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Research on a Case of Information Literacy of English Writing Course Teachers in the AIGC Era

LI Hui'?, ZHANG Li'
(1. Applied Foreign Language Department, Ma’ anshan Technical College, Ma’ anshan Anhui 243031 ;

2. Institute for International Students, Nanjing University, Nanjing Jiangsu 210008, China)

Abstract: Against the backdrop of the AIGC era, this paper analyzes its advantages and limitations. Taking 6 teachers of

English writing courses as the research objects, it investigates the current situation and existing problems of their

information literacy through questionnaires and interviews. The survey finds that the overall level of information literacy of

English writing course teachers has been greatly improved. All teachers can fully recognize the importance of information

technology and literacy in the AIGC era, and the participating English writing course teachers have reached a high level in

terms of information ethics and morality. In terms of information — based teaching and research capabilities, the

information—based teaching ability of English writing course teachers is the weakest among the five aspects and needs to be

further strengthened. Finally, the paper points out the ways to improve the information literacy of English writing course

teachers and the future research directions.

Key words: AIGC; English writing course; teacher information literacy; case study
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