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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Yang, Hyejin. 2018. Efficiency of online grammar checker in English writing performance and students’ perceptions. Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics, 18-3, 328-348. This study investigated efficiency of feedback from an online grammar checker, SpellCheckPlus, by examining (1) efficiency of feedback from the grammar checker in improvement of grammar accuracy in L2 students’ writing and (2) students’ perceptions towards the grammar checker as a language learning tool. A mixed-methods approach was employed to collect data by using multiple instruments, such as linguistic analysis of three major assignments and students’ responses to the pre- and post-treatment questionnaires. The findings determined grammatical error rates significantly decreased between the first and second drafts for Assignments 2 and 3. No significant differences in error rates were noted between the first and second drafts for Assignment 1. Students’ perceptions towards feedback from the grammar checker found incorrect writing feedback and students’ lack of proficiency influenced error correction. Questionnaire responses determined students displayed relatively positive attitudes toward the grammar checker, while incorrect feedback hindered the level of the trustworthiness toward this feedback. This study implied the grammar checker could serve as a useful pedagogical tool to help grammar uses for low-proficient L2 learners’ writing.
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          Appendix A. Pre-treatment Questionnaire
          1. Which country are you from?

          2. What is your mother tongue (Native Language)?

          3. What is your major?

          4. How long have you been in USA?

          Less than 1 year1 year 2 years2 – year – 3 years

          3 year – 4 yearsMore than 4 years

          5. Have you ever used language checking tools like grammar checker (e.g., Microsoft word checker, Other word processing software, Spellchecker, AbiWord, Language Tool, Grammar Slammer, etc.)?

          YesNo

          6. If you said ‘yes’, what grammar checkers have you used before? Please specify the types of the checker that you have used.

          7. If you have, how often do you use them when you write / revise essays?

          Every time when I write an essayOnce a week

          2 – 4 times per weekOnce a month

          2 -3 times a month4 times a month

          Seldom useNever

          No answer

          8. If you have ‘never’ used grammar checker, what makes you not to use the checkers? Please express your thought briefly.

          I prefer to revise it by myself

          prefer to check the grammar errors with people’s (e.g. teachers, colleagues) help rather than using computer-based grammar checkers

          I just do not have many chances to use the checkers

          I do not quite believe the computer-based grammar checker due to its limitation of checking grammar

          Other reasons

          9. When do you usually use language-checking tools?

          Writing essaysEmailsInstant Messages

          OthersNothing

          10. Please indicate your level of trustworthiness on language (grammar) checking tools.

          12345

          I don’t truststrongly trust

          11. What do you think of grammar-checking tools? If you have never used it, what is your expectation toward grammar-checking tool?

        

        
          Appendix B. Post-treatment Questionnaire
          1. How easy is it to use the grammar checker?

          12345

          strongly difficultstrongly easy

          2. After using the grammar checker, do you think ‘language checker’ is helpful for you to revise the errors in your essay?

          12345

          not helpfulstrongly helpful

          3. After using the grammar checker, how much do you trust the language-checking tool regarding checking grammar errors?

          12345

          I don’t truststrongly trust

          4. Overall, do you think using the grammar / spelling checker helps you improve grammar accuracy in your essays?

          YesNo

          5. Which part of the grammar do you think you improve the most while using the grammar checker?

          Tense

          Subject-verb agreement

          Punctuation (e.g., comma, period, etc.)

          Word order

          Word choice

          Word form (e.g., noun, adjective, adverbs, etc.)

          Verb form (e.g., to infinitives or gerunds)

          6. Please briefly describe the merits (that you can benefit from) of the grammar checker.

          7. Please briefly describe the weaknesses of the grammar checker.

          8. To what extent did the experience in using the grammar checker affect your attitudes towards checking grammar errors in your essays?

          12345

          Did not affectDid affect

          9. Will you continuously use other grammar/spelling checkers to revise your essay?

          YesNo

          10. Please write short opinions about using grammar checker based on your experiences.

          11. Do you have any suggestions for the future use of the grammar checker in English writing classes?

          12. Do you have any suggestions for further improvement on language-checking tools?
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