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Abstract: With the rapid development of generative Al, its role in writing education has garnered widespread attention.
This study constructs and validates a theoretical model to examine how Al-supported writing instruction affects
students' learning willingness. Using survey data from Chinese university students analyzed via structural equation
modeling, this study investigates the impact of performance expectancy, effort expectancy, perceived randomness, and
perceived anthropomorphism on learning willingness. The findings reveal that generative Al significantly enhances
learning willingness, with performance and effort expectancies mediating the effect of perceived randomness, while
perceived anthropomorphism negatively moderates the relationship between effort expectancy and learning willingness.
Based on these findings, the study proposes relevant educational implications and offers insights for the development of
human-machine collaborative learning models.
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ERFHFF, BEAMMAE—ALALAHGR, TARRFARAARLLEf QRO ET R
#4k (Baietal,2024) o EFTEMKFTRAY, EHEHFHAIRSFLESTROXH,
SHTFRAFAEABHEKRFEFINNEXE R, A, BATT @ L Grammarly. Ginger ¥ 5
A T AT RRETEE, HEFAMBRYLAE, BATHLFLEM, ERETHAK
WREARE P SN EEHANITF (Godwin etal., 2024) o X RH 4 T A A2 FHF0r,
NBEFE LT, LE— ALK EH 353t 5AES 5] 69 X AR Fa AR

4 i AA L% A% (Generative Artificial Intelligence, GAI) 49 1B X E A= B A BAE4 F %
NT#HED . BN, HRBTAFIEEIE N4 (Pesovski et al., 2024) , GAI
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TUARM R A & @A EN B LR, RMURAT AT EAESN RS G LR,
WA BRFAENFIHPRET 2 TRE (REFHELE, 2024)

RECAFRRTT GALEBERF PR, 12X THAT@T A LIS R L5
NERGFAMABARZ. Ak, ALEAEMNERSER, KT GAI L+ 5AEHE 5T
FAFIBRGY AP, AmASFHE SHERFFE RS it KRR A Ao FE
R o

2. L #K 47

WFR, GAlEKFHBROEABET 2, AEBEHEPHOE A LRI RLFRRE. K
ChatGPT A R &9 ERA TR, RELBROARBEZAERSY, ERTEEINHFF
BF. BARmE, GAlBEA K E L AKERE LIRGF ], CEELHKS (A# 50
3, 2025) . B4 SF (Chan, 2025) ABRELIFE (FTHEA, 2025) 2405 mE
I BT A N B R . b, GAI RS ARIE S AN E KR 2 FIILF 3] TR A= 52 0 RIT,
RERAFAENF IR A F R (Pesovski et al., 2024) .

AR, REGAIEEEHBENEERES, XTHEEEXKF Y Z2RE 517&095
R AWk, LEREFRTAATEIRXEEERFMBRAFZAEF ] ERGAENG T8
IR HRAED . HOPAREZRABEALTRBERETHEA (4o UTAUT A L5 EEAD)
HHHARAHAMR., GEANFAIHFRELERRKATHER (Gansser & Reich,
2021) « CHARE T, XEBAENRSEKFABRANBET FAFHARGET 5E AT
# (Faqih & Jaradat, 2021) , 1232 5 B T 5445 4R & T 47 F 38 & U £

Bk, AFRLEGEMELEER, FiT GAIl LB W BAER F3TF 45 5] ERGHhLd,
M R B FHEH BAER S RAEH A A Ao IR AR

3. AR A 5R %

AFRRETEMAXT, 8 AR T GAl A FN BT T msrANFI &R, AT
AT SCARER R, AT RMIET — NS ENXRBMS LR A . BB RM, Bl ALK,
2L, MRS A EFIEFR (LA .

R R %

BZEAP BRAaBREIRFIFESZGEIH TP, NEALTREGAB L AL
FAB R E K09 B g4 & (Go & Sundar, 2019) ; B AP A A& 5 5] 3 R £ AL
2K 09 B4 (Chungetal., 2023) . AL LG R LS 5] H T AMBME 53] R A a9 #12,
QIR 0 F I A 2 i a N (Zhaietal, 2017) ; BAZRHANIEFEIHEXTEAES A
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B 5 WL A B BRI AR 52 3] Frm ey R R T it L . mHERINA,
MMBZ TR R A RRBERY, AMmIEEAMMRG LB EESN (RH LG E,
2023) o MEEFRNREFIRAMBEAFERG) 2R, BAMEANL LY RKET T2E
R, WREFIHLE SRR, AR EHEZHE X (Go & Sundar, 2019)
AFZHER, SFIELS5CAIAFNEERFRAALAN, RABBARMTRI AR
Bl TG R I XA RAR T AR R F 3] H a9 %5AR, RELEZE), AMEEHHENDF73]
Fo Bk, REATRIL:
Hl: /& GAI £ #F8E4BFF, BRABARMEGR 0TS HaIL 43K,
H2: /& GAl £ #8EHFF, BRABAREQHFIHZNINEE ).
3.2. YE G R AH L HF 0 69 FARKE
HABEATHRBEARIETHER (Gansser & Reich, 2021) , ALHRKEFH &~ w95 A M Fxt
FIAGRORAMERARECFIZROKXERNZ, GAIWREAKBFH TR T DK
FIRE, ZFANH AR FIARORFEALEYNFAENF I ZR. EX—FET,
FIHZEPMIEZRANH AN, ARLEIERNZEALERSF G5, Bit, #EATHEKX:
H3: &£ GAI X #H 8 545+, MRS RERFIBANMEF ) ZRZ MALS FANER,
H4: & GAl X #H8EHB 5+, M2 ERFIBARNKE S5 FRZ AL FINER,
3.3. BAa A Nt 8978 T A
RIFEDANIZR, MARENEBEMAEFRORFERE, HRAFIETAILIHGAKR
% K (Baumeister & Leary, 1995) o GAI % #3469 EAF 45 F R 418 i AL DTS ) 52 A% 49 2T
AFIHFANET A RANGF ] LHRIE, MAEALFRERG B35, XA LANRE
AMEHREIXTRRREZ TEIAFZNEAEEF5h /), LAIRENBLRG. BRIFF T X
B— IR T F A HMAF ) R BHREATRIK:
H5: & GAl £ #W B4 FF, BREAMAREQATHLZ2GA 53] ERAGXZR
H6: & GAI X F8 EH5FF, BAMAKREGEATRIABARESILDEHAGX R,
H7: £ GAI I HWBHERFF, BReMAREQRAT EAIBREEMES ARG X Z,
HS: & GAI L #W B FF, BREAMAKREQATIHZY ) 5FIERAGLR,
4. #rLik it
4.1 FEI L
ARG RIS Z AP EESRGFE, ZiT30A, AFaa 18854812 654,
4.2. HFE LA
42.1.GAl X KW BB FE 4L
AAF AL B H I B A6 GAL A B BEEHRF 2%, Z &7 AaE GAI K, @i 4R Ffe
RTIAEABRGESLS AFARSENELCERFYBEHERFE R, 24005504 T:
(1) ZiR B9 E: ZABIMBENIRE, AFAREFTHNERFZM SR,
2) BTIAEHK: RARASNBNG S EARTRSR, AFARERHE, MPRELGE
RFERG. AL, FAEMTREE LS RZ 8T TFE, RB/BEILAZFF0mE, F
AEMARTHRERM T BEER, FHFEARMEEHDLR, MG, ZFHiEaR 4%
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RTFHREEEESH2AN—ZDN B ARRA, | FFAR T RLEE,; EHfd x4 R,
Fuadid A&k— éifi?kﬂ?%i#’\ﬂ*ﬁiﬁk%?/l\}%u F i 2k il F AR A R R Tiﬁyiﬁé’w}‘ ,
TR R 0g e Fa bt st . R, EFATRMELE, RALZSTFSIRENE LT uﬁ
e, PR B
4.2.2. BE K

HREARRELHELEELR (15, 27 “EEFRRAE” £ “FFERE” ), 2HMT
R TR AERGFRBEAR, P, FIAERERSFTANNRER ] ZRGSEE XA E
(Jahn et al., 2021) ; HAZ 43 & 2 ARES 3] H AR T X9 B2 % (Zhaietal,
2017) %A MEHE N XL FZALIRRETEARL TR Z 453 E % (Gansser & Reich,
2021) &it; BAMABREELAFZANNE G TAIMEAGARNAZE Z X (Chung et
al., 2023) ; BAtBAR M E £ IR Go & Sundar (2019) 49 R& 1B K HE R HH.
4.3. FERAE

MREZEZRH T ZANE: aTd, HFFEHk, BN, ZiTHRAERE 2 BT,

s5%
1
L T o £
I
. R axIawmsats | maw
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ERRA T BEESNSIHES S |

_________

| BN ¥IEERE. WAKEEE. MESHEE BEHA e__z%ﬁm
| MEF. BAEAEES A SR

B 2 #F 5iRAR
(1) AT): EX—MNBRERALESHZEFELRFIEATTRE T ERFIE, #5554,
(2) SRR AL AEXFKBRFEZAT, HAFLTLRNG GAl L HWE/ERFRA
) fﬁ%i’-ﬂ'l MNBEMB T, RBRG. 5. BIAMELFALRME, £TL 10 047,
BT A EHE 1054898 TR A A4 R, WRFTHEFAGRERIR LHFE55 4%,
(3) HFEFEih: HFERMAHA4E, FEERNRANAFE GAL TN B FRAHRITE
Y895 3] 5 % ?
(4) B BRE, AL SZEEZTRENEE, OBFIERTEAR. NL2HGR=E
k. EH 2% R A E .. BRaiGREE ., £ 2054,
4.4. BIESHT T+
KA 504%E Al SPSS v26.0 #= SmartPLS v4.0 4 A BRI 504709 £ 2 T A
(1) ML 4% A SPSS 24T 0 4b R A8 i 32 Fo 704 22, 5] 15 ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ B At
) i 48 69 9] A,
(2) BN 1B 7@, #IF Crobach’s R IFEE T RGN —EME; XA
1% A Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) {&7%= Bartlett 237 B A& 10 1P 45 £ 48 2 & & St iT A T \#fr
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(3) LM%t 5. 1£ A SPSS &9 H5E M G it A7 3T AT A= 5 M) of 64 5 5) R BEATF
LB AT £ R E M Git, VAT MRRIRGI B R Fd¥ e,

(4) MEAFRAEE: RARIFEARRILREFINEFALFI TR LN E R,

(5) ZMER FASAT: AR SmartPLS AT 248, MZH /. BidAtk, B
BARMEFE)ERZAGK R,

5.5 54k

5.1. 15X EHHF

ANHFIERER, PEGHTL. PEE N TL. REeEDARZAERLBARE
RO EERERITTAE, ERXLE 1% 2,

&% % 89 Cronbach's alpha ¥ #4213 0.8, AT XA A MRS AR— M. X6 KMO AL
¥)A2it 0.6, H Bartlett 3R E A6 p/AEHE (p<0.05) , RIET AT oY ERNMR, X
SeERINET RO EM AL, IR T LA TAZ B ALk,

k1 EROGEESNER

TR Cronbach’s alpha B
FIERER 0.901 4
R GRE R 0.836 4
MRS =k 0.847 4
Bedm A5 £ 0.883 4
BesmiB R & & 0.879 4

k2 ERORESNEGE
gl KMO Bartlett 27 & A2 36

HAF T a &R 2FM

PR E R 0.674 39.741 6 .000
MR =k 0.668 27.961 6 .000
Rl A5 £ 0.787 88.689 6 .000
BB RS £ 0.722 69.225 6 .000
FEREE 0.764 53.628 6 .000
5.2 T BJE

AAF R ARG AT AR A At e, At a5 3 ER AN 5 )6 N3
SHAT TR, R4k 3T, SMAKI, FAEEEKRSE ) ERFS LA R ORFTR
8 3.66 2 B GG 434) o H—FT PRI, GAl IBFWEHKFHFAEF I ERGY
T E (p<0.05) . XMLEREH, GAl A HFNEHHBFTAEERSF LTI TR,

k3 53 FBRATE MIFHHE R

AT )& M T P

&3 &R 3.66+0.287 4.34%0.190 -8.170 .000

5.3. A BB
A A A SmartPLS # Sk D —RAEM FTAZER, SHAFEN T GAL L #6969 5%
WFFEs]FR, BR A 3000 AT H AF 95%F 12 R A 694k £ 4 E A A H P44 4K
(N=30) &MEABEIEXE, ERXNLE 4
HRIT, BRBARMEIZ g (B=0.285, p<0.05) . #Z% A (p=0.288, p<0.05)
HAESFEMHm, £ HI, H2 2. #2453 (B=0425, p<0.05) 52 % 7}
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(B=0.230, p<0.05) A ) EFRAELZF EMHFm, 29 H3, H4 2. XHLHKIIBRM
SHF ) ERGERTLE K EMEE T NHm,

IEAFTI R, BRIMANRERIBARALEEIMNEHS ., BRABAREHN2Y S, H2S5
HEFIERFHBAFTERHTEE (p>0.05) , £ H5. H6. H7 R L. BRI MAE
BB H S Fo 5] ERZ A (B=-0.160, p<0.05) AL AATAER, £ H8 Lo

R AL R BHFMAAI RARL PR R

BIX A& R p 95%E 12 X If] BaRF T
H1 0.285 0.154 0.014 [0.179, 0.391] PR, L

H2 0.288 0.157 0.039 [0.179, 0.397] PR, 5L

H3 0.425 0.063 0.018 [0.318, 0.532] PR, 5L

H4 0.230 0.149 0.035 [0.133, 0.427] PR, L

H5 0.089 0.065 0.472 [—0.038, 0.216] TR S
H6 0.075 0.064 0.163 [0.042, 0.392] TR PR SE
H7 0.090 0.068 0.259 [-0.041, 0.221] TR PR, SE
H8 —0.160 0.057 0.003 [—0.048, -0.272] X, SE
6.7 3%

6.1. GAI 31 % 3 B /& 69 % 7

HtE R AN, GALEZBFWEHEFRIEZRAFANTEIZR., T—KAAEESHF
(2023) #9#F L& X —Ho

£ GAl L HNEFHEF, FATURMGFZBEAMAL, BPIFLEs 5 3] L& (Pesovski et
al., 2024) , FHHIMNEIRBEEMRM, IRR#FFEFZINELS S, BT, GAlfeiedt 5
A0 8 TRE, HBRARIE R EE S S K% (Noy & Zhang, 2023) o XAPAMEAL, 314
BRI T AN A (Baietal,2024) , B THMNGF I ER.
6.2. BiAn 1B B G LI LG RHFH L HF Y FAF T BN

HRERERE, FAFHBRBAREEERFIER ELEAIFZNHh, FETNPH
FKAAREH A A B P AE A

B, MEAGRAERSFIXETBARIELE XEERN. 5352 AEA RG] A 3R BL
® %4248 (Zhaietal,2017) o 12 &IRFGRK, F4%69409718 F 2435 A1, GAI @
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5% T AAN X 5 3] R R R de

Hohk, HRHENAX—AAPELERNTEEZNFPARE. BEABHRBET FI)E3TE 4%
B R G Bdn, B34 BRI D] R GARERR LD EANT, RANEATRELESEAZE%
#4715 3] (Gansser & Reich, 2021) . B R R %69 5 A Fadh it 4, GAI 8 H 51K
FHAEMERNTAPHCE NI, #—FHBRELFIER, HRAMMNEHLAEFITNH .

Ht, FIHFGRABAMBIMPEAAMEEAGPNIER, RETFEFIER
R Z. X—HH LW, GALERAFIZEARH AR T @GRS, REIZHRFENF
SIFb, FEHRATR IR Z A8 5 SR,
6.3. BFa U HEBG T B 75 T ALH]
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R ERE, FIE3 GAIMALRE I AGATHEE N E5F)ERZIAGEZ,
St H A% R8T AE R A2,

MHFRERBEMARRGQRATHRLEZE N EFIER, T—RAAL “BWRB&E” WE®
(Morietal., 2012) —Z BP % R AW EARAZERT—R IR EE, TR AFEIHHRE
B, MmMERENEZAR D) ARG EQHM. Bk, HBizEMIKITFEANLZE R I ®AT
EH N FaF 5] EROGK F o
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F RGN EAMNE KAast K (BERFA, 2023) . XTRMBET ATMALE LA F
BT ARBEIE ZEER . ARFLEE— TR MALBT O REAERL, AFHR A
REEHERLHE K.

7.6

AR ER-3 X35
7.1.1.FF % 23 R

AFRRETEEXKE, it GAINFAF ] ERGTAIF . FRXEREN, GAIL AR
EERGFIFNFIER. R, P25 AP LPH N ABRIIBREEF ) ERZ AW+
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Bl H H & TR, KM wIT RN,

BE LK

B W RA LR (2025). AMAALFRARBFLEFREEF G EAILRELZ 0,
¥ B & A 7,1,75-82.
R EATRH(2023)0 AT+ ZIRGFFOREBAE—ETRAGEIMA . 2B
FAFR,1,118-136,
BT, LHA AWS. ThFRERQ02). AT “ARXAIFRIAFTE 89 AM
B 5 ) AR KA 50 FFAREE A1 2,29(5), 26-360
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