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e VV2-Q1: Do you find machine-assisted correction, as illustrated in the examples, helpful for your
work? Please rate it on a scale from 1 (not useful) to 5 (very useful).

e \/2-Q2: Would you prefer the programme to provide more corrections, even if some may be
irrelevant, or fewer corrections that are as accurate as possible?

e \/2-Q3: The programme currently introduces some corrections automatically. Would it be better,
in your opinion, if it only highlighted problematic areas and left the final decision to the user?

e \VV2-Q4: The programme will be designed to learn from the final decisions made by users. Would
you be willing to use a programme that makes more mistakes at first, if it meant better results in
the medium term?

e VV2-Q5: Would you prefer the programme to permit all normative variants in form, or to warn
the user about less typical ones (e.g. in Slovene: mira, miru)?

e VV2-Q6: How important do you believe it is for a correction tool to provide a graded approach
to correction from two perspectives: (1) that not all errors are corrected, particularly for younger
writers; (2) that not all occurrences of the same error are addressed—e.g. only the first one?

e VV2-Q7: It would be feasible to include elements of formative assessment in the programme,
such as learning objectives and tasks (e.g. for forming certain types of sentences, paragraphs, and
texts). What is your opinion on this suggestion?

e V2-Q8: What is your opinion on employing a correction tool to monitor the long-term
development of language competence? Do you have any reservations or potential concerns?

e \V2-Q9: If the programme handled simpler corrections, the time saved could be allocated to more
meaningful tasks related to developing language competence. In your opinion, and based on your
experience, what should the priority be in this work? How would you foster language competence
if time were not a constraint?

e VV2-Q10: Generative artificial intelligence enables not only the correction but also the co-
creation of written texts. In your opinion, how will learning objectives related to writing evolve?
How should we reconceptualise writing competence in contemporary and future contexts?

e \V2-Q11: Do you believe that students should be instructed on how to utilise the available
information and tools? If so, how should they be guided to select, evaluate, and critically assess
these tools and the information they provide?



