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Elide 1: Hello, everyone. My name is Jing and today, | will present my literature review on the

role of generative Al in English as a Foreign Language writing.

Slide 2: I’ll provide you with a brief introduction of the context of my study and explain briefly
how | conduct my literature review process. The main part of my presentation will focus on two
key studies, looking at their common themes, similarities, differences, and the debates they
reflect in the literature. I'll conclude with their implications for my study and how | refine my

research questions.

Slide 3: As an EFL writing teacher, | have observed many of my students struggle with their
English writing. Since the appearance of ChatGPT, | have a growing interest in whether and how
generative Al tools can be integrated into writing instruction to support my students with their

writing development.

Slide 4 With its impressive text generation ability, ChatGPT has demonstrated its role as a
powerful writing assistant in EFL writing. However, empirical studies on ChatGPT's impact on
writing have produced mixed results. Moreover, the vast majority of studies, even those
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