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Abstract: This study explores the behavioral intention of elementary school administrators to use generative Al tools,
integrating the Theory of Planned Behavior, Technology Acceptance Model, and Self-Efficacy. A survey and structural
equation modeling were used to examine relationships among variables. Results show that self-efficacy indirectly
influences intention through perceived usefulness and ease of use. Attitude, perceived usefulness, and ease of use also
significantly positively affect intention. Based on these findings, the study provides practical recommendations to
enhance Al adoption and discusses theoretical and practical implications for improving administrative efficiency.
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1. FRBEEB &

AR AGFEZTT, RETH IR RN TEUARAHE, RIANEE. &£
Ak X AL HAT B AT H AL, ARBETR TR RE T T LEFE, SRTHARA K
o B HICRIZEH AT, LAE R, GRITEELF S AN, A BIRAATEFREHM,
AR, BEREETEGHM AL CHEIRS, S8 T HGEANMEBRARNT KSR,
FXIATH I AL FEARBHERGEOCHE, 3+ F 17 A ®EW (Theory of Planned
Behavior, TPB)A=#+ 3 42 & £ X (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM) & & #% ki iz F R fFfE4L &
T A At AL AT 209325, miTAERARBRATAZSERRTAZEZNR K, 3+F
HAEROSZMIEHET AT CEER: RE, TR s TIT A4 (Ajzen,
1991); AH#IEAE XA RE ., By A M Ao sn 5 B 7 BB AR A% B & B (Davis et
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al., 1989), xR MBI AT LA &K a9k A, 124k | B — o R AR EALT AR R
B, 4= Lu et al. (2009) £ 7k 8 — 14 B A 4 28 X HABARE ZAAT & & @ o9 fA2 T A
WAL, MEBERFETAELNELERYEMBMARLORE AT, K&5HEHFAH
iAot BHETRE X TEHAT A SO MRERE T EGRME, I X ERERG TR
FEF AR A PIETREXNGE S L ARRAARNIT AT @ RER A |, delErkiR
47 (Hassan et al., 2018). i€ % App (Yuet al., 2021), Bp 8@ 0884 (Lu et al., 2009) 5 1% A 1T %4
BW. R, FTEF ALK AAHBEXGE S, ERRA i Aid e A RME, LR
Bl ik A A RR 69 AT 3 & M A A T B 494 % . Hassan et al. (2018) = fA 23 B A Ml 4 &3t &
IT B Ao At A AR XA 7, BRF T MBE ZENA24.1%Z 76.0%Z M, H& 8
ZMeREMFRERELIRENE. ARG AESFTITAHEH . AHETERL A KA
X A& (Internet Self-efficacy, ISE), 4RK3§ B /M7 BT AEH #7508 B A R X AL S0 17 BCE A 69 4T
% & ) B AR o
2. XRRIRFH
2.2 FEFT AR ME SR B TR LIEZ /MR

BEHBFATBARR, FTEIT LR R ZERAR TR I EF S 8M XA R 22
#% £ (Fishbein & Ajzen, 2010). &R BETB TEHE 01T HEFELE AL HF B, FRIMLA
TRV FESERNFNHE, AT TAHAELRRET —MEBERREEZIRITAT KOS
M. AR B AT B LAEH SR R 3T EAT 09 8 B A AT Bl A, Pl it & Rt
IHERERMUAAL, BEARHEE, EMEGHAZIGETBRARRAHEAH(Teo &
Zhou, 2014), AZARFEY, TRALBFHERALTE . HF AHUARRE Fi) & LITHE R
Lee etal. (2018) 43, AR E ) X HEH P& BT R TALHITHMERNG TR, REFK
TIHEH G5 TAT A5 T B BAT I, FRTHARURBE I FNHE, FITHAH R4 E]
RS IEH] 7, B H 3R R A AT A9 7T Ak M € 4R B (Venkatesh et al., 2016), #8882 w5, HEAT
AHRHETHE LA AR EATERIEZNITATSOALVER £,
23 HRBLHELE AR ETHLEZ AWML

MERBARGRREE, SRITEI/EH D ZREAFETLEFESEE, TR
BBFESA . AR X AT IAEE HHF ARG ARE T A /R (Teo, 2011).
Bednly AL A A HETRIFHFELHAARGMBERZ. LB T, §RMRBAZR
B IAERE, dR S TSR A BIRAR, THRA R 2 Mk B 3% 44T (Venkatesh &
Davis, 2000), #l4e, ERHERZALGERAT, THERAZ R ZLERRI T RISBAE,
i 3Bk &R (Lee et al., 2018). /TR TAFE HAHM ORI H ARLNEERLAE,
EHARAEALBR., £H VB, EAE A TRERNZEN. H5—2EERX Al 9ERF,
4= ChatGPT & B #)L# & T B, 5 AME F 69 45 M At IR 847 B TAE 4 69 3% 4= & 77 (Davis, 1989;
Park, 2009), & E A RInA ABRARIH ABRMET AT ETZ NG R, THEARH
HATHA L@ AN, HATHE G BF R (Teo, 2011) AR EPRTHAR GEAE
% B A% & LR R X A5 F (Ngai et al., 2007). A HBETHEXBTT A=A AL, &P A
B BERATAENLMA MR, A E AT IR H 0T a9 MR T 5234 2k
2.4 B &N 7R B THLAEZ AW AT

BRETEIAEEE EZERNSZHER T LUATRATBEAEY,, mBREFBEEH. ETEABR
AR KAl FHAT, AMES A RERZRGITHEAREBRHFHEAE, PR EFEA
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AR, & MERRRAMAZE, TRkl B %% 1E(Tung & Chang, 2008). B X 4835 %
AEiE A H BHAT BUA B SUIRBAT R B oF 69 B8 R, 385K HAT 4R AE 4945 5 (Tsai & Tsai, 2003). A
KA MIRA SR M AZE O EGMAE, §HRIESERAOT AR LR
HATEF, H IR A ZRAF KM@ A (Hong et al., 2006). B K ABR AR HARAZEF R, B
FTHFERARKNAIGKRATOABEDE, HHNALEAIRFGRAT, Bhsa XE@E%
KALRIBRY, A2 F FHIE R AR T LEFRE S HTEE KR HB(Zhao et al,, 2021), B K48
AT RRBITRIMEH NS ERE, BUREAREGEHF PR FH. BB g HERK
WD SARAE4EBR R AR, ITEA R 69 8 REKKAAFIZ T 15T, & Mg 5R L HATe 8 2k
A I (Wu et al., 2008). B KRAAFS ALK BITB IEGIBAT R A FTETHEAE,
A B REK KA E R T IIT R I IR AT IR, RRILE LT A SR AT RIEAE,
2.5 XFLHEH

4 EPTR, M AT AR . ARE TR A KA RS AR B AT B R AR
K AL AT BCEMS QA AR R, VAT 4% A48 Bl o 50 AR 3%

B3 1 (H1): RAAERKNAIGREREH LT ASTOL A BEE LM,

B34 2 (H2): EAARKX AL TR LITAETOLABE L4 .

fB3& 3 (H3): M MAMRK Al kT A4 H A ITASHAABE LM .

1B3% 4 (H4): 12 A AR X AL Bsof B $HT 4 & @ LA B8 35 E 48 B

B3 5 HS): RAEARX Al RS ARHIThAEQ LA BE MM,

fR3Z 6 (H6): RednBh M4 Rsnf ML AR BAZE EARM .

1835 7 (H7): B KRB B4 A A LA BEE EAMH,

1B3% 8 (HS8): A R4S AL H s B A LA BEE EAIM
3. ARF ik
3.2 RS HEH

KR ABA S 69 7 KB 2 H LR DT IEH L0 %, ER TR I
H I AAE A X AL A9 BT TAFH 5 HETR AT L 5h o AAF L VAHASE M B0 77 AR R
EEH, £REDRHERME, PG EXHE 4y, FHAMAE 48, AXFEEA
92.3%.
33X LA

A RM B LS R BB, F—30AERTH, G650, . B, T/HEFH.
12 B AR K AL GGEF . 42 B AR K AL 89 A&, #1869 A X Al T B B AL A A 6k X Al
R R. AT AERAE BN IT AHEE AR Ajzen (1991)# 8 F . B A
Fo AT AR, ThAEaN T RGBT RAE, £ 3248, F =R E X R2RE
Davis (1989) %t B4 r RIS A 5 MG 2 A R E S R AR, £ 164, FW3ya KA
F5 3 A Z AR % Bandura (1997)3 A AR AW Z R L %P B A HEE, L 8H, F_3FnZE
FRIPHBATAFRSBRZREARNZOAE, RIEFRE] ZTEFTRRZ] 24
RESE 15
3.4 Bt T+

AFF 52 vA SPSS Statistics 23 & Smart PLS 4 $:88 5 A7 AT R R M43, BRE ST A L
77 AL A (SEM)E AT B HFRIE AT, A SAHSZIHM OB EM A, LSR8 AEAT X MR,
VA0S A Bt st H IR e B KB T 2R AP EMG, EHTEBRBSNTF T EETER,
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HmMN T AREBGEH AT, PR E. TR, BT A5, B Ak,
Bdn B R A BB AR, FAK. ZEE, BAAMEF SN . AT
Wik B, EBALK. BT AR, B R, Refd AT ATOZIANEY. AE
Hom] B RS A ST B B ) 2 AR MR T LA A A AR

4. FRER

4.1. E R FHZ B

AL B 4424 B AT BT AR AR R A X AL 89 23X F A AR, R4 48 12
FEE O FAHEAT S RBRFRAAGEH BT 1), BERETEIEES T Fib
A 30-39 3R.(31.3%) A& 40-49 3R.(39.6%) & % . 12 AR X Al 69 A2 AR M AR % (72.9%),
HoR A LE A R(52.1%). HE(45.8%). #MF(33.3%). @B H(31.3%) & MR E1F(29.2%);
%45 B A R X AL TE 2 ChatGPT %% %(91.7%), k2 Canva Al (54.2%). ABifh — ¥ 69 A
HERERK Al RE—F, WEEHSZ ARG RNAERK ALAZR 15, 0 ERKX Al
89 )2 B VARD BB M A K % $(95.8%), HRZTT & CHIE A1(77.1%), L8R &K KRR H#EFHA
1R AR X AL B H B,

R IARAATERTH. A ERN Al BT A5 (n=48)

&g A & % #3 A d % #3 A @ %
e e e

Sk 18 F AL 8 Fl & (A8387%) TR AI TR (F£iE4)
20-29 % 11 229 sz 16 33.3  ChatGPT 44 917
3039 15 313 ey 35 729  Claude 3 63
40-49 % 19 39.6 He 22 45.8 Microsoft Bing 4 8.3

. 6.3 - 15 31.3  Microsoft 3 6.3

X 18 3G ,

5_(? %il//(,t . %;'/F 14 29.2  Copilot 7 14.6
WAz M F 25 521  Gamma 26 542
FiE 3 6.3 LE A AR Canva Al
ik BT T m A A ALWRE (LEA)
IHkSE i 1T 229 S g 46 9538
1.5 % 13 271 13487 13271 gmaxk 18 375
6-10 4 10 208 4618 A 13 27.1

10 208 6 125 1EAKE7 ?; ;gé
N5 s OMA-1F 5 lo4 EHmEAE s 373
16-20 4 S 0% . -

2 Fvh kb

4.2. 515 K BEREHH
Emerson (2019)4% &1 Cronbach's afE &4 % 0.7 ZAR %, 7T A Z4 B A 5 R AT 69 30— B4
CRAE® 0.7 2424, Z AL LA BIAFO1E B . £ ARG IR, Hair 5 A(2019)
LIEFH BT A Fr(FL)Ao-F 3 R RH(AVE) R 374 0.5, 4ok 2 P, A#F% Cronbach #9a
1AEH 80 % 94 M ; CRAE/EH 86 £ 95 M ; FLAAM & 65 £ 88 M ; AVE/AM & 41
E 71 M. AR, AR @6y 3R Fe IR BRAT B A B U B9 MEL A ST AR LAY,
2 KAy 15 RIS

ps 217} M SD Cronbach’s a CR FL AVE
p i3 >0.7 >0.7 >0.5 >0.5
e 4.04 0.54 0.86 0.89 0.85 0.51
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EX R KD 3.43 0.63 0.80 0.86 0.65 0.41

Fa AT H IR H 3.79 073  0.93 0.94 0.80 0.66
RBedafy 14 3.89 0.74 094 0.95 0.82 0.72
Redn 5 B 1 3,91 0.61 0.92 0.93 0.80 0.64
B 4% 48 5% 2L AR 3.94 0.62 093 0.94 0.87 0.68
ITAHEM 4.12 0.62 094 0.95 0.88 0.71

4.3. BEDHF

A 54k B Smart PLS 4 18 5 )N F 77 ik (PLS-SEM) & 17 3518 47, AREBR B )N AT B TAE &1
A A K AL ST B E S 09IT A B QSRR BRFAFTATHEHR. ARETHEIR
B A& M T8 AR I A B SR A Z fRAR ) SEIE IR MR . B 2, AT R ANFRBESATF 4,
B &SR R A B A & EBE EAM (B=0.547, t = 3.405%** p < .001); B &M%
A R S AR & EBEF EAM (8=0.773, t=12.02%** p < .001); %5 R4 EA
ARG AEYERBEE (=0.041,t=03,p>.05); B ARHITHAEQABEZ LM (B
=0.423,1=2.866**,p<.01); B ABRHIT AT AESEREF (=0.321,1=1.810,p
> .05); RREAHITASOAEAM (6=0.308*1=2.088,p<.05); TBMAIEHAITAHAETOWAE
HERBEE (8=-0.027,t=0262,p>.05); s RITALEFIHITATANAESEREE (b=
0.043, 1=0.29, p > .05).

Bido. da Silva 3% Ringle (2014)42 i Cohen Z_ f? & 4548 b & & Fo il AL A 69 48 & PT 13 2] 69
AL, R—ARAF AN AHRXGRR, TARFAEEZREE, AHE 7\ E8@E
ARY)Fd, HX4%&f2=R2/(1-R?», H Cohen. Manion $ Morrison (2007)45 & & f2 K#
002 AMKKERE; €L AA0ISHEATHARE; ¥ RA0ISHAZKREE. E 2,
B RBB R T RS AERAE D % 34% (R2=0336), B+ HREEA 2=0.181; A&KEAHK%
A H B 5 MABAE ] & 60% (R2=0.597), E@R= 4 f7=1483; Rih ARHITA
B BAES K 75% (R2=0.748), E PR RZ4A(?=0265; R ARHITAETmBEN A
75% (R?=0.748), AR R = 2 =0.124; REHT AZQBEN A 75% (R?>=0.748); HAK
HRE f2=0.119,

B

* A R=0.336

F=0.265
T —— Y magxaln
W ATHCE R
ZITAER
R=0.748

ot
1=1810 p=-0.043
F=0.124 AR

R*=0.597

£=0.002
o AT B iz 4

B 2 H /LR ATE
*p < .05, *¥p < .01, ¥*¥p < 001

5. @&
5.1.5F 5 45 RAERE
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AFRGERBT, AREBIEHRIA AR RIH AHLABREEMN, A TER
MTERIGEHF, RAAKRBARARHFAI T EERAE L AMBERERN. Kaf AHELE
HEITAES, TXRIH A A REBAROMBEDE, FoARELENOBE. £
BAKIT ATV EN)TEE, RRR N RIS HAEARK Al TLGE R &G 2
HABEESALE R GHETRBE, REHTATRW IR EHE, BT IAEH4E
RN ALBE R ERENAERZ., SRERIBFZTIHOMMIBGTTHEIL, Hlde,
Huang et al. (2023)45h, EHFHET, AREABIRAYERFETHARNGELRA L,
ARG R —F . B, Wang & Lin (2022)5F 5045k, B h A A HE B d L
HREGHWMBEN, BTARIGFH Al TEORERPLZ LML ATHNZSERS . A,
Chen & Lee Q021 A, B A ELXLHHAEREGARERNTHT AT FER
BE, BAARER R, E—FTRFERNAI TELAKFITBRA P TARES Y HEH
BUEHAEEREIKEAERE ). REARER, Bioh A KA LT AZT G
FEAH, IR BT AR IV ER TR, SRERLEMMA AT, P,
Zhou et al. (2022)45 th, AELIRIE T, & AT 4 LT e 2EA N 12 B4 3L 3048 =&
09EeSy, mIER ALK R, BLTRRABERETHIEY £E R LR ALK
B a TG, E—FH 5 BRI RIT AP E . TREREAT A REIKK
RAHMKRATHZTZHE, BRI ALEZELHRSOEARBRERS, €2 45L RN Al
ITEARMERE SR, B ARS TR E, RAB TR IS HAER T ALIRFNHE
B, RAEE) AL HATE A AR B AT B T R R,

5.2 XA

RIBEAFRER, TREBRDKRBATRIAES 8 RARKRGIEI HE, e Al &R
HRAZRG LIGARAR, WHER IMTEIEHE R BET AR Al FHAR T LAER,
B 4% 48 75 A AR a9 4R T AR BA 2 RS BB RY HHAT 069 A8 K S 4¢ A & B8 (Bandura, 2021; Sun et al.,
2023), EHRFRTMEREEALERKAIGEMNER, ERBNTHHE, REEREAER
fRRM AT R LR, E—FRATELE ORI H AHEREIAH R, 38T B ECESA 3
Re Ao BbIl, 3 A& I (de B W VR SLEAT A B )R BhATE A R KX AL 4T B A%
¥ 69 4 @ L& A (Huang & Lin, 2022). £ K % &R & @, T1EABRKER K AL X 6k 69 &
fo ARSI 5 A, Blde, 12 Al TH&E R | AR A EE, 4HBNTHRE K
AT R F], TREFGOHM LB I RIRG . HLBT, B h ANERIl AL
VEMEKRRAOE B E, 40 RAEHF ITEER T (Davis et al., 2022). Bl i, ERAARE
PR EATAT G E G R LR, o mAE S fo TR A F AR BB %, 1EANRER
N1&, 5k X F M6 H AT TAL(Wang et al., 2023). HiB B AR89 5 X, AMEARR S AL R X Al
AU, AR R AT BUIR % 6% S {3 A 38 A S A1 37 50 )

6. 4 HEK

AFRAFET HIERBEARE RN AL, &5 REBIR, RIABRNMTET
YeH 8 A A A AL SR ATBUE S ZAT A5 8. &8 Smart PLS 4 /7 & 5 AZEA 4T, B
A8 M Ak @ T AT @ A9 AR A R X AL R R AR B AT BRI A SR B BT .
RAERBET, ARERZEE R ARSI S AR LA EMM, F00FR4mH
Fooigd, B &R YE BB IR AN E 2R £ (Bandura, 2021 Sun et al., 2023). B sn
ARARTBEZVETAZG, LHABETEGBRE, AL A B ZA IR R 6
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452 9) /) (Davis et al., 2022), REHAITASOEABEEEAM, E—FRAFEERF L£H

HAE 2 P 49 T £ (Huang & Lin, 2022). A, A REIES S A, 2RI E T

HEFHITATANAEYEREE, TRRAME AR AUE AR, LR AE X0

BB AEEE, SEERTELRT A EARMER, CRMAE R X AL £ B AT BRI

JER EaBAFE, LERITE I R AR Al TAME A &S LT BT A

BRI R . AT R BRRAEA A L ERE —EESEAEA ) AR X Al AR BEAT

BPWRRAEARYERE, ARG TRE LR AR, F0 2 0 KRERB AR EAHIETHR

frhZEm P E RN, HFHRT LFZBE, 8 ERAEE B AREZ O B FIOE

AT 49 & I (Wang et al., 2023). B £, SFRERHF TR R BIRLATEA B O BAZRE

7 3EI, EATRBEAM X F LA, RE A R K AL W R ARG, RIVMTHAERRE L.

R, AR AEE TR, @I TAAESH B TR ITAES, TR 4 I3 20

HRARMARAEETRERAGTHFME, BETHAEDEGEBE, KR THK AR AR

ERY. P RAREKFT AL, THREAIMTRIELARKX ALRRAGELRF, o

AL, BOR X H R A R BL(Zhao et al., 2022), E—F ¥ FHMIF R, BEmET, £RX Al

A B AT BP0 B Tk AR THAT BOL AR SRR ) M E B F R AT E B E LT,

BTFHERIMTBEIEHAT AT R F, &RRAHEEE 1784 &0 A3 & F =4t

BB T 16 LA 50 BGT o

% SHk
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