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Abstract: Generative artificial intelligence (GAI) is reshaping human-AI collaboration, making the preservation of
student agency a key challenge. Prior research focuses on collaboration processes but overlooks pre-collaborative
psychological states. Drawing on self-regulated learning theory, a randomized controlled experiment (N=72) explored
how GAI usage expectations affect cognitive engagement, GAI interaction depth, and problem-solving effectiveness.
Results show a differentiated stage effect: expectations reduced cognitive engagement and initial creativity of problem-
solving solutions in the independent problem-solving stage, while boosting interaction depth and final creativity of
problem-solving solutions in the collaborative stage. By introducing “GAI usage expectations”, this study advances our
understanding of student agency and offering practical insights for educational expectation management.
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& RA L i (Generative Artificial Intelligence, VAT & #2 GAI) #9 bk & & A AMHF
53] w R ALE G Pk Ao AT A AMME P Y R IR F I H W TR, CRAFTRKT
RO KRB, FIEQENRAHBERLAEFIIAREFTHRER. it KRBT
498k 71 (Vaughn, 2020) A A5, MREMNZE, SR RO CHITARESZHEET
AL % vl ABLIH ) o 57 5] & 69 2 AL P (Darvishi et al., 2024; Guo et al., 2025). BEAF X5 R
BTAMMBBFEIAZPWOH R K, 2498 T HERFIEATF ] H SR EGRBERN GADH
SIFAAN T AL T AR B, A R A &I EAINE P 53 H AL M6 A s L],
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KR TSR AL: A 5F450T, ) ENREE R GALWHZ, KdelfTZmE T 0
REFNME . AU R AL R 5] AR Rk SOR?

2. AREREHTRIK

GAI 1% F #12

HERNF LA FA, KRR EGAl A2 — e, H185 ) F EHITHES
AT, ST A FREHAF RS LA ST LR GAL B9 KA RS ZAL TR
PAINEA PG EA KRR RES: BRRAZEHECIHFRND? ?, XELLEME; @ GAI
BRI R ECRA R T D? 7, RiEAMRS TET ARG, AXFRE P, XAHPEE
HEFH/AEIES A LEILE, RARBHF ) H £ 7L A KRBT HBZGmIEFE L4

3. FFRBIK

ARIATFIZBELINA, FAFHRETRE NS TESATAR ., TFEFRITHLT
B0y % 42 M i A2 (Zimmerman, 2002) . GAL 4% F #1 24F A — A BRI BLBP A 72 69 K AER S,
K2 GHraF ) HEENMES PO A KRATERN, AT, AFRTRE = TRIL.

Bi% 1: AT AL, A GAI 1& B2 69X Ak ff & 19 A B9 A e AN KT £
1Ko

1Bi% 2: M T AIZ, A GALAE JF A2 69 #0 X AR KR 2 A% 2 19) R My BL a9 9] A2 A7 2 0% 69 41
E M P AK

1B 3: GAIAE A28 3 AR5 3] Z 09 iA s 3t N, R @ 2jrh ik 2 /g P A a9 5 R .

Bi% 4: METAHZ, A GALE AL 64X 5 GAI 8RR E K,

A% 5: MR T AL, A GALE F 2 6945 K48 ) GAL J& P A2 R e 2 R o9 A M 2 5,

1Bi% 6: GALE A2 BT mEF ] H L5 GAI R 89K E, EEFmm &AM EZE.

4. FFRF k&

SRRt B SRRt £

KRB F AR R AL SR iR, AR ZACGAIRAIME” (B/L) « FAIREBET
REAERAET2A (FHFEHM=20.07 ¥, SD=2.65; FH 18 A, %t 54 A) o #iXFA
SEEREM (A GAIMERAIME, N=36) Feizdla (L GAIERAIZE, N=36)

SRR RAL S IR

5 I AE F R R P EE IR Se P B 4E 4 (Product Improvement Task, PIT), & KA 22k — 2%
RTHE. RRAEFROREREE FHIT, RAEIEFS(GLM-4)"EL— GAl K Z LA,
KB 6,5k 2 Rk B RN B BCAMMIBE I B AN, FRRAAERE 1 T, 5T
A, FhAkEi: B 8§ oI R T RIZESFRIE R T E, HEE, S B EREAR
MAAE R GAl TE R &5 F, "R a kL5 R 8 N4t Hl £ izt R Gk 7
£, VBT AR ENIR SR B IFE 8 DA ERIMIEMRR TR, F—NMERERE, £
REF T IR “AEFNT —ME, BTz A@ATe) GAl TEHX S 2 & BE £, ")
K NAD B N B RCRA0G F SeiXit 7 PR B RER K. BT A K SRR &
RERBM NI 2 E, FBLIRARMACRELS GAI 69 E X AT H .

TEMZE

GAI 1% F1 #1 2
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IR S AT AR FiE TR M. A GAI{E MHAZ (5£54) RN 1, £ GAIERHZ
(F=4H128) RAEA 0,

N F PN

KA R RS Xmw ik & (B4, HR-S0A) REMARGKEEZ T, XLHEEME
Bl fm I AR R AT R oA IR, i FIE A AR

GAI BBl B

AAIE 538 1 3 10 B P B89 S BAT A KB G A RN 5 5] 6 GAL W RLR A, Bp L2 5 GAL
Aho kI AR P 5he TAL K % A IR PR B S A REAAEEHETIEL (127 )

o] TR B 2R

KA 3BT AR AR IR Z M B S B U BT 4R R 77 £ KG9 4) &, k& 2 ) A2 AE
KR W BESA M. AR FMAZE ALY E LT (1-5 %) (Guo etal., 2025).

EHEE
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M B BT GALE AR Z 6 & 38N 5 9] AR R o 250R

ARIARIX 1, e FHRE (B GAIMERAIZ) Sisdlm (L GAIE AIZ) A£lk 5 fEA
B G IN I EANIE D e B R BT, RN IEAM=53.39, SD=13.25)B F /K TFi=#la
(M=59.69, SD=13.45), t=-2.004, p=0.049, # 95%F 1z XA H[-12.59, -0.03], &4
0, 2FBEA%TFEL. Bk 172 LH

AKISABAR 2, AR S AEAR I B R ARk RO R BEAT 28] £ Fr AR TR, AT RIL, %l (A
GAL & I #1) 895 M=221,SD=0.35)2 F K T#=4128 (L GALERAA) /ST M=
2.53,SD=0.67), t=-2.596,p=0.011, # 95%% 12 X Ia #[-0.583, -0.075], &40, £ %L
BT FE L. B2 135 B,

AEIBIL 3, DB EP AR, DEMMTER LT, GAI{E AL AL
BNEA GA@m#em (BA2: B=-0257,p=0.041) , SPAMREXREA BE I @Hm (B
A 4: B=-0.367,p=0.004) ; KFe AT AFEZREA R F EGRh (A 5: B=0.332,
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p=0.007) . LR GAIE AL HikmBE AN EEAN (BA 6) , GAIEAIZ
it 2] AR AR ok AR 0 R &l R AR AL A 4 69-0.367 %55 47-0.300(p = 0.017), IAFm AR
B E EGFMAERP = 0.260,p = 0.032) VAELERFAFIMB ORI EE, W EP NS
BN GAL & R HAZ 5 ) AR f# e 20k Z A2 3R F A0 4E o K ] SPSS W ZAZ A Process F 49
Model 4 #H AT F AKX AT, 28 Rit—F LHFEX—HF: FPAKEZIEA-0.741, L I0%EFX
i8] %[-0.2010,-0.0048], L4 0, &ZHIAIEANALE GAIE AL 5P ERARZ 4D E
FANE R s AERUZ 4-0.3331, 90%E 1z X 18] 4[-0.5600, -0.1062]; & & A-0.4072, 90% &
12 X 18] 4[-0.6332,-0.1811], AmE¥H A MBI F. KX 3 RIo

HEIM B AT GAL{E A2 49 GAL W ElRE 5 9 22 g 2 3 %

AAEIARIZ 4, A3 AAEADEIB B A9 GAI Bl IR B AR &SR #HITT MR
t e, R IT, ERKHEIEE L, F1REMHFHM=2.95SD=1.00)2%F Fi=HEM
=2.31,SD=1.39), t=2.245, p=0.028. #—F A, E¥LGKEL, FELEM=371,SD=
1.50) 2 F 3 T4=448(M=2.74,SD=1.86), t=2.447, p=0.017; ERFIFE L, FHEHEM=
2.76,SD = 1.05) & £ ¥ 15 L& T4 44(M = 2.20, SD = 1.55), 124 £ F KL F %+ R F K
F(t=1.795,p=0.77) 4 LPTiX, GAIL{E 23T GAI 9B IK B 49 %576 7F A 35 7 e AR LT Ay
AR, mMAEZEEFTESENEEELONK. Bk 45301

ARIARIX S, SHABAEL GAIMER S RA T LR BHITRIFER (., X
B, £RMA-FHERFHSM=3.82, SD=044)2 & F T#=H 4L M=3.26, SD=0.68),
t=4.128, p=0.000, H 95%F 1z X[ #[0.286, 0.825], ~&4 0. £ZFEH%TFEL, A
X5 F 2 Ik,

AKIREIX 6, TR E/TE ARSI, DEASHER I, GAL{E R I Z 544
fREAXREALFWERHH (A 4: B=0.306,p=0.005) , Kk #Ke9 GAI hRE R E (B
A 2: B=0.195,p=0.098) . 12 GAI Bl K 2t 5] 22 % s 2R 69 FUMAE I R 2 F (A 50 B=-
0.089, p=0.457). & A SPSS ¥ E#2 5 Process ¥ 49 Model 4 # 4T F A3 2 4% . GAI BB %
JE 0 A AE A -0.0397, H 90%E 15 X A A[-0.1329, 0.0242], .4 0, RMAHEFEEZ AL
R E SR AEEIRZAGFTARE AL E. AEZIEAA 04239, H 90%EZ X E A
[0.1543,0.6944], 6.4 0, WA AR B & ; S 1E% 0.3842, 3 90% E 13 X 18] 4[0.1174,
0.6510], RIHETREA 0, £ ALK E B F., UL RHH, GAl 1 A2t M e R4
AR ENEMAEKE, MIEEE R GAI MREIERAEZ A REH R, B, BiX 6 Tz,
GAI 1% 1 202 JF K8 i R A W0 B K B R & Pl AR & Ok, HARSEAE Al & B35 0.

6. it

R RIAEE, EIR RN &, GALE AL SRS 3] H69iksmiz N, Hl 355 7
FOGAE M A4 GAL TT AT R4S ) H £ T O Z AR, BT AR AR A de 57,
T RATEGHE, EANANBRN B, AHRLFITEZHARREZLRXEQFIA, &
3t GAI AR A BT RO L, HABE XKL LR RARE. XLV ZL 6 RMAg
ATRETRELHGIRRE, METIERF I HZNE LR EREE S . MAFRETIER
GAl, 5% 2 FHIFERL AL, Adm A E STk, A 5TH,

AAF 5B 4R IR “GAL £ A A Z X — k4 B &, B ADLERE 69 5T AL B B3 i A2
METOCEARNE, BT TANMBEIAZFFI)E TNRFHIEOT-aEF, BET 0
PR, F G I ADLRE P AR & M 9] R AR S 69 I RE
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KA Fr f— 5 BT, 2 AR T RAEAL A B AR IR S —, B0 257 80 5 S L A2
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