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Abstract

As generative Al has become widely used in translation practice, how Al-generated drafts shape
post-editing and affect translator subjectivity has emerged as an important issue in current re-
search. Within this context, the present study investigated the priming effect of generative Al drafts
and the impact of such drafts on translator subjectivity in the translation of tourism promotional
texts. Specifically, three translation conditions were compared: generative Al translation, expert
human translation, and expert post-editing based on Al-generated drafts. Results showed that post-
edited translations were closer to the Al-generated drafts at both the textual and semantic levels,
indicating a pronounced priming effect in post-editing. Meanwhile, revisions to Al-generated drafts
mainly took the form of local textual refinement, whereas deeper interventions involving substan-
tial rewriting and structural reorganization were relatively limited. This suggests that Al-generated
drafts not only exert a sustained influence on post-edited output, but also constrain the exercise of
translator subjectivity in textual rewriting and structural reorganization. These findings help to
deepen our understanding of translation production under generative Al conditions and provide
empirical support for workflow optimization in professional translation practice, the judicious use
of Al-generated drafts, and the repositioning of translators’ roles.
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1. 5|8

AR, ARG A BORBSR AR, BL ChatGPT AR AL i AT T B CAE R sk e 45 212
o BRI, AR R AT OB B 20 B RZ I AN DR B R B 5 AR 4R T, SEARELAERT T e 2%
BFSOB S RERREAN N R, K% T ALRIRG A 5 200 Ja ST P R RR s, DL A 2 KRS b3
Wi P EARE AACHE, DU AT FU o Z 0B SEUE B W o JE T, A SC AR AL SCAON IR R, AE
At AT B LEMOLEIRE ST AL WIR AL SO R =Rk T, BREAMEN AL MR R R 3
RONE e ot B EARPERIRE M, IRt — DX R AL N Ja B33 SO BRATL R S (4 S D B AR R T R

2. MHEREGRIAR
2.1. £BR AL 8iF, FEHEESFEEEMEMR

FEERGN AL 2 M TG SRS I 5N, BT R SCiE Ok 4 RV R i e B 5. A
SCHR L EEH Se A i AL ESCRIRTIE S AERR P A L S LA B X o BRI (1] (2] AR BT 7T BE
2 RIEA R AL R AREE S P A AT AHUEME IS R S 30 L R IR 3] [4]0 G
WM, AR ALEE SRS, ERESTEAGE B BSS T AA —EIRH([5] [6]. (HEAERITE
Hl BRSSO TEBRAC BEANE FIE OS5 7 T A7 A2 WY R SRR, BT 28 2 F) B3 55 R I AT A T %
7] FEREE BRSNS TS B3 M A2 fe,  MORHIEFL I BGETE fl ik — By R =AM Al 25
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B R R L RSO L PR . TEIX — B AR N, BEJE dn iR M S 0 B 7R 2 AR
e, ARG AL BSOS BN AFRE A, RV NI NE S g IR . AR L2 RH R 7L 5
S, PRI A AT N, Wi — MR E. ERHE, R EERE TANESZH
R E L E M 2 B S AIN TIAR 8] [9]. HGRHAR S @I AR . HE RIS A & Bk A2, AR O
TEBECA RG RIS, FRHRHAMBHR Z . PR D 32 R0 PR I 8] 352 5 0 1 i O 66 8 2 1) A QB R 3%
[8] [9]. AL BHVEMI) V2 N FHFFELHES) BF 5 St FU 40 BT DO WU, ST 000 A9 8 A5 8 e 0 A0 e A
JE BB 5 B R SO X — S R 52

TE AT A NFIEI R RE A, 20 S5 0 il 2 A Bt AT W0 B dm e i 22 51EF . AL
B OER B AL XS —EfRE LR ES N TET, (HAHXHE I 3 2L T AL N .
IR K AMIMED FEETTTH[10] [11]0 KT X Fpszm @& 5 2t — BRI B R 1 E B8, BIA:
B AT WG A2 75 2 AE A g R PR L R B BT, IR A SO IR TR AR L, LA B FEAT)
B Z AR UESE o

5 RSN AR AR I, A il AT 5 T B R E e O BUA T I, A2 piat AL
(R R IEAE B PEE S I F AR THESM S IMERR, IR BISeRiR R . BOL A 6 K
NHUIMEI TR B 0GR [12] [13]0 AHRARFE —J7 48 H, AR AL FF RGP R W REE 3, Tl
HE ZRHRE . HIE. RIESREEHSEEEMHEES10] [14]. RN 57 HEBRE, &N ALRE
BARBEE WA RIS, 54 R DR R 5 108 BB BRI R R I Se bR e [ 10] [12] [13]. Hauk, BUAHHF
FEH RV H R A A AR R AT A NS 1R ARV I TG B HAE BB ITAT b AR SR,
HH BT FORGLIN &, BlSeRd R B ORISR, (HAD R E 2 BB R e
WA A R TR, 0T AR el E B AR SCA I T AR 2 BRI RSB, AHOC UL B
Ao HET U, BEBE— DT EARMIAR, BUE DB AL VIR 1S S8 5 B AR 1 SR
RPN —HHESE, S5EF MR BRI IE L 5 BRI MBI 25 & 5%,

2.2 IRFEAXABERRARERE

FEFAASCAZE R T, i i B A% SCAON B 44 il AT A N (KR SO LI AR AL 1 8 3@ VIR 9 5t
Ro HTAREMERAEEB S GUEMIIAE, BUSRSOA S RE ORI 2 13 ) G 0 0 S rPOGH o 2 0 R I B
Flgeix —302K, PASCIRE AN iR DhReRIRES . ASBES . RIS A LA RIT T B8+
BN, EEWRRZAREN . SCARE . ALRRECR 5RIB RIS & H[15] [16].

FEREFETT i L DA R I B PR TE A AT DA 22 56 P8 1) 98 S ) RV AR AT S S 5 D T, SIRIE T VR ARG
AR BIRGIG R O T BR AR R ELA% SCAS (B R R B BB, (R0 AR B AT E B R Sk
f iz, HRRYER H e B JRBIE T, iRl B A% SCASEH R T T A% O i) R AN 1 3 2 SRR
FARL, T AL IR U0 £ b e A A T i &350, BLVA e B COIT AR A i AL 1R kil B A%
SRR N AL, B EZA SRR TS R R IR AR AL S R

T ERBIFUBR, A SCE R A AT WG IR E S R808 K Hons 32 AR R IR o 7E iRl A
SRR, ASCRASGR ATRIRG . RN TS L5 R SN — D HESE . R SCAH L
KA BAGEIERE S BARRBAT N =R S . BARSE 0PN 0F 7T i L,

WEFC I B —: (BRI AL SCAS B p, AAE X AT W A 6 1 7 5 S 108 SCR B ERE I R 3 3L
S ?

WEFCIRE . R, A AT WIRR Q0 T Sma B AR R, LR mAE AN R G R AT I H
AT RRRFAL ?
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3. &g
3.1. ARt

AW IR B2 450G LS B0 0T, DAAR B2 1L A 8] BB St Je 5 DX BT X R 1) 8 68 it e B A SCAR R S
R, Ml AL BIEE(GPT). TR MSIEEMHT) 55T Al ¥R % 535 44 (PE) = Fh B B 441,
AN TRIR R A5 A N BRSO T LU T . RIS /NRIE I i), AR SC45 A8 chrF++. BERTScore-F1 5
HTER %fibr, MBESCHIIC R B GR 4R IEE 5 B AARRmIAT N = ANGERE, AN RIRH IR 2 10 1 SCRFE
SR BRLHIEAT RGEH 52

3.2. B8

AT T LA R 2 1Ly R A L R S XCR R AT 8 ik i A% SCAR N ST kL. e, SR XA
RO SCA 4 0, BRSO AROK 4 5. ZHAIERGR RGBS 54T SI6, SUREABONR
5E» BEW AR 261 T B 0CRIL 515 B HAT5 AU EU AR SR R A D9 DRAE RS 26 11 LE B T LE A
A e ) 5 X o SR SCGEAT RV oy, TR ST B . (TR RE P L L S AL
ERSIRIEILR, EHURCLE) FEOME—bRiE, AEEXECLSEIL R SERRA, DR AN R SRS RRA 2 [8] 1 2L
X BT, ASCHE— 5 DR BN RN, XA T HRIBE S 2T, B SR R T L
CZRNLO GBS, DURIEA F B SCHE AT . TR 172 X FF Tt REANK T BT A 0 B
1ANMERGN AT ESC, 4 AT SN SCRT 4 AN 500 Ja il 1350 1200 55 L0 M A 4 Al S A BLE P
SRR TG — A

33. 85%

AHEFAE L FZMSLBIIEMT) S L K G mE(PE) AR 3241 T, 2] 1SO 17100:2015 [E FRbr#E[17],
5 8 LN RERFE . TASS5H AR ABA AL RECAMBRER, SRS
BHEEAEGE . MRS H5ERA, A0 8 AEHEG—KHE L RMIGP1~P8). 5501 5 i E
ANFEIF AR N RS, AW R H RILIEN S . REBHICAR 5 B R RS ETE, &
SCRAFRLT 7 eeh, b 8 B 8 M SUUARMTAS XL B 5P /L. Wik 1 fioR, B4 RHE BN
4 G MST R PRAT SR 4 R VR e AT S, BANFE DI AN SR A T AL BE R — i SCCAR . AHRIH, B35 SCAR 3R
13 4 A HT WRAAT 4 A PE WA %5 B 7 0 B A5 SCAR S 03 56 A 2 (813504 43 A VR 0N, AT PR
A 72 S 0 5 A LI T4

Table 1. Translator task assignment

F 1 OFEESHEER

FH A1 A2 SR 3 3OA 4 A5 A 6 AT A8
Pl HT HT HT HT PE PE PE PE
P2 HT HT HT PE PE PE PE HT
P3 HT HT PE PE PE PE HT HT
P4 HT PE PE PE PE HT HT HT
PS5 PE PE PE PE HT HT HT HT
P6 PE PE PE HT HT HT HT PE
P7 PE PE HT HT HT HT PE PE
P8 PE HT HT HT HT PE PE PE
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3.4. SLEEE

A FAEGE— BERAL S U] N IT R o AEST UL MIBA L SE . B SCHI TR B 0 Wk, H RS2 A0 By
Vg S B AN SUARARERAE B S 5L 51 SR, BN SCURSOR B & MFHEER .

TEA SR AL BRI RME R, R TP SO ChatGPT 5.2 TEGL—#n il R AR — IR $oRiBkd -
ALV, DLORIEAE BREDR 5 BAR R 55— 3.

£ HT FAET, RIEEIEAE S UM, WL F AR 7 BS54 o SCJR SO NSS4
IEAE FALES 8 B BT KT SRR . SR VA T I AN SR R IR T iAl . AR R BB A T Bk, T
BEHEHELEEEAE.

£ PE 6AF T, WO (RN 3RAG i SCIRUSC R HO [ AL TR, FFAEAHRIE 55 2R TR HIAR AT 58
SR JE i, IR R)E WA AR . PR T TR . MR XUMS — B SR, AR HEAT
LB, EANES . (EASEIYIASEFESUEMOGE S HR . RvrE RSN RIRS HT 20—

SRRSO SE U S W F0 3 K AT IR FRE AR PR FUN , S0 v SC R S e = 2R 9e S0 St AT V) 73 B3 5%
FERCRT EL BT ST 8T8, AF NG ST (K i«

3.5. MEEFESBIEIH

TEARF TSI BT, B 23 M 3 LU 55 J5 B8 U AT 8 ot(n = 172) &Lt . BRI S, 7E PE 5
GPT. HT 5 GPT Wbt H, 43504 4 A PE JRAEL 4 A~ HT WA 5 [F— GPT MRAHHT L JE BUAME -
MfE HT 5 PE MIELAH, WIXE 4 A~ HT MiA5 4 A~ PE WOARTE B 16 & 4t 55 BUSE .

R [E] B A ) J—, A SCR ] chrF++5 BERTScore-F1 7 &3 SCARE[ 18] [19]. A& 5B WL 575
AHRNCJZ R R B, 538 F 8 R WS SUZ 0L RE . AR L 4% PE-GPT. HT-GPT 1 HT-
PE =21, MSCHRARIIAENS T B0 A e BB TH B Ja A . it = ARBEXT LG, 5% PE EK 2
) FNR JEE A2 TR 5 F T GPT midE HT, A 1R 5l 3 S5 g = Hh v 0 8 32808

[l ZEAIE 7T 1) B, AN SR N T 3R 2 R (HTER ) 87 5 1% S0 22 8] F 4 B B 2010 AR SC 53 )5
GPT—PE. GPT—HT Fl HT—PE =4 J7 [d]_Eff) HTER, AHSHEHREITEXT 55 BT P 8B 578 B 6 11 5 e B
B WL B =TT cd HTER, 7 %% PE £ 2 KFEF FIE4: T GPT BE A RiAHEL, oi@idE
55 AR E AT . R ILEERE b, ASSCHE— 256 HTER 20 g\ Mg B 3 s A7 DY S84/ (201,
DAHE— 25 J W7 28 J G 4 (0 PR AT

4. BFR5VL
4.1. FRHRIBDAVIEN R B

NIEIE T, AR SCNERZ 1 AU 5 182 18 AR B AN J2 T X AN R B 3 25 R et
A7 R IR 7T T, A0 liH 8 PE-GPT. HT-GPT 5 HT-PE =41 % 2 [ chrF++5 BERTScore-
F1, DA EEVE 5 4 Hh 10 3 SCE B AU, o

MK Z R A AR, PE-GPT ) chrF++33{E &% =1, 4 76.000 (SD=10.125); HT-PE /X2, N 63.000
(SD=13.344); HT-GPT £f&, 4 59.000(SD=14.451). X —% R LW, HEFH. WICKREHEETRE
M, PEEgmiEIEC SR Al WIfa 2 AR RE T Bomp ittt M52, FamEitREENE Al Vi
BRI RRAELS, T RTERCRAREE RS 7 HBEA 1A &, SIS, HLE8 08 SN 1 e R BN 1%
i & o) A0 e 2 2 1] ) R B S AR 2R

MR Z1E A E , BERTScore-F1 78 23U H —HHIHEF K &R . BA&MF, PE-GPT HI4ME N 0.873
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(SD=0.052), =T HT-PE [£] 0.865 (SD =0.054)/1 HT-GPT [#] 0.851 (SD=0.061). Xi}i#, fEifkXKIEE
[fl, PE [F#ESE#L GPT ik HT. {HR3EREME, 5 chrF+HAHEL, —ZH3 304 BERTScore-F1 ) ZEfH
FHXTELAN, Ut BAAS [F) R R S5 A T I3 SCHE TR U2 1 22 5 A K (B RIMED, PE-GPT /54E1H X2 IR ¥ i
RARBARE, R AL WIAS I R FEA IR TRV AER JZ, TR — P e 220 L A N ERE
L= 2R T AR R R &R, A SCHE— 59 chrF++A1 BERTScore-F1 43 B H N R B L, FF4H=
ARARE. VERE 1.

PE
(41} )
GPT HT GPT HT
(a) chrF++iEE =fAE (b) BERTScore-F1F & = £f
7E: El(a) T IEE % 100—chrF++ 5, E(b)FIEE{E % 1-BERTScore-F1 5. FHE{HK/N, Fon
[FESES e 3N

Figure 1. Relative distance relationships among different translation versions

E 1. FEEFRAEREINFSREEXIEMNES KR

254 chrF++5 BERTScore-F1 B IUHE R KRG, BFFL 1A R —n] AR BBCA AR 12 DA R AT H)
T N BE At P 8 J G 08 2 SC R I HE S )R Bl N, T FLZ SN AR R 2 1A ) 2 TR R IS NS . IO
MU, X — 45 Jn) 15 Bhid e 2o CAU@RE . CAEF AR, e, MR B EE S
WIS BNS BRI, J5 S RIE A W 1R, a5 3 DL 78 A B X — eI S R 21 AE B dm iRt G 1
A AL WIRR IR IXFE— R BT S MR S TR T Ik . ANEAURIR S B AT 2, T
fE—E R LR T R BT e .

UbAh, (LGNSR PG B SO R, RS g IR Al ) A R, T — P 2 B SOARRFAE
B MA R R S H AR IL R0 ) 52 2 ARV 3081 [9]. B F AT sl S, X — RGN
o M TAESNERESL, ARl AL Wi I8 7015 S . & PR S R IR B 55 7 TH i R I B
[22] [23]. ZUbsmd, (EREmET, AW AL VIR ESAEIT AT ERE AR M. HIkaT W, 3fA
W TR 7~ (1) “HLARPIRR S 5 BT 71X —— MR, 7EAE R AL RS N3k T HNA R R St
WEke, BIAmE AT WIFRTE AT ReVE N — P PR HESE 2 5 e 24 B ST Al

4.2. R Al PITEEE AR ARE E R EI

N R BE A ) J —, AKSCiE—#5 He GPT—PE. GPT—HT 5 HT—PE =/>JjIa L) HTER, Jf7E it
BLfili FoK HTER 0 A48 BHIBR . B e SR ALDUSHRAE, DB SRR BT 3 B AR TN T P g8 J2 T

EE AR G 45 B2 >k, GPT—PE (1) HTER $3E K, 4 0.180(SD=0.102); HT—~PE X2, 4 0.270
(SD=0.137); GPT—HT # &, 7 0.320(SD=0.153). iX—4% B 507 SCARBUE 2 B A B EDIE . HTSCR 8,
PE 7£ 3 217 4] 518 218 XA E Y EH5E GPT. HTER #3375, XA A FARTI 45 5 A
oL, SEARBLAAE B R A AR SR . AT S, GPT—PE A HTER £A%, UWiMA¥ GPT #IFafEtich
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% PE BT E N mBE R/, MHEZF, GPT—HT K HTER &, RUIE LIS N TEENSHR,
GPT B35 N T3 SC 2 RN A77E B8 K G 4 P 2

W i@ —AHt, HTER Frgni A e sOm X — a8 se, MR B ammER R b
W Al YIRS REEHEZL R AIBh & AR . AWE R i 5, X — 45 vk AR el AT WA X 3 44
PRI 29 1 S R B ) Y M T T 4« B BRI AR S 5 AT, AH L] 52 B J I (1 B4 2 [ RE X PR

B J5 A S — 04 HTER 20N IR B GO URHRAE, S5 R NE 2. Bk E, =M
7 38 LA o R ERAE, AR [E) 5 1) (R R LU RS = 47 2 I R BORTE T IR 25 5% 3t GPT—~PE
ME, GHAL T B miE 2 A R LB A Z T 588 S A, MIBRIKZ, AN SALET & b A
BN, RHEAERERNE, B LR RIC R M BB 50T RARKF. xR, Bt
AR AT WIRR BT E B4 T R RIS Z A, B 2RI AE S B ISR /N B R
1, TR R R AER T SR EAMEWERSREN T, 5R4WA M, X —REE 2R
J1. GPT—HT 5 HT—PE HIRFEM: LBy FE80E, H_FMBAKFH U ST GPT—~PE. Xt
B, Tk GPT W5 N HT, /&K HT %N PE, MM T NE K. ok, § i 28
(AR LI 45 JAE HTER #1E 0 A i3k A3 T ik — B ENE: PE 2 T LA 2L GPT, S8 IEAE T 1% f5 4 32 22
RN RFAET 10 =l 18] 172 8 Ak 45 440 PR P55 A

G RE, VEFHFERNUNEEZ AL VIR, 10 A2 58 i 5 46 s A0 2D e N S5 85 0006 L T8 T S5k,
R SCR I E MR AAER., X2 RSP AGHSINUER . CEMRIEL, MEERE BN Tk
FRAE A T S R IO I L7 =, A8 5 8 Sl s b S8 s R = i L [24]. Bk, X T
BRGNS, A s AL YIE OB e 8 g R I, PR3 5 SRE 1T 0 5E 2% 5 IR BE A 135
AR RETF . FHUEAT L, ASCHTE “REE AR, SRR A R RS g P R R, TR R
FEERNK AT VIR TR R, PEEAEEWER . CAES SEWEA S22 5 EgE, HE
P B 2 3 [t BEAT 1R ST /NELRRAE -

Table 2. Distribution of HTER operations across different editing directions
% 2. FEI4R%E77ER HTER RES TR
(a) AN [F) G 77 10 4% R G 45 11 P 38 2 2R (SD)
iR 7 1A A A B AL

GPT—PE 0.019 (0.021) 0.040 (0.031) 0.110 (0.069) 0.011 (0.013)
GPT—HT 0.042 (0.035) 0.070 (0.047) 0.160 (0.073) 0.048 (0.031)
HT—PE 0.034 (0.021) 0.060 (0.034) 0.130 (0.072) 0.046 (0.032)
(b) REVGETT 1T % 2GR 7E A HTER o 4 Al H
YR 1] N7 IR 5 Bk H Bl
GPT—PE 0.106 0.222 0.612 0.060
GPT—HT 0.131 0.218 0.501 0.150
HT—-PE 0.126 0.222 0.481 0.170
5. &5

ASC VAR R 2 1 L ) < it DX PR A% SCAR iR R, A AL B B 5OMNI RS
BT AL WIRR 1L FF g = ARSI N, X 172 X SRR HET TR T AFFURIN: H e, PE
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f£ chrF++5 BERTScore-F1 PIIUfE R E35 GPT fRFFHmiZUT e, RMILLA M AT AIAR 9Lt i) 1%
Je R SO R B BN R R BN, HAZRONAE R SRR B SR T O S o R, WA AR IR
GPT—PE ) HTER ik, BtHI %54 ik B3R AL MRS R T I e, MgmiERiE
A%, GPT—PE Jj A EAMBI R ZERIUONE e, ML L LR, RYTEEXT AL MR AT 24K
BRI, T R T ) B A S I S S A .

AR XL EZARBAE AT T Ho—, ERTTURT, ASCAMUEE T8 5 Jn % SR 5 0D AT
WOk, it o M 7K AR T T R DA G e AN gy o e T, AESEERIR, ASCRYIAERR
X AL VIR AR LA E OAEH S EUGEE . Fik, £ bBsestkd, e H ALY
At B4 [ IS R 18 2 i EE K A RE 0 5 P BE 70, LSO AR SRATE 78 75 B2 503 ) B 1 i

ASORAFAE € JRPRYE. 55, WFFCIRRM IR TR S 3CA, 4518 1038 IV BT A R A2 BE 22 S0
KRG . R, ASCEEIE T R SORFRITELE, MRS & IRE) . il ke ik A L R MEE
i, DRI 3 A AR A B DA LA e A S SE AU . ARSI Tt — 259 R RHE L, JF4ha
AR 5AFRR A, 0 AR e AT A NBH RS B B R M 1 H S8 Dy 4T 1 % 52
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