
		
			[image: Cover image]
		

	
    
      
        
          	
          	
        

        
          	
        

        
          	
            [ Article ]
          
        

        
          	Korea Journal of English Language and Linguistics - Vol. 24, No. 0, pp.531-553
        

        
          	ISSN: 1598-1398			
					(Print)
				2586-7474			
					(Online)
				
        

        
          	Print  publication date  31 Jan 2024

        

        
          	Received  27 Dec 2023
Revised  25 Mar 2024
Accepted  01 Jun 2024

        

        
          	
            KJELL_2024_v24_531

            DOI: 
            https://doi.org/10.15738/kjell.24..202406.531
          
        

        
          	
            Investigation of AI Grammar Checkers on Grammar Learning and Students’ Perception in L2 Writing Context
          
        

        
          	
            Hea-Suk Kim ; Eunhye Song


          
        

        
          	(1st author) Associate Professor, Department of General Education, Seoul Women’s University shskim@swu.ac.kr

        

        
          	(corresponding author) Associate Professor, Department of General English Education, Baird College of Education, Soongsil University edujws@hanmail.net

        

        
          	
            
          
        

        
          	
            


          
        

        
          	
© 2024 KASELL All rights reserved

This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons License, which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
        

        
          	
            

            

          
        

      

      
        
          	
          	
        

      

      
        
          
            Abstract
          
        

        
          This study investigates three distinct AI Grammar Checkers (AI GCs) in English writing to assess their impact on grammar enhancement and learners’ perceptions. The study included 125 students divided into three experimental groups, each employing SpellCheckPlus, Virtual Writing Tutor, or Grammarly. The first question pertains to how three AI GCs contribute to grammar learning. While all groups demonstrated improved grammar after using AI GCs, there were no significant discrepancies in the post-test between the groups. That is, no significant variations in improvement were observed across the different GCs. The second question explored learners’ perceptions of the three AI GCs. Results from a questionnaire revealed that all groups exhibited favorable aspects towards the AI GCs, highlighting benefits in active involvement, error identification, convenience of use, easiness, and others. However, aspects like interests, motivation to write, and comprehensive feedback demonstrated no substantial changes before and after AI GCs use. Regardless of the benefits and drawbacks of the three AI GCs of the study, Grammarly's ability to enhance learning stood out in particular in terms of error identification, writing feedback, and user-friendliness. All groups presented diverse opinions on drawbacks, including accuracy issues, inconvenience, feedback inadequacy, and tool dependency for all three programs.
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