SR IE S . WEFUARH, GenAl MIVEA P ) R B L ) FEE S R R B
AR EAE S

Sk WA UE GenAl FIRZ LR R R, ARVEAE T I ZR080 B0 722 o I ZRB5080s A 1 [ 5 PO I T 4k
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R JCIESEIN RO IIE 5 RIE, S GenAl BEALGIES B I A L, DR 2RI B AIR
RPN IRE S TERAR G L -

BRI HE 2 AT GenAl £E i1 EFL URAL IV A b s i ) (r) AL (R 2R . A2 TR 6 4t
WIS VS S BRI, GenAl TV RT3 SR A AN WA, DRI A (R A ORI X LA
BRI, 551 R MVE A S

H7 G I 23 RO FOF A A S LA LSRR . G 2 ORI 2 GenAl #7275 B i 22 5,
i A R AT AS R A SR URAR U A A T, HLE2AAEH GenAl INRE T BAFAE MR Z ME, =4
HI R ZHOAR B A 2R L2 A GenAlL il e A B SR I 2R I G — 1 GenAl ~F- &, Il T ¥R B 4L
N A D A R 1T

£i b, GenAl fEURELFHZAMPF ARSI M AL, 2Rk, HIEE. B S RE %2 )5 N R LA
TERIZR.

6. JFREINL

BT PR VLK GenAl IR (U H ZME, S5 S IREHARI KPR TR, AT FORMEUN. 24P
TR, REEPERE, BRI GenAl IRAE EFL BREZIPEA) 2P

GenAl FENZCAMVESRMNE SR, HA 8 BeA A, vk, FOMESEAA GenAl, £
i1 GenAl BP0 BN TEZIAAT, X2 E M EMAEE BT N TVF), RIESRORICRAE I HI1R
I PRI BN ORI SR BUTRT &, BE— L5 ZUTITRE GenAl IRAE =% EFL ¥R & 2T 1)
SCERR SR, EWIT RN, 51 BUT AT & B R I PE APk R Ry %

NPREE GenAl RS M2 A, AR BLORKEXT GenAl MUPFES RIVBURE, BHIER T 4R,
WA RV M FBTHE N TR, 46878 SR, RIS /AT R R A ST HE, WL
WA GenAl IS, 8 Sl il GenAl 7E22 > R IL A, A EEAIH GenAl HiBh A 15220 .

gi L, R GenAl T AE EFL BRALFHITVE AT, FIMAESZREA ST RN 2 i e 5
HEHLED, WY, U AT HE A TR

ELmEB
AL Z AR (AE ) AR A R QN 2R 0 H (5 H 4w '5: 202508007 iff 51 8 -
SE 3K
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