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Abstract: Teachers’ threat perception toward generative artificial intelligence (GAI) has emerged as a critical
psychological factor influencing technology acceptance attitudes and instructional practices in primary and secondary
education. Based on survey data from 797 in-service teachers across China, this study employs fuzzy-set qualitative
comparative analysis to explore the multiple configurational pathways underlying teachers’ perceptions of GAI threats.
The findings reveal that high-frequency use of GAI does not necessarily reduce threat perception. Technological self-
efficacy plays a key role in alleviating perceived threats, and its effect differs from that of perceived technological control.
In addition, gender and subject background are embedded within different configurational pathways, jointly shaping
teachers’threat perceptions. From a configurational perspective, this study reveals the formation mechanisms underlying
primary and secondary school teachers’ GAI threat perceptions and provides empirical support for the rational
application of GAI in basic education.

Keywords: generative artificial intelligence, perceived technological threat, primary and secondary school teachers,

fuzzy-set qualitative comparative analysis

1. 31 &

& AALE 6 (GAI: Generative Artificial Intelligence) iE VART P A f 93 B 4% N F A1
B, #EHEEFHE, HFFTRXAERIFPELRERAERAN TR, PE PR, BSRPKRE (K
Bk EHRARRE (20242035 F) ) PAARLREAAIFRDAKFT L E. RFHF
FAURUFHFTRXELAAG (FTEAFERXFTOLS) THAIFRAA DX TSR E
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R KEBR I, REZPRIEEAIFTRERBFHFORE RS 1A GAIEF 2 A
HABESSE X ERIR, PIOFRITEATNEERE LG EREEZ P —TFF,
GAl AHF R RAERAM LR EFIIFFTRENLE L EZR, ARBERITE SN R 42,
RAHE HFERME T H 69T (Nazaretsky etal., 2022; x| F4%,2024) ; 7 —7 @, EARX
A, IR EIFEHZREFIEAPEHRENMN, LR THIFELA TH, HFRRAA
&3 R T Re AL A 55 a9 dmbk (R AKE, 2025) - ik, #HUF3 GAI WA E B LA AT KM
BALR, AR AESHREERS R L RO IFN, H P BER B RS2 #7 R A T T LA
o9 X a4 & (Tiruetal., 2025) o

HAR B Sn 4GRS T R AR B A TA B R 69 TMIA& 1745 (Trangetal., 2025) o A H
BHEET, GAI B Bse £ 2R MAHITAT GAI THRABAKFAE, T LainE5HFx
) EMTFE. MRXFAREN, SALFRIELRESRAKFIL, LETREARKITR S
A F R B FIRALR, T HHF LA BB (Ghamrawietal., 2024) o FHb, FIFxt
FARPERE R L $0 3B 20 2 K E AR & b X[ 09 22 &1 A%, M) Ak 2 8 i B 4m 89 & 240 iR 31 9 (Zuo
et al.,, 2025) o FIFxT GAl B RBdn TR — 2 5| KB RIEF, BEARIA—FF RGO R
A, RIAALINT GAL L FME B B, 35| R FAFTA R E £ LR < IR
%1 (Chapmanetal., 2026) o B, mRIEFn TAARIL A H T3 A8 K K e 490 F=, LR RS R
AT GAL 895 B M AH T AR, AdFERARAZENZF. KRm, AT RIS REHK
TR B RS £ BT AE], LR S SR B G 362 £ mAFIE, 562 2 R HTo

HREZFE R H—HEA (UTAUT) #d, MRS 2B K T AR K AR5 T R il
A2 RAE K 4E1E R (Venkateshetal., 2003) o ZHIFEART, HAl, HHEEHABDFH TH
EFaumARARKELE. RERESEEREG, Adfm 52T E G GAIL I R £ 71069 B
R4= (Scherer & Teo, 2019; Howard et al., 2021; Heine & Konig, 2025) . IR H &b, #IF 54
REGEFH 2R HF R BRI E AT 2 H . GAI 694 AME R B T )7 5 RIEM K
B, @i Al A ARG IR, AmERE RO TH K, miERZERTRENERE SR
KA H AR BH AR &0 £ &% (Scherer etal., 2019; Serdenia et al., 2025) . H3LE T, HKA
KA REBAANA AN BREEET AN TR CHRE, HBEF 8 FAHKEARRFEHK
FF 0 KF. BEma K 8 KRR A BT HITA @M A HARNRFRMAA, HFddg
% 9] AR D AE S RGP B gr (McDonald & Siegall, 1992; Lai et al., 2023) o toh, IRt
BB 32 F) B B A2 B RS TS AR RAF KR BEE R . SHIFINA  TRSEMR. AT+
H3AE R GAI AR, ENERKEE B @B TEK, RZ, A2 6 RGFRE
T, BREZZRE D& BRI HINER S 3% @M (Sun et al., 2025) o

27 LRTR, PONFHEIFA GAI 9@ Bie it 2 —RHEMR, mETRLEEAN. K
. HEHEMAE, BRENZEABRANMRCHER I E S HE AL LA THROGEL LR, &
w, AR LMEZERE— R F 2 HAS LR AT A EESZ (Yim & Wegerif, 2024)
TR RO ERETR FHALSTHERMNF RIETRL, AT, KFRKS F4HEE50A
&, B fSQCA K P DFHIF GAI BB S 67 742, AIH GAl £ A HF P8
SR EHITFEFREREEBIRFELSEERE To ERF P AT (1) P FHIFA
GAl B s R E BE—LF5M4HT (2) MEFMFAERFHS GAL BME&? (3) f
A A SR F K GAL B R4 ?

2. AR
2.1. FERAGHBEHRE
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AR R B R IRE EK R REKAE. AEFIE AR 0N Z )P E A
EEHARERNT T, CEmA. . EHA B A GAIE ASME,; 5§ =300 Z R I)F3t GAI
ORI, EEAEFRERKARKRER., BEREFRERMERELE . BRKAKRAEBRE
& M % B McDonald #= Siegall (1992) #9847, £ 3 ANAM; BRIEFEE LKA R A Le FA
(2022) #9875, 4 5 AAAA; GAI BB s g & % A Kieslich A (2021) #9#F 5%, &5
AR, LREEHRAS EFERFELITS, K1 GEFTRZE) 25 (FFFRZ) .

Rt A LB NFHIF, PIET 2025 F3 A E2025 F6 A@T“FEAZFEAELRKR
Ko EEDCE K 8344y, BT KN EE, RARSAKDE T4y, HABEZAE 284 %
(AWBR, H#EF) . P BHA 206 A (258%) , *HH 591 A (742%) ; ## 1-5F
200 A (25.1%) , 6-10 5F 123 A (15.4%) , 11-15 5 66 A (8.3%) , 16 FA VAL 408 A
(512%) « HE#HAB 7@, LAHX GBEL. HLF) 345 A (433%) , AL (KF. hE
) 194 A (243%) , Z&HRKE 207 A 26%) , T4, TR EMLFEH 51T A (6.4%) .
2.2. HEDHZ*

& M 47 (Qualitative Comparative Analysis, QCA) & —# R TH &6 54 KRR
Trik, BIANADENABBEALLAZTOEILARXEZ, EATOIMSZELHHRAMERATE
R A0 % % APE (Schneideretal., 2012) o A &B LR LR —ROED), RARE &
S EF T EEPERERATERTENREZ, ARRIMEAERHEM TN EEL -T2 k2
K0 Byt HAREE AL T T XNTRE, QCA TTHhiFWE QCA (csQCA) FE#%E QCA
(fsSQCA) F£A, £+, SQCA BHFINELAELFEE, RBRRLE 2T 5%
BT ®, LAANTHNBNFEFEOL LM, LTAARRANOES S EANMMMTEREE 5588
IR E, FKE GAl BRI S E TR KA T 698 ik 2, Bk A sSQCA 7 kit
o, 1R fSQCA3.0 34 Al X it 5,

23. FERRZERE

ERERLTE, BAHARERSAFTRS LM, BEEIRTFELZ2BNETE LRI, FRBHEF
KB EE T F BT F5R4rE (UNESCO,2024) , X4 Aik##s (10 52 AK) 5
Bm#E (10 FAL) « ETRERRFHERRELS KT AKX Lay47% % (Antonietti,
2025) , HHEHMERES AR ERRKEERELHK, ERKERET, GAI £ FAMERMAA
HIFERAREMEEOEZIAR, 5% Aldekheel $A (2022) 895F %, ¥H K42 H GAL R
TR ZIAE R, ERFIFZANIEKE R HK A B R, BRI & A GAI @& 1
Ay ik BRI B S T B AN Ao

AT ERET @, ST, #HE, EHA B R GAIEAREF 5% %, RELEMEY
IEABERAE, EP BN, B, BLEERAAZMERABRASN 1, EXHEREGEHKMEA 0,
FHK A RAEE, HREHEA GAl BB FEE T, fALERERRITESR
432, 5B A KX (Fainshmidtetal., 2019; F43# & B EH%, 2025) , ¥ RKKEL 75%
AL ER AR B AR, FHEAHMBERT AR ELOR AR S, B 25%0 1% 8
BENTEREEOGR R R, RIBE, MATEARBENRA 0~ ZHGELSEEE.

3. HEEH/MELER

3.1. ZBFAPA
LEFUESATHBME —FHREMRERTERENLEAR, BPSE 25X 4 LT,
ZEBRGIESF . BT 5QCA3.0 A & /1K GAL R B dn b B 53 TR, 2R L%
lo PAYS —HMART 098, —NESTHANLZEM4 (Fiss,2011) « 2WHERE T, &
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HRITMNGAAEZH LB LD, KRB HE T — AR ZEME, RAREE
AY 4% SR A B, GAT i B don 84 54 & 5 o

1 FHEZNHLERSN

Py =3 B B Fee 1K B B S

e E —EH BER — M BEE

P 7 0.275 0.576 0.239 0.424

~PE F) 0.725 0.530 0.761 0.470
ik 0.588 0.536 0.602 0.464
~HHr 0.412 0.551 0.398 0.449

H# A 0.253 0.528 0.267 0.472
~EHA B 0.747 0.547 0.733 0.453
pIES 0.294 0.540 0.296 0.460
kS 0.706 0.543 0.704 0.457
HR B KRR 0.513 0.542 0.556 0.497
~H AR B &AL R 0.523 0.583 0.487 0.458
FAR 3= B 0.617 0.707 0.346 0.335
~HEAR I ] B 0.420 0.432 0.678 0.606

‘/‘i: “N”%ﬂ’:“jk”o
3.2. RUAZPH

HEFITHE L) HEPATHE, AFREEEPIMBREA 1, RE—BHEREH 0.80, H¥5
PRI —# M B{Ei% & 4 0.70 (Ragin, 2006) . @it A LR E, RAM A, FH 4L RE=
AR, AR IMEA . MAMAK, STEGEASNREIT. ok 2 B, R B
Jat F AR 5, X SANBEEG—HHERH 0.869, KB Bdn by FAHEEH 3 A,
BBy — B 0.856,

* 2 GAl BB 0y X0 8 5 2

. 2 B B S AR, g i B S

AHTE
mAl wsx2 wA3 ws4 wmAhs5 wsxl as2 @4aix3
@ ® - - ® ®
¥ ° ° Q@ ° Q@
£ %A} B ® ® ® ° ° ® ° °
SIS ® ® ° ° ° ° °
KB &K
[ ]

A X X & & X
HAR b4 B o o o o o Q@ Q@ Q@
s 0.853 0.829 0.830 0.983 0.993 0.872 0.901 0.800
JBAEE 2R 0.138 0.099 0.093 0.009 0.023 0.047 0.005 0.016
—F 2R 0.061 0.022 0.016 0.005 0.019 0.047 0.005 0.016
By — 0.869 0.856
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B0 2R 0.205 0.067

i eRTHSEMAL, AT EMEE: QQTHCEAMREE, TORTEMAE
55 ER AR A,
3.2.1. % GAI &/ /A 59 28 7 54 17

MA 1 TEHAALE, EREHEKFAHITY, AHIEEIN GAI £ AMERIK, &
KARKBRBERRL, BEN M EE—T R RIZF R, ZER RN, A2 LIRERNZE
HRAECIIFEGFEALT, L—6 N5 AL LUH B GAL BTk RO T 2, Adm B H
PR By 09 B RS

WA 2 TR HBESOHIT, LERRFIERTE T ERRFH. GAI £ AMELK
R, BRKARKBRBERL, g — 2B RER R, TRTAS 1 92, ZB2R%AT
HKFZBWANERN: ¥ GAl ABARARKFFER, HHIFxta FHKE 22O,
KAAFS AR B9 25 2] I R 7T Re 3T B R b & 2 80R, Afn B Bdm K-F 2 %36

A3 BPIAEACHERITA £, LHAFIENHEK S, FFEEHRFH. HR o R
BAK, 12 EBARMERAFRE— R Rz R, XEW, MAFIEUARZTZAEMERAT
B Bgn, mAGSHE, FHEEABROCHERRF LM EIHRE, LR MR GBI E 69
M,

WA 4 TR RAAEFHEERRIIFHKRT, LERIFIER GAL £ AMER S, HAE
FIRE R, BHR ORI BEAIT TR, REXEHFEFA B AR ERED RELHERA
&, L@ RS AR B IAE R K. 4B R, GAI 89 BEANT SR AT H P AR 7T
HARRELAEERGER, BT T SEMIT L REREIRBI N F

WA S SmMA 40, RAFEZEHNEFBRELHRIITP, H4FIL0HE GAL £ AME
BE., BRBHR AR, a8k, k2450, ARV EEFIYK, BIMEHITA
HARER =46 ERANEKD, GAl MTRREALNEF A E 55 LR ERBZBGTH TR
o, AR R B
3.2.2. 1K GAI &/} /e %o 69 20 75 S5 17

A | WBAARIER SR, SIE R GAL, FEARSOHEK G R, AFAT T
EHIERERERHT, EHERKE=HBERRBIK, ZESEAY, SHTFLARAFETOHTS
%, FEFERFTFSE. ML MM GAI TEN, BRF RO HIEERBGETLEMRE
Fo G F R IFEN A AR AT BB, S K B &R HITRAE T A 209 A R
Fr OB F Fr, A AR B R e KT

M2 T RBIA R ERRIIFHKRT, L FFIEL DML GAL 2HAK 8 KK
BT IREE, BRIBFHRERGBIK, HBLAZREPTEN—ChoaY, 2FERTHL
o XEARLBEZELEBRHTAZTEYHMERT B GAIHL AR FTHF T E, K
BB BB, BPAR T KG9 E A B 42O A TR

WA 3 R ALHAZ B RHITAH £, HIE NI 5 S E A GAI, HK 8 &Lk AR
SlE BRI BRBAK, Z%2 R, FHIRLY a3 S RKHTE 3 SMBERKER,
A% BRI A ARG ARAE R B R F A, AR R EARE B R

4. Rt 5w

AT LR, RFRFEAT LR F—, POFRIFT GAl 9B Em ENEEM %
BRI, REAY —, LmE ROMBEILE, mASRNMME R, FLFEE. ERXERS
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SRS AR R E R, F =, SER GAL 5+ b RER BRI B4, H R0 MR
ETHARMERAERIF ORI GG ICEAL R, B EHE T L ETRBRLN G NI, =,
HAR B R AL BRI ST RIEXBEER, AR THRREH R, MLt hiziA
HARAE E4=4], ¥RHFIFT A F1E B GAL f8 7) 8913 0 LA ) T IE I B Bdn o 50, M)
52 HE A @A 09 R R AR, FE T EARESA A P AR,

4.1. GAI &, )48 #m 69 % 5% 12 4 B L)

AR EZLINZ—ET, P IFHIT GAl ZAMEIitERE—HE kg, mLET
AP A I AT R E— R TAT A AAR D BRIPARIK AR ) ARSR S B ARAURF X
M AEET (Venkatesh etal., 2003) o fSQCA #9047 & B, B Rasn RAZ R —FP MM SR,
EUBRBRB T L2 ELAMHEERFTETHRE S X, ML —T 2RI,

4.2. FHRMNFRE T 65« E 157w

S IMAE A GAL BR 7T fe b LA KRB B 3812, 7T R8 h LA & B B An 38 2P, HiZ
MELEBHRZERRHTFEARPLATH., ZEREAYN, SEBFRLARFTREAK AR,
BEHEHERT, HEmENGERERR R TR ITA GAL B F R A, iR AR5 T
HEEFHSHE T FINT RO ReihFr, BXAINF KL 52 E K A KA RARIE A
I, ARG R TRARTHTHERT, Adm R S Ef—sE e s Zis (Wang
etal., 2023; Zivi et al., 2025) »

43. BRKG AKX S BRAKEE# B ZFRILIER

B % 5B MM BAs 2, TR IVE BB BRIEHR A, 2R K A KRR ER
Ry mAEKBI SIS, BHRR O RKAERNKIETARHEPER. X—Z2F £,
“HAFATEFTRRFRFR T41E 8 TRAFHER . KA KRKEEIEAG/INMREE S
Oty TE, RYMBARAESEERN G R X4 E % (Bergdahl & Sjoberg, 2025) , i
REFEZ ZHRIAGBERAFTERAZGEINER., Y _FREBEN, GAI LB HHEIA
B A B o
4.4. B 5L FAHFFEHENL R

MR GAEHA B A AR Z T 6T X AE R B EI KT, MREAFANKIXEHAL S
TR Al ., LEAERERRFHAERE T, FHEHHKITENE £ FHGHE L
H: BBRAZEHERHTE HAEZER., SEFFETHRE S BMEF, Wkt &HRHK
VRN T R AR AR KRB b e B AR B Befno XA EZ FHIERTHANAL, mAMEAA
. FLFMIARERRER T AR EERNNLER (Viberg et al., 2025) o

5. t R e THERZ

5.1, & B3

AT ELAFRERGITH, KAFTH GAl ALABEFTFHLES ARE AT EERE T
$—, T ELEKE G EARARRANCEBRERE, R ARAHK A R,
WA FENES S R EHRERIEBHITFHERE AES, BT R R B, =,
A G HAATTHEE GAl R AT R EBER— 1", ATHITEZFRESEIF, TEXES
AL A2 B B S 5 AR B B 0 T BRAR, HN AR ARARKAMINE LT LML R, £ =, &
FERAFHAHBRKFEAHKSHE Y, @35 BT 5HFAE, 51 FHITH GAI ©42 A
MR XFITE, HALAHKFERPOHIALC, BEARKIEAMNLAESFTIERED,
%0, EHBEREHRFER, RFHITH S ELAN GAI SHER, TR &I iX —
T E, BT EIHBRAEELETER G, HEREITFaYF ko b o
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52. GRREEZ

AR GEAT Bk, AHELEBEFAR T —F ZE, AL, KFFTK AR @K
T, BT RKIBIER BT D FEIT GAL BRI F a5 4, BA — <M B%
i, ARTRALIZAE R, LILELT, #F— PR TRB K LR BT 27 i 2
Fa S MRIE RO TAA Y, ok, AR EZZATHIT O GRKIE, The< B AR £ 6%
o), M E—RATE EIRBIAF RIS RN, BEFRT AR, BENRE T EFR
XXk, mE, AARANGEHETEIZ2E T TAMME R, EREAZRF ORI E
&, SOPEFEHEEFEKENITRL, B M) GAL BB Fn B 2 £ AL 69 G510 A 16
e, ARTH—FHFR I, FIEAEARBRRKEZNZHFEHE AN,

BE LK
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