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1. Introduction
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R OREICERE 5 2 % et (Aljanabi & ChatGPT, 2023; Susskind, 2020;
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2021), AREAEFBICH T 5 N2 OEIC Al 235 2 2 2 (Biswas, 2023) 72 & %
et L T &7,

Al DHEE~DWEL M TH Y, SEIETRRATCEDHET 70 —F B bR
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Cotton et al., 2023; Mitchell, 2022; Stokel-Walker, 2022; Zhuo, 2023). —&k®D
FRETIE Z OB b B % 551k L T % (Rosenzweig-Ziff, 2023),

¢  ChatGPT ®fthd Al 2 #NHERMEICEREEZ 52 5 2 L IO TORADIL L
STWVRILH22bbd, TOMBICOVTOEIT —XIFIF LA Lk,

>
>

ETFRENE IS T 2 RIBOBES L OREFET 20 2 iHMli T 2 L EBWERDH %,
AIEATAICBEE L 72 ChatGPT 1cx} 32 A4 DREfE. B X UHEEBEICEIT 5 Al Off
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> AL ISHT ZREFE IR, Al SEETE IR EERAAKE R RS0 S
% 5 A[REMEDS B % (Zhai et al.,2021),
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K13 (Kelly et al., 2022),
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Fro 7TICHILL XS ELTWS,

2. Literature Review
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ChatGPT @V U — RHi2 6, WL 2 Dff%E2s ChatGPT OHiH #HE L 7=,
> HBHIFETIE, GPT-2 I X o THERINFFE ABDAF G2 X2 X 51
ko b BT SINE XA BUE % I 72 (Kobis & Mossink, 2021),
> GPT-2 Aty P2 OREBOFEEEL 2HA&. N7 4+ —~ v R HEA
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5. %2 72, ChatGPT = v & 4 ¥ Grammarly (2%) & Turnitin(B|gFF = v 7 v
=) (7%) 76 EHAOAREEAE W Z & 2R T EH %257,
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> BENRTHRTO 1 21k, ZomhicT2HCHEICL 2 HER2EREL L



A REBAITH %, (Erickson & Heit, 2015)

> TR, BIEE N7+ —~ v ZDBURITSURIKTEERE L. L X5
BRE2ATOHMTH o THRESER S T LHRBIN T2 (Fischer &
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AR BH AL, MDEENH D DT\ X ) A AEFED SCE O WA 72 KU S0 < 2
b L,
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3. Method
3.1. Overview
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3.2. Participants
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3.3. Procedure
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3.3.2. Testing Phase
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>  Hiicld ChatGPT = v A4 LEiET Yy A2 1 DFOE&FEN, Ty A3
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TasLe 1: Summary of Al Attitude Assessment Prompts.

Measure

Prompt

Response options

Estimated cheating
Concern
Optimism

Comments

Evaluation of uses

Assuming ChatGPT is freely available, what percent of high school students in

the United States would ask ChatGPT to write an essay for them and submit it?

How concerned are you about ChatGPT having negative effects on education?

How optimistic are you about ChatGPT having positive benefits for education?

(Optional) Do you have any comments? You are welcome to explain
your thoughts about any of the above questions.
Please rate how good or bad the following actions would be, in your
personal opinion.
(e.g, a student uses ChatGPT to write an essay for them and submits the
directly generated answer)

0% to 100%

0=not at all concerned to
100 = extremely concerned

0 =not at all optimistic to
100 = extremely optimistic

An open-ended text box

-10 = really bad to 0= neutral
to +10 = really good

Note: quantitative responses were made using a slider.

SMEEBIX, TTICH > TV EM (EXXFERE) BDEDRED - 7-205HliT5 X 5
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3.4. Data Analysis
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Result

4.1. Al Identification Test

4.1.1. Overall Performance
ZiE 70%DHEH T ChatGPT I X o TERI Ny w4 ZIEL KL, FEIT
62%DFEHR TIEL < kL 7=,
> IEMREDORER, M — 7 & b RO E % El6] 5 72 (chance: 50%; teachers: p
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& Welch @ 2 A  BiiE AT AERE L D b B % H L 72 (1(160) = 2.50, p = .013).
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4.2.2. Evaluations of Different Uses of ChatGPT
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Figure 3: Participant ratings of various ChatGPT uses, grouped by teachers versus students. Bars represent standard error of the mean.

5. Discussion
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THERINZZy 2 THE I LZRTHEL L THRENICK> T2 Z & &is
WLz,

el & AEHED ChatGPT ichf 4 2 Eilkd FE L 72,
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6. Conclusion
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X D b AT ENTWE 2 L7 <, ChatGPT OFRERCBEE L 72 BRI 3.
Z DRES) & b BRI o 7z,
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