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Abstract

This study aims to compare the scoring validity of the traditional automated writing assessment
tool “Pigai” and the emerging large language model “DeepSeek” in evaluating the quality of English
major students’ compositions. Addressing the core challenge of “high demand, low feedback” in front-
line foreign language writing instruction, this study uses 113 essays written by second-year English
majors as the sample, adopts the TEM4 analytic rating scale as the criterion, and employs correla-
tion analysis and typical case analysis to compare the validity of Pigai and DeepSeek in essay scoring.
The findings reveal that: (1) DeepSeek scores show a strong positive correlation with teacher scores
(r=0.890, p <0.01), while Pigai shows only a moderate correlation (r = 0.429, p < 0.01); (2) DeepSeek
scores are highly correlated with content scores given by teacher (r = 0.827, p < 0.01), whereas Pigai
shows a weak correlation with content scores given by teacher (r = 0.292, p < 0.01) and a moderate
correlation with language scores given by teacher (r = 0.552, p < 0.01); (3) typical case analysis fur-
ther reveals that Pigai fails to identify fundamental content issues such as off-topic essays, with its
feedback primarily focusing on surface-level language features like vocabulary and syntax, while
DeepSeek demonstrates greater consistency with teacher judgments across all score levels, with its
feedback addressing content dimensions such as argumentation logic and structural organization.
These findings indicate that DeepSeek significantly outperforms Pigai in both overall scoring valid-
ity and the assessment of content quality, providing a clear empirical basis for teachers in technol-
ogy selection and instructional design.
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R G . ROLHERG T SRR NIRRT T N TR RRRAARE, #URIT A ST
7T W2 A . MEGAN TIP3 B ISP HEA T EGES S, X RRRM TIES R
PR SR AR o AF 8 E P BRI OB AR S H St SUE LR R S8, LR 2011 SEEAEHT LA
K, CRUHESUE SCHEIL 10 1058 - ARG T m T EEOR, i vH R 2 AR SOMARAETE R 2 TR
BV 22 BRAE AT 20 RIS 5 70 2R . B —ARE A KIE S 88 DeepSeek Feff “JFIf. I #4HITT- IR iR BLAL
X7 KT CEFEE OS5 RE Al SIS RIZEBHCRPLE] 7, A SR Sk S P R
TIN5 AR SRVl 5 T B K RE AT, A SO BOMAE S e iAs . A, IO el
R34 SOt P T B RABR 2 A A SO BSOR T SRAN U R S A S5 S BUR A R P &+ 0 Rl . Bk
M5, MR SRV SR, LR R MG, EIRRas . PP —SEsEJrmA
ALY 1 DeepSeek {F v MR, fEif (M. SIS, MBSy DL H SR 4R
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Lo ABTFANILEI 50 R A BN FIREA, I8 I X EEHE M ) 70 %5 DeepSeek MIttes e i5t,
FOM G UL BEAL AL SCRE T FR THE SCHE PO PR A ROR

2. Xzt
2.1. B30

TAERE JATAE BG5S B2 T T MBS TR 0 20 B PRV O B B . TR AR pR R4
FRAEE 23 2 0 VE SCHBE AR ED G B8 — 08, X R 7 SRR BRAE A5, (HLVP MR O . 0
B P A B RAR,  ELME DA SR R TR R R[]

FEBLTS 5 R, 2 TR PP bR R 0, JC A i KUK KRB bR AL IR A 52 S
SRR ¥ B RE AR AN TTULEE L T2 B, ISR T T VA (55 W . B 5 S W
o [ 5 2 9 Ml DU 4 A (TEMA) S bR v RIS , 1 23X — B 35 ) R AR B . 25 5 46 [ 2] 385 6 He TEM4
B 5 43 TR0 e B S BF 9 R I, > TIURRHETE 2 AN 7 T (B A0 T B b 7R VP43 1] —Bui |,
T3 WUBRE (4 8 1K AN 2R £0(0.746) i T I BE AR B 4E(0.673); AETE & A BB — B THT, 2y AR AE R B AR
WATH, Wi pEE 1 5 EREIERE, 93%IMIFAE I TARE RSN S EBOA SR A P4
(R BE B . BT TEM4 RIS SRS bR S IERE RIS “R” (10 2). “45K7 (345 “if
T (TSR, ook, PR YERE R AR DIRME . W AUE I 50 IER O E, WO S 1R
(R0 5 RE[2].

SR, POARLERE RIS S BBk . BT “IB37 (BVE. WI0)5 “45M” (. H8)SAmn
BNURIAERE, R VAT Bort AR . S8R ™ 35 1 S e E A R BT, BRI BRI
T SCHR AR5 R I AR B AE 9[]S A0 I TE R R SN e, (S A A TR AR A AR B A T4 T
BSR4 .

2.2. HIERHBNEIETTSY

DAL AR I R G0, il BB S B SN I HOR, Sel T HE S E A T 5 B 3y
[3]o XK THBEZERT TIFMERR, feh8 DR E FIARHERC B R SCAS, JEHRAERI )%, eSS 1k
TN T B ARZ) ).

SR, BEER SRR RE, FE0UEHHANRENX R R BV 8UE FRRIRE, L ZEN
N HAR 5B H A5 TH A 2 . WS [4]135 T Coh-Metrix T EXfH E 24 550 F i XK &
B, SO R 5 A A AR (0 2 Bhia] w7 2 A ) S PR 2 SRk, (HiX s ek 5 AN TR TR I A
BB Z X RO R AMFERNZ, RGP0 LA TR ” 8 57U (r =-0.300),
ARG RSO ] T A ANEAR A R ST w48, TTIX — B SRR A e B S A N 25 R B
5B M. i R[50 104 5 RS EAE SCHRIRAN T — DR T RGP in . w7 R, ek
WIVE 3 5 N LPE o AR A 55 (r = 0.410),  H ARGt 7 Bt it s SE B, LT L] B Ay 23]V
ZFEE(r = 0.764) 5 SCAK FE (r = 0.636) 55 P B AL R THRFAE, MAECNEEIRE . 15 F MM ISR 4R E 6
ZROE R XRH, YT RGTHE TXE S R EMIE, MR @RS E N AR A 80T
ftifETT .

2.3. A& ESTiTES

Bt A N TR BB 8B, LA ChatGPT. DeepSeek AR 1 K1E 5 BB da 4R = H T 5 1E TP
i 5 R 5te 53T U AR AE UL BE A A% SEdtk e R G AN [H], A ChatGPT . DeepSeek SR KA i 5 4
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B, NEARHEEA R TR MR BRI B BE SRR . IR BRI xR SO B AR,
AR IR S TR, EREIFMA N AERZHIE . WA, IRt RS, Ho oy 8k
—ARFEENEIEMFH . AHFRES, LLM KSEHMEIER2I50E . I RE[6] R I, HUb
FEHAH BN ChatGPT Ja, R RERE o MRl TER B IE . BIh R e ikiE t. ) 2wl O s
JREZARM . CHERERIE, AT S 2T ZRIE R D), NREsE. MEIrES,
XA EAE AL G A S TR MECASEEL . (R E N BeAESET . B DeepSeek A I EOHT IR R R T
WA RE . DB SR[7IM T DeepSeek 5 “Htbl M ” 8 SLhr i HAZEiE SR A N . BF AL,
LS IR S I 15 5 R SR HE R I (36 5 TR RN € $5 1C) » 110 DeepSeek ) 5 5 MU 58 i ] + 5
VE B R PR (a2 A R 4R H L Bos sk il URIEmifL). KT 5, DeepSeek BEW
et BB EGEs, Il RN 5 R AERANE R, EHCEPRE TN CAfET B COMEET 1
pERER T

XU, XA E SR RE T TR S A AE L. LLM REWE 4 B Ak B S0 5 454 A B AR
A BRI AOVRBE S B, kST ORI At b S s 8L T R R B 4ER AL m B
G R, ESEPRNIT A, BTt FRE R 5] S IR AL R, IR O BT SRR T R 3R
P & e HARROE7], (R 15 LT BEA7 78 Y032 A R B A i 22 [ 8] -

LR EPTA, eV o SRR A VA SRR SR 18 5 RFIE[4] [5], 1T DeepSeek M F& I 1 £ SCE 75 AN
WHRIRIE AT YR BT (6] [7]. 8T, XM TRAER —PFMES T, HIPR 4 RS Ll Bvr o bx
12 18] () SRIBR ) Bk 2 SRR 6 PR AR BE IR, O SEBR380 vh A (o] e A 4k T3 P A B AR
P&, AHE T S8 LU A R T -

FEVEA S Tk 2 AR ST, HEB B B 3597 55 DeepSeek IR REVE 2y, W —/> 5 2UliR i TEM4
PR BRAELS 1 G ?

X AR L B VE 532 75 43 ) 5 Um0 A FIAE 5 I PP A R 58 B DR EC ?

3. ARAZE
3.1. WX

AHFFFEIE I T N B AR Tk ARG A A PAT YR S LS VRS S R A 1 113 R A AL
VESCAE R HTREAS . Hor, M6 B 50 F, 1 SC 5645 % 15 7 (The Central Tension in Love: Security versus
Autonomy) EFF; Nt D HEEFEARRIE S IMTRE, JEeabmld 63 4w, NE—IRFEMN 5 — SR
%% (The Role of Responsibility) . BT A @A M G3258, REF 7 B SEM 5.

3.2. BiRWIER

TG, BUNVEr BT AN (R IeiE 2L PU 25 i (TEMA) BAE PR /AR dE) #E1T . iZARHER
Mty J5 3 K EERE AR AAEG D 10 7). S0 7 0) 5400 3 7)) =N4EE . 37
IriE e, WHAE R AR SCHREAT 7 ARSTH B, 23 gn = ANER IS, REITE N 20 0BT 5y
PSS — MR HOVTHI R E

e NEIE RGP o AR AT B SRR H I, P03 B B LGSR L R G BUE I 20 734l
XK F B DeepSeek, BT A ERL AR REAT T T MEMIANAESOCATT, Jefefit TEMA PR FriE i H
PR, I AREME SR H , KRS T RIE LIRARE, XA E SR B AR R AT VR, W 20 737
1R DeepSeek ZEpkft) 20 73l 70, 28 B AEE DeepSeek HIVF/MESS 5 ANKPF G AN KIHESLUR
AIREXSFF .
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3.3. T EEEES

NAREBUMVE 7 2N 5 AT S, B 7038 AR N € 808 LMk DY 2825 (TEM4A) S /E P2 b e )
XFAER 113 R AR SCHEAT AL VE Sy, Jrolaa s “AE T (W 10 70). “UEE T (5 7 0. “EIRT (W
3P EALERE L, RN 20 3B 2y o ATITE A A — B0, BEHLETE 30% 1 FE A (n = 34),
BE S A B TOE SR AR T (AR IGE T UFIT, 2 6 ) KAEMH FY TEM4 FrifEidkiT
MLV BB ANIVE FLEVES BT T AR, BGBVE o ai N A fE, BAEBA IR ASH
FF M ELE T H . RAHNH K REB(CC) AL I NN G G5k 15 S =ANJ7 T — Bk
56, EFXUATR AN, gt — A, SR ER: WARGEEM R —EE ICC A 0.791 (95% CI:
0.629~0.888), i& =4/ 0.837 (95% Cl: 0.698~0.915), £E#44ERE Ay 0.756 (95% Cl: 0.565~0.870). H:H1, ICC
{EAE 0.75~0.90 Z[AN “RA4F” , 0.90 LA N “MF5” o ARWHFLh =AN4EEEIA S| R IF/KF, RO
FHHVE S ARSI —8E, B CUE 220 i b DU S0 AR NI PR AR R BUM VP2 S M2 nT 52T

3.4. RS

s A 'R OTTAE, TR 4. e R R R AR S AT
3T HE AL N 7 DeepSeek i 735 2R 43 2 (8] A O R £, LVl 38 5 N 0 W ) — 35
BRI AR R LGBV AR G RE RIS, 2 AT E AN S 58T N A 5 ZIWE S 2 A
KZH, UK DeepSeek s S#UMA S BUTE S o IR RE. MO, WIEEAE Al P 52T
o LRI E RN 1~2 BESCE NG, X Hr RGBS b O BsCAS, N AL ST 45
AR BRI TPE 4T
4. RS
41 RN

B, AWFFER =00 (0 AN T85> DeepSeek 7y LM S0 HEAT T ik S it 0, BA
TIRHEAR AT DL, SR WK 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for total scores assigned by teachers, DeepSeek and Pigai
F 1 HIFATES . DeepSeek St E 7 aoitiR St

2 HAR BR/ME YN SFIME W% H
BAr(NI) 113 0.000 17.500 14.049 2.539 14.500
S5 () 113 13.000 18.000 16.257 1.009 16.500
44> (DeepSeek) 113 0.000 18.500 13.522 2.266 14.000

W5 1 PR, WU AR A b I HUE 2 R MU BT 50 (M = 16.257) 8 3 i T UM E > (M
=14.049), HAp A, IXRUIHIN AR ARV > EAEAE TR TERAMA . AHLEZ R, DeepSeek ]
117 (M = 13.522) WA T BT v o3, PP 300 A 5 BT P70 EOR B, (HREAARRS ™ i . S BIORE E (b
HEZE) KA, HUMVE I 1B BUR R (SD = 2.539), it B BUMAE X 70 /E SO0 25 Ik 25 H 10 70 il 52 K it
U R G V53 W 5 9 B2 A1 (SD = 1.009), X 7~ HovF 43 SRS AR R AF, X4 BEAH 55

4.2. XML
MRS — MR, PO T HESUN 5 DeepSeek ik 735 B0 & 4y (B AR — B0, AH DG M 25 B
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Table 2. Correlations between Pigai, DeepSeek and teacher-assigned total scores
2 2. #t2u™. DeepSeek SN ESHI—E 1%

YN
ek 0.429™
DeepSeek 0.890™

7#: "p<0.05 "p<0.01.

Wk 2 o, ZESEINE A EE K ZE ST . DeepSeek e 735 HUME /3 B 1 58 1EAH 2 (r
=0.890), H&5HAEH W3 (p<0.01). XEMF, DeepSeek 7EFIWESCEAAT & b, 5 BT = E—
o MR, MRS 50T R S B AR R IR AR DG (r = 0.429), {HAHSGHME 2 K T DeepSeek. X £ H,
AR R 5y, LT T3 A S b T 325 U et 4 SC R R VT AR

NIEIE A, R T DeepSeek HEMUMAESCE 5 N THE I 2 185 9 BURAR DG, Mok
ST AR 3:

Table 3. Correlations between Pigai, DeepSeek and teacher-assigned content and language scores

7 3. #t2M. DeepSeek SHITHIMAR . 1BE HHaIEXM

RS B

B 0.292° 0.552™

2 p1H 0.002 0.000
HAE 113 113

FHIE REL 0.827™ 0.764™

DeepSeek p 18 0.000 0.000
FEAH 113 113

¥E: "p<0.05 "p<0.01,

7% 3 iz, DeepSeek &7 5 UM VFE Y A B4k [ 7314 3 15 1IEAHR (r = 0.827, p < 0.01). XFEH,
BTV A —RAECA A I, DeepSeek HARA Al AELT &7y, WELE “ARLFIR” BIbsiE b —
. (HERRZ, DeepSeek w70 5#UMIE F 4L 7 th b 45 98 1EAH K (r=0.764,p < 0.01). XERE
FHAER RN, HAEE S LA SETA M G 3R M2 T, ey 5800ES
Y PE AN R AR IEA 9% (r = 0.552, p < 0.01)

4.3. BBEINZEFTEE D HT

FE RSO DL — R 0 0 208 17.5 PESCRBI, oMy Hhirs “ ags e M elor g, Jf
HIARIR P OL I A, SRR YBIE AR T NAENERS; SieRE, A2, dE%UF” 5 DeepSeek 44
W18 SR R e X PRI A, B S HERR. sE R R, IUE 7RO BRI ‘mold” ‘pressure
cooker’ ; SLIRENHAVRRE ‘both shape and reveal, with inherent nature as the foundation” ; i&iFiZ %5 ™
%, R EW VUL N, BgThRE M B MERS, WILFEE B, XFEE. . Mk
ZF, fHEMRESE 17 s, FHRBHERAEESRE “BRRA T 2MEEIE, B IRIEH
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VEF LS, PR AR M, MEF ARERIRILSE, WG . 7 kW] I, DeepSeek
FE 5 7 VR ST VPG AN B0 S8 i — Bk, PR RO v B R AR IR R R e, Tt el DL 5 4 A
E, AEUE BN R RIS .

FE AR B S0 BL— R BT 22 $0R 12.5 BRSO, DeepSeek 45t 5 #0578 4 — BURPF 73 (A 2 :
6; 45t 1.5; I 5 B)fR AR SCEMIAFAE R A, EARIRIR A A 78y HATEHE, 1 5 R B AHER
FAENDIPIEHR, G TEMIEARIER, RIETHEW, Mg 1 15.5 FIPFIFEM “ Rt hnsc b A
I s A AR LT, BFS thilbe; SCER IR, s H N, e BRI R G . 7
X Gt — 2D B T e 25 0 FE R RO, [N R W] DeepSeek 7E 73 BUAE L EMARBERS (R F5 5
O ) vt P — B

BEAh, FEARP R, RSO EEE, S5 E ERTEK, B4 T 07>, DeepSeek this i
07y, SR, HERIALH T 165 72 Am 2y, VPO “/EEIGEDRILSE, AIE SR B SOh WA AU ;
PEF R IEAL L, P95 hREE: CREEREONEW . 7 X — RO — P8R 7S skEE: Hitn
R TR SCA A5 R E ARG, DU I 5 T AU IR (il AU R E)EAT Ry, 3 E0nT i
RSO AR T ™ B PR Y

4.4. ¥Hig

AR I, DeepSeek £EFMIAE SR AR B b5 M PF-20 55 IEAH K (r = 0.890), M HE S M AH AR HAI
(r=0.429). X—45 R LFEIR[TIWTFT UL EE 2P 28 T RAA M E 2518 — kA&, (R teHEr) 1A
JREE T —— 8. BT “ Tl S PF 0 TRAES B> B R EE” /R . 2
o RISIWE T S A e P 5 N TP O 534K (r = 0.410),  HHVF I3 32 2 S MAlIL AR
FIE o ABFFLUAIEE LA NREAR, IRAG 7 S 9RA J AR (r = 0.429), RWIEZRE mi Ll 5 1EE
BN, SO PR S35 0T B BT T R TE A . IE AR R [9] 4 HA Atk 4 B v T N AU
K. FHR, DeepSeek RILH M RL R, EIE T #E3E. 2 [6]0 R AUKIE 5 1R (ChatGPT) /L BE AR 55
A RS AT TV FT RO, IR IR 77 R] AT RO A R A SRR o (RS HE VAl

HRMEESEE— DH7R TR AR GG IE R IRAZ R, KOV ENBARA R BRI H%
R AWTFUUESE, LSR5 20T N &7 8980 K (r = 0.292), X5 HBtiH BB DTG IEWighieE &t
[A1FT47R, LM PP 55— RPN EEE A M fR bR (0 44 1 R TR B MBSO B 150, X edibr 5 AL
PRI (A BB B ORI S8 o IX U s Stk SR R R A b XA R SCARFAE AN H B, e B 4
WA 2 /MEE 7 XIIBHE, AR AR L BAE T IRSS 1 “ R R miRZ” o RIEAETE 54
J&, HAHRME(r = 0.552) 5 DeepSeek AHLLEMR, XFTRERIAE, BB, AIERHIEES], 5%
IMEREVFUNE S HERTE . BN 5 WA RGN Priz 2 2 bniE, fFE— € 2.

i DeepSeek NI FEILH —Fh 2 LKD" IIPFAAR . HE I 5 HUMA R 72 (K 58AH % (r = 0.827) &3
B HIRHIE, WA R EESCHE T XME SCBAR R AR B AR . X5 SRR [TIRIHE K “ Bukil
S M CEEIRTEAN ARG, B R RMERR, H S HNE S 0 GRS (r = 0.764)
FFARBRSLAFAE . DeepSeek & 7 FIf# 4= SO SCHUIERE R, R IE O 5 N RERIA I — B HEAT BE AR P
fiti, TIARRE BB AT EIOZHE 5 Al XA 1P B UE “ AiEaiRal s 71RO
ST 20T R 25 P T

BEAh, FRATRLIZ EF AP T AR A . %5 TR PR o R A R EL™ i ) J QRS AR, AL
e H L BB AL PP ARG, N B TR ik, R IRl B2k A B AR RRTE 5 F R (P s
FERRTRR) R “ TR AR, HR BT A HUmE A A A E R . T DeepSeek HA{F v 4k Wi
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BT FUNAIAE 6] [T, Wit ionid, 51 S BRI e T AR “TEREAIREE =4
WRIIULR A" ) airfife(n:  “ONFRX R SCR A AN E AN ENE L )AIE S (e ARG
TREHIERIRIE), RS A B i N B R B ARSI . UL T, FURRIZ OS5 AN 2
et e, MR TR G R BE TR A S1RE, B AT s AL RCEE DRI R B 5, I
A B AR FINT S NI S Bt X IR NS R (2] B R Y, 4 PR bR A (R PR TR ) R REA
FUA SRR 0 S AR

5. &

A GBI 113 73 F01E L2 E A E SO AT R G LS 04T, RILETHE LS EVEAG
L DeepSeek AR 1K IE & AR VE 2 R0 B BAL T MO X KL G B s kiR R G Bk S,
DeepSeek /=435 % i 43 FIAH O REUA F] 0.890 (HEAHSR), AL ML N 0.429 (HEEHIK). X—ERFK
BHIX B 28 R Gl B A AR AR X Sl O PP o0 2 BRI T XA 4 . A, RIRSE R Z1E
FHRHE M EALTHE, 117 DeepSeek NI i 5 75 KU R 2R 1 FE Atk T, X 7E SCI P 28 FH ST L 1 i T BT P
WAE TR VRS IR R AR SURFE AT AR PRV . A, X AE — B RERE b W T Rk B RSP BRIk
e,

AR RMAFE LR Bk, FEABRMENNSIESE, BURE R, F-—E4%,
FERMRRIEABR, TTReBREIA R MM VE R Hk, AU EERE TV S R, *F
DeepSeek FTAE B 15t P 28 RO R (AR AR 12« BEHIEE . RT3 IE),  DLROX LS I A5 BE 15 B IE (R 22 A 5 vk
TN RIS ERENS S, MAATIRANIRT . 10 LIRJAIR, KRBT ML T B —y
KEEARIE, WEAFEL . AR AESEES W AEESL, DIISIEARE 7T 45 I fa et 54
Py TRIRA AR K SR (I ChatGPT. G4, b — S 5)ESIEIH SR ZER; =28
AT T, RIAF M5 DeepSeek 25 T HHAT H ), LLEOXF H a3 HEEESUIT NS S 1ERE
(R SRR 52 .

25 ERnR, ASHE 58 BE 38 T B 5 DeepSeek 7E S IEAL AL 2 7, NGBS EHE P
BEE T HMER SR T 2% . LRI ATEEF B NEF SR P PRI e X R .
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