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Abstract

This study focuses on Generative Artificial Intelligence, taking ChatGPT and Wenxin Yiyan as exam-
ples, to explore the influence mechanisms of external features, such as avatar type, facial attractive-
ness, and gender congruence on users’ trust and willingness to use. Analyses based on the Social
Presence Theory, Gender Identity Congruence Theory, and Technology Acceptance Model reveal
that avatar types have varying effects in different scenarios, facial attractiveness works through the
“what is beautiful is good” effect, gender congruence can narrow psychological distance to promote
trust, and attractiveness may amplify the gender congruence effect. The study provides theoretical
references for optimizing Generative Artificial Intelligence design, while also pointing out limita-
tions, such as insufficient situational diversity and future research directions.
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1. ERAATERE

IR KL 2% A\ (Chatbot) K %% 4L H (Conversational Agent). Vaidyam %5 A (2019)#5 4= st A\ T2 B
SE SN AR (40 7. 25 38 ) Echo) B 1 (3¢ 5L Sini) T RAFAE R SeE T H, AR AL ST AN T
REJT VRIS N AT IR S 5XhiE . Ik, BEAEBOAR IR A AR E 1SR, Kk S A
BN TR RE(R SCRIAR: A2l T8 Be) HoR IR e 04k )72 A« A% 2024 4F 2 H, OpenAl A
T fE ChatGPT, 4Bk A #CE 18 12: HEME FIALEGE “300—F” HAft ol 1142, AR
FABLIEE N B — (R ek, 2024). FF H BT A RN T R s R I Re DAS T 2 @ v, AATTH B ket
TR RS W IR RS . E2 5N RE/R, ChatGPT nI LAYERF 7T E N
BRI B A 5 T AP 2 i 7% 4 A o S B R 5 A IS (R IO, B, 2023).
b F EAEK A SRS B R FEGE , 2023). L FH N E N AN KTE SRR A N T BE (R S A
FrAE RN TR BE) AR AT G ¥, AW R ChatGPT F1SC.0— 5 AR AR BN T8 RE T Jig B4R
Fo

DA ChatGPT AR A N T R A R m i PERe . Xk B T REHIE . 58K EAE /1 BLLHT
PR AR 4, RIS . SERIS (/g 4, 2023). LA ChatGPT Sufil, 7R 7, Tk
2R, GPT-3 #il5 1750 ¢ AMEAI B4, #:5% 7 570 GB HISCAIZ:, EAAMIIGEE B4 TR, B
FE. BT WS PN R DA E SRR, W T FE SRR SCARIS R GUR (T IG, 2023; Qadir,
2023; Tamkin etal., 2021). fEHEJTTH, ChatGPT It T AR RBBRMY IJHAR, BEARBMNARES
WbFERE T, (EFJIJ7TH, ChatGPT (a5 JJH #6407 3640PF-days (RN &b it 5 — T 54k, FFEtT
53640 K PRifc sy, 2023). [FIFE, SCO—FNET HEERNEIREE, BEAMLMEETT. A, H
A N TR e 2 DA T B APP HTE A R I, 76 47T BB S 5t N, AATTRT DA SE R 75 4E
RN TR REMIFE B DL, AR RN R REA 2 R T %Ak
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2. AL E sERISMEBEFE

TER P E IR ALES N RE A, 3 A BARAE AR S B A s, IaRHERIE. X H)
LZ M ZE (Rheu et al., 2021). TR PI/NBRFAE(ULAE . FEEBETHSE) % O BRI T D B B2 5
W VER, — AN BTG N RSN F I RS NPT RE TR R Gyl P 452, HE R 5T R AN
AL R 51 7 be r] S 5 L B (Yuksel et al., 2017) XAFEAARI T AG . SLAG BRI W 5] 7 LA R
BRFIESE, X SLRRIEAT BT @ F P LA A RS, Bnfh AT =B (LT & Suh, 2022), IFH$ET
LRI P AARLS o

2.1, kigAH

211 HSRE

kA8 (Avatar) & 48 7E 28 22 B A AR S FH P AL #s A AR 1 i 00Xl AT H S AL IR AR SR A 1 T H AL AR F g R
i 1% (Nowak & Rauh, 2005). FEHIRALES AJT I, TFR & AT DARYE B & (i 5Rs € 10 B 1 EA&3 . &
BB NEE R E NN RIITE S . S — R B A A IRE . K ERUT HARIRHIE. ok M3
wiat, MESK RN a0 F T EALZ 5 — A AR Y. (Reeves & Nass, 1996). AR A B
FIHEA LR IR EIE 9 A28 (Nass & Steuer, 1993), {E 2 AITHIE T #1225 30 A R M S HLAS AT H i RIsS it

KT RARKIRAY, 7T IR L ER A B (i — 4. = 4E%%), AR (. 1K) AR G2 (4
. WANFIENE) ST 02 CATFRRIL, AR SAR A 2 5o ma NATTX B R A28 A B 1)
W51 A3, AIE B DA AE A RS R R (Mull et al., 2015).

2.1.2. \XEL

R ML N BRI 208 H - sz v] DA AL fE e Bk RE, LIS R R et TE
BN FE R PR AR, TN AR T X A S AR IR A [FI, AT T s R B R 2% A e
NPEAL, SR BIRETRNIEE N PIRES AT ILEL, M — D NS A — AR SR i) B TS 1R A A
PR R, FOOHRPE BT . W AT R BN B AN AR 2 3 AT LS AN BIMRGE . (EF IS
(Al-Natour etal., 2011). Kk, MEIRHLAR AN PLE RIAFZRE, m-REMEANRN, BHTEANFRKGESE
BN 35 2 A0 B RS AR AE 2 5, F P I RALEE AR BAE A (Rl 2 5 B e —E M
Z5t.

2.2. mFLWEIH

221 HERE

T FL"% 51 71 (Facial attractiveness) & [ fLASFAIE (Y 245 bR, Rhodes (2006)W\ M IHIFLIK 51 772 %8 H b A
W THTFL 7= A B — T R A 1 4 155 28 AR, AR ASE AN = A il 1 R B o %08 AR GBI FE 3 T2 A H
W, LR E] 1 3Z LA R R LRI AR 52 =07 T B0 o W51 736 AT — BN G2 EK,
ARG F7HI N 2432 Hofth N T8 2 BURS L HI AR (Adams & Crane, 1980). HLW | F15%F N2 8] 152
M 5 ANHLAE B2 8] ) M AR ALk (Calhoun et al., 2019),  AATTARIE I B0 R AL #8110 TH S54RI SR DAl 2 T S 1
B S MESE (Kim et al., 2020). FEAT WL, AR RN T8 RERTHTFLIR 51 0 AT B Xt F P R4 AT B A0 456 P 2 i
i B

2.2.2. EXER
#t2= )2 )3 16 (Social response theory) /& H1 Reeves A1 Nass (1996)$2H, ZHRFEH, AM15iHFHIE
ARSI TR ENS NZ B ES—F, AR Rk g & oIS B m R N SE, JER R
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TR ] — 28 5 NSSAE (A 2 MU 5 I S A e 4 AT ELAN AN AT UL IX Ak 2 MU A (S AR HAEEN
Ao NI BEAABE % 10T A S N BN B A B TR Ja AR P B0k N B BIAEAATRGRE B S IEAE
SHEHEATAE, AR SN — 5 NSRS, R T B % 1k 2 OV 2
LEIRI S B 2B Z N T AT, HRE TN S8 Tl 0BT RN

2.3, HRI—B

231 BMIRE

4731 — P (Gender Congruence) & 5 1 7 (1P 1) 5 At A5 IR UL C (Pitardi et al., 2023) . A1, 4502
—ANGE R WIEATTIE, — 2 R O AR AR AR S, R AR A A
X7y BAREITEEE ST P AR PR 22 5 0B AR S FE ) (Robert Stoller) X 73 7 —#F Z [ 2 57 . WiHEH)
I, A PEnlfe R T AE BRI B — RIMME R 2 5, X822 7 R AL 2 STA T i K 1) (Stoller, 2020) . AR3C
W REIH PR A2 ERR Z B0, BN RS S AR B — BUR MR IR ALES A 13
s 2P R VE R RFAE BT, anR LS N IR AR, IEEE N IR LS N o ek, L
S 0HLERF R, S ) SOt 1T AR A By (BB B L M) T A S A TR RT SR &R R R R & O B
(Alabed et al., 2022; Bakar & McCann, 2014; Grohmann, 2009).

2.3.2. HxHEiE

P50 7] — i B 4 (Gender-identity Congruency Theory)#& H Grubb 1 Grathwohl (1967)3& T #4xiA
[} ¥ 12 (Social Identity Theory)#& it (). 2 ARIES N A, Ml t 25028, 2 HEFIRRIX 73X =
AN SRR O — BRI A4 23N A . Grubb Al Grathwohl (1967)iAK, SHFAMATT &, e —F EH RS
FKT7 e AT SN ED . MBS BB B ANLE Bk R rh,  FEAEME A R 3K 5l T 546 m) ik
5 B SRR IR A NS0 .

3. ERAALEEHIMNBFIESFEE
3.1 B8

311 BEFE

FEAE(Trust) E N AN B B R R, & PRI I — AN 7 o U IRBLAS A RE%
A BB U, B AN B SR R R 7 B (Zamora, 2017) . {54 (Trust) & — A3l 1,
WREAWE, B, MM ARREEE, HRZ 2RI . Mayer 25 A (1995) ST 5E SN
—AMNAKH =N ARG SR IEEE SN S BERMAET N IR, Ik iEEZEE
H.

3.1.2. xR

BT RHLES AA D TR BUERAR ST, R T8k BB AR AR, WEE . Rk
% (Zamora, 2017), A AWIAC HIERE AP (S AR R RG 20 B O 1 SEAF A S AWLAC LI ) FH P 45
FERE, AR T 1 A REREM ABLAZ EASAE I R 3R, B4 Folstad 25 A (2018)i8 1 A I - S5 WAL 5 %,
ik 13 {12 5 RGBT RIS N R SRR . 45 RRY, M SRR RILES N oS R
B IEERER R, SRAMT A REIR, RN EIE T ARG R IE AR IAE ST, ATHT ST (Rheu
etal., 2021) 734 1 W RALAS A SEM B AR R I FORRHIE, 73 BIHESCR J1 s s RS IBANL ARiE
F A ERAE UL SR B RE . I HIX SE oM R 8 1 32 HA PR 3, AR L8 NRESS 5. 4
RIAESS AREER AT (8 I3 AORS IR LA 7 255
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3.2. A AL EREAVSMBEHERHEEE RN

3.2.1. KIRARBIFHEEERIR

HATRF LR, WIRHLES ARG S P IEEE. @E N, — N3z Rk
IR BRI SAZETE RIS, EIMAYIE R AT LIE5R N5 N 2 [ R (Keeling etal., 2010). 28 A FH 7]
DU i $ B N e RGN P X HORIME AR (LT & Suh, 2022), FFREZEMRMEAEFER T P (de Visser et al.,
2016). CABIFLRI, EHERERT, BIRGHWIRILE A AT U A8 E & (Yen & Chiang,
2021), BFEREEGFAT NP PUEATEE . (0 R IAS [F) 288 SLAG I AL A FH P A R AT 9 I 50 v] REAT
TEZSE, W Salminen 55 A (2021) R FCR I, 76 P BRGS0, 31 50E B A 10 A
AN R AR, I, B EREH, FFHX L A BE OB R . Toure-Tillery fl McGill
(2015) KIAET HREMEEFE R T, MALIRIAMALAZREASH P B EmuR. £2
Moussawi %5 A (2021)i8 RILE HHAE MRS E 5T, MRS GG 2 B3 i FH P ST
HIUEE SR, BRSNS RA SR EAAAE R AR A, ELIX Al 2 6 o] BEEAS A1 58 P A7 E %

=X
IF o

3.2.2. EFLRSIHFHEEERRE

B TSGR AL AT O3 T A E RS, TEAEERRI BB 5 R, T AA R B A Z AT,
T E T ALIR 5| 234 A% AT B AN R . T8 R UL, BRG] 1AM N 2 1E HoAth 7 T 15
FITE 2 AN T EIRE, BRI ORI IR o anPEAE N VA PR SOk COIESE “ S0l 4F i IZIMREN S
{7 1E (Adams & Crane, 1980; Berscheid & Walster, 1974). W 5| J32 51 AT AW 5| 7RG 5] F11)
H bR AT RARRHE R AR T . AL S| 72 5| I 4, 2 IR LA AL B 5 T2
— o WDRALEE N BT FLIR 51 5t 20 AA O BEERAT 7= A — S FISE IR, dniit Fo R B SE I N T 5
0 RALAE N HEAT X516 00 P (AL = AFPEBE, A B TR 3EF P 5 I0R LA A B4E 2247 8 (Kim & Sundar,
2012) . AT 5] 775 B0 1 AT {5 FE 2 R AE 38 TEAH G, IR 51 1 ED R AT g S a F nl (5 B
HEWT (Gutierrez-Garciaetal., 2019). Zogaj etal. (2023)i#—5 kKB, SHLEEH WS HAHEH AL, 55
PRI 5] 300 A RN TR RERE B2 54T, MASZIE LR s sz m . ok nl WL, A2 plaQN T8 e T
L 5| Frasem P o AR RGN TR REREAE, JFH BT “WREI7e” BT 2 midE .

3.2.3. MH—BXHEEERI

BT S0 3k N HI AL AR N 1A B 1 F P R8s N 2 TR STk ) o, (R ik A2 EL(Eyssel &
Hegel, 2012), T2, A SEIRNLE N ZBL00HRE— B, F P A 2B 2058 2 1 3L A AT
OHEPE B — DN, B AR E L2 ST . W Kim 25 A (2021) kK8, AMITEAEERS H D HEE
AR LS N B, HX A AEARTE S 5 Nl BAA/E— € 22 7 (Rheuetal., 2021), 1 Elkins 71
Derrick (2013458 T fEAAUNIIA G AT 52 R, IR ACEE P 50 5 P Ml A DT i 2 75 25 19 s
£, RERRIENSHRMER S GAHREELE LA EEZR; 2 Nunamaker 25 A\ (2011) K81, 1E
IR ANAEESR RIS = T, HASN B T2 5500, B BW%S53E B e ot S & AR,
LS5 P AAFERX PR S . RETHEE R, Zhang (2019)% AXTE N 28 AN gL A7 1)
HIh BT R A, AR LECE BN B T LM S St MR, SRR S
P — Bk k20l i 55 A1 STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, Mathematics)5 ] ) 2 A5 45 5l 5 #5
Bi. TUVEH, TEHEYRT, WA -8 s 7 A mREt, 74 T B AR .
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3.2.4. EFLIRS|HFAtER—H 4 3Z EEAXMEEER RN

AR ERBEFL, AHIE AR RN FLIR 51 SR ) — S5k ay ASZ e B P £ 48 B 0 R AL 2 I RS AR
BT REER S JTE &SR 58 S —2 i R yLEs A (Adams & Crane, 1980; Berscheid & Wal-
ster, 1974; Gutierrez-Garciaetal., 2019; Zogaj etal., 2023). AT KIN, W5 F1osTmAbAA R BIARAE
T RS AT H A 53] 4 B8 S (Ahuja & Pundir, 2019; Desrumaux et al., 2009). 4 W 51 7 1 2 1t F0 55 4
BN A LB W 5 77 # [R) P )\ - B B A o SRR (Ahuja & Pundir, 2019) . [RIE, IXRHIR 51 280 Bk
TR BB AR T BAMRE, BIAATR A SZIME A2 B A E I 7 Bk (Nault et al., 2020).
AN T SR BRIV 28 R AELE 1 ) 2SR INE, WS 75| 7 28807 2 14 B i M il 200 s (A 3] — S5k ) RO AR FH s AR A R
PEAFAEVERN SR, AR 5] 1A RSS2 B Hh 3 = B B Rk 7

EANAZ TR, AT T ENLEL 285 a0 1R T SN 55— AR 1 ) B (Reeves & Nass,
1996). BT, MAEEAEAEVERIA R R BKS) R S ) T k4% 5 B S AR A A2 N 2 e (Alabed et al.,
2022), BPWIRHLZS AFTIRR B B AE A RFE . (RItk, AMIAS EEFEH, HEIRHLE N 2HLH
AL G A, AR RS A B B AR #(Ahuja & Pundir, 2019), 3823 inas AT P 51 ) 2k
F, BRI B, B AR B EAEAE S B S — SRR AL N TR A
IR AL S JIE, AATR IR AL A 0l JeB P R Rn 2o R 55, i) — 50 A0S PR 52 i 9 A 0 462
N,

4. ERANATERERNIMBFHES EREE
41 ERER

411 BESHRE

{5 FH 2= & (Intention to Use) & 48/ 4%f F Rl AT g B 92 1) 32 00 5 1R 58 B (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1977). il
WHARBE) Z R, HOGEET ML Tt e, AN Emad, fHAREERESEE
ZREMFEZE (Luetal,, 2019). HET, BIRHLESA CH) Z R A A0 AR (Benlian et al., 2020; Hasan
et al., 2021), XA N TR BEAEHE BB, 07 S 2055 sE i FH P A FH 00 8 2 DASR 1S SR 0 1
Fi % % (Gopinath & Kasilingam, 2023).

4.1.2. HEXEiP

AR 232 87 (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM)SZ FH /2 #2232 A F A7 E 78 b 32 45 FH A A 2
—, Hi Davis (1986)#& . iAW IE )FEH T s2mi AT A EE M PE R R, BUREA H
% (Perceived Usefulness) g4 5 F P (Perceived Ease of Use). J&&1A FPERE FH P A A8 A4S & RS Re iR
i LAEGUSIAR L, T By FH A 48 0 O 22 G FH RS R 1M &) #2 JE (Davis, 1989) . Ithab, AR
HH P HE B HER I #E A 17 8 (Behavior) 3217 47 [l (Behavior Intention) 520w, 11047 4 2 1) BB ENB P
I FH 25 (Attitude) FL [RI 52 e o A FH 25 P 52 B PR RB 0 2 P PR I 2L (R g2, i JR R 5 FH ek
AJ DL B2 R R A P o R AR R AN AR B (Excternal Variables) 4 B2 54 M & 0 A A 1 A 2 i A%

4.2, ERAANILEEIMBIFEXE R ERANF M
4.2.1. A ARFHERBERENFND

WRHL 2 N SAG 2R A S om P o fdi & R . ok, B NEHMER LSS N B GEAT T 58,
WA AN TN REEER), S 52 Afi i (Han & Yang, 2018). iX & i T HL28 NERRIR 725
MNARAEG, NS0 H 2 AR TR B B (Kim et al, 2019). BFFCRIL, FPEHE I NE(GIENTEALEL)
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Figure 1. Technology acceptance model

1 BRAREFZER

Y

ERATA

Y

MR HLes N A 24 NIRBERENE, Flanklr BT80N E 3 AE R (Tussyadiah & Park, 2018),
T X RE BN 3% A 22 5 (Choi et al., 2021). Mull 25 A\ (2015)4R 5T T 2 P2 Y S AG XTI 2 8 B vl 5 B
FRPE. 5| WA ES AR, SRR, SEER. SR ARG, ANIELEPONTERE
FE R WG| 25 TR ik, B SRR R . (HHA ALK I Nowak & Rauh (2005) & 8L,
TEAEZFIWATE LS 5, ARG AIIRILE AL, RN R A A T4 v {55
BENEA BRI, BRALES NS G R A mT D md B P A R B S R 3 . (R R B AATTHEA [F] 1
BN B W IF AT BEAEAE 25 57 . MY Prebensen & Rosengren (2016)%F Bl R ML 28 A AE IS5 1) 703, ENThA =
SRR SR S, TR ST TS SOOI R DIRE T A A BT (E, B PR sSEBM s, 4558, &0F. tREE.
i) (Livetal, 2022), HubxtR, AERE R TGS, HAEREHN, @i, 555, ZH LK.
[F BT AR 3 SRS, AMIRERE I INEE AR E s SR, ERE KB ERE
B e SN RAL2E N FE S (Glocker et al., 2009; Keating et al., 2003) .

4.2.2. BRI HXERBEENRIT

AN TR REMTHFLIR S i asemi i P i AR . Bk, B RHLES NS AR BT 2 000 T FLIE
Goe P B EDUUBR AN IR-E o 0T FH P ki, S5 BAIR G I A N 2 18 HAR 7 T 49 1) 58 22 AR A
WIRE ST R I, WG| AT AE R 22 A] 1) 35 35 AH OGP AE DU i B 1) 7S P 15k 4 30 R0 ok T AL P 4R 24 AR AE
(Gutierrez-Garcia et al., 2019). fEWIEE R, HAFLLRA W I JIHWRYLES ANAHLEL, A SRR 5] 4
BN T REBE 2 {5 1T(Zogaj et al., 2023). Jf H.H1-F 7 FE AR B o] LA IE [ 52 AT 436 A = R (Arfi et
al., 2021; Hooda et al., 2022).

4.2.3. M5 —BExHERBEENRIT

AU — B ce sema A P A R R e W A, PR AL 2 R AT DA AATTHE AL H B)
RS IRRRE(Tay et al., 2014). DAL, WIRHLES A RIMERIA BT P AIRLES A 2 (el S\ o,
TR #E AMLAE L HIAT A(Eyssel & Hegel, 2012). HHAWFFEHRE, WIRALES AR mT LLREm A 478
(Beldad etal., 2016; McDonnell & Baxter, 2019), Ff H 2 Xf R I AEMERI A HLEE NI RE, A
NI R S5 5 8 F PR AAESS A — S bLEE A (Tay et al., 2014). BEFCIERIL, FP 548N TE
RE A T DC T 2= (2 4t FH P o6 B R — S g, ket i - A R . TEVE e b, SR
ER B A N TR RE, 2ot AP A AR BGRN TARE, AR a1 P P B 5 Wb ST R AR AR
KA LA EE(Zogaj et al., 2023).
4.2.4. ARSI HFER—BNZEERXERBENTR

AR FRBEFCRI,  THFLIR S o RO ) — S wT ASZ A B P 7 A P R AL B B e R, B
RSG5 E . 5 B SN —BUI R AL A (Gutierrez-Garcia et al., 2019; Zogaj et al., 2023)
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BeAh, 5 NBIE T I, W 5| 774 5EAG A (0 1 SRR AIE , AT st A AT T 2 531 Jg £ P S e (Ahuja & Pundir,
2019; Desrumaux et al., 2009). [FJfF, IX P51 77 RBHLE T AT NFZ TR A4 @ 5 A7 LE 1 0 25K
(Naultetal., 2020)o /MR BRO 2B AZLE M BRI, W 51 2800, 2 38 55 1% P Sl 25507 (a2 ) — B8
I1EH -

EANZ TR, AT v EHLBNL 28 a0 1R o SR 55— AR ) B (Reeves & Nass,
1996). [FIET, AMAFEAAEE R R 3R E B T8 5 B SRR 04 SN T8 Re(Alabed et al.,
2022), I RHLAE N AR BV IRAL S BUAEAE R I EE RIS, W 5] 2 1G5 7 S T AL N 0 1 ) AR ek
F(Naultetal., 2020), [Alth, 428 maN T8 A S 00 H A B T AL 5| 27, A d i AR N T3 RE
197 51 J1(Ahuja & Pundir, 2019), i&<x385@ ATTERAE 5 B S5 — S04 QN TR Reia ;s im A4
RN T 8 R BAR AL 51 A8, AT AR QN T R 5ol ek R B n 2 0 55 3R 438 (R0 31 2
BN L RE B A 22 AR X AN o

5. /NG5

AN TR REME I N TR BEROR B Z N 7557, AN AR AL AR R 5 R S R S L
HEZBB AT TR ASCRGMEE 1B WALIRSI J0s ] — B S G B R AR RO A Bk A, JF
SEEALSAFAERR . MR — B RS R AT (TAM) JETT 73 Hr

SGRBAE IR E XS T Ot h RN RIE BN AR A 2 A7 RS2 T
fEtE, (HIF S RES T ANIEEE BEAEAE, FHALRRE S JE . WAL it « SRRIEF” 208 &
FHREES ISR, Wl ks, RS BN, CHAERE S b, “IRa e
A ERRACERY BE AR . ) — Bk I 4 /O FRER B AR RS AT, P BB R S E S LR )
BLES N, JUHAETER A OB AR 55 (B H ) b s — BUErT 327t B BOA .

W FCIR R 7R T RAEIR S AR s W] 0T RETBOR RS — B RN, = 51 AN B s A vk il A
LA, M EAE I ShAh, SRR EoR, SRR A I (I ReR 52 71) A 5 1k
(A2 B ) [l T A A e, B ARAE 2 B A 1R

BRI VAR, SR . B ER R D . RRF S EMAEREBRRA
FOBLAIRIE T, JEOGUEAG IR il B () 2R ED R 5iAb) . SURTI DA AR N TR BE A RO RFALL 75 SHe AT
SRS ML, DISEHANIAZ EA MR KA .

S E ik

PRz, WIHE, R €(2023). ChatGPT/AE M N\ LA Refe it AR U O A BLAAR B IC. SEFMITE A 25
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