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EAL: Grammar in writing

How do EAL teachers 
identify and correct 
grammar errors in 

writing?

Have you used 
concordancers or 
generative AI for 
error correction?

What are common 
grammar errors seen 

in EAL student 
writing (any level)?



Outline

1. Corpus-based data-driven learning - DDL (Johns, 1990)
• Using corpora data for language learning (Johns, 1990) where 

every student [is] a “Sherlock Holmes” (Johns, 1997, p.101)

2. Concordancers for error correction
• A study of 10 Upper Intermediate Brazilian students and their 

use of prepositions in writing

3. Generative AI: ChatGPT
• How well does it work for EAL error correction?

Johns, T. (1994). From printout to handout: Grammar and vocabulary 
teaching in the context of data-driven learning. In T. Odlin (Ed.), 
Perspectives on pedagogical grammar (pp.293–313). Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press.



Lextutor

https://www.lextutor.ca/conc/eng/



Lextutor

lextutor.ca/conc/eng/     |     Input ‘good look’     |     Searched Brown_BNC Writ. (2+m)

“facilitate[es] the study or the immediate 
context of the keyword and allowing 
patterns to become clearly visible” 

(O’Sullivan & Chambers, 2006, p.50)

Research tool / reference tool 
(Yoon, 2011)



Literature

• Learners’ use of corpus consultation (Stevens, 1991)

• The use of corpora in learners’ written redrafts (Gilmore, 2009)

• The use of lexis in writing (Wu, Witten & Franken, 2010)

• Grammatical and lexico-grammatical features (Boulton, 2009; Granath, 2009)

• The efficacy of using corpora and concordances to correct learners’ own grammar errors

(Gaskell & Cobb, 2004; Yoon & Jo 2014; Quinn, 2015)

• ‘Great potential’ of ChatGPT’s text generation abilities in completing writing tasks (Stokel-

Walker, 2022)



Literature: corpus-based DDL

Figure 1: Article counts by publication date (Boulton & Vyatkina, 2021)



The 2015 study

“… having to self-correct makes them 
actually do something with the 
feedback rather than just receive it; it 
engages them cognitively in the 
process” (O’Sullivan & Chambers, 
2006, p.52).

• 10 Brazilian Upper Intermediate EAP learners (pathway to MA Engineering / Medicine)

• End of Course exam: 250 word discursive or argumentative essay 

• Essay topics: health or tourism

• 24 practice essays collected

• Underlined 68 preposition errors

• Taught students how to use Lextutor

• Students self-corrected their errors



Why prepositions?

Prepositions identified as a target area due to multiple errors

• ‘based in’ rather than ‘based on’ 
• ‘depends of’ rather than ‘depends on’
• important to / important for / importance of
• at work / in their work
• benefit to / benefit from
• confidence to / confidence in



Results

• Each essay had between 1 and 5 preposition errors

• 68 preposition errors over 24 essays

• A total of 59 preposition errors were correctly changed

• 87% success rate

How useful do you think using corpora is for correcting 
grammar errors?

3 students – somewhat useful; 7 students – very useful

Student responses

“I don’t need to spent 
much time looking for 

the correct way”

“people can learn with 
examples”

“don’t know the reason 
why some prepositions 

are wrong”

“people don’t know 
about the real 

grammar rules”



The 2023 ‘study’

• Same 68 preposition errors inputted to ChatGPT-3.5

• Prompt: ‘Do grammatical error correction on all the following sentence I type in the 
conversation’ (Wu et.al, 2023)

Results
• Perfect grammatical accuracy
• In one case, ChatGPT-3.5 changed intended meaning (stating an untruth)
• It sometimes offered better word choices
• It rephrased awkward expressions



The 2023 ‘study’: examples



Observations: Overcorrecting

Original student error Student correction (Lextutor) ChatGPT

Diseases mostly related with
our respiratory system…

• Student has used a reduced 
relative clause correctly

Diseases mostly related to our 
respiratory system…

• Student has correctly 
changed with → to

Diseases are mostly related  to
our respiratory system. 

• Chat GPT has correctly 
changed with → to

• Added ‘are’
• Changed the meaning
• Reported an untruth



Observations: Changed vocabulary

Original student error Student correction 
(Lextutor)

ChatGPT

This medicine is more 
worried about at the whole 
person.

• Student used two 
prepositions

This medicine is more 
worried about the whole 
person.

• Student correctly omitted 
at

This medicine is more 
concerned with the whole 
person.

• changed worried about to 
concerned with



Observations: Rephrasing

Original student error Student correction 
(Lextutor)

ChatGPT

…provide immunity without
of medicine help

• Student has used two 
prepositions

…provide immunity without 
medicine help

• Student has correctly 
omitted of

…provide immunity without 
the help of medicine

• Chat GPT has rephrased 
the sentence correctly



Observations: Cause and effect language
Original student error Student correction 

(Lextutor)
ChatGPT

… without the risk to cause 
some side-effects

• Student has misused ‘to 
cause’

• Student has correctly tried 
to apply to + infinitive

• Student may have inputted 
‘to cause’ instead of ‘risk 
to’

…without the risk to caused
some side effects

• Student could not correct 
error satisfactorily

• Student possibly guessed 
answer

Without the risk of causing 
any side effects

• Chat GPT correctly 
changed of + causing

• Also changed some→ any



Summary – ChatGPT-3.5 for error correction

Could correct every 
sentence except 

one

As much as I 
wanted it to fail, it 

didn’t

Gives students 
better lexis choices

Webscrapes  / 
LLMs

Limited in 
processing longer 
sentences/phrases 

(Wu et al., 2023)

Over-corrects 

Obscures students’ 
voice 

Seen as cheating? 
Explanations for 
grammar given if 
asked (i.e. if you 
prompt it to be a 

Socratic tutor)

Constantly 
improving



Summary – Lextutor for error correction

Encourages 
exploratory 

learning

Corpora of 
authentic texts 
(BNE & Brown)

Allows students to 
make connections / 

see patterns

appearance can be 
overwhelming

No explanations for 
grammar

interface is not 
user-friendly

A lack of 
immediacy in 

finding the answer

May be difficult to 
know which errors 

to input unless 
identified by teacher

Students find evidence 
to confirm hypotheses 
about how to correct 
errors

Native-speaker-like 
samples



Finally…

What are the benefits and 
limitations of using ChatGPT-3.5 

for EAL error correction in 
writing?
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