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Abstract

Based on Self-Determination Theory, this study conducted a quasi-experiment on 120 English ma-
jors, with an experimental group (ChatGPT-assisted writing) and a control group (traditional writ-
ing). Scale-collected data were analyzed via SPSS 26.0. Simulated results showed: 1) The experi-
mental group had significantly lower writing anxiety (M = 32.68, SD = 5.72) than the control group
(M =41.35, SD = 6.21) (t = 7.83, p < 0.001); 2) Its learning autonomy score (M = 68.42, SD = 7.15)
was significantly higher (M = 56.79, SD = 8.33) (t = -8.56, p < 0.001); 3) Generative Al reduced anx-
iety via autonomy (f = -0.32, p < 0.01) and competence needs (8 = -0.45, p < 0.001), and enhanced
autonomy through autonomy (f = 0.38, p < 0.001) and relatedness needs (8 = 0.29, p < 0.01). Ra-
tional use of generative Al alleviates anxiety and improves autonomy, providing evidence for intel-
ligent foreign language writing teaching reform.
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1. 51§

EANTHEGEEARSHEREME YT T, £k Al TH ChatGPT. DeepSeek %) LA 3R K ) 3¢
KA EEME . BERRTIEE, BENBIEIMESIER . SR AR SER R LT
R TR E B SR [1], (A G SAERE T, S48 T B A o« BV RIIUR « O 5 25 1) R,
Gy R 4 5 SRS, B ) B E R R RE.

H F ok g 2 18 (Self-Determination Theory, SDT)f&t, MAME . M. HE =K% 0 0BEFE KA
BB, NTESIH RO, bt I8R5 B E1E[2]. mEANLESg s, 38K A
T4 G At 228 3 (Parasocial Interaction) i #h SR RE——Z IR U MATT H B (B Al T R)#
G R R, 8 I B, BB SR S R S AR R, R 2 JH @ 77 3R [3]. ARkl Al T E 2 75 A il i 1
ARTHE TN A RO OB R, RS EAERIFRT S ) B B0 Hpm e S5 R VLR a2 2T
Ub, AHFFRHR DL ARSI 1) Aspkal Al D RAE X 588 L A I SRR RS e md ? 2) Azl
Al T BAF S SGUEEEAER2E S | EME m? 3) ARREEIRK = KO FREE KA Al TA
FHSSEEE. % H EERRARTREAETNER?

2. EASMSRIIRER A

E /M F AR AL SAME SRR R R, RET THMAZUIR S5 mK % . W1 Nguyen (2025)
PLESL 24 N AT %, KL ChatGPT #iBh 'S 1 1T i 25 PR 2428 B AR R, 1T B E(S 0 [4]; Ryan
(2024 T AR YGE LR, RIT AL RITN U 5 2% 2 8 AT T SR A6 2 AE A, I S L A e i 49 53 Ji: AT %
T2 1 EML5]. (HEUAE A Z M ESIE &R, NEEAESS AN RFERAR D, Hik
ZA R HEE Tl 2 A R T AL

E WA A 2T Al THIEFIESIEBCH R IR SRS, anfR;(2025)#2 5T ChatGPT 1)
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RS - MER S BAEBER[6]; SRR S H BRI, A IN4(2021)1E L £ 4t

e Rt A 2 S BEOE T A SRS M R EHRER, W) B EVERIRT T B E R EE7]. H
Rt Al TR SREE. 222 8BS B ROGE RS S SGE T M TEDH B, o=
EACEE SCHE R MROLE M, S AR 72 22 B I ) A FE ST

3. B EA
31 BRREER

H3& e Bt Deci 5 Ryan T 1985 42, ZHEIS KN, MEEAR HE. T, HE=KRERKH
RO OB FE SR, XL TR SR I R R B N TESINL 51T RRIN8]. A E RIS AT AR
TSR, BIAMATS AR B e e Bhn. RS2 BT RIEAMET B 38601
T, Ay Bl B ) 5 AT A5 R AR ORGSR FE A B S A N SI R A ST R, IR
BECRFSIANT . FEAMB 2SI, 22 0 = K% O 7 RIS B0 2 B, 22 )N TR ok, it
MR 2E S B8, 3R ) A S IR .

3.2. EHLTEER

A 222 #E8 BH Horton 5 Wohl - 1956 4E# i, fa MESEN AVIEEA EahThRen Al T.R)
AL IR, RIDVMEBENAI AR SE BN R, P AEEE RS AL [3]. TEAR
XA S S, Al TEAAME R BTG 08 Sl 22 A= “HlioeiE” « “HERm” 1
BT, X PP HEAE S S PRI AT N VA JE TR SRR I EDRIE, AR T ARG A R ER T ABRIE)E”
IR — LA

AW FIET AR E IS @ THELE . Al Al T RGBSR B/ SR (B Lk B 4l
8T I R SRR U )i R A I R TR I SR RV AU AR | SR IS 5] ST 2R S MR RE G,
W MEAT TR I B R B NAYME SR R IHR R S s = KRR A ER,
EAE A ORE (S= 7 ES L 2B ISl =Y

4. RFG=E
4.1. ARt

K FUE SIS 78 Bt B E R TR ok — 24 120 42, BEALS> 5256 4H.(n = 60) 5 %7 BR ZH (n = 60).
SEUGZHR A “A it Al T (DeepSeek) + £ 4i#:” HIBIEMRE, A RESERRE. ik, BB B
{# F DeepSeek #H4T BB E . 1B1ELES . AL STHRARAES SEHEAER, [CRTZBUTHSNERE

S, AMERAEA Al TE. SN 16 B, AR L IREEHEEES), 521 BB TS,
4.2. ARFAR

Table 1. Demographic statistics of study subjects
= 1. AR AOZESLT

e SZIG2H (n = 60) Hof R H (n = 60) t{E p1E
THER(51%) 14/46 14/46 0.00 1.000
R (M £ SD) 20.42 +0.78 20.28 +0.86 0.79 0.432
HYERS(M + SD) 72.35 +6.12 71.89 + 6.34 0.38 0.704

R FME RS, T A S Tl ok = 4 NIRRT o0 5, 36 120 AL b 5375 28 A,
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LA 92 Ny ERYIEHE 19~22 ¥, FIAERY(20.35+0.82)% . SZIGAH SXIRAAEMER] . . SIES/ERE
Al (AN 22 5 9608 5 VE GO AR ) 55 7 T 6 2 3% % 5 (p > 0.05), HEA At 1).

43. WETR

1) WiBEEEEER: KA Horwitz 24 i 145 S 5 £ & 87 (Second Language Writing Anxiety
Inventory, L2ZWAI) [9], &ALAWEITEMH . ERIL 20 ML, RA 5 St (l= B2 HFE,
5= SEARE), 30k mRR S EEEAK S . A7+ R R Cronbach’s o RECH 0.86, 5% R 4T

2) Joif ] | FEYERER: R Benson gl 157 ) H EHEER[10], 456 01E TS EY IR g 1T
BRIL 24 NI, A BEAREE. KIKIERE. BRI, BRI 4 NERE, SR 5 BRI =
FEENTFE, 5= BATE), FoEmRoRY: > H LR . 57+ ERK Cronbach’s o 2% 0.89,
fERE R,

3) ARV EFT R EER: KH Gagné 554wl 1% A0 38 75 5K i /£ & % (Basic Psychological Needs
Satisfaction Scale, BPNS) [11], #FXfEiEEE BT BRI 18 NEIL, 78 E R MAETE K.
FJE TRk 3 AR, AT 6 MET, KA 5 SRR (1= BEAGE, 5= BENR), Ho
TN TR R AR . ATt L Y Cronbach’s o R230M 0.91, K4E¥ o REUH KT 0.85, (57
Rif.

4.4. BIRBSES S

SIS 1 B SRR 16 A), Rl dl AT B SEAEER R, ¥IAFMERSH
ke T oK 2 BRI, AR A 120 4y, [BIWCE &R 120 £, A RS 100%. tEAk, Yisk
PR A 25 A S 1) 1) 55 AR AT 25 R E il B A4

KA SPSS 26.0 #HATHERANEE S 4, BARAGHIE AR 1) #iRtEgt, oA A SRR
BB bRifEZEs 2) MOZEEAR tARSS, LRSI S IR SRR o) A M. TR L ES
3) AHRME T, PRI SRR AIM KR 4) BRSSO CRH Hayes 4wl (1) Process 72
F¥), Bk A RE TR AAE

5. S RE MR
5.1 SR S ARSI R0

SCEOHT, XA RN B EEE., o) B B B IRPE =R R I 1 AT ISR t A . 4
RER, A SIEAEE({=0.52,p=0.604). %> A £ (t=0.47,p=0.640). H F 7K (t=0.32,p =0.750).
PEAE AR (t=0.29, p = 0.772). VAJEFEK(t=0.41, p = 0.683) ¥ &3 2 F(p > 0.05), iHIPIHEA RIF
MIE B, ysese st R aA Bk TR (L2 2).

Table 2. Differences between experimental group and control group (pre-test)
2. LHhEXREEREI)

B3 LA ZH(M £ SD) St HRZH(M £ SD) t{E p 1H
BIEEE 40.92 +6.35 41.56 +6.18 0.52 0.604
FoHEM 55.89 + 8.42 56.32 + 8.17 0.47 0.640
EENTSN 22.35 + 3.68 22.61+3.52 0.32 0.750
JHAE 5K 21.89 £3.75 22.12 +3.69 0.29 0.772
A Ja it 2K 23.12 +3.84 23.56 +3.71 0.41 0.683
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52. £ Al TREAMNBIERRSF I BEMNM(TRERTH)

SR, MOIFEAR RIS RN, LI SRR BEC T A A (t = 7.83, p < 0.001), %
A FMA S BE ST ERL(t = -8.56, p < 0.001); 7 A F vk TR &, LA e FEFHRE =
—-9.21, p < 0.001). MEATFER(t = -10.35, p < 0.001). HJEFE=K(t = —7.68, p < 0.001)£3 7 #5 i 25 = T X A 2H
(W7 3)o IXFRIAA RN Al T H I A R 0EE Tl 2 A S RS, IR A RS Ak
YRTE = KAZ 00 75 SR )3 /R R

Table 3. Differences between experimental group and control group (post-test)
2 3. LWhEXREAERFEN)

E'S I AI(M £ SD) X HEZH(M % SD) t{H p 8 XN Cohen’s d
EEEE 32.68 £ 5.72 41.35£6.21 7.83 <0.001 1.44
I HEM 68.42 + 7.15 56.79 + 8.33 -8.56 <0.001 1.58
HEFRK 28.65 +3.21 23.12 £ 3.58 -9.21 <0.001 1.69
AR R 29.42 £3.15 22.89 + 3.64 -10.35 <0.001 1.91
AR K 29.15 +3.32 24.02 +3.76 -7.68 <0.001 1.41

5.3. EXEERHEXMSH

Pearson AHICPEMTEE B R(ILFE 4): At Al TGRS S, seiedl =1, xRl =
0)5 B R R 5% A X (r=-0.62,p<0.001), 5% HEMREEE EMHK(r=067,p<0.001), 5HF
F3R(r=0.71,p<0.001). MR =0.76,p<0.001). VH/ETFHRK(r=0.60, p<0.001) 2 EFEEHH*: H
F /K (r=-058,p<0.001). FEAEFR(r=-0.65, p<0.001)¥) 5 5/EMEE R BE UMK, HEFHRSSGE
FEREAH MR R (r=-0.18, p = 0.052); HEFHK(r=0.73, p<0.001). HEFEK( =061, p<0.001)i5
oA EMREFIEAR, HAEFRRESH EMEACHEA R E (=015 p=0.103). HAMLERE NG
HA R B PR AL T A

Table 4. Results of Pearson correlation analysis
= 4. Pearson HHXM AR

A HE 1 2 3 4 5
1Al THAEH 1 -0.62" 0.67 0.717* 0.76"
2. 5IEEIE —-0.62"" 1 -0.59"" -0.58" -0.65™
3. FHEEM 0.67™" -0.59" 1 0.73™ 0.15
4. HERRR 0.71™ -0.58™" 0.73™ 1 0.68™*
5. MR K 0.76™ -0.65™" 0.15 0.68 1
6. IHEFK 0.60™ -0.18 0.61™ 0.63™ 057"

#: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05 Al LEAMHN - AREELNA =1, XRA =0).

54. BERRER/KODN B

K Hayes [ Process 7 F2 /7 (17 4) [12], Zp ks B e = K sRAE Al TRAEH S S{EEE.
Al TEMH 55> B EVEZ B A 208, EAF X ER A Bootstrap % (5 &2 #ili# 5000 1X).

1) MEFEE IR BLAI TR AR, SEEENNAE, BERR. BERR. A
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JRTER AT, ERER(LES): Al TR SIEER BN 5% =—-4.28, SE=0.85, p<
0.001); Al T B fidid | £ R s m S 1E £ R (W R0% =-1.86, SE=0.42, 95% CI =[-2.72,-1.12]),
ST AT 5 SR R4 B S A A R (11 %A% = —3.51, SE =0.68, 95% Cl=[-4.89, -2.25]), VHj@ KA+
A RKREAS B (380N = —0.23, SE = 0.21, 95% CI = [-0.65, 0.19]). /RN {E —5.60, s RNAH
N—9.88, HHAM AL i S ALN ) 56.68%. IXFKEA F R TR HALTRRTE Al TR S SEERZ IR E
EHARAER, BRI AER-

Table 5. Results of mediating effect test of writing anxiety

5. BIEEEHRNMNRIER

A EIEES ¢ PrifEiR SE tfl p fH 95% & {5 [X [f]
Al ] — B £ 8 (B AUY) -4.28 0.85 -5.04  <0.001 [-5.95, —2.61]
AL~ B EFTR-SIEEE -1.86 0.42 -443  <0.001 [2.72,-1.12]
Al = PAE T R~ B EE -351 0.68 -5.16  <0.001 [-4.89, —2.25]
Al T H—HJE TR~ BIEEE -0.23 0.21 -1.09 0.277 [-0.65, 0.19]
SSL(AL A —~ B AEEE) -9.88 1.02 -9.69  <0.001 [-11.90, -7.86]

2) XEJEEMR PR DA TREMAhERRE, A EMARALE, BEFRR. AR
Ry HEGR KNP N EE. GRER: Al TEMHXN 25 5 BV EEAN R #(B =3.62,SE=0.91,p<
0.001); Al T H A FHdd B = 75K A0 m 2 > B 3= P (1A 482240, = 4.85, SE=0.76, 95% CI = [3.37, 6.33]),
L B T R TR B 2 ) B B ME(A R =2.73, SE=0.58, 95% CI=[1.60,3.86]), HEAEFHRAI+HA
b AN 5535 ()3 2008 = 0.21, SE = 0.25, 95% CI = [—0.28, 0.70]) . A A BUNAK Ay 7.58, BRNAE Y 11.20,
HA BRORE 7 R 67.68% . IXRIA I TR HJETRIE Al THRAH %3] [ E M2 A 8255
HAER, AR SRGHAER

6. Tt
6.1. £RA Al TEFEAXNBIEERERNF M P /THLE

W R LW, ARl AL TTH A A2 2 PR SEE T A i SR ER RS, 1X 5 Nguyen (2025)F)
W —8[4]. MBERREHEBMA S, HAZOPHIET Al TR 7HENE EF RS TR
K, M AREEE . £ 8 EFRIZM, ChatGPT RvF44: B Tk 5 (E 4 B DRt (W L 40 e | 82 4
RAEARAL), B P EE SIS IE T ), 358 7 2N BRI R AR, b T R iR R
FEAEIE 77 TEREAE RE R IZ TR, Al TR SEmHEVE A 4 L A U0 U0nT 35 Bh 2 AR PudUR B8 IEAR R,
EEBEIR IR AT iR “ TN T NS, 52224 e B AR S 15 O 5 U, AT PR “ B
JIARIBEN” PR )8 T SRR R AER, TRER AR T Al TR AMAE £
FoUNE, SR ANAPMER AR, REEFE - OE AR AR 7R RIS
6.2. RN Al TAFEAXNE B EHNEINE P

SEe L RGN, AR Al TRMAAW R RAFELW RN S  F M, X—4RRiIETH
Wy B R FE I R P rE R AN TR, BE R RS HER RS RPN T E.
EHFEFRKZED, Al TRITH TEREEHRT D “BmEF” (i, 2ATRER S JHESH
K, BEHESETR EEEITIE. VT IR, wisid DeepSeek AN MEAY & 15 1 B 5 1
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W%, BB EIR HARBOE . BRI E #2800 IR TRZ M, BARARHT TR M2 S B,

{H DeepSeek (IR E. 3 S 45 (A0 “ AR 0 BB ARIG BT, WT 3tk — 2D A 78 BAR SR 7 )il £ — 58 A L L AALL
RHF), AR R CBOE”, RN A REE AL RS F S ) S5 8 o, 1Y
SR CEAEILER T IRRIEBC R, BEMIRT ) B BN IR SRR IGE DM, TSR B IEAE
R 2 1 EHR T A AR 2 S E L S B, T 2] B BRI SR T AR T B B S A SRR &

IO
6.3. HERBR

1) GEGIAAMC AN TR, W “ALHD + BUT51T” MEEEEE. ZUNRR A Al T
BACNSEE A B TB, 51 S AN AT Bk dh e . AN EESE, R Inssxt SR, STik
WA DR TG S, B A A AL TR S B e 1.

2) T HBOEER VT Al BN SRIES), S R A AR K

@© AERRIHCLBEROI—— MU GIEESER DSOS b BB SR b,
FOURSEIRAE 3 ML BT AN “Hhia i HZER” « “ESCR AL FE PR A A A
MALRIL” ), A GBI G, MH DeepSeek H - ¥E BAEMIE S (i “MIE R . “IUE
JERERTT” « “MIEMBRITR” ) Al THEAGR BB e OB (i N3 ia] “iE8 iy wHES
TSR 3 NG LRREMER” ), HEAEMIERM . WESIFHESR. ZmEd%> 1T
R CEHEFIEF R, AT E T E SE IR I R (FERUE ), JF A ERFE S AT
AR B A AL, FE ORI A A B AR IR N SR

@ MEAEF R E TR R — “JE ARG SBEES "« RIE2AE TS E R RS, Kk
I > NFERZ (BRET < 70 7). $2T12H(70~85 73). IRF5ZH(>85 7). EIXIFEMIA, Wit “A) 7R mikts
1557 » A DeepSeek (1] “iHiRZUes + fj AUt ” ThEEER iR “is Kk Hh LU Ba ik et ik,
I 3R RAIE AR, R ), WA ERIOC R R, RS “REEXT IS R
THHREE “BogZiEie” , ALSeft “BIRATRIAEI + BOSSMEL” (e “aHrbl T Bak g
WRAR, AR EEMEEE, IR IR RIERIE 7 ) IUFAME “IEH 53 iiETt” . Al
BB A RAS AL + SCCRIBHETERR: " (o ia] “ WA SCRIIE S AT & SR SCESR, B IEAAT
B SCERTE, R4t 2 NGB F RIE” ). BAMESERUG, AL ERCME Bk S, R
A EED LR AR R R RS> 60% 7 ), BUM A XHEREAT — X —ksHETR 5, BDIRTH R4
AT/

© V8 7K R TR RG] —— “ALHB/NEUMESE” « DL “SGEFARME G LS, Kt
7386 NN, ARHE 1R SETEAARSCHIR(E B, BOWH ). ANHND TN “STIRHE R 7 “#
ORRIRIEG” o “HEIRES 017 AL« CONHEPRR T, el 3 B . A
DeepSeek fifi /N ME: WL 53 70 52 OCHRME RO, FIIERE AL SREC “ SCHRAZ O R IR 5 WA 52 R
Je, NHILFRAE ALBEAT “oAREER " AN EVFBTBG Al SR E R SRR (I AR e
EEHERTE. ARV ), MROSEEETSOREYE, R IR AN AL SRIC“ICREB SR 5
“AVEAANTRRE o BRJE S/ INEIR A L MR AR ISR, BUMERE E ORI M R, iR
A MBI RS SR R AR,

3) MnaExtAsE Al TERAEHIGE I MRE IR FUMMN AR B2 A IEF 2R MG AL TR, i ey vk
By NAR IR SREUE RUR B AT B IE Al R RN RS R, B IR S AR A I R 4 5 45 R

op
He /J o
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7. it ERE
7.1. MRGL

AR T BRAEEE, SRR TS B e H, RIT T A AL T RAE AR Rl
FAEGERIE S5 ) B BRI AL, SRR 1) BN Al TR AR 3 Rl %
WA GRS, BRI A M, 2) Al Al TR 2 2 A1 B 32 7 R 5 A7 K (A
SRS, I B EF RSB FERIEZRT A B M 3) HEHNRAE Al TREHES
TEEBRIR R P THMER], AR RAE Al TAAMM 552 3 BRI A ER .

72. ARBIRERERE

AR FAFAE TR : 1) BEAEARBGER B, (ORE — P isais Lk e, FEAREMAT
FEiThs 2) S0 A W (16 ), s LAE R A i Al T EAE A ARSI 3) RABUUEIE /41, B
FEEHTTUIEE, (HkZ ML RN SOE R % 4) RIEHAEMA N AL BRRRCR, AR
THREZE 5 7T REXS SEIR 45 R ARV T, RN RS54 2E /9 Prompt (B0 id)) b SeAE id etk it , ok
BN M L HAL 77 s e 45 REFE T, HACK: “Al RFR7 AE IR BN, SRRz Al
F. RS MAZE R KR RINTH; 5) RBEFEARN Al TR, EHfE5HTZE
I o

RARWEFEAT ML T IT ST : 1) W RFEAVEE, EIANRR R ANRER I SE LA, 37
THITFLA RIS & 2) TPRKHBERDITE, HITAEM Al TAAM KRN 3) R L# )
S SAE R, R P A AT A AL BRI A, SEREID Sk Prompt (B iA]) I S ARl R MR, RN RE
“Al FZIRT AR ASEIAN AT, G S FUERE FOE VIR BRELER) IR 3 AR A (2 M B 5
4) SINHTIAE, RIUAI TR R 2% 5] UKt T 45 R A5 .
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