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Abstract

Artificial intelligence generated content technology has been deeply integrated into the field of
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education, in order to explore the mechanism of the key factors that affect the application of AIGC
technology by information majors. In order to provide theoretical reference and practical guidance
for promoting the field of “artificial intelligence + education” specialty, this study integrated the
technology acceptance model and expectation disconfirmation theory, combined perceived useful-
ness, perceived ease of use and satisfaction to construct the conceptual model of AIGC, proposed the
research hypothesis and designed the questionnaire, used partial least squares to analyze the data,
and evaluated the measurement model and structural model. The results show that information
quality and perceived performance positively affect satisfaction, and further, satisfaction, per-
ceived usefulness and perceived ease of use positively affect the intention to use AIGC tools. This
study not only reveals the key factors that affect students’ application of AIGC technology and its
mechanism, but also gives enlightenment to teaching practice based on the results of the study,
which provides a reference for the teaching of information majors in the era of mathematical intel-
ligence.
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1. 5l

N TR e AN 75 (Artificial Intelligence Generated Content, AIGC) 5z A& UL 4F >k N T4 e A & i
PURIN )2 AR, SR IR FEA A 2. KB 5 B RIR B i Ah 2 o) SR AR WK E A R 2R A 1
iz S [1], RFEMAIE 0T A e — e 8 B 2 P BB scs. BA . S
WZ¥. 2022 FELISK, BL ChatGPT MR M) AIGC T HAEH & S A W i o 5 A 122 51 0 K2 BE
IR [T BE 4], FH OO E WA BUE I 7T R, TR Rk, s i vy A 2 A= A
AIGC LRKZEK[5][6]. fE#H LEME ST, LAFENEARNEERFITHENRE SHAR . PN TREMA
TR RS BRLWHE 2 AIGC M AL TR I LA A £ 5 (4% G 28 i s B L i
SR AR AR, R — AT, AR A, TR A R
FEAE K] AIGC BEAR SR ARG B T TAE, HomBUE2E T Al TRN AR a8l +
AR, HERMEARMX R TERR. AR ATREE, FA M AIGC HARTT DL 3k
BB LB b UM 75 & SERR B R . RGN AT AIE R, UM CAREEREUN £ 54 . AIGC HiARE
FRII N BB T KT, (HERAR SRR “4)00” 6 itk 1 HAE DL EH 2 Bl 1S brk %5 7
K, Bl AIGC PN A TR ERA . BOUFIfiAG A Repi R, Wi, AIGC THRaiMBh TR, {§
H AIGC HiARM A Bk T B A RIE T ARN . ROy TEASATEERIE I = . masr A4
ARHEF RO, ERBUTFENFAERIF AIGC T B WA ST 5 M 4T B HAW S F R 152m, AIGC #
ARIEAS BREWBEER R A R R SR B, 856 % 1 I5HE B2 EMEH AIGC T HTSIE
NIRRT, AT HEREIR R (S B AEE AIGC TRIEFERE, A5 ANBAREZ R
SHEE RIS E GBI, SRR A2 AIGC THERMIERNUS s mEsEs, 1eH
EEXTPERISRNS, AHESE TR AR AT = I AN TR + 20F 7 SUS A S0k Rt i 4
YRR T

il
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2. EpER
2.1 BAREZER

Davis [7]7F 1989 442 T ke H 7 A F A5 BEAR M R B AT A AR —HR 332 8R! (Technology
Acceptance Model, TAM), Ff7E 1996 X BEREZ B HEAT THBIE[8], SRR 1. BRI YN
4 ik (Perceived Usefulness) i1/ 5 FI 4 (Perceived Ease of Use) 2 520 F /48 FHAE B RS E AN =
THRE. BAAAELENANGRRGSIRFA L TIERIRER, By AELE ARG ER
GBI IIHIRRRE

KPR E AT
N

Figure 1. Diagram of modified technology acceptance model

1. FAREZREUEIEMR

PR AR R U DA R SR, 2R 9] 58 NI T BRI A AR R 2 AR 1 R o it
EREATIRRFIRT L. BR[04 AR & 115 B AR S B M BOR A BRI 5030 ) oLk 7 4 F S0E 1 =
. BT AT AT ERERIFE R N2 AER A AIGC TREMRER, RIABAREZHE T
(A P A DR M A 3R 5 SRR, OV BT N R RER IR A SR UK AR, 52 AFE,
AT A AR B AT AIGC T HEABIE 2y 2] 3755

2.2. HAEERISTEIR

Oliver [11]F 1980 4E#% Hi 1122 22 56 P i (Expectation Disconfirmation Theory, ED TR 27 & %) 77 i
R R (/) I 55 TR 2 PN 7 P R (R 3R o BV A 9 3 Y o UG 7 o B IR 2% 2= S T BRI 46 1A
Y, 23t SEBRE S SRR AN SR, 06 (Disconfirmation) & 144 I 5 AN SRk i B AT P2 AR AR — 30
i, USEPRIRAGRGE TN RS, WK A YLhRgideR T AN T WG SR, W24
AR IETH . AR RS . JHEE R0 B0 2 — M T F PR IR B FU R Bl B0, 8 T-48 7 FH P 672 i
PR T S SEEBRASE FH 7= A 1) 0 BB SZ FID0S 7= b i AR B 2 AN B A0 &, B T A% TR 55 1500k H P AR B8 [12]
TELNR ST B AELRI AT A BRI R G FI[13155 77 1« 28 /N [1A]456 FH H) B8 2k 36 PR R Bl
TSR APP FH P AR SR IS . Shen [15]58 NMBIEANY e 1 892 R 40 BRI Y PR R AT 2 S Fe (5 2 &
GefsE FH R TR v BT DR 38 . Fan [16]4%5 A\ T 82 2R 00 B0 52— Mot FH BOR B 3SR IR R 9 A4 1T
P WEAE B S e B BB MEROR . ATRLE 3, 15 R 6 BHAG O R N FH 5 BEOR RGEH 1)
9T, AIGC & —FE BHAR, MM TEAR FE—MERE RS, KRR EER AIGC TEAMAT
NEA—EEHEN.

BT, CADECCERIE] [17]F) AR AR 43 M 8 SR A AIGC AT A (HEAN R 3244
PR ReH AR B AR 5 R R FRAAAEZERRI[18],  SEbR BRI 22 AR R AR SR A AIGC T
BIH M SRR o] 5 7 T AN ), FESEBR 2 AR E ORI 22 00 o G IR FE (X R S8 1 2 ) A2
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PRI R TR BB AR . ARG BRSNS I B X8 TR A5 BBk
KA AIGC SRR RAUT AT SHIE M, s 1 AR SR ERER A, o TRHR
W AR AR B F IR AR A A2

3. BB SRR
3.1 ERRHREIIAIRL

ARSI T HARAR AR RN 2 I BB A A5 ST M2 E N AT AIGC BRIz PR s E A
B E TR S I B R AR FERE. WEARR. EMBRSUEYERE, WA
2o SHEARIBISHIR O R AR R A

SKPRE AT
N

LILEPR ez e ic]
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TGN 5 T
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Figure 2. Diagram of conceptual model of AIGC technology application for information technology
majors

B 2. ERAEFWFENA AIGC BAESER

3.2. ERRBHIHIEL

B AR R A AIGC T HB, AR5 A T IR AL IS ATh A S P fife v L BT 4 Hh
(i R, A5 A T R ARRS B 45 RO SE B IR BT 7 . B o Rl E R fa A AIGC T A
i, #HEETHEERME IR EE A5 S RAHTRH, H AIGC T HARHZ 5 M3 A
RAE R AMERIEIAR . AP BAS] T AN S YR, A e R — 07 B2 23 A R
S, B ). SKBEFFE IR APP P RGN, D CNIEEN 5 B 6 A R 5 i R P AE
e E IR [19]. $R R i:

H1: BEna A IERm AIGC TRIEHEE.

H2: B0 5) Pl IE 1 S i JE g i

H3: B A Ersm AIGC TRIEHEE.

RANGRGEFR M AIGC TR v IR S SRR, ASOGEM 2 IR mSR, /)
RWEH AIGC THAEA A, AR TAMER. HERRRRYEMEH T AIGC TR
S PR S B 35 R 32 5 PRI 28 R PR L, Olliver [111IA it « 3 A BRI RG34 2 U 25 5 40 il 77 A=
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HE %

U HARAERLG . &2 RS R A A AIGC T HATHI TR S, PO A, Rk
ISR S R RN, R, SRR T HGRE 5 = A K AMESEST AR S b S P R R R
SAIERIF 72 28 W 3Y) B8 56 6 ) P AN B A 1 1R A SR [20], 7E L, IE [l A0SR Sk e 2 A 24 2B X6 AIGC T EL )
W EES, PR

H4:  HEE SR U0 0 2 A [l 7= B AT I R R

H5: 1 [a] IR BRI S RO 25 A R R A R e

H6: AN WTEE 2R 56 XA 1E A FRI 50 o

H7: HEEXHHI A S B0 1E 1) R R

H8:  HAE Xl = AT 57 ) [ 520

ALY OAE R SR R, R, R R AE M AIGC THESR T EASK
Jii. B T RGBSR BRI R M AR M R s S, (8 R R A SR R I 3
WA I BIAMERE 2, BUONFESEBRS T o, AIGC THARE “ZI57 & i (™ A 1k N A5 n) A
5 ), Bright 25 [22])\ K& F R 4 TE 6 0E BAMN S5m0 = ), 82t P i sUE 77« Fir A
IR RS B R IR m 2 A AT T 4, 4 IR

HO: 5 25 B B A IE [ R R

H10: i 24 AIGC T H s 7 e A 1E A (K2

Davis [7]1\ 15 B RGN &R & BEREIE B RGN SEhRE A, xIhik[23]5 AT UTAUT £
BUNEF S FH 28 E 02 APP [R)AT 5% M R 3 A 70 v e iiE 1 48 A s SRS AT A AR AR B ) IE m) 52l o 42
R

H11: AP #H AIGC TR &I IE M HeprfH AIGC TEII1T N,
4. MR+
4.1. EIEEItT

EEXHE RIS AT N ST R 103, SR )36 B SRR L850 . 145 0 s AR A NEEARE
BER, Bl AERE)MITER, IFTRRAITE LR EETHARE AR WE RIS LS %
(RISCHR, BB 2> s AT ST 115 ek, W K 35 M. tHE R IAS B ER 2 e - b
FEERERME, HETAMN “BEAFRR” & “wEeRE LTM, HENMNL»ET 5, BibER
W 1.

Table 1. Questionnaire items on factors affecting students’ use of AIGC tools
1 FHENA AIGC TEZmMEAZRTENXBInN

A 5 SERIRERL

e AR ey
fF /] AIGC 7 R i 2 2 R PU1
5 AIGC 7] DA B gm e K PU2
5/ AIGC ] LLFS BB B 20 A R A v 1m) R P PU3

RSN P

i/ AIGC ] LUJINTE 2 STAE 55 1 58 G e 7R M ) 58 ) PU4
{FEH AIGC T BA FH 5 ineidi s 3R B 2 3T R i) AIGC [ & 2 PU5
M2, AIGC X =>4H H PU6
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S
22 31Ul AIGC S8R = 2R E 51 PE1
Fis AIGC TEAER AL, FHMEESFENBRE SR, 52XH PE2
B 5 :AIR A

BASGMYE  ROEZLEE TS AIGC THA HMEARGIINF R0 ), B % TR &

AIGC #lRE MR A X PES
WAUE I AT LS AIGC T B F i v 32 31 v i il £t PE4
B2, WAt AIGC T RARZE 5% Fl i) PE5
N I AIGC T RA KK N A 2 e % H AT 5EH) 1Q1
BERIRE
FINK AIGC T A5 BRI BUE HAEE 1 1Q2
ARk S8 ] AIGC T H k2 ST Bk U]§1
RIBEIRELAEH AIGC LH KA RIS S IRFE BRI AR R A ul2
— At RME A AIGC LAk Hs B3R > AR I R E IR A3 FH M gm AR ER uI3
BRI RE N MRS AIGC TR IhIFE . THE ul4
WATEAF I AIGC T E s Bh3k 58 Ak uls
T B RS AIGC TH ul6
WA B AIGC T HAeH 2 BB g B AR EX1
i A B AIGC TR BeHE BARIUH 47 1) p 5t EX2
A AIGC L FT DAFSF ST A% 8 [ ORI 1 27 > AT S22 >0 1 R 1 EX3
A AIGC T H T DMEF A #4218 [ O O 1 ANREAE 252 ST B iR i ag EX4
] AIGC AT TR R AR PP1
S— ] AIGC T A R 5 FRIUCE L 1) L 5t PP2
AIGC T HH5F SEHLA% R [ O I )22 51 T S 27 51 11 R 35 1 PP3
AIGC T EAFIR B % IR [ O A I AR SRR 2525 2T 3 iR i g PP4
XA SR AIGC T HAI R 4G HAE:
fEH AIGC L RS T H Z AR R AE AR DF1
LD N i) AIGC TR fe s B A fg iy 127 21 i Bt DF2
AIGC T H AP 1 5 K 2 B AR 1] 27 ] AT S X 1) R 3% DF3
AIGC T AR A4 T i I E O O B RIRIERE 255 > 3 RiR i e DF4
LA AIGC TH o IRZE - IR SA1l
R 54 f#/ AIGC T H.. IRANE R - 1RIE L SA2
BXTIAEM AIGC T EAR o ARARL - R SA3
EPMERAT N RERMAHN AIGC TR Z & RU1
4.2. BIRWE R AL TE

)G R R S T R T EALRE SRR . e TR TR R =N AR 4,
Tl Bl R A2 178 4, = AN TV IIREARES TR 74 43 39 43 F11 65 10y K& TAEZG . —AFEZFIPUAELL
B2 REA Y ) 5 HE 14%. 52.3%F1 33.7%; 534 (5 b2y 7N 66.3%411 33.7%. A 1 VAL BT 70 i AR B Al 4
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P4 A5 R0 TR 6 BT I Ede, AR LRl 20 BT 9 224l Partial Least Squares (PLS)#(4 SmartPLS4.1
P R SE R AT RN SZUE A3 HT,  J5UR A& PLS W] DA ] e A 3 S e (reflective) AT B 1 (Formative) R FE AR, HLIE
AN A HE [24]

4.3. MERBISHR

Lewis [25]55 A\ &5t 1 A AY (i 3 — S5t R FEANRUREPRAL 48 . (] SmartPLS4.1 ) PLS-SEM
FILIBAT AT, 345 58 B EL 6k 2 5 (Cronbach’s Alpha).  [R-F 971 £ { (factor loadings) 141 . J& (Composite
reliability, CR)&{H L4 2.

Table 2. Reliability and convergent validity analysis

3 2. EEMUEBUE SR

B fekx IR S A E P 1 i B L R A 20 AE PR E SR EUE
PUL 0.847 ok 0.900 0.923 0.666
PU2 0.753 ok
PU3 0.836 xokk
BGnA FE
PU4 0.838 ok
PUS5 0.788 kk
PU6 0.830 ok
PE1 0.799 ok 0.886 0.916 0.687
PE2 0.837 *ok
5 5 M PE3 0.745 *k
PE4 0.885 Fkk
PES5 0.871 ok
e Q1 0.954 kk 0.904 0.954 0.912
15 B &
1Q2 0.956 ok
ull 0.866 ok 0.893 0.919 0.656
uI2 0.870 kk
N uI3 0.822 ok
fFH =R
Ul4 0.836 kk
U][ 0.767 ok
ul6 0.685 ok
EX1 0.851 xok 0.905 0.934 0.779
‘ EX2 0.843 ok
i)
EX3 0.925 kk
EX4 0.910 ok
PP1 0.856 ok 0.915 0.940 0.798
N PP2 0.874 xok
RS
PP3 0.915 ok
PP4 0.925 kk
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DF1 0.858 ek 0.933 0.952 0.833
I DF2 0.933 ke
DF3 0.938 ek
DF4 0.920 ek

SA1 0.895 ke 0.788 0.877 0.705
R SA2 0.880 ok
SA3 0.736 ke

(##: *: P<0.05, **: P<0.001, ***: P<0.001)

W& 2 TAER], W AmEky 7 “fHEEY MRfE—Di2 0.685 LAk, HEHKT 0.7; &iBE
A5 (1 50 B bR SR ORI A B KT 0.7, 3477 ZEHE A (Average variance extracted, AVE)# kT
0.5, FEARFFABAIMEWIRHE, RUTMEB LA B IMEE . W — SRSz .

4.4. CEAARBISHR

PLS S®iA AT AL I FR AR RE 7T, FIWTRL Y G SR I FE b U e R4 R? (EANER 42 R % (Path coeffi-
cients) [26]. 4] 3 /&1# ] SmartPLS4.1 ] Bootstrapping 5% 1a 47 R 54 45 38 1) 70 A 45 51

PU1

PU2 9 ull

PU3 BRI I

PU4 0. 588
PUS

PU6

0.227 1.000

0. 656 0. 052 RU1

BEL bR AT A

PE2
PE3

0.232

SR 5

SA2
PE4 S

PES5
Q1
1Q2

0.180

PP1

s
s
b=t}
fen

PP2

EX1 PP3

EX2 PP4

EX3 0.217 AL

EX4

0.920

0.858

0.933 0.938

DF1 DF2 DF3 DF4

Figure 3. Diagram of structural equation modeling analysis results
3. G IRRB S IERE
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Pl o [ P R P B R2ME, TR R “MEHRIR” 10 R2E 2 0.656, FRonBiAIH CRGIA M .
CRINZ M R CEREE” IR AR B ] DURRE 65.6%f# A IR . SCER[26]90 8 0.19. 0.33 i1 0.67
FoRNET P EAE SLR M AERERE ). TR BRI T “SbrHAT N (R? = 0.052)fE 68 /55
PIAh, HERAEMSH RZEKT 0.33, F AR HA BRI R GE

3R R P A, WTLLERIRR T IS IR (812 & %0 0.139, P {4 0.149).
CHAE RIS~V R 7 (M2 R 50-0.011, P1H 0.957) A EE LIS, HEWEE, LA E.

Table 3. Path coefficients of the model
3. RBEERNE

fabr Heir 25 PA

8 B — SEBRAE AT A 0.227 0.008
BRI E R 0.180 0.002
TSN 5 FE I — i e T 0.344 0.001
TR 5y R — T 0.767 0.000
RN P~ 0.330 0.000
JREN G~ R RS 0.732 0.000
NG — R 0.495 0.005
H1EE — R K e 0.217 0.000
W~ R 0.139 0.149
BRI~ B -0.011 0.957
=~ SR 0.232 0.001

5. FHig 54t
5.1. Z5RiTie

MRIEFE M SR, IR T B TR B 22 A M M S 8005 , R PLS 20 343 T AT (& i
FEER, FRERBLEWNT:

(1) B&XnAE F (B8 1% %1 0.330, P B 0.000)F1/E% %0 52 F 14 (B 4% 2 %1 0.344, P {E 0.001) 1E [ 521 AIGC
TR, B2 (1% 240 0.767, P {8 0.000)1F 752 m B k0 I, ik 1~3 52130 FF. X
ekt s FAiE, R AIGC LEMA THAREZHA, FHaeERIFHE &4 Mg
HEERFMEERNEK.

(2) HHEE (12 540 0.139, P 1 0.149)% A B B A i M s & A R ILR E 1 . IR RIS (4%
ZH0-0.011, P {H 0.957)% 2 AL (i = BE A T n] I s A IR E Ve Rk 4 AV 8 1A 15 31 3CFF
X5 SCHER[LL] [20] ORI FEANIR], P RE A S IR s — A2 BT EE S 56 B0 97 FH PO 28 7= i BSOIR 25 ST 3 5, “ 3
7R CSRBRRLS” L FEM, 1 AIGC BN “Hi AR BIGFIREA R AR, 15 S AR RIS B2 A
WRZERR, FAEBRIBRITE, RAEsE ARl —2MH AIGC HIEA 2RSS MB&
SRR @ AR ), AFEHBE “HIERE” MEREEAR, A2 E IR G2 2k
BARREEN, WEAER SRR LR, Xt AIGC T H LA e i w1 28 (101 25 ) 2 ek T
1E “HERE” A, BB SRE A — SO I s I ) ) s =2 T EAE AR B IA A AU FT RE R
N CRTIER”, HEE TROTREEERR. HEl, AIGC EAMNHALTEYIRM B, 2 %4ER “Y)
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UREE I AIGC” , I 3 B 22 A2 B e ORI 75 0 BR B, T AR SRS I 2 5, X2 I
SRR — M, IR “ 226 ” SRR R, SECHE R IIE A S VU2 H Ak A t AIGC &5
BRI B T H, RMEMH AIGC RiAH B e, Wahy “HHEGER” MRS, Ml
55 7 S A EE0E o

(3) AT (AT 5% 0.495, P {E 0.005)% 2% AL i & BEAA IR 115 o SR NG R (#6 4% %2 % 0.732, P{H
0.000) %} B2 236 65 1E A A 5 . B3R (44015 /8 0.217, P {H 0.000) X 3128 2L 5645 1E [H] FI % o I ¥ 5~7
BT CFF. 5B 4 AR R 8 ANFEIMIAZ, A4 NG R G0 F I BB RS2, RN SR AIGC
IR )=y p IR ATE I

(4) 15 2R (B 1% A% 0.180, P {E 0.002) %3 5 A 1E [ (1 520 396 25 B (M 1% R %8 0.232, P 1 0.001)
XA AIGC T HRAF A EEA IR B . P AIGC TR Z IR (#4241 0.227, P {E 0.008)1F 1]
MR AIGC TRBT . iR 9~11 3RS . X5 3CHR[22] [23]145 e Hik, (5 B ElkE,
A RGN R R R, AR R A

5.2. SEBRRR

TEIR A R, 80.8%M)5 A2 H ORI RIS HERE M AIGC TR, R 19.2%; & 2k
1%, RXFRNTRERHEAIF AR AR ZUNZE T, X5 & 1A il K 8 ik
JTENLTRERE + HE” BTSN A BRMIE S .. Wi 125 B R AN EER O
FihE, Hr 80%LL L2418 H DeepSeek A AL, R A 21.9%1) 5= 4f FHid RIS, copilot 4w e &k
i, EIR DeepSeek %5 T EM4mFERE IIRE, (EHIRTEIM B, Lk Ad (- 7E 32 i g F2 1k Hh RE AT 2 58 47 11
HEMER, XERHAEFREES, BUTEA R s 322 B aia H AIGC T HRAEF-L k2% 3] F1 T
YERCR . A b KB 53.5% 22 A8 K AE ] AIGC T HAISIR MR 1~5 W, [ AHRE R, arhee
2R AN SR B e e W R R R o 8 ST AR IR oy A 4 SRR W JRR S FE 1 B SR S sont AR
A R R RE R R AECRER . DN T B A R 5 BRI AIGC HARGH BB 2T, $2T-B0m )
P, R LT 3 /MGt

(1) WEBRZEAEAEH AIGC I MRERRS, filu “AEFANRER” I, Lo b 0 n) 2 AR HERE b 0 B 2
BERMEEE) AIGC TR, Jfefefescio =, (13252 Ram T DU AL IR S, BRAIRE AR “ 5]
A o R R AMEH]E AIGC THEATHER, BUMLE AL EA O URAE I R A B 4242 4
AIGC THRAHMAES 5, k2] DA o o] B DUAApRE B A A T .

(2) JE BT E IR ERN, TN TR e R IR AME F AIGC fig e inl @ 14 RE . H ATR 2 @i #
EFFRE “N LR + AE” MBEER, R REBIERAE PPT. KAV 2S5 5600 TAE B, idm
1) AIGC BRI RE I EIA T B RTE: T /MM RE S AL AL AR w425 Cursor ZEEHAT I
THERKENH, TVF2 @R 2N R i = WEZ) 7. AR N TR e B AN+ R A2 A AR 4 1) T
B, miEI Ry, SRAFE ST R, T[EZRUZM@aM 77 Y Seig A 20m £ i A4 6
WA RO e S A E E b, 7 5 R AIGC T H.

(3) JFX AIGC BN FHIRFEEE PFE, SRR L, 1k AIGC TH B IR R AR 2 2 7
Ko WZHERNEE SR “FRABT” mARIED AIGC SREUHREML R, FERARNSHEMEH
PR A IR AT, PECEHRIBRE. X0 Dol 2 R~ U e A2 A 2 B0 AN 1 i)
e hh, FBeeaE v ZE T, AT LA E A BB, A SR S AR B R, X A T TR
RO RARRRT” MR R A, R “fEH 7 TRY ISEAR B ERI” MR
Pl A THHES, B I 1 5 R 2
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AR b, BEHME BT A N AIGC TR BRI, R 4 AR B 52 A1 A 4 82 A e 7
WES, WETHEHEN. AREENH AIGC BORBESHA, FIH] PLS-SEM Sk ki A (4 & 2 1]
oaity, Brhs 1R B AIGC TR RIS N 3 K HAE IALEE, Oh)e g imt seigfit 12
WHEENEARSH , B SESIR, NHE S HE NIRRT o) 2 07 RIBTHAAER) AIGC TR
(i A SE PR AT AR S S %

SEISIA) A (A B R A R0, SO RAAAE — e JRERYE . 158, AIGC BOR CIREZEH A M,
H AT IEAE IR ZI M = S5 20 8 AT 8, RS B 2R i U8 T 2 E R 2 A i 2 I AR )
15, AIGC BRI A BAE AW HIEACHTHE . HERE BT . ASCHET H AT BRMEEBUR T SHIE
BESBA P RS s R IRT, BN KRR EEE HERER, A 3 MgRER “k
B FAT 97 IO E 28 R? (B9 0.052, fHTRE J1ie, T RS2 vt (R R e o 2 AR 6] AIGC
MISCHEIRBIAI R, JUH RN T “HEBERF AR A AN R XHAT N B, SRR 58
BREERAT N LRRERE IR, dsk b, SAEATORIE 2 E] AIGC A2 15 i PRSI (1 ChatGPT). ]
FRASMUE 55 52 2% B2 (18] BT 55 0 /5 RSB S5 MM . “ i Sl — SEPn AT 07 T RE RS E 25 RN
WA AR SIS S AR R AR . LR, T RIE SR T I E R 5 B L i
EREARRATRE, R E, BEIHAIR, BARLLRAEMER AIGC TR S HAAZREK
SURK R (TR AIGC TR MIREST e sURIH 7] f SUSAAAE BRI 22 3 WA T BEAN ], BEAR
PEARR. B, EARRIWTTT, FERAGE R e BCE & BE A ibe D VA IO FTREA, BA
BB SR TR AT Rk

EHEWHE

TP RS A AR AR TR E 3 LR 5 R AR RGN TR RExT OBE # i xR sz mi bl
il 5T S FL L (20240GA262); T S A AR NCE TAEDNH . et s = Ty st Sl s
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