KRy REFBRFLFE S 5HE
Project Report for MOE Teaching Practice Research Program

3+ 4 Y ¥/Project Number : PBM1121030

L& %L/ Division: i ¥2 g2

PEER M2 R- &2 [l &R 5 &3
# {7 #F & /Funding Period : 2023.08.01 —2024.07.31

ZHAPRFREFBEEES
(F= & ettt 3

5

Er AL peni i
x
p

3+ 34 i 3% A (Principal Investigator) : § % §v

742k #r(Institution/Department/Program) @ B = & 474 %~ & /4
S RN ELL ER Jut 32

NEAFL OF Y MO QWi o

L3R 2 p ¥ (Report Submission Date) : 2024 # 9 * 20 F



BHABRFREFB LT LT ALNFH N

- ~ 22 (Content)

1. P73 ## 2 p o (Research Motive and Purpose)

Al & &4 %I;;l BB P p RED L ﬁu—}aré?’a:ﬁ B532 ~ o B]A5F ;ﬁkﬁlﬁﬁ%

AERINTELD Al © GALAN L KRTEREFEHE S H g E > ¥ Al

mf@wﬁi“ FRBFE TN P FoRa A I FERMKEAPL EF kan

RG] TR B o e F AL fLRE S R A AT AR MR R B

“4mmﬁ]w*”3i?*’ PIT T LIPEA § 2D 3 A 2017 & B
K

GRSy SR J@féf;b,z’ﬁxmfwm{uulégr,\,m%
#He T T @A 2T BAT AR TAER TR T ﬁfTﬁﬁﬁJ‘
BTy 2 TATR R e A eI B AT, WA Al hRF 0 BH L 1E
Bk B AL A RPIE A T LG BRRE S o

ERAE Al ARKAMAAS R ST ERER B G F'Q'Q*ijrgi’ﬁl-i’“
,ﬁﬁAlwgpzﬁﬁggﬁ@wgﬁ&ﬂ@%mAlmﬁfﬁw
SRS A ET IR E LSy Al PHAERY SN 4 o
JERESY A %1r T e Al Ap M % F oo Tk - K- Al 4p
Bt chkbATeraid ¥ P o B R P B s SR KRS R
P Ak o
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5. B3 &3IEHF 2 (Research Methodology)
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of the Cusp C phe Model in Analyzing the

Motivational and Resistance Factors Affecting College Students' Use
of Generative Models to Complete Final Reports.

Cusp Catastrophe Model - Angle (30, 30) Cusp Catastrophe Model - Angle (30, 120)

Yi-Kai Huang:
Abstraet. .
H
In the eraof rapidly rificial Al technology, g
factors influencing college students' use of generative models to complete final reports. g
has become a significant research topic. This study aims to investigate the motivational 4 s
and resistance factors affecting university students' use of generative models for their H 3
final reports, employing the cusp catastrophe model to analyze and interpret these k-2 ES
factors. A total of 184 valid samples were collected. and factor analysis was conducted E LS N
to verify the reliability and validity of the variables, which include perceived risk E -2 &
perceived quality, and usage attitude. After ensuring the accuracy of the model, - -2 00
parameter estimation for the theoretical model was performed. The research results s, 1, o i&‘s’
indicate that smdents” choices to use generative models are influenced by their risk Pty 28
perception and perceived quality of the models, which in turn affect their usage attitude *
Cusp Catastrophe Model - Angle (30, 210) Cusp Catastrophe Model - Angle (30, 300)

towards generative models. Specifically, when students have lower risk perception and
2 more positive perception of the quality of generative models, they are more inclined
hen risk perception is higher and the

to use them for their final reports. Conversels
perception of generative models' quality is more negative, students tend to avoid using
them. Based on these findings, the study suggests that educational institutions should
focus on managing and controlling students' risk perception when introducing and
promoting the use of generative models. By enhancing the security and reliability of
these models, instifutions can reduce students' risk perception. Additionally, instifutions

. © .
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Y

should actively improve the user experi
usage attitude, thereby promoting the widespread adoption of generative models in

academic settings..
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