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(cf. Standford Daily)

(cf. Het Parool)

https://stanforddaily.com/2023/01/22/scores-of-stanford-students-used-chatgpt-on-final-exams-survey-suggests/
https://www.parool.nl/nederland/door-ai-is-scriptie-als-toetsmiddel-in-onderwijs-niet-langer-houdbaar-we-geven-diploma-s-aan-chatbots~badcc9c45/?referrer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F
https://www.parool.nl/nederland/door-ai-is-scriptie-als-toetsmiddel-in-onderwijs-niet-langer-houdbaar-we-geven-diploma-s-aan-chatbots~badcc9c45/?referrer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F
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“As a teacher, I noticed that there's a discrepancy. I read an 

read an article written by a student, and I thought that it 

that it was really perfect. Then he or she presented, and 

and there was a knowledge gap between what I had 

had assumed from the report and the presentation 

he or she gave.

he or 

And we see more and more that students are using 

generative AI. I think 80–90% uses it in some way. And I 

And I think that's also a future that we're working towards

towards, that it is implemented in our work, but 

, 

we still 

still want students to be able to think critically 

themselves and 

themselves 

that asks a change in education.

“ We face so m e p retty sig n ificant issu es in th e 

p ro g ram  th at I teach  [...] sp ecifically in  th e 

lin g u istics area o f m o d ern lan g u ag es […] b ecau se 

we're lo okin g to  test ap titud es and  pro fic ien cy in  

certain  resp ects, and  th at has b ecom e  alm o st 

im po ssible .“

Zaffinelli et al. (forthcoming)
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We are entering a new writing ecology

raising fundamental questions about:

Authenticity Language development Task performanceAuthorship
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GenAIsis

GenAI + genesis

Evoking both “origin” and “transition”, i.e., the emergence of a new mode of 

interactive, GenAI-assisted writing
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L2 product data

GenAIsis

L2 process data Chatlog data GenAI questionnaire data
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TEACHING DEPENDENCY

OUR QUESTION

How do we put students at ease using GenAI if the study 

is also part of a teaching component?

CONSENT

OUR QUESTION

Can we ‘force’ students to use GenAI?

GENAI INTERACTION

OUR QUESTION

How do we let students interact with GenAI safely?

PROCESS DATA

OUR QUESTION

How do we collect process data safely while students 

interact with GenAI?



L2 PRODUCT DATA
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PARTICIPANTS

COHORT

1st-year BA students

PROGRAMME

Language and Literature

COURSE

English Proficiency 2 (semester II)

LEVEL ENTERING UNIVERSITY

B2 (expected)

SAMPLE

100 tested, 81 consented to share final texts

WRITING TASKS

PERSUASIVE ESSAY

Essay on English-medium 

instruction (EMI) in the 

Flanders

Source material provided

NARRATIVE ESSAY

Share a personal narrative 

about your experience with 

language.

1 hour, 400 words minimum



PRODUCT DATA (2)
INTRODUCING GENAISIS

|11

EACH PARTICIPANT COMPLETES BOTH CONDITIONS AND TASK TYPES, IN OPPOSITE PAIRINGS

They are randomly assigned to one of four pairings:

Group 1

SESSION 1

GenAI-assisted

Narrative essay

SESSION 2

Unaided

Persuasive essay

Group 2

GenAI-assisted

Persuasive essay

SESSION 2

Unaided

Narrative essay

Group 3

SESSION 1

Unaided

Narrative essay

SESSION 2

GenAI-assisted

Persuasive essay

Group 4

SESSION 1

Unaided

Persuasive essay

SESSION 2

GenAI-assisted

Narrative essay

GenAI-assisted condition Unaided condition

SESSION 1
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SESSION 1

Randomization
Condition (GenAI-assisted / unaided) × task (persuasive / narrative)

LexTALE vocabulary test

3
Writing task
1 hour,  word limit ≥ 400 words, Inputlog / OBS recorded

4
GenAI questionnaire

SESSION 2

Opposite condition & task

2 Writing task
1 hour, word limit ≥ 400 words,  Inputlog / OBS recorded

Language background questionnaire

1 WEEK
LATER

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4
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* Texts with verified GenAI use based on chatlog evidence. 
** Texts assigned to the GenAI condition but for which the participants did not use GenAI.
Figures in italics indicate token count.

C ondition Persuasive task N arrative task Total

U naid ed scrip ts (assig ned ) 42
17,753

39
18,315

81
36,068

G enA I- assig ned  scripts (actual 
use)*

22
9,603

26
11,290

48
20,893

G enA I- assig ned  scripts (no 
use)**

17
6,909

15
7,341

32
14,250

Total scripts 8 1
34 ,26 5

8 0
36 ,94 6

1 61
71 ,21 1
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INPUTLOG  OBS STUDIOEnables research on Enables research on

• Quantitative analyses:

o Fluency and pausing measures 

o Revision measures 

o Source usage

• Qualitative analyses:

o Source  interaction

o Retained vs. rejected linguistic/content 

help from GenAI

• Possibility of merging the recordings with 

Inputlog timestamps

Beyond the final product: 136 Inputlog (Leijten & van Waes, 2013)  and 20 screen recordings available.



CHATLOG DATA
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Screen recording
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• Participants interact with GenAI within the Qualtrics 

survey through a dedicated Openrouter API key (cf., 
Ballot et al., 2026)

• ChatGPT v.5.2, temperature = 1.0, data training 
settings = disabled 

• Safe access to LLM

• Comparability and replicability across participants

• Chatlog conversation history is available
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Participant profile (n = 81)

Gender

59

12

5

4

1

Female

Male

Other

Prefer not to say

Unknown

Self-assessed English proficiency

5

35 32

8
1

B1 B2 C1 C2 Unknown

Age   17–39  (M = 20, SD = 2.88)

LexTALE test  64.6–100 / 100  (M = 87.2, SD = 8.65)

•  LexTALE score

Based on the core metadata scheme for learner corpora (Paquot et al., 2024)

o   Language background

o   Learners' exposure to English L2

•  GenAI questionnaire

o   GenAI acceptance

o   Perceived extent of GenAI usage

o   Perceived type of GenAI usage

•  Learner metadata
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“I believe one can learn the skills to write better texts 

with more depth than a machine can do. Everything the 
machine can do, you can do yourself, or with the help of 
other people.

“Because I'm too scared that using GenAI will lead to 

my texts lacking personality and I prefer having a text 
that is absolutely mine than to one that does not feel 
like it is.

“Because I think it is important to develop the skill 

myself, instead of relying on GenAI.
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PERCEIVED EXTENT OF GENAI USAGE PERCEIVED TYPE OF GENAI USAGE
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L2 product data

GenAIsis

L2 process data Chatlog data GenAI questionnaire data
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TEACHING DEPENDENCY

OUR QUESTION

How do we put students at ease using GenAI if the study is also part of a 

teaching component?

BEST PRACTICE

Carefully maneuvering teaching and research responsibilities 

throughout the data collection.

CONSENT

OUR QUESTION

Can we ‘force’ students to use GenAI?

BEST PRACTICE

Leave students the option to ‘opt out’ from the GenAI 

condition.

GENAI INTERACTION

OUR QUESTION

How do we let students interact with GenAI safely?

BEST PRACTICE

Use an API key, embed the LLM into a safe survey 

environment, and ensure consistent use across participants.

PROCESS DATA

OUR QUESTION

How do we collect process data safely while students interact with 

GenAI?

BEST PRACTICE

Make sure students never enter passwords or emails (again, 

use an API key!).
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IN TER ES TED  IN  TH IS  C O R PUS ?

Follow for more updates on: genaisis.cls.ru.nl or reach out to 
genaisis.corpus@ru.nl

genaisis.corpus@ru.nl

Expected release: Spring 2027
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