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University Student Qutput vs Generative AI Output: Similarity and Student
Evaluation of Generative AI Output
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Abstract: This study examined the text similarity between outputs produced by university students and those by GenAl
(categorized into high- and low-similarity groups) in completing learning tasks, along with students' evaluations of GenAl
output, to identify possible reasons for the observed similarity. A total of 33 university students in Hong Kong participated
in the study. The findings reveal that: 1) Both groups consider GenAlI output to be valuable references, characterized by
clear structure, accurate content, and alignment with reading material, yet lacking depth and supporting details; 2) The
high-similarity group focuses more on whether GenAl output helps with understanding reading materials and completing
learning tasks, and despite recognizing the lack of depth in GenAI output, their own output remain more similar to GenAl
output; and 3) The low-similarity group places greater emphasis on the comprehensiveness of GenAlI output and their
help with stimulating thinking, and maintains that GenAI cannot replace human reading in terms of independent thinking
and extended exploration. University instructors should foster a deep learning orientation among students, design
learning activities and assessments that require independent thinking and innovation, thereby reducing students' reliance

on GenAl and cultivating the uniqueness and creativity of their thinking.
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TALH EREE, EEZLSFAEMAHLSS Al TR T A48, T—FWFAEMRMEC
EHE

AFLEEFR, AR AKBRAKRFAEALETRRLESFITEIEE L GenAl & A Z ) 69 5L
AAANRE K — A B R AR AR B & T Ak 5 K 52 £ 4R GenAl A X,
2. AFRILFH
2.1 FEHFAFENE

A RMAE B —r e — 1T 5F F L IRRF AL A REFRBEF AT F. %
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