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Abstract

In the context of educational digital transformation, generative artificial intelligence (GAI) is
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increasingly applied in teaching and exerts an important influence on teachers’ instructional meth-
ods. An integrated model based on the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) and the Theory of
Planned Behavior (TPB) is constructed, incorporating perceived risk, trust, and professional rele-
vance. Data from 414 vocational college teachers are analyzed using structural equation modeling.
The results show that vocational teachers generally hold a positive attitude toward GAI, but they
still have concerns about content accuracy, privacy security, and instructional adaptability. Per-
ceived risk exerts a significant negative effect on trust and behavioral attitude, while trust, per-
ceived ease of use, and perceived usefulness significantly and positively affect behavioral attitude.
Perceived usefulness, behavioral attitude, and subjective norm significantly and positively influ-
ence usage intention, with subjective norm having the strongest effect. Perceived behavioral control
does not significantly affect usage intention. Professional relevance plays a significant positive mod-
erating role between perceived usefulness and usage intention, as well as between behavioral atti-
tude and usage intention. These findings provide empirical evidence for the rational application
and promotion of GAI in vocational education.
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1. 5|8

AR, BE KB 2T SRS SRR R R, A2 sl 1% 8 (generative artificial in-
telligence, GA)IZHT A N TR BESIR M EHE K R T . BL ChatGPT 5 NAARMAE S A AU B K,
AR N T BEAE SCARAE Jle AR R &R0 N 5 B 56 07 Tl e I H SRR B RE 7, IR0 N H T 208 #0%%
. GAL NEUMFRAL T8 2y TR T 20, MRS e =™ A4 7 S E5em .

HEHEHFHERERT, PEHBUFHER RN LR R ' (HEEEM 2.0 173)
THRID) 2L K (7 v [ v B A A ey B ) S5 BOR SO thEHES) N TR RE 588 BUEH IR RS .
JCHGR ANV ZE ek, FUMAERIE T SEEECA MR IEIT K 577 S BHR TR BEA B K.
A RN TR BEAMN B 05 4 iy 205 TR SR U, 3 Re 8 4l Bh 80T 58 B B TH 5 3058 N 5 A il SR TTT
BT A N TR B AE N A HER I . B8 22 Ak DL R EOR W] SE PS5 T7 AN AR AR — 5 RS, PR Ik 43 280
TEAE P AR CH AR B AR IE RS

FF I, 7L AR AT (technology acceptance model, TAM). i1 X147 A2 i (theory of planned behavior,
TPB)EAili F 2RSSR, IIAAGAE. AR WAL &, el &0 2 1) 77 R E 414 177
EIRRE AR BOMAE AR, R 4549 77 FEAR Y 1) 5 a0t v BRI A A A XN 138 e i s ma AL 1) 3 47 SEE
WHIE. BT B ENBORINED O BRAS B DL A A 2 A5 56 2 AR AR DT B H AR B2 24T TR bl BA
B9 N LR e AE L 20E U HE ) N S LRk 3 5 S S . 5O AW TAHLL, ABFTI
BT A BRI LR = AN T

'hitp://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/2017-07/20/content_5211996.htm
http://www.moe.gov.cn/sresite/A16/s3342/201 804/t20180425_334188.html
*https:/www.gov.cn/zhengce/2023-02/27/content_5743484.htm
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%, f£ TAM Al TPB HJZER EANIAEAE. BARARAR &, B EBA. ZMEREAREZ 2T
HEZL,  AIARIRCER P 7 T AR BT BRI ZAT N o

B USRI AR W O B, BRI A N TR REAE HRM 20 s 2 N B0 P32 i,
BN REHE NI TR S

= RO AR D 15 28 BRI T AR A A8 P S A AL (e A, DT S 4 e R 80T
PR AT WL R

2. EASTERGR
2.1 ERAATEERE RS NRARR

A2 RN T REAE 20 SR I N T AE R 2 B )72 i . EAMFE BARFFUR GE N T e B AR 2
BEAWREN, KA RIS SR S AR AN LR Re R R BN EUM SR B B AR Rl 22 2T I
Tt ARG SCRE, INTAE — R BE BT R A S SRS [ 1] R, A AN D 2238 2] 3
AR, WNERKN TR RS 24T SRR DL AR SR SRS 7 A HEME, ReE N
AR SRAL T I A B S IR, A — AR RIS IS 5 E 5 MR 2] [3]. Bk sh, ARG
N LA RRAEZE B I A2 AT T N AR I . BRI BE DL S 0 E A PS8 7 TH 1) 1) L, 7 BEAE S hoA
Wr 58 3 BORFNTE 5 B LI [4] [5].

AR 5, 1 P 236 AR BN T RE 2808 N (I e e D R e, (LA 0 A A Sk A S 9 S 2
EARBIE . AR Z BISEA R RN TR B E R AR g #07 US4 5 ) AR
W SEJ7HI[6]. —2EpE 9, AN TR st i@t B 30 B IR . FB IR Bt DL R it
SV CHFE DT, NBUNECEE AR A B, WS B E R E[7]: 75k, WA FE
HERE S EARAS I A BR8N v] GRG0 KRS, W ARMKEE . ARG LA R BE AP 1)
A 8] [9]

2.2. HRITAERSRAREZERIBILHMR

THRAT AR H Ajzen [1017E 1991 4E$&H, E7EFEM:AT 2h 18 (theory of reasoned action, TRA) ) fit
I, ¥ g v 47 A $E i (perceived behavioral control, PBC) 5| N K JE MK, F&tk o OB rb H DURRENRAT A
BRI Z —[11]. ZIR YR MEIT AR AT VA . EIRNE AT sl prdee . 17
NASJE R WAMRIHAT NG R BIVEAN,  E RO RS AL S IR AMAAT IS, T A0 B2 AT D4 il ) S e
AMESHAT NIAT RE I BB SN T RIAT AERSEE AN E N E BT TN BRI RIRETT
b EHEHH TN, GRS R S S BOE AR T T I m B R R R 12] SRAHARE
WO, N R RGBSR EHZIE13]. 48T ChatGPT & 5 52 miim 5 3 A S 4 1)
el ZE[14]. R¥AR 2 QNI E ER[15]. KEAESERS K ERE[16]2%. #E BRI HE
HBITAT NE R, AREBHNMASERER, EaZRFEF. FREHHE DA SIS & T HEER
TR . PRI, TPB W] LU M AR R BOM B AR 5247

FAREZ R NN RE B R G Tt i ) s B s 7 i 2 —, 1 Davis [17]F 20 40 80
ARSI, F BRI P oo B R R e 2 s B S R . 2R, BAnA M. K
50 5y F VB T e MR AR B2 B G BE R, TR 5 M 2 B AR R B AR A 2 5 = 2R R
A BB 4 4 AR IR S FH I T S AT R i) o 20 R 7RSI i TAM 4 i2 B TR 4k 2%
V6 HEEBMARG UL R TR Bl AU e 20% o BT BRI R R [18] 4
Wr i B2 AR 0 B O 2 FE[19]. ATGC 3 K2 AR B AT A BRI 92 [20]4%
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2.3. BRARKKESEERR

JESI R K: (perceived risk, PR)A H Bauer [21]F 1960 E#2H, A\ A P EH AT A L EA K, K
NI B AR RS I TOVE S A TURIAT AR, ol 7 45 Rl e R M BURM G . S EI & 5 il
[E 4222 FPGEREH, AV SRBUE Tk RYEFFis e, B iR GG S8t S UER B 1.
TRENRES S5 AR R, B2l Slovic [2217F 1993 4R, A AEAERIEEI I, — Wk G 21 mt
Al RERE S KA L /5 4E . Mayer. Davis 25 N[23]4B7F 1995 4E48H, AMARTE THIT o AR, A4 2t 4
REEAT A SR . X EREGFENATE “BRABKE” , mELEEREMICEEZ 75T
AT AEHE A RS, T AR T % AR (B . Gefen [24 1033 — B35 Y, AERCR RS RET, BEFIH
A T Be WG ANATUEAT BT . BEE N LR R R R A& R, R 2 (0 78 46 & AR AR N A
W 7 4 AR B2 52 b R HR TS (A P EAT A 90 o {5 mT DA AT B AR I AR s v, 39 A AT T 4R
BN s R B 1 KBS 20k 38 A T B AR (AT, BB AT AR S . Fr BT
SN RN 2 AR B2 OB B, AR T N LR e AR B 5 N P AT A B AR .

g LRATR, TEHARBSZH AR, HARBSZ BRI RIAT EE 18 R R R AR A A A7 D 1) B B
WHERL . Tk, WMo S SR AR Z A 51T MBS T RS, DU T AT s RS AR B
FRMIEZAT N, BN TELY ) FEMAE G B RS SEHEHARSIR. FE, 5k, 176
N TEREH AN ER T, ST 5 B RN 2 AR R 252 1) BB BN 3R .

SR, AT 2 TR B R — M P, T B0m R, o2 A BR B AL UM 7E A il xRN T
BHEN IS N AR B ZAT A KEAS AL o IR, R0 0 7038 A5 AT 5 B XU 7 N T8 e
A2 FEp B E AR, (AR X e 5 5RO 2 R AT 25 G 40 BT I SR AL AT 3B A B k4t
TAM F1 TPB {EAiE AT NAAL, TEMREA OB MR AR A FAT T, O 58 22 S 1 QTR AT A
Aoy AT EIRGR UM F, BV G5 TAEE SR A G MR SR A SR Se B R 97
FHRY RE 32T, 2O A2 TAE B W B B RSk S i, SRR T AR A B R T4
ARA G 5 FIYERE v, BB T HAR S BRI BCE T R VLR RERE . Rk, BV A St X — 1
B R ook, MU A SN TR BE RS A RO R A= SEl i S AR R S0 TAE
B, HEREZEEEREMEL . Fit, ALEEES TAM 5 TPB AR B, 5INGEIE. B
JRUE DA BBV AR GV S5 AR B, AL ER R AR UM A, AT BE 1 2R S PR I v BR B2 A% 280 48 FH A e RN T2
RERIAT MR ) S L R 2

3. EAXWEARMSRBINER GAl BENXRRE

AR IR E Y AMHOC SR, 4560 i R M S R AT I i 45 O BARRAE S IOV ARRAE, XS5 K7
RERSTRL r 10 25 b A8 5 2 1] ) 5K A i e S s Ay 4L

3.1. FERESRAMBAN. ITASEZHENXAR

BALRBARILZ PR N R T RBARKF R FAEEIRINTY, (S AL AT BN AT B BRI 5%
HIATENE, AR AT TEARKI M E AR AR . McKnight [25]1588 22 f5 . EIERBIRIMA
MR EARBE R ARG EE, MG RGERNEZIEE . XEWE, SB00X-F& T fEtk
BRI BABRAGENR, SR 5V OIZER BEG R T 07 TR CR AN B2 B, AT 4 56 LK
FIARIE, IFIEBE MBI EAR S E . STk, AWFFUIE TR,

HI: SHBUTNT GAT BfE AR B0 &SN A A BAT 25 1 1m) B2

H2: BTN GAL BB AERE RO HAT A B B B3 B 52 .
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3.2. BRAKEE, SERE. TASEZENXER

FERARIESEW T, ARSI AR A S L EZ I Z . Cunningham [26]55 45 ), &
FIBIEAR R, Wnitkgz . i ed N AR E 2GR PR HZBR M i A . edh, ARy, {8
WHORBI NI 5N, XS 2 BN RZ I P B AR — D R K ([27]-[29] RGN TR e
ik, BT AT REE VN R R A R A R L ARG B [, T A SRR R B P IR T T BE S
W BUTRT GAL RGHIMEAE. FT i, AWFFEHH U R

H3: EREOTIRG GAT F AR Kb B3 (E R B LT 35 1 S
Ha: BiHOTRT GAT F AR ST s HE LT B35 0

33. BREZRAY. BRAOBAY. TASEZERXER

7E TAM RS v, JRAN S IR o BEmi B A PR GBIl 32—« Venkatesh £ Davis [30]7E4
J&&¥] Technology Acceptance Model 2 (TAM2)idt— P48, HARBAGEH, H/ A 5N RIS bR
YriE,  ANTTT8G 520 B A FIVERA SR AR BUMIA Y FE IR B AR R . A 5, N SE 28 B il 31 0
MBEEEAN IR, FEE AR AT A . Ak, 0TI e SN T e TR RR 4 T+
BB B SGE B BORN, AT BB nT ge kg o . Bk, AHFFEE L DL M R

HS: = ERZUTXT GAT (12850 5 FH o FLB G F 1 A B3 R s .

H6: S HRZUNN GAT HYE AN 2y 0 HAT S B BA 1235 1R R 520

H7: &R GAT R EE M HAT A B B3 IR m) 520 .

3.4. BRAARAY. THREE. TUME. METHIESERERITHER

5T TAM A1 TPB w40, J&AVE M. AT 0EE . FWHEE. FueAT sl #8247 & m r A4k
S, Zhang [31155 N YCNIUAR Ml 2% B 5 5 20U 2 5 4 A ZURMIE R R AT D R 520 DR 25 0 32 0 R
AT REEE] REZFE321F NN E AT . A A A BB R S AR ITE AR MOOC 2 2 =R 1
HEE R Yang [33]55 NETE AR 10 B TR B M S AT B AR I, AT A FE R SEAT 45 e 12
A H BRI . HBUR VA RN T e R e s R R (I e FF, IR AR
SUREEFI R F R 1R T TR SRR A R, HA AR R BB SN . Uk, AT H
DL R

H8: mHREURNT GAT [ A F Mt AT A= B B3 IE R .

H: EHRZUNN GAT FIAT A X HAT A& M 2 A B I 5

H10: mHERBUTNT GAT [ WRE T HAT N & B 3 IE R .

H1l: =HRZUMRT GAL A1 04T Joda e HAT e [m) B 235 18 m) 52 o

3.5. B R BTER

BV AR R MR AR BOR 5AME TARESS Z AR ILRCAE AL . TAM2 BERSES Y, WOLAH ISV S om0 A
P, TR A A SR FITERIARL, R IAT NE R . Kim [34)7EF2 30 TERHAR R e e L
BRI BRI R, PR 2B ZAT N RA B, SR DO EAR S TR M
KIN, A G AR 1A . Bhattacherjee [357ERIT FT MBS0 1L R A0 T SEMATE A2 F] 65 S HOR 1%
BER KB, B P VOB S H AR AR, A5 7 5 2 ke e 10 P PEAT A P A0 T o 2 2R it
ANTERENAES S, mRBOTIN A GAL BT 2 B SRR K, WS AT ek LN T SePr A 2%
T, AW PR B
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H12: POVAH S IE [ 55 BN A R 54T A=A Z I R AR .
H13: BOVAHRPEIE AT NS E ST B R Z KR .

3.6. IEHER

Rt A7 EE DL SR IE A R A RS R s (SR AR &, MV ARSS IR i A i, #
S R AT X A Bl N T A P i B S A R SR B, ] 1 P

N H3(— .
AR e (TR
H4(—) HI(+) H2(+)
Y
= y H5(H) | =p y e
A1 A E AL HI2(+) 4 B AR |
H7(+) T AT
H6(+) .
Y ,,"1{/13(+)
~ (TASE ’,", H8(+)
LU | RIS
/AQ:

\ e
¥

HI0(+) R
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Figure 1. The theoretical model of vocational college teachers’ willingness to use generative Al and its influencing factors

1. SRBUDNERRALEREREERFZWERELER

4. [E1ER B BER

AWFFCRH WG W ERWEESSE . FE RO EESE NI RER, JFEX GALfERIEH
oA MR SEER, BT &R EAY . %G EEAREPI N S A R A R AE
B, AT TR SRRSO, OB EE A, il He . BRI, AR THE
E TR AT DL AL A AN B SRS BOR B 75 I RE ) E PFs 58 — 880 R A Likert T ni RN &
(5 36 ANINE L, AR R (SR B S PR BRI FIVE. AT ATOEIA . R
FOsEAT AEl . BMVAHRVESE O ANERE; WG m#h 78 7 B0 AR QN T2 RELE 30 v (1 5 T e 22 i
WRERBRBT, FI TR T e R B A O 22 s QN T RER B 207 i) L 2HHNE 5 065, sk — 22 4b
TR TRIREL .

4.1. R ESHERFHE

FEIE S B AR, Selb AT 7/NEE T, SO A 50 43, IR 100%.  JEI
E RS, ARSI F S R [ AT 7T, (R NI A . WA N AR, TR
e 1R S R S R

SEALJ7 R 43 B it B SR R AS B A B BRI 5 28 10 f5[36]. NPRIES RAIFE N, AR
T AR SR SR F BRI 45 & 1077 SRR G« 10388 I 2 _EF G BT R8O B, SRR TR G 444
s RS 20 4 414 43, AR 93.2% . MREARRIMIL M AR, 205 #UM— 370k E ¥ iE e
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IRER X IZ B A IR RGeS, — 0ok B A S I IAEA . T HAE T iR MR, AHE TOREA
T EAE T TR, A E AR bR TP S e R B AR O B BRSO, (EDN 4 [ e R e
HARERIE T REAAEA L . X — RIS ST hidt— PR, BE)a, XHEOE ST 1 R kgt
BRSO AR S T RERE R A, DA B2 . WIS RIRT FU s i

4.2. RS

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the sample

= 1. BRSO

e I AU N /%
5 149 36.0
4 51
& 265 64.0
30 % KULF 116 28.0
31~40 % 84 20.3
RS
41~50 % 117 28.3
51 % KU L 97 23.4
SERLT 104 25.1
6~10 £ 68 16.4
iy
11~15 4¢ 180 435
16 &L E 62 15.0
Bh# 88 213
i 292 70.5
AR
HIES€is 31 7.5
Az 3 0.7
N IP R ERBE AR 374 90.3
RS e
I r R BE L 40 9.7
PRI 157 37.9
) NSCHELE 213 51.4
k25|
FaW NN ES 33 8.0
HoAh 11 2.7
N ZRIT 1~2 IR 2 0.5
e . TR AL (B H LX) 350 84.5
REMHTARSATHETAR ) i
2 A (A LK) 38 9.2
JUFRERAS 24 5.8
JEH A AL 76 18.4
AR AL, 80 19.3
H PR g ) — % 114 27.5
Lb 35 A5 108 26.1
E| g aton 36 8.7
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B 1 AlRl, FEARMERI LG ok ST 64%, FIES L 36%: FREBLLL 41~50 & NHE %, HH
28.3%, HIRN30 % KULIF, 3116 N, (5 28%;: fEFRETIIH, Hi 11~15 FFLLK 5 F R LRI ANEL &
Pedr, & EON 68.6%: A-GRHIREAIRFNIIIN(70.5%); KER7> 2k HR B A TpBEAs: 84.5% 14
AN /R EHARRAN TR G TR, BFEFEOREE I, By — B LB AR I N BUHE, 4y
AN 114 N1 108 A

Table 2. Analysis of multiple-choice questions

2. HikmEA S

. ” NEEUN EAHee  ATH%
GAI Eﬁiﬁ@ﬂﬂ@ﬁfﬁ%ﬁf%%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%, % 37 sl 572
S2ag
FROA NZCEEER A R AL S 2R 164 16.7 39.6
N X I GAT W RE 51 KA AR AN 5 2% 7] 105 10.7 254
S A AR ‘ o ]
AT TH, wg  GALMECIUERAR SR BOE I SEBAEA £l AR R 190 19.3 45.9
RS S AR OIS 2 SRR, R T B R 98 100 237
B Z AH R HO A RV A B4R 5 116 11.8 28.0
HAhGFEH: ) 9 0.9 22
TCIiE 65 6.6 15.7
Mir 984 100.0 237.7
PAR SRRt RS0 GAL {F B3I sigie B 264 24.0 63.8
7 GAI ﬁé%ﬁ%iﬁ?%ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂkﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁi%i 20 20.0 531
VI ET!
4 B 2 B AN 2L NEEA
HAEF GAT Bel Bh sl ) Tg&?ﬁl—?ﬁ HE JBIAN [F] 2 135 123 32.6
R
BMAEBF ML g5 umaetbURAY GAT 205 A 15 HEAE BLAL 124 113 300
MANT AT,
AR H AL 2 PR GAI TRREIA R FE@ns )M, ) 167 152 403
B BIFRE : .
t STRS N B A B I 2L 200 4N B
%éﬁiﬁcwjﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ"{ SAI BV E AT Y s 116 105 28,0
TFE
HAhGHEEH: ) 10 0.9 24
TCIARS 64 5.8 15.5
gt 1100 100.0 265.7

f7E 2 "I, FEABONX7E e rp A AE RN TR R T AR EEWiE . — R~ AN TR
T N EIHERTE, BT 24.1% 0RO 4 QN TR RE T RAE R 0 2 R A fE el i, M
MR R, RN NSRS 08, 29 16.7%M20T A WIiRE, =R A RN TR fe T A
AR ARAEAT A A, X HOTRILLEIA 10.7%; POR&A4 QN T8 R T BT BR A Sk itk (3%
R, A 19.3%M30M 0 A SN TR Re T BANRRIE M = IR BB Rk ) S B R . 6ok, 18H 10%-
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11.8%- 10% T 73 55 $HCo A P A RN T3 6 T BAFAE IS N0 S R GH T A AL, A9 E RN T g
TR TR BEA BT R B IR ST, SIS R RITEAMEELR T o RSO AR A A
NTEGTANYIR I, EEEBHE=AT00: 58—, PRIZEESAN TR G T RN RGEER,
264 LAY B TR AR RN B SR AR N TR B TR EEA AR 3=, AN TR TR
FEAE SO AR 7 T RSt A SRR (58 P TR RE A6 2R B SE AT A P A R B ) R AR 2 SR A S| B
S =, AN TR R DR LR EEMEAAT I, A A ReRIW R TR 5 IA Ba T &
“EEET W AT, B AR SRR A A AT A B .

4.3. XRFZEREKE

AHE TR Harman A58 56 05 0 AT A 06 o X6F T A 00 U AT R e O AR R P R 70, 46
WoR, BN AT E RN 35.286%, KT 40%MIm S, R LR D R CER 2 U5 2
YL IAASHIT FUAAEAE ™ B RIE R b 22 AL, s A B gl Setk, WA TR 2204

44. FESHERE

1) FERR

15 B (reliability) FH T 5 5 2 I 5 45 SR 10 Fe e 15 — 2otk , RII &E I A% A Bl 4158 22 34 1 A 000 5 L ) 72
FEFEFE[37]. AW KA Cronbach’s o REGI MG ERGE. —MIAN, Mo fdfE 0.7 LLER, &F
N — BB R o BRI 3 TR, AW 9 ANEFER b b R R A KT 0.8, BT AT LA
FU A SRR B A R G5 .

Table 3. Reliability analysis of the scale on vocational college teachers’ willingness to use generative ai tools and its influenc-
ing factors

F3. SRBNERERRATIER LAEERYWEZERNEES

A Cronbach’s a TR
JRATARS(PR) 0.874 4
fEE(TR) 0.808 4
&0 55 FHYE(PEOU) 0.845 4
AN FHTEPU) 0.819 4
1T N BE(AT) 0.852 4
17 9 E MBI 0.825 4
FMHTE(SN) 0.821 4
AT AEEHI(PBC) 0.814 4
BRIV AHIEE(VR) 0.838 4

2) BERR

R (validity) /2 T I & 45 SR AE 2 KRR FE FAG BIUESE AR 1) S HF(38], AT RUE, AU BAE I Fh
i TR Rl g 27 & B iU I 5 1 2R [37]. 205 32 B HE P 45 2805 (content validity) ZbR
4P (criterion validity) 145 #) % (construct validity) [38]. T AHF R ERBIE S A MG L ENIINEH
M ER, HES KESHETUESHX S8R AR IIE . Bk, SRSk UL AT 7t i) 2R R
BT AR RE .
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Nt DR R Z AR 2R, AW 1 Z AT R AT 1 Pearson M7, Ml HHE BRGS0
PRAZ R Z AV Pearson AHC R AL, MR ZIAMFAE R EA KRR, WU B R BA B R UL . |
AR, AHTUHAR AR Z A AR R E R R AR (p < 0.01). Hoir, 85 k5 T ik 2 0 =
AR (r=0.605), JEHAG LS R Z AWAFEBR IEA K (r=0.637). 1AL, PO S 2R

(A £ S5 25 IEAR G, U W LA B R R AR

Table 4. Results of Pearson correlation analysis between major variables

% 4. EETE 28RV Pearson HHX DL R

PR TR PEOU PU AT BI SN PBC VR
PR 10.000
TR —0.497" 10.000
PEOU -0.397" 0.580™ 10.000
PU -0.351" 0.554* 0.605™* 10.000
AT —0.543" 0.649* 0.651** 0.637* 10.000
BI —-0.286"" 0.443™ 0.458™ 0.514™ 0.498™ 10.000
SN -0.277" 0.472™ 0.464™ 0.500™ 0.450™ 0.472* 10.000
PBC -0.211" 0.423* 0.470™ 0.470™ 0.457" 0.361™ 0.419™ 10.000
VR -0.333" 0.481* 0.437* 0.521* 0.490™ 0.357* 0.487" 0.469™ 10.000

T TRIRTE 00.01 ZU(RE), AHRIER .

R 2R R AR WSSO AN X 20 8 o WSSO A 4 [ — R R AS R U 4R s 2 TR 12 A B
HIAHORIE[39], WT LAEER AR D4 I & (R — & (A R AR b 2 1] B BAT R R AR o AN 7 B3R (A Sl
K5 PR, WEBAEEEKRE, AU LA AL RS KT 0.800, SR T 0.500,
R RRAWSCKE BT . Fornell M Larcker [4019A 7y, 4°F 1475 Z IR EUE(AVE) K T 0.500. HE(EE
(CRYKT 0.700 i, W REA REFHINSUE . BERATR, AR EA R RIECUE .

Table 5. Convergent Validity of the scale for vocational college teachers’ willingness to use generative Al and its influencing

factors
=5 BRIPERRNATLERFEAEERYNEZERMIERE
=y 1 Higi = b . N
- —_— AT BHEE UURfErE RS
Unstd. S.E. z-value P Std. (8)  SMC (CR) (AVE)
PRI 1.000 0.757 0.573
PR2 1.238 0.069 17.900 0.881 0.776
TR A 0.876 0.639
PR3 0.914 0.062 14.667 0.724 0.524
PR4 1.166 0.070 16.618 0.812 0.659
TR1 1.000 0.771 0.594
N TR2 0.909 0.060 15.238 0.769 0.591
{EALFESE 0.807 0.511
TR3 0.844 0.062 13.613 0.690 0.476
TR4 0.750 0.059 12.775 0.650 0.423
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R
PEOU1 1.000 0.728 0.530
PEOU2 1.018 0.067 15.294 e 0.803 0.645
A5 v 0.845 0.577
PEOU3  0.903 0.065 13.992 0.731 0.534
PEOU4 1.045 0.070 14.831 . 0.777 0.604
PU1 1.000 0.674 0.454
PU2 1.078 0.087 12.448 . 0.703 0.494
BRENH 0.821 0.535
PU3 1.243 0.090 13.829 e 0.801 0.642
PU4 1.187 0.091 12.982 e 0.739 0.546
AT1 1.000 0.809 0.654
AT2 0.882 0.055 15.932 0.733 0.537
1TRRE 0.852 0.590
AT3 1.000 0.061 16.426 e 0.751 0.564
AT4 0.997 0.058 17.254 0.780 0.608
BII 1.000 0.774 0.599
- BI2 0.829 0.060 13.724 . 0.710 0.504
1T RN 0.818 0.529
BI3 0.839 0.060 14.051 . 0.727 0.529
Bl4 0.884 0.063 14.063 0.728 0.530
SN1 1.000 0.783 0.613
SN2 0.794 0.058 13.750 e 0.698 0.487
EAERTE 0.815 0.524
SN3 0.759 0.059 12.873 e 0.656 0.430
SN4 1.026 0.066 15.437 . 0.783 0.613
PBCI 1.000 0.806 0.650
BAT K PBC2 0.824 0.069 11.889 . 0.601 0.361
ﬂ;‘;%ﬁ 0.821 0.539
- PBC3 1.031 0.065 15.877 . 0.791 0.626
PBC4 0.877 0.062 14.223 e 0.708 0.501
VRI1 1.000 0.722 0.521
i VR2 1.071 0.081 13.284 e 0.712 0.507
AN P 0.833 0.556
VR3 1.108 0.078 14.246 . 0.768 0.590
VR4 1.083 0.073 14.745 . 0.800 0.640
W EIRP<0.001, *ERP<0.01, “FRP<0.05,

DX R MR AN [ R & 2 TR 2 2 fRf — R 2 5, ANNZ R FEASG . —BOAN, UR AN AVE 1
TR T 3 5 HoAhE AR B2 (WA OC AR A, T AR A BLAT R ) X 20 R [40] . ABIE TR R (191X 73 20U

Wk 6 fras, AR, &0

RVt

WAT

NFER FMME AT AR AT SR BT e B 5 A E

fEAERESE . WOAH IR NE 9 ANEFER] B AR SC R BRI T AN ) AVE “FI5 R, BT AR LA IZ R R A RAF

I1X 73 R -
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Table 6. Discriminant validity of the scale for vocational college teachers’ willingness to use generative ai and its influencing

factors

% 6. BRATERAA TEEEAERRYNEREENRSHE

Ye BIE gL BS BUIH G AP EW M Ll
(AVE) KUK - Fi F SE  BH HYE s *h

TR XU 0.556 0.746

YA A

AN (539 0se2 0734

il

T 0.524 0.591  0.509 0.724

ITHNER 0.529 0.457  0.442 0.613 0.727

ITRRE 0.590 0.582  0.543 0.554 0.611 0.768

R 0.535 0.578  0.583 0.641 0.594  0.610 0.731

sy ) ) ) ) ) ) .

R 0.577 0.487 0.526  0.555 0.515 0.511  0.581 0.760

Py ) ) ) ) ) ) ) .

{SEREE 0.511 0.565  0.487 0.550 0.580 0.617  0.517 0.498 0.715

TR Xy 0.639 0.493 0438  0.511 0.514 0485 0499  0.520 0.445 0.799

TE: M AEAHARECT N AVE TR SHE, T = MNBRBRM K R EL

45. GAERESREER

1) ST R R
SR 75 FERE T (SEM) 2 — A ] T I B AR | 2 [A) 45 ) R R 2 AR R ge i U5, B Jl e W 00 A e nf

AR HATIG, JEIB AR Z MK ARM41], BLka TH T SHREs i BA,

RENS Aty

THU BRI M SRR, JE25 R ISR =X AR, PR edl) 2 N TR SRR fe b, H TR
Ape 2 TA) (R R SR G R AR AR Y o AT F0d o e o 45 4 7 R AR R 0 25 (¥ e R B AT 0 i, iE— PR

UEAH SRR AL 75 BROT. o

2) BAHE

Table 7. Structural equation model fit test

7. GG EN S ER

Eiztan SRk ) AR
CMIN/DF 1~3 AT, 3~5 NRGEF 2.185
RMSEA <0.05 AT, 0.05~0.08 R 1T 0.054

GFI >0.9 T, 0.8~0.9 N R LT 0.869
AGFI >0.9 NEFF, 0.8~0.9 NRLF 0.845

CFI >0.9 NFF, 0.8~0.9 HNRLF 0.921

TLI >0.9 NFF, 0.8~0.9 HNRLF 0.913
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NS BT SRS S R AR S 2 TR UCRCRRE B, AT 50 SR F 45 F4 J5 FEAR AL B AR AL R AT 300, Xt
BRI AR FE AT VPAY o RSB0 B 08 o T8 I 2 A S FR AR EAT 20T, PP Fe AR LS R 7 B e
% EL(CMIN/DF). #1410 Fa $0(GF)  ELE4 A& F6 5U(CFI). Tucker-Lewis 8 50(TLI) LA K 35 5 M3 157 Z= 30 18
(RMSEA)%. 4 & IR FRIA BIHEIERRHERT, Ui IR B AR 3G 80R . BARBIRIIL A BEAS 56 45
%7 R

M7 ATRUE tH, AW FEE T AR % I S P AR Ak BE EC AR HE . 0 B A TR R AN B
Z M BH B AR, oL b AT’ AT .

3) EBPIRL KBRS HT

PRI % 15 ZR B RE F 0 b 2 e v A% 22 ) PR R SR 0% 2 DA B Rl 5 38, AT A B F AR 8 2 75 B
AW FLEE R 7 R AR AL B 40 R A R0 ] 2 o

JERFH X [—-0.0628% 5 (EAERET

0.305%** 0.216%**

SR P [ocoswet JRAIAT 1

0.314%%* 0.3027%**
‘ 0.282%*

-0.253 %% ——— | [T oA A

|
0.212* —
= SR S ’ ';_113/ Y NPZA%s
FIIE N l A RUSAT AR
0.304%*x* 0.005
FroNTEIA]

VE: FRIR P <0.001, **F/RP<0.01, *3F/RP<0.05,

Figure 2. Standardized path coefficient diagram
B 2. fRERREREE

MR S5 M T R B AR AT S5 I, SR EZ I RIR R W 8 Frn. BRI B AHE AT B B35 7 )
SR = —0.628, p < 0.001), MR T 39.5% MG R, Rk H3 BOL. BAN S PR A A It B
ZIEFREI(B=0.603,p<0.001), {EAFEXF AN HMEH BAT B3 EEm, M ILRMREE T 57.4%M B
AR, & HS. HI oL EATRARETTI, BE0 R A8 B R B3 fUn (8 = —0.253, p <
0.001), A5 FHMEPB=0.314,p<0.001). {H{E(F=0.216,p<0.001) LK F 14 (8=0.302,p <0.001)
Byxd AR B I RIS, X H4. H6. H2. H7 or, FRAREILFEME T 76.6%MSEA ST, £
ITNEM T, BEIAE B =0.282,p<0.01). 1T AEEB=0.212,p<0.05)LL LK EMINEB =0.304,p <
0.00V)I3%H 47 N & 1l = AR 3 IRy sgmm, b R WAE se e i sk, (R H8 H9 HI10 Bor; Tk uAT N
P AT N R A FE I R S 25 (B = 0.005, p = 0.93), % HI1 K.
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Table 8. Results of main effect path coefficient test
F 8. EMNBERBRELER

iz Unstd. S.E. z-value P Std. (B) R? ELES
PR—TR -0.353 0.037 -9.512 —0.628 0.395 XFF
PEOU—PU 0.521 0.053 9.878 0.603 SCHF
TR—PU 0.374 0.067 5565 0.305 07 HE
PR—AT -0.195 0.045 —4.345 -0.253 X
PEOU—SAT 0.304 0.064 4742 0.314 X
TR—AT 0.297 0.082 3.612 0.216 0766 XHF
PU—AT 0.338 0.079 4.276 0.302 CHF
PU—BI 0.301 0.099 3.035 - 0.282 CHF
AT—BI 0.202 0.087 2328 * 0.212 XHF
SN—BI 0.243 0.053 4.548 0.304 044l X
PBC—BI 0.005 0.052 0.088 0.93 0.005 AN

E: TTRIRP<0.001, "ERP<0.01, KRN P<0.05,

RS SR, AT e AR Y ) SR RS 03 - S5 MR RS AR (R? = 0.395) B SN FH M (R? = 0.574).
1T NAE(R? = 0.766)FIAT R AI(R? = 0.441) ) BA BONRTIRIARRE J1. o, ST A IR ) ik
(R2=0.766), 7 HREENE  ASAT R0 5 FI MR FLBR RN A FH 14 DU A2 5 pe 8 L (R RE A AR 7 11 76.6%,
T BH AT 7 38 H I 7T IR 2% 8 B B B U o« WHAT N R A IR I(R? = 0.44 1) T %5 0w _E /KT,
P&t 2 B T A AT R 5 1 O A — A o, [ Bt B2 T RE A JH At B DR 3R o R N R (R
RS HSUCRERME), [EAARN A — PR, RS RETTTH, B KX 5 A 1 £ 52
(B =—0.628)FJ1 5 i X BT FH A 1 E [0 B2 (5 = 0.603) 5 HAT B K N B, I IX /56 RAEA
Tt S 55 LA 0 1 SR 78 S o B AT BT PR TR B2 I (B = 0.305) RN 8 &5, T IER XU (B = —0.253)
AUSAE(B=0.216)%H 17 A2 BE [ 52 ma s SL A KT/, SERTE T RTI4TN B R R rh, B 2 P (B
= 0.314)FUEH1A FPEB = 0.302) 1 SZBrfE 5% He .

Sy D7, AHE TR I ATREAT A il v BR e AR A A QN T RE AT D R T R A
E. XSRS E T RAT AR I IR E E . XA Re S A RGN TR RERARA 511
R TTHEBIRA G AT ERAEMRAAN LR LARZ RH BRGSO, BEREMERER, K
0o 2T E S B 5] RV T SR A vk, DRI B 2 IR FE R AR 8 7 7 T ) 22 xS
TECMAARGT A BR . eAh, Bl N TR Re T BAEECE GURRE T f, ZUMSRBUHE SRR B 5 2% 5] 11
(P ME P B PR, X TE— B AR L LSS T A i A7 A b AT = i AR R VR

R, FIBIERAT N ) RS TE AR o p RO 35, X R AL IR R AEBUTHRA
B R KRR EEAER . ARG BEEAREZH RN RE N —8, AEHSEE T, Mk
(o ARAE AT N Z B AN S R I R E M . TEmBRBTRS SN, BORTE 2 S A
RN TR RER, AMUSHEHRAG W INGENE, B2 R HERER G SO Bk DL R AT
NARTEER RN . —J7 T, A RE RS @R A RHER B0 B A R, SR 2 T 3 35 5 20 iR
TN LR BRI, P BV T e — e AR B2 bl 1 UMl R G R = 53— J7 1,
FU 2 B 250 7 =5 H RS AR 23 T BRI R yE 28R, 4 i R ] g3 % A A QN T R T
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HUN, BOM LS By A BREEAT e, AT e AR A &)

MBS A RE , FAT NEHIA R ZEX 4] 585 TAM 5 TPB B &A1& HiU 74 5. TPB
ST T AR — AT N AR AT 9 T8 AT 58, HAZ DR AT AT /5 B — E B e BRI 25
SR, AT GALIX MR TR, HERET I IR PUEIEAC, AMERE S BEIRHT A 1ml AR R D p
ARV 5y FIVE T AoRE . IXS&n AN EE AR BB 5247 A, 77 B OGEHOR R R B B sh & R IE——AE
FORB R IR B, RIAT s nT RESE 23 T AE RO T BRI S B B, AR R 3R T e
hEES.

R, ASEER AR BERE, BiE RIFHLS SRS S HEOR B AL T HES) A N T8 AR
BT RAEER . R, AR R R, R IRB AR B AR A AR AN T e p) ki
o, A PR R B T RS T MR RE TR E

4) PWFTRNLR T K B4 4 H

TERIARBE SR W T, AR B 53 DR 38 AT R o 3R i — AR onf 5y — AR B A A R Bl 7 1
IX TS B A 15 RN (moderating effect). fR¥E Baron A1 Kenny [42]HI A%, M =AE SN HA
B SRR XA EEE T M, AR E. R, WY EREIAEEREER L E
A4, TR AR AR S AR B (B R R IR GGk K EIEH . EE R RG SH AR 20 7Y,
FIRSIAE S F TR A R AR B 558 DR 3R X B R AT 08 R ML RS [43] . AT FT R L JE 2 1R]
SMTRINEATR . Bk AR ST E AT ARG, RGBS BT, RGN B AR
L R PP R T N 1 DS 2 | B N Ry A Vi

Table 9. Test of moderating effects
= 9. DR

B 1: PU—BI B 2. AT—BI
T
coeff se t p coeff se t p
constant 3.64 0.041 88.164 0 3.649 0.042 87.825 0
PU 0.536 0.056 9.556 0
AT 0.439 0.049 8.999 0
VR 0.117 0.043 2.697 0.007 0.137 0.043 3.199 0.002
PU x VR 0.109 0.043 2.517 0.012
AT x VR 0.082 0.041 2.005 0.046
R? 0.287 0.272
F 54.864" 50.977"

TE: RN P<0.05, R EIE R B O FRAELL [ H R EL

29 Mty TMAHSCVEAE IR G R PE . A BEXHT a5 e o (R 1 T RN AG B A . AR 1 BT
HROVAH S VLR BN F X AT g s 1] s e r (8 5 8O B8, AR 2 A AR IR AR DG PR AE S FE X T A R )
S TN . AR 1 RIS IR UL, B AT O R A R I IE I R (B = 0.536, = 9.556,
p<0.001), HROAHSCHEXFAT A= W R A B3 EREmB=0.117,p=0.007), #—L0H 8 TR,
PU x VR f[EH R ECN 0.109 (p = 0.012), EBNEZE/KT, U BIERME AR & MR B AE F 547 s A 2 [A]
RAERZE ERATER, BSURICONAERARN TR RS B SO TAE A S s, JEATE X

DOI: 10.12677/ve.2026.158312 31 WO A e


https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2026.158312

AR

1T RE R R E R, A 2 v, AT NSEEAT AE R BEA BE BB = 0.439, t = 8.999, p <
0.001), [, ZTHIA AT x VR [{EIHRECN 0.082(p = 0.046), {E4iiH FisF R E /K, 5t BELAESS
PERIFEAESE S R M Z R IEIERATIER, RSB0 AN E RN TR RS B S B0 %R & A
DRI, AR BE 25 2 A D S B A FH MR

UbAh, Rt — XN RN AT ERE, AHIE TR T R ZR AT T, i) T B A T s
3. El 4 R, fERTTAEREIEATF(1 SD) PRI LAR S K (+1 SDYI, 43 B F 248 556t R AR &
s FERE[44], WM IR, EBNVA GRS TS OL R, BATE FPEANT s BENHAT 9 5 A IR [ 5%
Wi AR BN BELE, 3 — B IGAE T BRI AR G 1 IE R R E R, AHIF ST s b g5 L2 10,

4.4

4.2 1

mw 3.8 1 —— Low Bl

---#-- High Bk
3.6

34

3.2

fIRIE&ENAH T e I

Figure 3. The moderating effect of career relevance on the impact of perceived usefulness on behavioral intention

3. BRLAR AR PR T 0 R R B B T

4.4

4.2 A

—— Low HRAH G

ITRRA

---#-- High BOLAHENE

AT NS FAT N
Figure 4. The moderating effect of occupational relevance on the impact of attitude on behavioral intention

B 4. Bl M AESE XN T AR R ETI
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Table 10. Simple slope analysis at different levels of occupational relevance

F 10. FERERWAEXMKF TERARRSH

HA R

VR /K Effect se t p
f&(-18D) 0.35 0.06 5.865 0
AT — BI FEIME 0.452 0.05 8.976 0
Ei(+1SD) 0.534 0.074 7.239 0
fR(—1SD) 0.418 0.063 6.641 0
PU — BI FHIE 0.554 0.058 9.491 0
Ei(+1SD) 0.662 0.085 7.836 0

A FEXHAT R M IR, VAR M KK P (—1SD)#2 = £I°F 351K & K~ (+1SD)RY
AT XF BI S22 5070 514 0.3504 0.452 F10.534, HIE S EZ /K F(p < 0.001). 5B Bl E BV A
(e, MRS BEXT AL A AR N 8 RRAT i ) (R kAR P s o, UG H13 BROL: M
JERENAE A HEXHAT AR KRG, TR TARAKE . SF8/KF RIS K ER, PU X BI FI520E
AN 0.418, 0.554 F110.662, HIEZE(p < 0.001). XFIENATSHE, BAaa AEST NE

[e] B IE [ S b o, 3 AEBE H12 AL

AT S, BEAE PSSV RS, S EEAURENA AT AR S 1 g sta s, Bk —

AZIGAE T IPOVAR G 6 IE ) 3 T 1
5) B I RIS

R EIRR BRI A AT, W 11 PR, BRI H11 AROLAE,  HAR R BI BoL.

Table 11. Summary of research hypothesis test results
11, ARBFREERLE

ik Fefbese

=
=
¥
X

HI: @ GAT FEAERR B A B B 235 IE s
H2: mHAEIT GAT G AERE EEN HAT N RA &3 LR
H3: ST GAT RN XU S HLAR AR R AT 525 7 A R
H4: ST GAT HYRREN XU HAT A EERA 35 7 A

B OE @ @

.

H5: @&EREUMXT GAT AN 5 F I FLsn 7 At i

H6: RS GAT RN 53 FIVERS JLAT RS L B A B35 1E M 52 il

H7: SRS GAT fEREIA FIVEX JiAT R B A B35 1E M 52 il

H8: RS GAT fERENA FIMEXS JeAT = m) B 235 1E [m) 5 il

H9: RN GAT FAT NS FEXT AT MR ) B 83 E [ 5 il

H10: SHREUTNT GAL B WA ET HAT Jy =17 BAT 3% 1E 17 R0 i

HI1: @HABUIAT GAT FYFIEAT A0 HAT 9 R ) B (235 1E 1) 5 FS by
H12: HRMVAR S IE [ i 95 188 R 5 AT 9 i ) 2 B (R 06 R pliibus
H13: HRMVARSSHE IE [ 5479 385 B 54T AR IR Z A 28 & pliibus
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5. &L 5EW
5.1. WL

AHFFUAE TAM. TPB FZERE EIMAEAE L BRI . BOLAR S MESE AT SR L 4 M T e, IR
7] 2 1 25 B AT SRR G . BT TR MR OB L A S AR A UM AE A AR
AN TR RERIFEMINLE], 2 A2 el D8 REAE IR MY 30 A 2 vh & B 3R B SE SO Re . AR a 15 i
N

1) BREZHERBET AR AN T RFBOARRNSE, HE—ERKE LMERAMEXTA.

AT E AR s, KR 32 U5 B D e e sl I A RN TR RE TR, nsCAE R, #e 5t
PR E DL LA B % UR A . X R A AN TR e AE R A BT A o D B — s I R 2Lt
HEBACHE R AWHERE, BOT PRI AR, WHai REY], R B RO x A4
AN T RER AR BOUBIRIN AL, IR G O — 8 B 2t

2) RREUREERAARRN T e B &3 B BEE A A MR S TSR .

HESRRY], EZREENSET,  “GAL AN F W REAFAEH SR IR B Z & HOMLE ¥ HLA] 5t
I 2R o XU RV A NN T BEAEAS B A OM B Al B O TR A B R, (H L N A T RE
FAAEANAERR AN ™ T A e L, DAL 0T S B IS S R R AT PR — R R BE R IS BE o XA LS A A
R B2 M BT N TR REROR IS KT

3) ERAFUTEM A BN L& R LS8 £3E MR R B SEER M 04 )R FR IR A E R R 4R
BRGUM AT NS BEHE.

e RO 5 R SR RE R SR ATPNL BE 78T, T 20 BT 2 i 2R N T e A B A EL A
T AN S B 0 7 R 7 AT A AE — € SR PR o B, AR b SRl S Bt sl b A 17 SR A 3 A 4 e
GAI AN AT Resf PLe 2 R-E SLhREUr oK. B, ERIRBESRS, NLEREL VA THBH
EHrB R, HESRER, ZEEITA BARGIR RSN N TR RE TR B bR
TSR o6, UK BN S 4 i N TR RERORBI H W Herim 3l

4) FEIRBUTXT IR L SRR RY B BRI — R R,

oy e RO RO AE G A AR BN TR B TR, AT RS e Ber Bkl SRAR B TE B M5 2 S5 K
ot 5 XU o X UEIIAE SR SUEAE T N LR RER I, 5 — P R e 4 PR A, o
IR RS A S DA SR BT MORH AR IS AERE I

5) REABERHUTN A BN T e A8 A R ) R E BB AN A AT A BN WA TS E R W
BERM, XHEARMNMERNTASEAEABRERIEF R FEREM.

JRFA P M A 2B R N T BE AT A R R A B35 IR 1A 52 . B0 AN IZER RE ST
HOERRER S A BRI ST R IR E HUAROR Y, R EIE a2 5. A, 178
R P R it A R 2 T e s, RIS AR BN TR BE R AR AR O ASRE, LA S Bn 2 s ARG
TR REMEB R SeAh,  FUVE RURE X8 YR A S 2 5, U B BT R BOAR A P AT 9 4E — e 2
JE L2 RIS RBR IA [FI AT 9 LR A S A 2 IR R

6) fRAE. BREIRUR DL R BOLAE R AR BUMAE RN TR SRR B Z S B RIEEEEA .

R AT RE 5 535 S TH UM BB FIPEAIAT a8 1, T JR R RS DU 2 B AR B0Tont N T BB IR 5 AR
FERE . XUHIEN TR RERORN TGS, HORI TSRS 22 VX BOM BRI 2 AT N B AT EE R
BEAh, BTV A AN TR RES B 5 #e TR BA B IPOLARSCIER, HBm B HAR M EE R 5
Pt S brfi P SRR, RIS MY 75 5K 2 18] R 5265 2 R A 52 M SO AR 44 (14 L EAE R R 3R
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5.2. FSREINL

1) RFHERANTE BRI BENANME, W5RE0T B mA A%

BT as AR, A F 0T BR B2 AR U T RE AT R e B B3 IR . A
g, B N TR REAE U h A SEBRSLAE,  RARE BOMAR AL P A SRR A B B A, 15k,
i HR B SRR AR 28 A N TR REAE TR v 30 Bl A Al DA UR S B B 85 0 Tl 1 B 3755, 9l
A A N T el B BOME AT #U2 ROV E R RN A B DL R HE BORE T, it it
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