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Abstract

With the change and development of The Times, ChatGPT, an interactive artificial intelligence, has
gradually penetrated into the field of college students’ learning, so ChatGPT has become a hot issue
in education. Although ChatGPT provides students with convenient information supply, question
answering and academic guidance in their learning, students gradually lose their learning ability of
self-exploration and research under the shortcut brought by artificial intelligence, resulting in
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harmful behaviors, such as “lying flat” psychology. Therefore, this paper surveyed 196 college stu-
dents of various grades, of whom nearly 70 percent had used ChatGPT. According to the survey re-
sults, most college students have a positive attitude towards the application of ChatGPT in learning,
and the positive degree and learning efficiency of college students have been improved. This shows
that ChatGPT’s application in learning is gradually accepted, which means that ChatGPT will become
a useful tool for students in the future.
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Figure 1. Positive influence
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Figure 2. Negative effects
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