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Abstract: Based on a questionnaire survey, this study systematically investigated the current situation of college students'
use of generative artificial intelligence. The research found that students use Al tools frequently, and domestic large
language models are their primary choice. The overall attitude is relatively positive, but their cognition remains at a
relatively shallow level. In terms of application effects, students generally recognize its role in information retrieval and
the improvement of learning efficiency, but their perception of the enhancement of higher-order thinking skills is relatively
limited and shows certain group differences. Additionally, students generally support the introduction of relevant
regulations by universities. The conclusions of this study can provide empirical references for universities to formulate

scientific AI usage norms.
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1. 3%

HHFK, ERXALE A (Generative Artificial Intelligence, GenAl) # K R EBSE, EIX
HNEBHBFTALES. mFHFEAATERSFRAFNESER, A GenAl B AKX E 5o
RO EEH B EERBREIFEHEBRRRRRENREZENT, GenAl LREBRAZRFAE
FIAMFNBOHT . A, LATFAEEIRE AR TR, AR A5 52 a9iE
RAATEA G F R %, A, AMRRESRFAEBIK, FAEEIREE GenAl 1& ALK,
9 A8 KA T An BORH) € ALK X 45,

2. SEHF P GenAl £ AAFR

AHRBRFE GenAl  AMEEIREEASY, —LRELITF4E GenAl A FE LM
it 90% (Freeman, 2025; # %M, 2025) , Ao B x LB EF ) A FELE T E.

EHRERE, FHEA (2024) HEASRF ARG RN, HAH, FRAFHHZRH
F4 GenAl A XBEET 2. BMFRVENE R—HA92E R, Arowosegbe 5 A (2024) A
RN, TRMANFZENALEROSELRTFEZR, RARXEAT AL P RRGS
o Deng A (2025) 898RN KN, & FRF AN GenAl T AL &. AFRER, A
& B GenAl 893 NA B TRAF AN Adbili kI (ARKFA, 2025) . Ad,
LA AR, GenAl 6948 A &F 52 4 4)3% 7 A= 4)3% 0 B 12 (Habib 5 A, 2024) &£ i @ %A
I, KA GenAl B AR N, RAEFRKRSE ., HARME T @AIKRLD E0 2,
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b AAFRCMIBTT S FEAE GenAl 4 Al A9 ESFIE, I8F) A £ A3k, 2I0LA
HRERGLEAD S, LERNAA FIEPHTERARS, KEASERILSE LR F R
HFIEERNAZA G XIK,. AT, AHRAUAKESRFAEAPRFATL, BAFREAERAE
Z RS A GenAl £ FILK, HIZME GenAl #93F M A= 2 B FARAE 52 IE4RIE

3. BFRF &k

HIENIEIT GenAl £BEHF PR NAKAH 0, AFREOSEXTHRAKRS A
FRARENAFEZ AL, BITEARPNETFE. FARBFZEE T ZKEHIE, PIEFEZL
AAZ B, GenAl £ R ILIK, £ RS E. BRI RE AN KA GenAl & B HATEE Z LA
N\

2

4. FREX

4.1. HEFXE

BRAEBH T &, AREEEEEN 4 s s E KR, £ 219 A &P &, 4
AAD Gt F4iEde T, AHAN L, B4 LA 3836%, %4 H 61.64%. £FRLE, X—F
K954 A0 b 43.38%. 6.39%. 7.31%. 9.13%, A4 bk 29.22%, t#d bk 4.57%. &
F¥r b, Bl ALKEEGE, 15-19 ¥ 54 LA 45.87%, 20-24 ¥ 54 5 40.37%, 25-29
Y EA R 11.01%, 30-34 ¥FAH 0.92%, 3540 FFAEH 1.83%. £FAE, HEF LA
30.14%, LI5426.03%, ZARFH 18.72%, HAFHAKNA Y T 30A, H &b 2511%.
4.2. F4 GenAl £& JFA K

BELER BT, AFIAZH @, X31.05%08FART 1 1AL Al 48 XiR4209 & 45
%M, 2HRFAENFIATHANLKRS. A LTS ECHILA A RIRAZ, 25408 Al 4o
WMEBARENREE, GLE— T, KTREERAE, 48 KN Al THEAZZLT P
FEEKR, RN%UHFEETRAY T, 4795%0F 4k T+—MH, X 6.85%0WFA R TIFT
fE, LA 2.28%0FAEILFART M, LA K Z F A Al R & K ekl e, (R Z LM A/ T2,

EAl TR a, B KRR B8 T F34s, A F 2% 1% 264 DeepSeek
Fetp o K B] 84.02%A 82.19%, T BEIREZAAEA ChatGPT A 31.96%, HALAEA W) 354&F
30%.

HEAIERTE, SHFAECEHBRTERAELH AL ER TR, 15.98%695 4 %k =IEF
SREAE R Al T B, 47.03% A& FER, A 1.37%A4L-FRER, #9 Al THE 2R E &%
NFAERFEFIAEF, EXELHTXNL, FARRSZHEOLLRE, 4795%WFAEARRAAET
A A0 T K, 40.64%089 5 A N RE S ST AR TR, T7.17%09 F A R F AT S At iE,
B AR A EFH R RRF I ENLER, RV SHFAEALEERGAI R L E K. AR
MALE L, 49.77% 0 F A NA T EER Al TREATHERFHERA I ES A, 42.01%4
FAINAR —ZH A, 8 82%WMFANAILTEHh, ShmT, HFHFASAITEL
BEEBR, AlBRRKROCEFEERBRANFAFIAL,

4.3. F4 GenAl #AZE

EERASEL, AMIRAER#ETER, RAFARKAZLZTANSTTFALALGENZ. 57
2. 44 % vh(Venkatesh et al., 2003). 12 &R EGRRESTF A, 2018). Balaf i e (GFEA
HEFA, 2023) Ao s B ARKRE (Wangetal., 2019) AN Z 69755 . =& #4K Cronbach’s o
AHAAHN 0914, B &4 Cronbach’s o 2 KT 0.7, BT EMEF oL R T,
&%K AVE¥ & T 05 ECR&ETO0.7, REeEZEES, CFIMAA 0907, A AL, ¥
BREREHTES, %R T 4,

1 FEAIBERSE
Y SGRIE BAHAME ML FERE BB RAeHEKKE

1357




GCCCE2026

¥ 4.17 3.85 4.04 3.49 3.28 3.49

iREE 0.71 0.76 0.70 0.75 0.76 0.73

FRmE, FAEMN GenAl & AHFAME R, ETwmIAA Al i85 2 FRI;F I X EF KX,
BN FA LAY MEEFIES, RN KRFEBKRCEHRBE AN KESG ALERAAEB, £%
IR L, FAFAHRSLES, FAFALKABRAINH AR, MAEGERAESTE, ¥4
BBk, RAFAENS AlIARABZHMASE. ARG RWYEE L, FAST Al T B4
A F I TE AR Ao H R R e B2 — A2 F 42, 182 48 kb T A4 B AF 9 54K
4.4. F4 GenAl fAa 3 F

RAERTFAN Al TEERNZXRGRIFL, RALLSEA#TNE, £RX2F, K
SHRHFENAESNEEINATRAAZE G BRI, AP RARNAIGAHFI]/E LR ETK
FOAMER LT — R ARENRI, RAF AN ALE R A B RN R

k2 F4 ALER BRI E

R FAME EEFRE A S eliE Y RN
#Ma 3.94 3.55 3.60 3.66
3 0.75 0.84 0.92 0.80

AR T B B4R GenAl 1£ Fl B fn 2 R 09 £ 7, 3 7R Bl M A 52 4 3 /T Mann-Whitney U #-32,
R B Fo A5 & 34T Kruskal-Wallis #0538, 2R 27, TEHAF AL GenAl 1% JF 69 &
FRIRTEORGERLEEF (p>0.05) , MARSFRAFAGF A AT )/ AR HE B
ThTRGESEZEEF. BARmET, EFRER, 2RAGLTR—FESALHARTAEZN
(p<0.01) , Cohen'sd 1&% 0.725, £2%MWBETHF. £FHE®, HLFFELERY
(p=0.036<0.05) . L% (p=0.019<0.05) . 25 (p=0.048<0.05) . #F F (p<0.01) F A Iq
HABELFE2F, TRABTHELFARE, THEERERSMZ Al EAERLE, FXK
MY FEFEEF@BIT Al £ERGAR, B TFEFI/IEEAEETKEGRET, MK
BEEHEERSE (p<0.01) . ITF (p=0.028<0.05) FARLBELTE £ %,

4.5. FAN XKL & GenAl HEBZLE

ARRE—FTERTFANFRES ATMERAATLOSE, FEPRE LEGERFH
AT ES, AAFAENEPIAR AR B E RMATEOE K. BRI T, FEF AIEA
PEEARB M EIESE, BRI IEFE R REPFAR B A S S AL AR b gt ¥
H, RHL 5% FEFRTRIETRNEE. ERRMER ., FR. FAFEFT AR E 640
XBOREBEARBGAERE 27 (p>0.05) . BB, FAX EH FA S 6 TL L FE AR5,
gt — 3 #4T Wilcoxon ##0 e, E R BT 4 A AR F M £ 7, £ 71K Cohen'sd A4 0.233,
ZRMEE ), RPAMTARFEAGITENHZ A ERFRTFOSE, 2227 K.

5. & 5®

AR ZGIRIT T GenAl AR F AT o9& IR AFKRE F. 2% %%, GenAl &/
ZERNFAFINAE, EAMERS, PRFACKHAMADTFINEEZHHIL, ¥4
HARE FARW, ERIATHEERASZIXET@ONE, 1B L AEGU B4Rk /355 b 691F
BB Fa A I, AFTafa 5 H RN IE ikt b st R, REDFRFAECAE AL LA AR
B, BB FHAAAN AL THIBEAN, R SRAEMABEERFITOVELETL,

5B®AH AR (FHFA, 2024) , AFRRAE F ABRACRAFEN T 2REF,
MBI R ALNAY, BN, TRFHKRERI AR T OOEIREF EZIE mAFHFIE, £
wE NG b, B FRF A T HFRE AKX EENTE, 125 AR BRI 09 S B AT F 1A,

BARRE, GenAl T A SR FAFINEE T A B2 HANKF HEAEI] FIHA Fmik,
AFRTABBRITFRABARF SR EERRET AF, B35 FHAELASE ), ERIUELE,
Flat & FAHAPMAEA R, S0 E AL KCEANE—FIBIE.
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