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Students’ Changing Acceptance of AI-Generated Images in Classroom: A Student Perspective
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Abstract: With the rapid development of generative Al technology, Al-generated images have been increasingly used by
teachers in class. However, existing studies mostly focus on the perspective of teachers or the evaluation of Al technology
on learning efficacy. Insufficient attention has been paid to students’ real feelings and attitudes towards Al-generated
images. This study employed drawing analysis and semi-structured interviews, collecting drawings from 18 middle school
students and conducting interviews with 5 of them to analyze their attitude change trajectories. The study findings indicate
that students' attitudes toward Al-generated images have gone through three distinct phases :  from “surprise” to
“acceptance,” and ultimately to “divided opinions.” Through exposure to Al-generated images, students gradually learn
to identify their typical patterns. Therefore, this study recommends that teachers pay attention to students’ affective shifts

and visual experiences when using Al-generated images.
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