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Abstract
This study focuses on the context of college students’ English writing empowered by generative
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artificial intelligence (AI). Using a questionnaire survey, data were collected from 379 college stu-
dents across multiple universities nationwide, and analyzed with SPSS 26.0 to explore the levels and
correlation between college students’ curiosity about English learning and their learning engagement.
The results show that: in this learning context, college students’ curiosity about English learning
and overall learning engagement are at moderately high levels; curiosity is significantly and posi-
tively correlated with all dimensions of learning engagement (classroom engagement, emotional
engagement, and behavioral engagement), with the strongest impact on behavioral engagement.
This indicates that generative Al can effectively stimulate students’ curiosity and promote learning
engagement. The study provides practical insights for English writing teaching: teachers can lever-
age Al to design tasks that ignite curiosity and focus on students’ emotional experiences to enhance
learning engagement. However, the study has limitations, and future research could deepen explo-
ration through multi-method data collection, investigation of different Al tools’ impacts, and longi-
tudinal studies.
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1. 53|

TE A5 K AR, AR RN 1% 6 (Generative Artificial Intelligence) 1F PARR PR 0 FE 55 S0 20 & 4% AT
JCHAE R 2 A il B R A0, o SR (A8 45 2@ H (1] 28 BN TR R A Sk i B 2RE 5 A B R,
RERS R AR ER LRI I AR Bt £ 8 2R S AE R M LA ST 0842, FT TR G 0B 5 1R
S0 2 REI[2]. XFFEARBIAN, FRFATESIEE R TH RN, AW, 7EX—H% )5
Bi R, SR L OEAAT ARIR A T WEZN, Ho 2 2] REG % I RN ZH R R/ H AR
X BREHRANIRIT

ST RENRAE A HES) 2R EAIR R AR HIAZ 03 (3], FEABGUN TR REF = M R I A B 5
W, HEOR T AR E AT R R AT . SEFEIR, F AR RS S SRR T
N GREERER AR, 2 B AE N TR R T ERR AN AR SR B2 ma o IR AN HIAT —#F FEAE AN
TR RERAE T 5 PG, AU B TR K EJOE SES I N LIRS, TR E TIEE
HlE A AR B RS R AL SRR, M SOE SR BRI B, AR E T A
NN TR B AE R AR TR SRR — 5 5L, W2 I SRANAKS 2% ST HONRIAE G R TF SiE it 78, DU A
SURH) R R AR Z% .

2. XHRGRIA

TEZE WA T, SRENAR S 2% STFENT 2242 2 ) U R I R e 46 52 0 . 8 e X IR
DA I Z B IR &R, — B2 B R B B SRENARAE 038 52 A 20 F 22 e 4 = & IR 7T
U 7T 0 3 NI AN B DA R B0 A5 80, FLr AR 770 5 22 A 2R R HUR & 1 B2 AH 5%« Litman
F1 Spielberger $&HIAKNLF AT AR, ALE PGS TR AR R R BROR FNAR R 2R . 718 5 2 2] i,
Mahmoodzadeh 1 Khajavy #4155 2% 2] SR AAK(LLC) & NE S 2= I R TG BON AR &, it 23]
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AV FHAME R DGEAT R, JEE T ULt UD BORL, R 73 o DLSHR g 3 v 1 R AN AR (LCFD) AT LA A KR
B 5 A SR HTBR(LCFD) [4]. X2 A TR A, SRENBICH 254 2 o) B B AZE/E A, 40 Eren F1 Coskun
RILRENER S b st SRR G

)N FIRE R BB W I E AR . Reeve W32 SUNSATE S G s h B S 5 T2 ([5].
Fredricks 25 A$RH 22 N =4Egit, BT NS5, BES S5\, [TASS5KRIUNY: 57
FREESE, WHIRS 5 KO B IR, NS 50T I OB N . J5oK, Reeve Fl Tseng 7E
IR EIGMEESI S S, RVU4ERERTY, Reh2 il E X e iR M k. R,
SIBRNE ZFRURBCE SR, El ok . AR 2555 .

SRENE G S SN Z AR R IR W2 W FCUESE T & IEMI SR, B Garrosa 256 A\ FE3E
FREEE BT, LA S Vracheva 25 AN SE [E K22 AR R 78, 30 R B 23 O REIE R TN 22 AR 22 1 S 5 1
HARZNE F 21808, iaxt b Em AR kM, S8E5 SRR G S SEERE EMX, H
H1 LCFI 1 LCFD # 5 &4 H2a 25 2 IEMIG, 3E—L 00 RIL, SRAERIIAS [F 45 X 2 S N
PEERIFIAAEZ S . LCFL 54728, 1R NS 5M SRR, T S5Resi2 5O R55; LCFD
NS5 s, o A E S 5 B3, H LCFD 42 I BN RIERHEA L LCFI 32
5E[6] o

R ERTIR, SRENARAZE ] AR AR 22 S R R R B EH, B # X R%Y). HurkiE A
TARERAR) WHERE, RN TR R AETESES N H AR V2, IR BUEE RS
MR, WK T —RINEH. EX—ERE T, 51K % ST PR T BRI . A
ORI T ) LA ) R

1) AN LR R ARE R RSB FIET 5t R, FRE IR AE JEE 5 o1 SRENBRRN 22 2] BEN K- W fe] 2

2) EAEMAN TR R ERIESEYE 5T, RIE RIS SRS 5 BN Z B
(O PSS

3. IRFG=E
3.1. B

AT VA4 [ 2 Pl s IR RS B I BT B, T2 RS 5 20 iz s . 3ERIOA RS 383
i, Xt A AR B B RBUE A TS R AR T, AIBR R B IR, AR RS 379 .
Z 5HENFERAAFER, Wk TR RSB, A B4 N 47.91%, L& 52.09%.
XA (R 2 BRI 10 4, B AVFIEEACEA T4 R DL EKE, BRBS R UF AR 2 1T K
AR BRI, TSR N T R RSB TGRSR I R R S TR HAA R
RNE KA SR

32. METR

AR SR G RS, BRSNS, B RAZEREARER, HT A
ZARTEAE A QN TR BEHEAT 915 S A 2 S I B b R 5 ST SR ANAR . S STHRNIE s 28 3B IR 23K
RS, W, FEH55, DB A FEBATEM L E LN ER.

SESDRABER: 5% Mahmoodzadeh fi Khajavy [4]4% 1 (118 5 2 S SRENBER(LLCS), 44
BN LR REAE JE S5 E % S N sl A7 ek . ERAE 11 NS, 1l “ FAR Jn3E dn el i Bl AT
RIAFAEFIERES)” 2 ALTR H SRR, FRE U A7 M AR RN 5 v B DR e e 7 & o IR LT A
X AL SR BT RE IR R AR . XIS AR ) AR EE S5 2 /N EE, & 5 AR PE R AR N T et
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1T YR B AR I ISR ANBOKF . EFRRHA R, 1K “BEATFE”, 6 AR “Baf
G, 13 EER I SR AR . 25, 1% EREA RIFI{E B (Cronbach’s o {H7 0.97), #efiEn]
SEHLI B 2E R R 2 SR AR . IR, @I B SO e M BOE & R T, BRI N R S M R
BB T AESZKT, MR T IR R R

FOWAER: 2% Gunue Ml Kuzu [7)HEERANRES H5EER, B4R TR AR5
BRI B AT R, Z BRI H AT A EANERE, IS 20 M. NS 54EES
“TeeFANEE AR SIE RIS 7 R, T &5 A I AR i B IR EE A 32 3))
WRATN; BESSAEEARE “RERMH AL TRBTIESER IR S8, B 7S EX
fEH ALSHBN SRS IS RSB T AS 54T E 7 RESIERE ERR S AT UL S 1ESRmg 7
SR, DB SRR SR S R AT R I . S ER S NEE R IFARESAN Cronbach’s o {H N
0.97, TEEINN 092, 17NN 0.98).

3.3. BUIBRS#

E%E, J5MH SPSS 26.0 HPFRHIRE KA AT A I N RAPE S 00T, TR T A9 bt
P (BERINEIE G, DU RIS A 2 SRR 2 BN S T 0 B KT RS AT
I EEATARSRAMHT, RIUAR A B 2 IR AN I E, 412 T 1% DR 3 2 1) (0 RIBREE o JLOK, A AMOS 26.0
WA G H TR, RN SIRAIAR, 5 TR B B2 IR R, A
PR T8 B AR 2 ST 5 125 ST 1L RS M MR ST A R4
4. HFTER
4.1. fERMGT

XTI R BRI R SR, A5 SRIN | TR, BT %S R 5% ST B SR
BEROLIME FRMERE . RPERIERE. MR R, ¥ STRMAKI TN 4.538, W REkF, RUIARE
TERS IR RN TR BT SR S 1 S, ek b RV AR R B, BBy 27 )
e o e 20y 0.073, BLHREAKE (K B IR e/, 22 2R 2 TN B SRANAR K BN B Al —1.433,
VEJE N 0235, HRHEIINT 2, RIPBHREEAT & ES AR

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results

F 1. RS ER

A YL FIME i )i e
I SRANER I RAER 4.538 0.073 —1.433 0.235
EIE N WEBA 4.559 0.072 -1.422 0.226
TH BN 4.545 0.075 -1.410 0.189

(WAL N 4.505 0.073 -1.431 0.211

I =AY S, RERNIIEN 4.559, THEBNIIEN 4.545, 17 NBNBIME N 4.505, 1)
Wb T KT BRI RN IFRIEZE 73028 0.072 F110.075, s AR IR 2 5 AE BRI NT7
T IR I — 5 AT RBNIARAEZE N 0.073, [FIREARIL T 5/ NIAMAZE e o 25 4 2 1) i J58 U 58 248 )
HEVNT 2, BUESARSHILIES, E&E— LSRR 2.
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4.2. HXTHER

JE It Pearson AH G/ HT 5 525 SR FIBR G S I NS HEE R R, G5 R 03% 2 FoR. 2 21 RAECS 1R
N =0.974%*% p<0.01). FHEEHA(@E=0.970%* p<0.01). T AFN(T=0978%* p<0.01)¥) I E
ENNEAIR KRR H, 2SRRGB R R E0R &, RUSRAAGERN22E, fEFIRE
Al SET R, BlS55EL 1578 ERIE T 5B RERZ, SRS
AT G AL FHEN S AE = RS AR, =2 RSB 5 IR RN AE O R BRI,
TEATS PR FRAR o S 1 S it SR NAR O B AR R 5 2 5 B 11 S S R VR

Table 2. Correlation analysis results

2. EROER

RS ¢ SRENAK PRAELFEN BN 1T RBN
SRAIEK —

PREBA 0.974%* —

15N 0.970%* 0.972%* —

(IWSE AN 0.978** 0.980** 0.977%* —

“F R p<0.01.

NG 2 (A R I E IEAR DG, RN SR ( = 0.972%*, p < 0.01). 1T NG =
0.980%* p<0.01), THEHNGITHEAN(E=0.977+* p<0.0)EFEME, T =FHAEESHEPMHERL
By PhIRIVER, JLRRBREEAELE AT HBIIEE S /E B FRVIRES .

4.3. ig

4.3.1. ZIRAKEFIBNANNEFKE

AT, REFALEERAN TERMIEEER I, %] RS % I RN T HErK
F, R G RTE T PN O R WL 2 #l41, Mahmoodzadeh F1 Khajavy fi i & % )
SRABANE ARG AL T, GeIREN Y )& EAIREE SRR, AT SR EAR I g 22 4R AL S5 4E T
AIhae R R e, W “RANE Ui Bh Al T JOES/ERE )1 “UFar AL R ARG R R SRR
Fen A JE) BE o SR MR AR A 22 A AR R A N AMRIAR N, 5 AT B8 DU 5 AR [l &, 1 T T8 B2 ST 3R (4]

NS T, WA HERANATARANLRIIR L, AR TAAESRS FERE SR
A RE AR IR o X AT BeAF 2 T A BN T e ) BB PRI PR S ISt D RE, 4 AT SERF 2 B $RALEAE
PRSE, H5R AN S SRR UK, AR FHE RN . AT ARG N S e A JE s 80 5%
AL HER SRS . REBSOUR, I 70 AT RN .

4.3.2. FIRAKEF JIARE XM

AWFFUESE, RGBS L R R F LMK, X5 426 - frEBie” HaifLE 0
S BN TIAE ] — B8]0 sRENGRAE A NAESILA B BRI, IREh 22 A% AL G B) 5 1F 7 A 5 80 %,
BEMAEAT N LSRR T RAIRE. R ERERNESE . FRETLES S, i, AEREFT ALE
JR A ESC A R B AR b, BRI B R T S AR RCR 1M S R IR AN A (1 AT $27R 18], IX 44T vt — bk
APk TN

ERERNR, AT NN SRR R B, AT RE R A GUN TR B E % TR, I
BRI REVERCA T 2 IR RAT N AR SRR AL TR EWIE L A A U O 2 R
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HIFER, TR SRAE - AT RN - SNSRI BIIERIJEIR . 1X 5 Jang et al. (2024)5% T JC I\ 0 SRS X ) 5k
SN EALAE 2R, AR ATVEANEN T H, B2 SR A AR N BRI B RS2 AT A .

5. &5iF

AR A T A SN TR REMR e R 2 AR R BRI — AT U, IRANIRTT T KSR T3
T ST RENER 2 ST IKE b — 38 Z ISR, 395 T — R BA BRI S LT e R .

FEA RGN TR BERISCRE T, RER AR SETE 2 S SRENBRAN 22 SN B AR R B b Ko X — S5 R R,
AN LR GENIGE SR SEN THBNE 7T, BOR 7R R AR A, (et 7RI > id R
AT RN o 5 ST R ENER S 5 ST BN S L 2 A AR R 25 IR ARG, SRAARAE I AR SR 0, 45 773t
flesdt 1A EAEAT N G AA R TR, TR T RAER)SE IR

BT RN G BAEBCAR AL T EE R . BUMRLA /M AR N TR B SS,  dnkl A
HAEA RN 5 5, SOt 2R H S A A SRS, 3ROk A SRR [N, 5%
AR N TR R TR R P A RS, BRI 2 ST A, 1 9 A i 5 A 2 5 B %
AE L, RS BRANISET . B, A2 ATT AT AN TR RN BN LSS, S0
A TR 2G0T, FERIERI U e 58 4 oM HAR T 5 4R g

SRT, AHTFCMAFAE S RRIRE. — 5, WFSOCRH] T R A AT SR S, B SRR
P, MELAA I R A AR BRI P I SR B ARRBE AT S 5 IRE S Tk, I HE
FL ik, FHWCEFE . ZIoh8dE, IRANRIUE AR BN TR RS T 105 S RO #AR e .
F— T3, AHEFEARIRARS ARSI A N T8 5 TR DL TR AN R R A O 27 2] SR %
BB FE o RS R SRR TR T, AR AR T AR TR P 2 1R R B KR S
MBS R 20 (9]

Bk, AW T A LR 5 N R Rl EAT ORI 7T, JCTR A9 232 A 2% ST SR 22 ST BN B I TR ) 51
B BT AR R DS K R, AROF A RN TR, KRR A1
A SN TR REREAT SER B AR A IR R 10221k, VSRS HEILSR 3 0 SR LR -

SRS, AT A RGN TR R e K2 A SR SR Beae tt T A MERZS%, BFE—2
IR TORSE RGNS X — R AR U B, T HES) SGE B AF BEAAEEOR SR AW B AU, DISeiR Tt
FHERIEE SR MER G R .
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