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Abstract

Writing engagement is a crucial predictor of writing competence. While abundant research exists
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on writing engagement in foreign language education, few studies have explored factors influencing
EFL learners’ writing engagement in Al contexts. This study aims to explore how EFL learners’ writing
motivation and enjoyment affect their writing engagement with Gen-Al tools. Based on social con-
structivism, this study conducted a survey of 410 Chinese university students. Data were collected
via the Question Star platform and analyzed using SPSS27.0 and AM0S29.0. The main findings are
as follows: In the context of generative artificial intelligence (Gen-Al), EFL learners’ intrinsic writing
motivation and enjoyment significantly and positively predict their writing engagement, while ex-
trinsic motivation negatively predicts writing engagement. Enjoyment plays a partial mediating role
between writing motivation and writing engagement. Intrinsic motivation acts as a key driving force
in enhancing students’ writing engagement, while enjoyment serves as a critical emotional bridge
through which motivation is translated into actual engagement. In light of the foregoing quantita-
tive results, this study offers empirical insights into EFL learners’ writing strategies and instructors’
writing pedagogy in the Al era.
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1. 5|

SYERAMERE I FIE QARG 7, MR R S S S A AP E B bR . EAEGIME BIEBCE
W, RS F RTINS S AR . RUCR KA SEEES. S5ERE NS, BEEE RN TR
BRI K E, ChatGPT. Gemini. Sf1. DeepSeek. Quillbot. Grammarly %5 T B/ 72 B FH T 5 /4
By, R #RALSERE R AR BRI EERIRE . SRS S CREESE SR . AL (N TR EE) T
HIsR TS5 EMEMER, R T SERE, [HWArR TR, REMEH. FERBEE .

DA T2 0G0 Al TEMIIRE. FOR, B IR AR % ST HE SRR AN . 285 56 S
BRAE A R, SIESINL. BRI SME S ) BRSO R &, (HESENRET, =&
Z IR RAER Z SRR 7S o BT Uk, ARFARREN TR FH/MESEE, #—PE T 5E
BN AL SR Y5, F8 T ESENILEEESIRIT R, NG SAH B I A gt T
WA, AR RIME AR BE S 2] 5 5 EBCE S BR R At T SHIEM F R .

2. XahsFd
2.1. S{Ezhil

NSRIUAWT L H 8, FEBCTHIE T TR S MR R, AT FRE B RO E B A SIS A D
PUBER RO 5 . X —BRHESE T, LRI N sl SMEREhHLS N EBBHL. BT A iAW &
TAHUARTC A2, IS FE X R TT Uil o ARSI i8R 38 Bl A B 7 R AR P 35 2 K T AT 20
AN ARG R . BT A ESIILI IMA S 5 iEsh IUOUR T X e A & . fEHE Sk, A ES)
PUEH 3R =AE IR — R A S, B ARAERRE Shae R (& T 25 — 2 ot Py it
Pl =RARBI NN, BIAMRDE 2 TR AR R R RE T AT AR S BRSNS 4R AR s
RIRAMITEES) . AN RE AN . SR SINERT =FIB, =F e BREE LAAE
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2.2, iR

Csikszentmihalyi (2004)K¢ it 5 PR ANELX 73, IO A A B 5 %5 7 50 ik e Ja ik 46 2]
FISEARIR[1]. 7655 il 5 S99, Dewaele & Maclntyre (2014)¥5fi bt i1 3R T2 ST #1485 B 1 e
2R, A e AN R SO S8 & 2 2 BB I AT IE I 7 I U, S TR ) Stk i gk Re 7y,
TGRS 26o0) 2 S RORIISE R [2] . AR N S Eh WL BEAH SR B B 2L A &, i o SO “— Ay
Phlik 5 e 0BG BAE I SR 2RI T AMARAE DO BT 55 1B SR BRI N FES) /) 7 [3] (Dewaele
& Maclntyre, 2016).

2.3. BIERA

OIS B R LT 20 t4 30 AR, BWTH TOBESEE A, ME, FEIBRANBHBNHE
OVER AU B BB, 1990 AEAR DR EE 232 872 O&3E Kinderman (1993)f8H, 22 A MIA T & %
SIIE S IS D4 [4]. Garcia AT Pintrich (1996) MPEF HAR Ry O BEFEN 5 25 5] 5 H 42 A AR B [5] -

BAERNAE R FE S S T, fe SEEESEL RS 5 DGR 5N S (6]
SERNE—NEERNZHME, EEAREEERN . T AN RN =AM BRI [7]. 15
RIENWE J S SR G 26 SR AT RBRANERIUNE . B S 3312 5% BA8A7 8 IV a4
Pff. SR E RS OIEER . SR, JLEAS I E R SR I . BERAE
SANELL WS IR EN RN E RN, SEERIRRAGEREER, EREMAE T
—BIRANIRR

24. £EBRR Al 5= BB

W& 55T Transformer ZE44) (1 A4 e A TR ZRoR1E 5 BEAL ) tHE, HORIREE T I B SRV UK AE T ERZ)
A, H AT — e R AR N T8 B8 T B A ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2022). Claude (Anthropic, 2022) . DeepSeek
(DeepSeek-Al, 2024) L & Gemini (£H#k, 2023)%5:4%,

AN T e TH R A SR #H S KRN ), ZENES ARSI &R, R TH
AICARI G TB S R Re I 08, AR BOEVE IEMI A) 7, JFREBD S 1 AR OB T TE R 454, Reg Rt 2t
B BRI A AR R BR8], AR B S AR AR IA Y A S s, X T H A O
MR, AT RS S R B S R

3. RFE
3.1. WMRiE)E

AN TR RE T RN R, SMNESE S 2 10 S 1SS W R ] S 5 B 2
3.2. FARIIR

AHF TR T [ ke, Aok B b [ A 11 430 A ASRHE Bt 7B (B 2k 236 44, Lok 194 4)5%8
BT 2 BINAERIES . A K2 H0Z U5 (88%) AR TE 19 & 22 H 2 H], 51 A% A (12%) M HE 22 % L)
L. RS 5HRAENZHTER, GRS REH TR, RILMERZE, (IR K, X
KRR ARG R, AN ENEE RS T2 555 08290588 10 4, T34
RN 12 4F,
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AR AEE N EER A TR AE TR SRS, AR SRS . 1035 G w0
3, B NS ESENERGEE, BN E8. EFRMATELL. B NG ER, S5 E
HHL WIS ERN =AY . AR S H5E R, ARERLAER.

KA AINAES % T B NIMEC ST TR R, 4G LR BT T 5 MEIT . SESPIE
FEKYE Noels (2003) 115 5 5 Il ] B R —— N BN SMEINLE TCENL &R, HSH THmEH
FITE X (2008) 18 1T B K 5 AE S ML iR 45 [10] -

W2 R RS (2024) AR S AEM N M 46, ZHBS5 T 2555 A (2018) 5% Hh [l v HH AR Zw il
M iEM i ER, X R Z R R — P Sgm, T B R AR RS A A A BT T 5 ) 9
Rt K~ [7] [11].

EAEFNR MR IR A PR (2023) IR AR SR IR B 22 S N S RPN B3R [12] . i@ R 15 ¥, &
EVUANGESE : NN TR AT RN SN, T E K AEIMER KT Ah, R
W22 7 Parsons 25 A (2023) I BAE N BRI N FE[13].

VEE TE FUIL AR A0t J B 3R rp 030 7 R I A T BHIBORI VR RS, il 5 U & A A 85, B AR S
GHEME. R, AT IE RS R AR 3 26 B, o 9 1R S s, 5 EMN RN, 12
EMESERN. WA, WEE M RAERRER IS, ETERESSTH . RiEZFER
RAMERMNAGARSHEEH, AHEETNMT: “5” RE “wa2FE”, “47 FK “HWKFE
=7, 3T RE “AHpm” . 27 RE AFEE”, U RK “EEAFERT .

A 9T i AE 28 °F 4 10 35 £ (https:/iwww.wix.cn/) & AR 17 %, 2 J5 {8 ] SPSS27.0 5
AMOS29.0 R AFxf ) B B AT Gk 5 b . ARER I B E RE, (EE e AT IR S, FEACRE
TE A B AR 1 s o

e, SRR E S R — B R E M. KIS B R R R A o REL. FREEH o
REBUETEREAE 0 2 1 20, REEME, RGBS, — KM, 0.6 2 0.7 XA T{E B ¥
A3 0.7 & 0.8 Z A AEATTEE; 0.8 & 0.9 Z M A AIER T 5E; 0.9 L ENIB A R A [14]

Table 1. Description of sample features distribution

= 1 BARFES gt

T IS W B4l
5 226 55%
el
& 184 45%
18~20 272 66%
g 20~25 112 28%
>25 26 6%

Table 2. The results of reliability of questionnaire
2 EERIEER

i g Cronbach’s alpha 1& iH
BAEFHL 0.903 1~9

fai ot 0.895 10~14
EEHRA 0.921 15~26

ERLN 0.912 1~26
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MW AE TR 2), & BT O o RECN 0912, & =N TR D o REUY
KT 0.7, RWAWTITHEREA RIEFIN S 55K,

Table 3. The results of validity of formal questionnaire
= 3. [EHESER

;3 KMO HiAH
e 0.820 1~9
Ao 1 Ja 0.865 10~14
BIERA 0.941 15~26

ERIN 0.859 1~26

SRR (LA ) AT TR M B B & 1 T 70 fr . BAESIHLAEER) KMO {Eh 0.820, A
AT T 00T WbUR4ERE ) KMO fE24 0.865, EAMATHE T/ SERALEREN KMO HA
0.941, AEWEEHTHE TN =ADYEREMEZEESY p <0.001. Kk, M=A205 KU EEHERE,
BEM T Tt

3.4. BRWSERAS 4

A TR S 5 6L B 26 38 0] 80 i) A Dy e BRI TR . 2 —A A R8s, StiEl
WA 430 f, HAA R4S 410 4, RTHT RS0 0T BT A inl 45 04 5ok FE & SPSS27.0 k% AT
AT

A5 SPSS27.0 55 AMOS29.0 B, R 45K 77 FEAR AL (SEM) J5 7%, 4% Collier (2020) ) 11K
B ) A BR AT AT [15] 0 BB —, AT AN TAHREEE, B 8UES MG EE KT 30 7). 26
=, RS i, HE S SIS S . FER G RE T DA R IR L, AR R
A ARE . 3=, THESE TR o 25 RRER. B, Utk K75 (CFA) R
BRI R E R, AEHE SR ST AT IAE RS, BB T4 M Ima ROR . b4k,
PE IEFRE(MI) XA FEAT VR 2, BAR TV 2 o d RS TEFia H500] B 1) PR AN 5% 22 A48 B 3G AR DG B8 4%, IF[R]
WO G R R B A A IR L. BRBIEEHEMAEE, ERUERmERRE. &5 —P1ERE
ROERIG B b I 35 R F R TT . G5 PR TR R 7 E AR MR TR R R, BRI R AL
HEE MRS, T R BB T S TR RS AT, DU ISR SO AR A, IR B SRS,
Tt S SAER N Z AR &

4. MRERS1TiL
4.1, MG

FT I E AT 3.626 & 4.018 Z[A](WLF 4), i B2k B4 BRI 008 S5 EshpL, HAES
LB e FE A BRI DAL . S EIRRHEZE A T 0.676~0.964 2 [W], R BHFEA/E B30 I B HURE S
&, AU TER. AN, WTNRFTR, S 4EE T A AU KT =K T 0.5, UF B
IR B RUF IR ), SRR AR,

4.2. (BYEKIE

Rk e A S R EBUE S X BUEPIRZ M . ASHE T AT AMOS29.0 #ft, i Je ikt K 57>

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.147671 499 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.147671

AT

HrAS G ) B4 2R 5 RO, A UG e 5 B ARR ( L G B, DL Ay B AR IR 7 S5 M & e i« R
W TR IEFEE M R AT LA B . 2 IESR B R A E R BRI SO SCBR 4, IR B &
WGBSR S ARG . RN RIEILE)E, HEHETEREMERE, HEE&IERRLRI G
FhRE

Table 4. Descriptive statistics and factor loadings
= 4. IR RURME T

Br WE =¥ FIE PR BT 8
1 410 3.815 0.817 0.878
2 0.860
3 0.760
4 0.735
e 5 0.732
6 0.685
7 0.629
8 0.604
9 0.525
10 410 3.626 0.964 0.812
11 0.837
fi 12 0.833
13 0.845
14 0.796
15 410 4.018 0.676 0.781
16 0.779
17 0.769
18 0.764
19 0.734
1IN 20 0.723
21 0.679
22 0.675
23 0.662
24 0.662
25 0.660
26 0.659
Table 5. Convergent validity and discriminant validity
=5 REHESXSWE
5 HF AVE (>0.5) CR (>0.7)
1 G 0.63 0.86
2 i ot ek 0.55 0.81
3 EEL(ECIN 0.52 0.91
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A 5T 2 B Collier (2020)FIF FLEE W, @I 1 XL B H 55 E (CR) 5 T H Z X I E(AVE),
SRR RE IR . 7 5 s, FTAEZERN YT ZXBEAVE)S KT 05, IFEAREXRES
W R AT .

Table 6. Confirmatory factor analysis fitting index

= 6. WIFMEF oA

2Adf CFI TLI RMSEA
SEFR I EAE 4.574 0.932 0.912 0.07
Cut off {& <5 >0.9 >0.9 <0.1

T BT RITEAM S ZRAR KNG, BIAHT SR 2/df < 5 FEAB & I 2B hriE

S REIE S )G, SNSRI TSR E N, FRIH 450 5 R S sl s 40 &
MR BIF(GR 6).
43. RigER

SEECHAVRIEENSESINL. PR S BERN=FREZE Y58, AR DL FIRE 7R
o

% 1. WAESIHLHE DR B3 B R, B% 2: WESINI SERNER B3 B, )
W 3: AMESIHL TR E A B E R R 4: AMESHHLE SEHRN B B E B R, Bk 5:
far e B B AE SN AT B2 E 1A R

H1
H2

H3

v

H4
Figure 1. The hypothesized structural model
B 1. FigsstEs

Gama, AR 1R, BARE, R R a8 4 R A N TR BE IR N
S SRR R R

4.4. GERSHAYNIHER

I AR e A B O BT FUBOR AR i, SR R AR R T B Fe A 2 b TS 5 hnuEE A, A S
G RCR R WHERAMEIE R AR, MBS 1EE SN, S SRR = 18 11E
MR FETZEMBEREEILL T AR R ROLE 7), A VTR BT
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Table 7. Hypotheses test results
F= 7. RILKIEER

BB B p t {t(>1.96) g
H1 0.364 p<0.01 6.141 Supported
H2 0.342 p<0.01 5.847 Supported
H3 0.236 p <0.01 3.461 Supported
H4 -0.14 0.053 -1.87 Unsupported
H5 0.307 p <0.01 5.531 Supported

BARGE RN ]AESHHL AT IE [ TR (HL: p = 0.364, p < 0.001, t= 6.141); WTEBIHLY S 1EHNIA
FfEEA B3 IE MR (H2: = 0.342,p < 0.001,t =5.847); Ub4bh, AMESHHLEED IE ) HUMMG P (H3: g = 0.236,

p <0.001, t = 3.461); gt AT &3 IF ) T 5 VE#E A (H5: g = 0.307, p < 0.001, t = 5.531). {AfFEREIIE,

BRI, SMESIHLTCIES TN S EHR N (H4: f=—0.14, p = 0.053, t = —1.87).
BT B SEM I, Wbl CHEsEnlE AR AR S, 1E3& S Collier(2020) ) 5 M B2 -

JEr NG, PR IR EAEEIRL MRS SRR KA RIS ASHT T AMOS 29.0

TR B 2000 R EEZHFE S 95%E (5 X (7], 5K Bootstrap H AL (< 8).

Table 8. Mediation test
% 8. A AR

(a)
95%
B 12 we  xm s BERE pmess o pfr 4R
TR ERR
WAESIHL > Wbt > SIEHN  a*b (AR 0198 0.090 0.392 0.076 2599  0.009
WAEFNHL > fhifh a X>M 1054 1001 1.108 0.027  38.833 0.000
it > BIERA b M>Y  0.188 0.079 0.296 0055  3.401 0.001 B/
WL > BIEHRA ¢ EEAM 0393 0.265 0.521 0.065 6.029  0.000
WEESIHL > BIEHRA c BN 0591 0532 0.649 0.030 19.895 0.000
(b)
95%
e we o ofs  BFERF o sl pfa AR
TR ERR
AMESIFL > il > SYE®RON a*b  [EERLM 0233 0.150 0.278 0.033  7.065  0.000
SMEZINL = fhifh a X>M 0551 0407 0696 0.074  7.495  0.000
faith > BIERA b M>Y 0422 0.370 0474 0.026 16.038 0.000 #4rh4
SMESIHL = BIEHRA ¢ HEEAM 0270 0.191 0.350 0.041 6.667  0.000
SMESIHL > BEHRA c BN 0503 0407 0599 0.049 10.282 0.000
SiE A TR i a5 R G T A N A IR BE , ATER RS IR R

() FEAMAN TR BEIEN, NAESIHLEENS 1E 7 FI AME 7 2] & I S AEM RS SRR
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(b) AMEZHLAT IE FIBEIR AN 2 51 2 005 AR BUR . EX 5 (E B ACT AR B A A A

(¢) BLERTE M ERIHL. SMERIBLS 5 RN R et R AR 5 h A

RHFFEY], M BB AERE 2 51 % 00 P 1R E L A5 (05 B0 B 2090 2 2 5 b A Pk
AT RER L EN AT e RN S PR 46 552 T 73— 46 4 B0 BV E 00 6 (H2: I 7EZDAL
~EERN, £=0342,p<0.000). AT, PTERIHLR (R 5% (R (LR bR 2 TF RS2 2]
o RasE I 7E D 1)

°
&

& a
053 087 . 7
1 o I
€D IM1 & 8
0 1
€5 M2 o)
T ] 04;
= q 114 £19
€7 M3 & €
] A N , 043
1 00 E
&L 15 : &
05, 1.04 y Udg
1 )
€9 IM5 2 % )
s
1
- ) L\ @) o @
€19 EM1 R < . L
1 P "~ S 03,
1) EM2 134 A . 9
€12 EM3 s 129 043
L) 1
E4 £29

Figure 2. The structural equation model
[E 2. R iEEE

A R (R AT RO P 2) B T A ST B HER . 0, MURMUIR B, SME 5] %
Fy P E 5 A S LA U DL BB AR P T SR N, S RERS BT AR T AR 2 R I BERA, 750 B T 4y
BB TERDHLEE 1 N SRR NAT N AR R AL R S (R HLRER, S5 AL REeh OB 4% 12
WA, SRR B, 0K, MBI ORI AR, TTATASE . WK K s
2 PR R TN S (RN . X ULU), bR Sh S 2 RN S (AR 55 I P 7E 30 1)
5. &5

AT R AR N TR TS BRSNS ST % B IR BN URA o 5 (SN OB, BF 4%
SMEB I 51 550 Bl 2 T IS AR, BT

(—) RHSMEZE S H B R

B, 2 RIIRACAME S IR ST R O N . BRAE A FIZE R (2018) G, 2R BB 5] 2, 1
{50 L SEE M AL, B S L B S BB 2151 38—, 222E AL N ESIIL, LULIRTT SRS 5,
TR E A (S MRS . 2R MR BRI, 76512 I b E Bl R IUE F R B, 463 B 55 fE R
MKMRIE. $=, SAMEDIRIALHERR, SoRASEES, ABEMRERNEIETL, ¥
S0 N T R T S S T

(=) REAMEBOTRE R

P, BT SOE S B R R RS TR, o0 R R R, IR RN,
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RIENAEGIEZLAFHL, BEMIRTHAER TGRSR 5=, G SRR, JEBITH LRI
HSNLERERR. ERMBAERRES, FREHRTWAMN, REEBRREMATGE SIEHAE
B o TN 51 222 R R A B AR Rt AL R, R R R 2 A A M e 5 B £ 22 SR 7T,
SCHL S AR IR B . BT R AR ER A E TN TR BRI RE SR B 1 = T U ENL, B
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