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Abstract:In the context of the intelligent era, the rapid development of generative Al (AIGC) has profoundly impacted
the education field, particularly in the cultivation of critical thinking (CR) skills. This study employed a systematic
review method to analyze relevant literature from the Web of Science (WOS) and Scopus databases between 2019 and
2024, aiming to explore the current research status of AIGC's impact on CR. Through multi-dimensional analyses of
keyword co-occurrence, sample groups, AIGC tools used, and their effects on CR, this study revealed the dual role of
AIGC in both promoting and challenging CR development, identified gaps in existing research, and proposed potential
topics for future research.
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MAEALGRERKGARKE, AECEZHENT AHAITBAMNF T, THhERES
77 X 89 B X (Ahmad et al., 2023; Morandini et al., 2023), Z X} H X T, £ & XA LH
(AIGC) #9UEA LA FIAKIE, ©RLREBARYE A P a9 BALE K A sh £ AR 2 F X
(o TA ., BEARAAIN) , LAHHF ARG KT AP KA QPG 5 bk (Ma & Huo, 2023).
R, BEERAALIFRILGER, LA L0 AZENHAHAMRALR T,
AIGC £ A F A RBEARIZF 3] T RAB I 7 ERI B, 51K T s L3then) &4
(CR) #& 71 = £ %)*AA) ) iz X E(Rahman, 2023),
PPV BRI B AT, ISR R T, RIBARFAEMEE P Af Ml S kR
#9 K #h(Facione, 2011). A, AMRAALFRBEIRBEIZ] ., J 20013 &4 5 HILE £,
TTREALAFF A A B AT R AL A i TARM T LAY A S AR Ko AR T AR ST LA L2 4G
BRFAETA R R, LRERAEFATRAR Y RANIZEARZE ERRALT B O FZ B L
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(Pennycook et al., 2020; Chan & Hu, 2023; Ding et al., 2023). 122, £ R AALF R LFIET
A &, ChatGPT 47T AR IEZMFIMBLHEHBERYWEZ T T E, BACATFASZAARZALLTR
— £ A (Rudolph et al., 2023). XAt % LA aY LA T A6 EAN GG I, 1£52 £ LA
TR & AR EE R, FF %4342 Mollick & Mollick, 2022). B, HefT-F#5 4 & XA L
HRFERNEELEZHEREFZIEMAMELEIESR, RALIHEARXN TN,
AT H K AIGC P 222 69 %5 vk, KA 50 R A Uk i+ = 5 B 9 A Ao R 47 £ 69 7 ok 3
WOS #= Scoups 48 B ¥ K R G9AF AT T AT, WL, KA RIS T AT AR A:

(1) £ AIGC-CR#F7F, RERHEBFTAMA L, REFZRAHHLEE?

(2) & AIGC-CR#F 7, A KERFit B 69 AIGC TR A A 445 %7

(3) A AXALH AT HLP D409 %o AT A2

2. L #RER &

21 £EAXALHRE

ARAALIFRAAARERT KWL, Lo 8 %A% VAR Transformer 8 K, KA
HHBEFHRFE, FEARGRAEOAE (Li & Wy, 2022) « ERXALIFRGKEZHT
JIINEZZNA, FHOAEARIBRA T ZETHEGRITZEZRANEZR, ERGANERAH
f& (Facione, 2011); FAA KB F I ARG LR, £RGA K L m G ZF 8 A (Binns, 2022);
Transformer A9 69 h A, #—FRA T ARIEAGGHA, £ 7 E LR pFE T (Vaswani
etal., 2017). 2022 F 11 A, OpenAl A T KA AN 4L A! ChatGPT, B H ART A
% A0 T ¥ /) & (Zhang et al., 2023). B b, dodT P45 AIGC 8912 F1H 5 St H) 1 B 4 04 32
&, RAKB RO EZA,

2.2. #HYH B2

PB4 (Critical Thinking, CR) A 1§ & @t Bl A e, @d o4, #40. EEFRE
Fa R, WEEETREFTN, VA & IZ 69 R b f= 2k R 69 Ak /) (Facione, 2011). 3 Fk it F)
MELERRARXRFTOEIEZERI—, CAFAEARBET IR TNA T RIRFG X AR
(Halpern et al., 2021). A, £F&RIEAIR ZHA RGN, FEEEREREAEZS
MA iR 6915 &, XAEFMAIETLEGIZRATFILAETER, MEERAALFREARGRE,
HEHH IR IE AT E XA R AR T A OO 5 A P ELERE 7 .

2.3. £ XA LA gt 2 HEHY ) B 22 69 %

HARLEP, ERXALFRERE TRBSA UL F L P LHEGITHR, AIGC i
HARE S AN AFeff k7, RBRRFEEDE PN KSA A ERTOH, XA
F e B Y 0 B AL T 69 4 (Binns et al., 2022). Lo, AIGC £ 89 N T AR 852 4
SRR ERE AR e megBHEER, XA N TIERFENESTYR ) Fo A T
& A& 77 (Binns et al., 2022). #A@, Pennycook F A(2020)45 85, AIGC #2469 Bp B fif A Ae 43 &
ThRAEFATERMIEL, mIAETRENGOIFodF], EXMHIFLT, FEATRIBA
K@ ILMRaIEHE, 23t 5 REA KT B IR ERZHEGRERNINN, X 45750 A M B 469K
& R & (Rahman et al., 2023), FH 3, A L#HT T —AECEAFTE K EHELT AIGC 3t HLH) M4
WY A 0E A o
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AT A K AR RA TR et A B on ey STak, FTRAR&E T 2019-2024 F
Web of Science #= Scoups M AN E F 698 Lo FFA RAE RN AT & KiE R LB L4 :
("generative  Artificial Intelligence” OR ‘"chatbot" OR"Intelligent Tutor"OR"Intelligent
Agent"OR"Virtual assistant" OR "ChatGPT" OR "Conversational AI" OR "Image Generation" OR
"Intelligent Content Generation"OR"AIGC"OR "GAI" OR "Large Language Model" OR
"Generative Adversarial Networks")AND("Critical Thinking" OR "Analytical
Thinking"OR"Evaluating Thinking" OR ”Judgment” OR "Reflective Thinking" OR "Discernment"),
MR BBRIFE 1864 BHit X, HF 41 BA AIGC 3t CR #rq ey &% &8 Lo
3.2. XA A AN

ATRIELFHRLLERGTEN, #1287 THRAERTIRGEDEI LA —MHEATA
AN TR TE2)F R ZAFERKT: NERXAIFREATHE B8 HXLF
& IRAE R AT HLFNE B e G AT 4 B

BRI B B B KR Uk st AT AR R R 1864 B F, @I dER
MR T A FHHRAFRFI LT, FRELFAERFTEHEF ﬂffff)f AT L5, 6 i )G F T
327 I Lo 4T RBEF BN RAFA Ao G £ LFHAT Ik, Hb TARP A 222 B LF A
%MT4ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%%o‘%,ﬁuﬁ%i%ﬁﬁ¢kﬁk” %Ax hik, ATl bwiy
BIH,105 BLE T A 64 BAHIR. BLRE XA 41 BLFHFEMNIRE,

uT%i%xﬁﬁ#&&%:
b MWeb of Sciencedf= jt;;iz
’LL Scoups#k 3% & 3R I LAk T A E T RATR
" (N=160 (N=1537)
VAT & &L ad 3 AE L HE 22 91
4% HAIGCT A
§—M ik A # 5 R ECR
i i AR Ao i 2 5 2 4G SRR LHRLEH L L&
(N=327) AEHFH B
= (N=322)
i
VAT X &Lay SUak Ak HErk £ 51
e A4 FIAIGCT B
MiEAx (N= A A5 A A ECR
g4 L (N=105) xBTS S
(N=64)
] 5 i
y AN AR (N=41)

B 1 AR S e A
AR

4.1. X477
41 % AIGC 2 CR #"m#g LF £ 0,4 110 X435, B 2 A VOSviewer & ak #) X 4277
RESHZERE ., 1£ F M E RS 69 X 495 £ “chatgpt” (f=13) . “artificial intelligence”
(f=6) . “critical thinking” (f=5) . “higher education” (f=4) . “large language model”
(f=2) . “artificial intelligence in education” (f=2) . “learning” (f=2) . “management
education” (f=2) #=“stem education” (f=2) . AE 1 &L ¥ TAHF K, *F AIGC-CR ¢9aF &
PAEWAEZEH, PP chatgpt. ALFR, AL EFZEHKE.
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g BT chatgpt £ AIGC 89K %k, BPMIE T1% A chatgpt & A F STEM 4135 A &
Kby, REEBPBATAIFRAEXKET T35 542 A, tbde Chang 5 A(2024)4R T 7
F A& T CIDI A2 A 49 ChatGPT & Lak A4 2 548 R H 3B RA20 2 A XA KR, Bk
HRR T £ AAHF (undergraduate students) A T4 R& AT 57 A dL P F 2 A7) 69 D) 3T Fo
MNEEFER, FEEBRNMETHFEHT, XZAIGCESFHH T E A AL £ 0H
F & Lo

experienti iggrning  genergivartificial in

L3
du(h?rmz.y’?smwll a:ﬁ(m vuigeg(n
b

didacticalfi#trahedron
-

commi@iggion
@ ledming o
b highe'caﬂon
i artifigiah el igence. creathvibinine
- g
todher. .- & undefgradiate sfidents
& dem Aliication® cr4tuca”1km%g Wi,
al-assist@leaming ol b physic@sthing cDgnIMsy\‘”
&rgznagw?ammglo
cogiiithi@abilities Pt b\ ton mjiulnu
intdgratin £
& artificia@lligence
-
educationalitool and fut
mapafiemdfifeducation
M VOSviewer
G R 4 K s
& 2 AIGC-CR #F 72 ¥ 3 # JA #) X 4 19)
N
4.2. HEEREFEHK

B 3% 27T AR XA LR AT SbAIE 4350 69 5F 50 R R 89 AF R BEAK . AF 90 R AL,
SFEHBFNE (85%) WFARRFTHRAYHELR, EARZREHFLRE (7%) 3T
(5%) , LRNAEXEFRXFTRAFFAEENFEREGTARAH — Mo

H A
40
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5
0 . ‘
m A A 2K 1 35 2 3

B 3 AIGC-CR #F 50 ¥ 49 4 R ZE 4K
4.3. £ XA T HFH#E LA
AT RN EZ —ZE R T AIGC TH., AR KA 41 B L FAERA T AIGC T
£, B4, XEHK (653%) #A ChatGPT; Hk 124 (24.29%) & AIGC T B X LA
REFHLCEAGITEL; RE, ASHEARARLARAZNITE, 4 InquiryGPT(Wang
et al.,2024)F= GPT-Assisted Summarization Aid (GASA)(Lin,2024)% .
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ChatGPT i AEITH
BAIGCTH 5

B 4 AIGC-CR #F 72 ¥ 1% 1 89 AIGC T K
4.4. £ KA L4 g AT ht A}t B 28 69 % 7
BEARFRF, WHiTT AIGC 5441 % # CR 89 %, 4B S, FEZHAMAE, A THKIE
B 50 649 B Fe A 2 ﬁuﬁﬁm%HTS%ﬁ&mﬁ%ﬁékﬁﬁmﬁ% AR AR
Bk, B, £A 28 % (77.78%) L F £ AIGC fe B3t CR &R, &4 6 &
(16.67%) X F % AIGC 4T CR &8, 2 % (77.78%) X F 2T AIGC 3 CR XA

4 pk XA A e 3 St P S 6 350

30
20
10
O m
iE & §5 7R 5 & F R T F R
mAIGC-CR 28 6 2

B 5 AIGC *F CR #9 %%

BEikmz, AIGC A RRE AP A CR 9% 0 h % 440 ag42 %, 4, Bitzenbauer
%A(zozs)kf)u FF 5| 55 A8 3 3 ChatGPT 4 W A BAT % BRI T LUE 5 4 Z9R 8|
ChatGPT 2 & TR AR TARRMmA £ 7%, ARIEERNAS BREERZE L, AW TEAS A
8 Bt M 2 ) 'Tyﬁl’; Darmawansah % A (2024) X 3L, 1% A ChatGPT ¥ # &9 1k 81E 77 ik 69 52
AAEMPIEDLHEEIR T @ILAE R FEERRRKEBOMERIET ENFARTILIEZRS; WuFA
(2024) 69 A7 50 A 3L, R B4R T 4% B RE B AR AR 4F BB Ae 34 22 AL R 69 ChatGPT # 47 4%
25 3), FAEREERE A4 X GFR XA B, &2 F RSP AIE Y09 KR

F 1 ARKALE R hLAIE B0 % P W 8 LI &
EH £ R E ARIXALE HKEOLE
AL AR RLA
i TH  feFh
Bitzenbauer ChatGPT  + )T 5| 5 4 38 i3 3 ChatGPT #i
(2023) AEBT ST RAILE ST 4 &R F
ChatGPT 12 & TR AR T 1~ F ™ A
2%, AR ERAIA S 7 &A% SE
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T8, AB T R BAIE S A )

il
Darmawansah  ChatGPT  + 1¢ /| ChatGPT X # 9 1E 1k 7 &
(2024) B AE AT ETREERS
Lin ChatGPT  + 1% F] PA-GPT #9 5% B 48 £ pbF| bk B 2
(2024) VR I
Dadan ChatGPT - CHRFAFAETERMS, RV IR
(2023) 2 EFa B R PR S, 2R
3 8k R An AR P B P BT
Esmaeil ChatGPT - 54 &R 2 i E AR #H ChatGPT, X
TR A W 55489 & ) e b FI M B
Yt
Liang ChatGPT  / FAEES T ZAMNKE, L H
(2024) BRI ARAELTZE TR

6 # (16.67%) XL F E 7 AIGC 2*F CR & 4 fi @&+, Dasari ¥ A(2024)894F 52 % 9,
ChatGPT ¥ A MAA L RRAEFAF I IEF, RARBRMEE EAFY, FLFE— LA
B AP B R R, e, TR FEF AT EARY, BRIk f AR O] ALY R
71, FAETRA T mpd it 2 ChatGPT R4 6912 &, #2342 & kR An /B 5 bk 68 H) 7,
My 3F 2 A B J P B2 A @ %o, Esmaeil § A(2023)895F 50 K BL, &R ChatGPT #&
BREAZ BAA T, FHFAE R BT REELES, BFEALREXTALAHAEGI2E,
IR 2 i FARH ChatGPT =T 88 & Hl 35441169 52 5] Fe b F| e 42 58
RAMBLE (5.56%) &% AIGC *f CR XA #*f@, Liang ¥ AQ024)85F LK, F4EA
57 AT ChatGPT 89 # A M LB F 255, AMAIMSHEER LA TF TR,

5.4

KA AT T WOS 38 2 2019 5 £ 2024 F 18] & %69 41 % AIGC 5+ CR #8948 Lo
W5 R AN LR AIGC TAMREGFAGMINE S L) ARKGE S KOITLEEP,
BEHT AT KA T
(1) sFksEst TR ESAHT, KI AIGC-CR FF 52 A WA £ BP chatgpt. ALA A, b
FIM T Fe FHE . XEAFAG AT EZE P AKX LA, M5 & ChatGPT £ F F &
J R B A e p) P B A G R o
(2) AIGC st p| M Bt T RERAGHEAFARLISZERTFE, LARRLSF
HIFEAR, B —F @, AIGC-CRF AR KRR M FhAFmE P AL, XTRAH T HFLEA
M@ P AN R, BERBRREANF I RALERKEF, A LR P HTIHANES
BOH TR R B, R, AIGCHARALABMBAENRGE AhAS 2, £24
— T Y AR A IAT AT, B, DFAEFmES P AN RBRGTFLE Y,
o, RBFESFHBEFATREZRNALMNE AR S NFKF, 9% ZIFRIEHEFE R
AIGC T A #4731 B2 a9 ShAnifAE, AR K SR XA RAAE K FAEHK, HAEMR
KAGFAINRDIKERKIER TR,

(3) AWARFRFE A ERKALE T EZ“ChatGPT?, L RRFRTARZFOLC L

e AIGC TE, REABAEITHL, X742 H T ChatGPT £ % ATk 42 % 49 AIGC T A —,

NERBERHFAMNARERA P, FHARHMRE TEFHHMARZETBARSHTSF LR T L,
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BlE, —3H TS ZHF AR AIGC T E, X T HEAMCES LRI TRMA TE
ATE, R 3Roar ARl ZAERG AIGC T A,

(4) £ AIGC 3F CR¥®" 7 @ K ZH AR EAAA LR, AACRBILEFEGIFHE
B S . RS fE B R B, XA R AP DR RIZRF A ST FIRERE L
)RR, R, LH—RFREAI, AIGC TR FAZ 4 I@Frh, FHR2ETER
i AIGC 89T, TRABFAN A ZEE PR STRY . EAFELMHZE EZ
L3209, B AT AR AIGC 7T A6 F 2 52 A 512 869 K B oA A=k 2 R B Ak 77 69 54K o

B2, ALK AIGC 693t FAEFAF A R IFT 2P| BT T ARG FTFR, KT
bk A R LAY taE, A A R ARSI AT LS E B

(1) RERGAREINRRBETHFHETFE, TRFEF DFEUNFRTHERER, LR
HINT 2 L BHIEMEAIGC IR F YK FELIHEBLREI 7, 5 RERBET A,
F 4 BGAh o R Folz BIRIAE ) B BB K £ 7, AT 50K S BRI 2 B pe sk M 4L LA 1A

(2) KKRGFRXTAF KAl EAD R 6GIRAZ P B AEBRGERXALIFTRIL, /A
RTHERCHERIALIFRLL, stmfd L33 H8RBA R , RBEAGFE
Fo R BRI BAF I S 24 T8, XA S T—F a5 ) Fadph B4,

(3) AR RLT AL @mAET AT S NER, QEMT. BE. ERFRESF,
o, FFR AR AIGC 4ol 2 R F) 45 B EAR g RApHFI A DL KR, XA TR
NHILfFE AIGC AT Hep| b B4 B 77 @y 69 BAR RS vk, Adn A H F BRI 2 AT 6948 F o
RS

XA — R E 2EE. RERAREIEEF R T AIGC 3 CR % "m 4948 %
FR, [ARAMNADITE L ERENARA R X —IE TR T AIGC 3t 5] % CR %Rt
% Utk B M, © R BRAT R BiRE A A 0935 R, BXFFAENT I mAf LT
BB BEHAE, Bk, it AIGC 3 CR % a9 F AR LA ek tt, F2EE8NFRE—F
& AN

BH LA
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