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Abstract: With the rapid development of internet and Al technologies, online academic help-seeking has become a vital
method for university students to address academic challenges, providing instant and efficient support. This study,
involving 400 university students, examines the effects of technology usage attitudes and academic buoyancy on online
help-seeking behaviors, while exploring the moderating roles of gender and major. Structural equation modeling
reveals that technology usage attitudes positively predict information searching and formal query, with academic
buoyancy mediating the relationships with formal, informal, and generative artificial intelligence-based query.
Moderation analysis indicates that males show stronger effects of technology attitudes on buoyancy and help-seeking
behaviors.
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1. A&

A& DZBHERBRG RS, MEFICRERAGRFEDTEFP O TR
BEEAFIRXT, FEARMEELLEAIFINRS, TLAFEFLRHGETT, ML
T2 W 2657 5] i B B X I AL 45 A A AT . AR4E Newman(2002)898F %0, 2k KBhae /) & A KA
TEIG—ANKET T, Bk, FAFEZFLAALELFERTARFT AT G, 2022
F 11 A, ChatGPT A# 5, AR XAIL%E f(Generative artificial intelligence, GAI)E A 5
I RREFE KA, RABENRFRICNFTO TR . GAI T2 K69 N A £ A B AL
#, EFRKEE. MELFEIFMABRET ZEH Y, RAFIARI0 M. HILEELK
By X, 1) GAL F- K 8 B A Bpaf M a9 E 3, Bl B Ab 43— AEAN ML A# 2k 77 £ (Mittal et al., 2024),
FiBE At A bE K B a9 R /1 (Vogel et al., 2007). #t5h, GAI@iE & R F&RFF X, &
AT AE BT XEFRE . SART, RN Al Z—F KRB THAEF LK ELGHTE LK
B3t %, ELSAHK, 4@ GAI KR & EF ) 0EZ—3F,

BEFaF ) H AT A LF LR R FE T, HAAE RS A5 L iF 71 (Academic buoyancy)
AANMEFHE BT EEE, SRFANHERGSE TR ANGEERS T X, L5
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J ChatGPT 4 A L4 it B K 6947 & 55 ¥ 48 % (Strzelecki, 2024). T 52 3] #6952 W iF /) KP4,
PP 5] HARAB K SR B % 52 b #6475 Pk (Martin & Marsh, 2008), %47 & T 7218 2| 8 #z 0 3t
17 8 AR P (Xu & Wang, 2024). XA F AT F I H &R L5 T AL RMG 0, HLaHT
RFMEEF &, R, MAlfeE L AR IHFHARLTHELOTZTLE, FRGHEANF
TV HFTRAPANFIEFHRGETE, FLFHAEXALEFLRPGXF, B, FE&
X AR BT o\ LS 2] A1 B TR G429 ST A8 2 69 1B 1 XL

K RGAEFES AT ER TR LEFL RS HERE, B3 BERERESE., FLF
N ARE RGO HT, RANEBERFELR LA ZF I PRIT MG, AT FHRIRME
ey B A s Fo LR T, FFRARE AT AT

RQl: BRFANBAERNEELFLF ) TR & P L RKehiTH?

RQ2: L& F etk XA AR A AR LR R S ARG HER?

RQ3: SR FAMNMAFE L XA T LN LAXZAARANER?

2. ERAER G AR

2.1. ERAEFR

#F 523 T Mehrabian 5 Russell (1974)#% & 89 4% -A #uik- R & (Stimulus - Organism
-Response, SOR)ER!, IRIFTHAMEASE., FLFHAFR EFLRKPZHGXE, HFEEF
VEFEAELF TR ZREARTIRZCHEE, ARNIIIERE (R 2EI%0
MRS IZRE CAAUR) 2R T HTH (RE) o ZERT AH o) RAVLM S 5] F 3T R
2 S0, M) R S 0 R SRILAFAE AT S T AF R 5 5 S AT A 8RR

KA RS 5 5] 3 IR A ARG E RS, BOEARAE RS, LA RIS K2 H
Bd 3T B OF S e 69 O M 5AR S xR e, Bk iE A, AR R 5 2] B AR LR RS
RGHFE W RIT AN B EHD e A RINARKERNSEF BT 0 LF ), Fatk
a9 & L KT A, suoh, BAREASELTRAZEY AFIEARAREEEZELY. &
thin g, RHFRAT SOR BA KT LR T & ] 694 A Huk,
2.2. & LW K5y

MAEAXRFING ZER, AREFIEXREF I HEREITFHFLRKINITA. Cheng
5 Tsai Q01 ¥ & EFL Ko A=A EA: LR, QRIFRIIEKALHELYG, U
Ao it WA RS AR N % LA B L+ R ARGIFEX K, Afm, A GAL %L, [
GAl FEKFHHC2RATRKFARFF I P —FE 2 K875 X (Chan & Hu, 2023). 48X #F
KR, KFEALFERGE AT, & T1E A ChatGPT # 475 Jk K 3h(Zhang & Yang,
2024), %3] &3 ChatGPT Al TR MAF 5 F MM AR, RBATCARSELTRE, Hh)
R G A A Fe R ik B Y TR AL & 7 @ 694 Bl (Adams et al., 2024), #bIb, ISt Fe R 0]
IR ) 69 BP B BB L2 18 GAL K B a9 4 %2 —(Mittal et al., 2024), Bt fT4LA M KBy, Bl
B X RIFEXKBIE, LT A B R JE /) 69 %5 (Vogel et al., 2007), X £ GAI K8+ 1)
TaRE. BHhms, GHEAFLR T XML, GERIKALF R KB LA B, 24
MEFr R AR FRBFRYE, K AERAFIZERIFIFIFFLRETOREALT R
Ao Ak, BRAFIHFNE LK, FMEFERFEARTSALSB KXY FERERZ, T
2H—FFEEGAI AL P A E,
2.3 FRFES

A AR TFAMSIES, & Martin A= Marsh(2008) & XL 52 3] # 3t 5242 4 & o LA 69
F AT AP oG E, FRESN . REAH) B9, SR EETRIBELERHE
AR, FF ) imiEAsM LRyt B, mIEsshE 2 (Xu & Wang, 2022), &% L5357
w, oAk ) R AREE 3 5] AR AL X 894 A ik e A 42 (Yang & Lay, 2024a), 3243
LR A & L5 ) N E94E A (Fu & Qiu, 2024), XiEF A AR LF I FLF H T e
e iNsm R 55 347 AR £ 269 % Lo
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F b K& KF A RA K E KA #ETFH(Won et al,, 2021), X—idA2 550 % /%A
9 £ H MRk Rk 3 B 3 & (Martin & Marsh, 2008). #F 50 K I, FiF /) & e 4 L& T1E
A % A+ 5 5] % 9% (Collie et al., 2017), 4ot —i& B4R ¥ PR A A KB T F%(Xu & Wang,
2024). 1A B KA T 09 E R4 H Newman, 2002), FbKohidid Mk, LEARTSF
kA GAL, AFIHZEREARZIF. FLFAHNFIH R TRAI R WL EZHE RS
Bk, B, FLFHTREGRMFE ] HR LEFLRKITA,
24. RABEASE

ANAFAE T F 69 BAR RO AR %, T 3 B ARAL 1 8945 B (Venkatesh et al., 2003), i % 6,2 1%
RAnikgn ) 7 @ (Lee & Choi, 2017)0 Bk 5 R AT A GG AR STHMIF 4 £, o F 2K
AR E T ZI4R (Yilmaz et al., 2017), #mikFem U 53K E A4 F R4 %
(Svenningsson et al., 2022). F I HFM BRI AN ESEEX EXMITATRALEHENXZ,
f2e ey EARX R M A H. Ding #= Er 2018) A, FIFMN X LXK T ANSE R ER R
oAl iTh ER. £ GAI #8 X515+, Shahzad etal. (2024) & FHKEXHEA, AT E K
5 4 3t ChatGPT 49 & 4n 5 Rt A B A=47 it b A8 93 AR TN 4% Bl & B . B, Wang et al.
Q024K THRITHIZ®, KAFTERFAN GAIBRRNESZIZRET AMERAITAHER.,
TR, BREASEIMEERFL LKL, L ThY 05 GAlEXOKMITH, AT L
RER, RFARIERF I H OB RS EARS EG MG X LF L RKAITAH.

HTHAERASEEFLFAGELEXF, Pan QLOAXABRKETALHOFIE AL
FIME Rk, FAAX LA T FINIAEY, RTELE XN S KD ELM XSS
F L EE, FH, FIHTREARGAR ., AFn by FAERF RS RIS 5] H 3T AR 2 E .
REWME R, Wik h RS i) 5 ¥ /) (Yang & Lay, 2024b). A& ILA 69 5F
RIKAMEAFE _F X F, BILAHFREARBRGBERE RS ETRRZFLFHKF,
3. AR F ik
3.1. FESE

FRAB N @R RF AT, TRE&FE KX 400 A&, 25 LB & XA
P, B 102 A (25.50%) . HtE 298 A (74.50%) ; ASAEAE L 261 A (65.25%)
2 TAH N 139 A (34.75%)
3.2. FIXLA
32.1. BREASE

FFREFET Lee 5 Choi QUINMBARMEASEE.R, OFFTA (1A4) . EMK (24),
RE QA), £58. 2ERERAS EASMEE, A1y GEFTRE) 259 FEFRE).
FoAig, REBEEFTHRMIF ) H LA E.
3.2.2. & EEL ke

AR TARLEFLRER, OB ANERE: 28485 A4A) . EXEFE 44) .
JEEKAFE (48) . ARAAIFRIAF (48) , £ 164, £ KA 6 Bt EE, KA
19 GRARRZE) 2649 GRAURE) . oMk, KREABEHEART R AEE D 5L AN,
AR Ak B i W 4 i 2 F KW,
323. FXFh

5 #4% T Martin 5 Marsh 2008)89 ki3 h &k, ek AL @A ek, £4 4, &
CRINAEBBERENREES” o BEER T EASMHESLE, K145 GRARRE) 274
GRAR &) . Fo4s, REBEFAARDGH UL FA B FIRAZ P QG IT, PekAnE T o
3.3. HESH

ALK RA R BT HRTRES . AR, BIER T EREKRE, PT-EENAZERER—
st PR BAEF A ERTRERGH R, BB, KARIEEREZ ST IFENEEA G E,
FHAI R A KB AR 53 E . 83T Bootstrap 7 ik 34T 5000 K EAbAE, MELEM FTAREAEAL
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MRS K 5 ABR. A, BELNERE ARG AT AT B M A Fo & Ak 2EK
PRERM. ®E, KA SARE T HR TR RR A FeF Ak BEAR T 69 £

4. FARER

4.1. 2B 7+ E AR
50 4% Al Harman £ B ZABSHRE RSB, FLFHfX EF L R ITER 7k
EAE, AREHEOHEZMNEREAN, HERAKT 1R TE6A, F—ANEAFHFT EHE
BEF 25.00%, DT IEFRAE 40%. HKFEGER FEmETRK, RBITEEIH.
1 MNEMEGRESHXA

BHEE MEE & F B AT Cronbach’s a CR AVE
HAAE RS A Enjoyment .69 75 75 Sl
Interaction .79
Benefits .64
b iF A ABI 79 .86 .86 61
AB2 77
AB3 .82
AB4 .76
RN & IS1 .70 75 75 50
IS2 72
IS3 .70
iE X 78] 9] FQ1 .66 .80 81 Sl
FQ2 .68
FQ3 1
FQ4 .81
JF I X399 IQ1 54 77 78 47
1Q2 .69
1Q3 73
1Q4 74

4.2. BEEE

BT EMSOREZKE T, 12818 % 53k E X P 69-F % 7 2 RBIE(AVE)IKT.50, 4%
FEAR AT R, BEBTRITBEIKAR 1S4 (REMAEZR iRtz R X b &K%
LFEAMRFLFA) , FTFIEEXAE QI (RAARABIE, wifs, LA
REAF R AfGRFLEA) , FERINASZEZENZLAZE, FARGEEHET T,

B, WABENEESATRENEER, EANA B IEARA CFI=.958> .90, TLI
=.950> .90, SRMR =.047 <.05. RMSEA =.043<.05, & A& R4F. & IFEN M4
HRAOXEER»HE. REZELRLEA 1, BT &MY KT.50, 4615 E(CR)XT.70,
R AVE AT .47~.65, R#HAHKTS0, 2HETFTHELECR, xRS HERF, X
RO BERLE2, SMEYAVE - FIMRARTAE L CHSHOMXNE, BARBGRE 5K E.

%2 MEMEGR 5 A

ATT AB IS FQ IQ GAIQ
BARERNSE 71

2t A 28" 78

RN &y 26" 13" 71

IE X 3] ) 29 35 23" 72

A iE X34 7] 18 217 177 60" .69

A KA T At 14 9] 127 19* 25% 18™ 20" .81
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*p<.05, "p<.01, dAXH sqrt(AVE)

AR ARI A4 R A CFI=.958 > .95, TLI = .951 > .95. SRMR = .047 < .05. RMSEA = .043
<.05, ETREBMERI. FLF N, FEMEE. EXMFE. FFEXAFE . GAI #1545 A8
FERET 12.4%- 12.5% 24.4%- 10.5%. 53%89 7 £ . BARAE A X A% E& M F L F 7B
35,p<.001), EEHEPB=.34,p<.001). EXHFP=.27,p=.002), f2xtIEE X4# P
16, p=.062)5 GAI #F(B=.10,p=180)89FAM AR R B &, FbiF 4 &M E X
(B =.33,p<.001). JEEXEFP=.23,p=.003)5 GAI # (B =.18, p=.010), {23tz &
HEGAMARITEFPB=.04,p=.590)c FARXLARLERLELI, FLFHIRBRAERNS
BB EX#EFE . FEXHE. GAI ARG PAEE,

23 PAR AL

AREALECR 95%F fz X

%% t - X

= I7]
BRENSE-FLFNSE X 525 014 [-.034, .078]
BARAE B & B —F Ak iF /) — 1 X34 9] 3.485™* 117 [.095, .297]
BARAE B & B —F Ak iF /) —3F E K18 9] 2.628™ 081 [.036, .180]
BARERS EoFLF ) >GAL 119 2.336" 062 [.031, .206]

*p<.05, “p<.01, ™ p<.001
43. WETRTRER S )ALLK

1 AAT At AR A M= AT M (1) AR R2F; (2) ACFI 7421 0.02; (3)
ATLI 7~A42iE 0.05; (4) ARMSEA ##ASRMR T 421t 0.01. %% X4k 4 BT, HHIRE
PR R T, BEBRRER A, P LHEA RBEEAGAR X2 2F KT, &T2
Gt EMHAZTIETHRA, REAR ZEFKF, BARBTRHFESEZR, ARFATAANR
FOMERERTAEL. I, FLTEORERFENER TR EK,

SRR TP EBES AN =T, X weB 1. G, F—ARTHRGEA#ITHT, Z
AR T BT &R A4 FI, Rt 580 & EART VA 5. A Lh RAT
B PLEE: x2=656.27. df=404, p<.001. CFI=.929, TLI=.919. SRMR =.060. RMSEA
=.0560 Mok, SWITHZEMZFRARAME, FET —NTL2HRGBA, BAEE
758 T TR : y2=691.02. df=413, p<.001. CFI=.922, TLI=.913. SRMR =.077.
RMSEA = .058, BMALE LR E T, TEHRBEAGME MR IL LY RER Z (A2 =34.75,
Adf=9,p<.001), AP A5 X AWERIEMEARELEILE 2 7,

4 METRTHARLER

AP A v2 df CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
%
P A 4 25 A% 623.29 388 934 922 055 056
7-";2
LB 656.27 404 929 919 056 .060
7-";2
7 2E AL 693.06 420 923 916 057 061
7_‘;2
% 4 A5 A% 612.68 388 937 925 054 056
7-";2
LB 627.93 404 937 928 053 058
7-";2
R 2E AL 648.49 420 936 929 052 059
7-";2
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B, MERTAARBAPHERBERROGAR, FRRSHRER, FHLLREA
HATHE., TARE—F, AFMLRGERAZ MEAIEZN TR E F. FARBEKT 4
ERZRABOBRFEARERNSEEEEE, BRAERSESFELAFE., BRAERSE -
FAF A FAF A SGAL 1 F)), RAFE GRS E A 2 =663.57. df=409. p<.001,
CFI=.929, TLI=.920. SRMR =.062. RMSEA =.056, F M8 RK4& B 69 B £ A a542
R EA K- iFh, BRTREAMNETEZEIEESIFEERGF. b, FHa
F A F /3t GAL KBy o9 % etk ok a9 £ 3%,

A oA Aoy KA
(R &RARDHEE)

07(.09%
Y

/N s
VY
07003y N
.
IE26%Yy -
7,7 T (\
“ 1R 16%%) '\
\

1 MAER g EHREAERpHRBER (FEFTFAFH)

St Ak Gy A B R AR R BRI, A e, LA RAEA GG A E A 1y2 = 627.93.df = 404,
p<.001. CFI=.937, TLI=.929. SRMR =.059. RMSEA =.053, &AL RIF. HK,
TAL RGNS A 2 = 642.57.df =413.p < .001.CFI = 936, TLI = 928, SRMR = .063,
RMSEA = .053, Fl#&FEAMSRIF, BARKERI T, TLEARBEAGMEZREL
A RBERATEFE F(AY2 =14.64, Addf=9,p=.101), RAALAA 5 IAHRmEGLEM R HK
REEEFo

5. i

AR INBAAL RS BAAPRREG F 3] H ARITEREF I, L TRRAAEEE K. EX
Ak Xl 6 75 Kt i3 kK. T—2ZRERRIECRBGH O 0 —B, Bk R4t
BAROPMREERBRSAEBEREA TR, £R0LERERNITH. AMUett, RIETH
M-SR ILIE A, B P ST HEOR T4 69 £ R 40 % v A A 69 R A% Bl 4T 4 (Zhang & Yang, 2024).
AR E, FAHFEMEARR T ARG PLRAS, SR, #HAEK S 6 R4 T R E A
1E R R 2 FAREREEIF. B E R FEFLEA,

T AL B, BF 5L R L5 5] & 3 R GG ARMAS B A B AR 2 B A A 280 R sk B 2 b I 2
A ARMNE, #E MR AR AL AP G TA 5] SR GAL 39 9], JF LR AL A &S B AT GAL 147 15] 69
Bl MERFRFARFER, I—ERIFTFLFHZLFRATIH QKRBT AR A
fiR 2 By 69 A & (Martin & Marsh, 2008; Xu & Wang, 2022), % 5 7 F 0k i% /) £ R IE#) 5 5] F
GO, R, GALMEA —FAT AR TR, 3tk RT3 T H i — 7 09 5
2R, MBARARZHFLFHGF]H RS RME XA TG RGFE IR, EHKE
GAIl 89 fe I kN B b K gh o

FRLHFRKTHANEE L EA R FTER, KI5t at, FHstHA4E A GRRE
J R RAR AR 6913 B A R VAEE XA A, BT T FLF A ERRERSESE GAI
KNP O RBAER, X—ZRKAT FHEZESERARBRTEEZ KGHFEREE, "t T
Okazaki #= Renda dos Santos (2012)89#F %0 K 3L, BP B e A &R 5RRITA LA —%, ™
S EHR I FF ] T ERBBAT AR RO TREE D I, FHREFLF LG GAI
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KBt h B, XEAMNFHFIFZEBRIFT MG THFE LR FIRa) K
T, #—FHRATRRIEEREFF LK P GBRBER

hkAE, KFATBZBBATHRAMERNSE., FhiFHN SR EF VKT HZNE G A LEHIF,

BlET 38 T A £ ey A NAER . i —2 %7(\1'1$”T W Ko 5 HARIEAVRG LRI,
EAGBREEFERETELNE T, EXEHFIEY, HFIEEFTURBIEARF AN
HRGBMESE, HFopenN A ZeflBE a4 &, EX@FE, JEEX@F AR ERAAL
*“ﬁ‘é:\{T—’j—Jk«]‘\ﬂiJ sk, ASTHEAE T, BAFERNREIRFZIZOERERNSEAFLF
h K, FRKIEDN ., R REALE FE, FMN G AR R T AE# /7530 K8,
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