TRA2EAT, A3 AlE http://dx.doi.org/10.5859/K AIS.2024.33.1.91
5 BA| 2~H3}3]
2024'd 34, pp. 91~114

AL} Aglel 2Jelslr}l ChatGPTE] A|4:3Ql AL o] Eoj

SRR

A - A

(5 b

AE v. d+ A3}

. o]&4 w43 4.1 AFFE EA
2.1 AAE A19 A9 2 A 42 ZARF AZ
2.2 AlE 43 FZEYe A=
2.3 9JQls} V.2 &
2.4 71t) 9# =3 5.1 A7 Aol gof

I A+ ¥ 52 A7 AAME 2 A
3.1 A+ 22 Ay EA
3.2 A+ 7 <Abstract>
33 a:]/*,] zz]—g]. =i z 6‘;’%
[. A4 & stal, W} Hzdo] EA1d A 271€ Tl 1Y

W] ALl Ssto] 7 mEA e
H A-FA5(Artificial Intelligence, Al HA fFefAoldeR 7152 AlSTHLim

AeFsa} 7P vlA 9 Q) w23} g et al,, 2023). SAIAE ChatGPTE 7] U
o] SElo] WAl 7|%o] A EFlo] Wyx T TR FTEEEH LS| A7HO] ChaGPT

?l 847} F ST Choudhury and Shamszare, o 270, 574 5 A%} A (Haleem et al,
2023). IFANE HAHF AL HeF Ael 2022, SER1 AR Susnjak, 2022). T 24

ChatGPTE B B4< w1 91tHDwivedi et ToKBiswas, 2023), WY FZ(Jiao et al.,

LI o i
al., 2023) /\E]zﬂi ChatGPT% 20221,& 11_%—!0“ 2023) %ET@(Owedo- Trespalacios et al.,
ZAE ] 59 whol] 1008 B ALEAE SR 2023), S FoKTlili et al., 2023), ZZ 1™

8l BoKYilmaz & Yilmaz, 2023), AdE]&

* FAA), ZEoeta tete
v A7, ARosta 7
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7 w2 AFYA I 2lS(Pavlik, 2023) & TF
Fob okl A oo Aot thiE ChatGPT 2]
3 7% 2Ear 92 ARl tig A=
o] FE& °]F3laL o]l Hls} ChatGPT2| AH-
o=t #HHE  dFe BA FUth
Bhattacherjee(2001)2 AR A|2®S %7] &
SIHTE =T AH= SR8 4972
A = Aokl siginh =3 AR Al 2gle] &
714 AED} 354 4F AFe 27 78 o
FHE AEHR1 AR ok ofsf ZAH 7
AREALS] A|521Q1 AR ool th e
TS 7=tk WA ChatGPTS] ©]&
St = 48s 1E s o,
7] 485 Ay ChatGPT AHg-ARS] #4521
A o5 ZAD} Bag Adelet BT,

ChatGPT 7]&0l AHEHE AF2Q0 AR
ol vl ZlE #Weolrlo #d dFEe
g o Aok 2Eu, AEA AR AT
£ ChatGPTY| A7l 28& A, ChatGPTY]
A 5400 gk AWl 75T o 9tk
Venkatesh(2022)= 54 7]&€9] I
34 583 /1% Agel L 2 8
ATk olel & 7= AAE AlSt ChatGPTE
o g g A7 HRC 2 A F(Trust) o
2] 13} (Anthropomorphism)E A5} :er‘?%}
= ChatGPTS % EAOR =33,
Bhattacherjee(2001)9] 7|t  dx] &3
(Expectation Confirmation Model, ECM)&- ©]
83t ChatGPT AR&-ARS] A|&21Q1 ARG o=
& 4staal itk

B AT7e 5709 Aoz 7AdE] o,
278 A" A1e] Aef 3 3} ChatGPT
S0 #3 o] 24 1S Ak 34

Lo

o PN

AT mda A7 7HEe AN 481
L EAZE % BRo| AFeh B4 Az
£ AYstgon, mA sl e AT 2
B QoRsa AT BAES ANSET

. o]2% w7

2.1 A A1 49 2 g

AHE Al o] 87 BA a7 me) 2
38 sEAoR 44s W Al 71&2 o

gk 7159 "l 719k Al 7)) T3] 7]
E HlolHE 7|HteE AS3IAY E/ske &
Ao, AEE Ale o84 8FARRE
ajAst7] flafl 2= HolE|E 2o} shEshH
olE EUE ARES AAY 5 o} =<, )
2E, o|n|Z|, ot 5 Tk FYollA Zrl=
Ago] 7hssh mgk A% =5
2 AR WE< olalist 4T = 9
A& 9] 291, 2023). HAE Al= HAH
Ao} 20221 ¢ Fol o] 5
N FRo} HS=3 139 70005 2 o)/l Wl
A BEA Alg& R3S THLohr et al., 2023).
A A1 AI-/] :rLa:] Oﬂoﬂ 7];9 o]7] o}:
ol F shs AECE F=9] ‘Bard’ WER]
‘Meta AI’Z7} 9A|9F Open Al2] ChatGPT7} 7}
2 gy AMEE I THAydin & Karaarslan,
2023). ChatGPT+= th#e] tlojg oA &4, &
W, on T ISl dojo] HElS A Shs
g}, o] % mA| 2AE T3l &8 okl 8o
of o] thet ol =E &Itk o|FA ti+f
B otlolgollA AR ShgE Aol InkA il

!
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5485z B4 &8 Zobol dis) vl =
Ae w2 ¢of ola 2 A sHe Ad 2
Q oiFE Ao EP(Large Language Model,

Ho 2 gis A ITHGilson et
al., 2023; Wu et al., 2023). LLME %3
ChatGPTE ¥ dojet &9 olsl] 18 A4
e U A whEo] AL omAlE
7H4 4 AtiJungherr, 2023; Kasneci et al.,
2023).

Venkatesh(2022)&= Al =759 ¥ukzol
BEASE mdo] Bauks o of wd &
& AL J213 2 e A s A
Ale] Bejutai lojEle] Agw 228 47
o % gAEE ALYl S A Dol o) &l
o] o]z @O E(von Eschenbach, 2021), ¥
W 0 2 AMRAES BEEE A A Y
Aol gk A=Al os 7H 4 vk 2
R EﬂolEH A o] =714 HolH
7} BEE AS uhETh Al REAEL nd

otA e AF /e Ue vt
S0l wob B Avke] Aol "ol
ATH Venkatesh, 2022). 22 #Ha-S A3E ©)
o]ﬁg b_‘]—/" g 3t E_tﬂo] O]E‘ 7
B A%4E We s r|dHMcDuff et al.,
2018). WEhA, ChatGPTE ol 5ol &
T3kl Al9] ARl FAIE {18l ChatGPTY]
ANE AHAFEC] AFE  Jlal TSR
LIS ATk AFEAFES] AR oo B4
A e A F Utk
AEA] A5 ARE A4 wo|2~F 7|8t
o% 54 AEd ng A #¥e Agst
TE AAE o] JthDwivedi, 2023; Panda and
Kaur, 2023). 7|2] Ao]H HHol

—
—
£
o
=
o

& Al 7]—0]

e A5

AREAF A 9F 2RI} ChatGPTS] A2Q1 AR ool vA= 9%

A 2Fo] OlE]-Weghs and Maniou, 2019). 2 ]
oe] A3 ATolA ChatGPTY| 85 54

:J_

ol B4 ol sl Hmsl T AFAEL
7IE AR sY3 FEEs 5HeE
ChatGPT9] 2JQI3tE A4t Tlili et
al2023) AEHS A nud o

ChatGPT+ 1 1%t 22 ola| g3} Apd e
AojE AT S92, Korzynski et al.
(2023) =g OE AR Hagds o,
ChatGPT7} 71E A& o 2 A4 5
o] wojur} 3}$13L Panda and Kaur(2023)=
Ao M o] MBI} ChatGPTL] -84
3l HlwshH ChatGPTE Uzt +2¢ A &
Hol tisfl AFsHATh

B 3= ChatGPTY 8h<5 WHal 3 g A
S 123ke] ChatGPTOl Wk AH&-Ake] A
F(ol3} A1y 2t ChatGPT] F8 B4l ¢
QP E If Q0T TEIINI B Qs
S ECMell 37F3te] ChatGPT AHEAHY] A<
ARl AHE 55 BA4staAl g

2.2 A E|(Trust)

o

7t} AR EA S| #3) 7]Eo] HHE
AR A2E AT AHAEe] g

AEo} T FFe AL tH(Goyal et
al., 2022). AFE AR A28 A221] 9F,
A4, Jel3 B4 tE 4L 26E
T Atk 42 Atk (Nguyen et al., 2021).
o= AR} BAAH Ayt A 7sA

& 9ol FuE B4 4dg JuSA 2
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g T e Tl v dethE A oA
S Choudhury and Shamszare, 2023). 1 <]
Ax UutH o g A+ HE A|2E A A
TEA AR ARE- oo YL WA=
A 8RloE HFHUG dE S0,
Mou et al.(2017)> ZA} ZFAZ oA &H]A; Al
de| 54 A 84S dget 27 ¥
$7] & TAdA A=et AFE 849
A AR AR A T g A Wstsh=A]
ZAREIATE ol flal e dF olE
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AEHR] AR o= ZAIA T8 Q1S
813t} Bedue and Fritzsche(2022)= S35
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FGL BRI

< mlm

gk opoll A AEo] AT, EXRF B0 w
54 Ags] shte] der Aostal /d
= 22 o Tth(Nguyen et al., 2021). ©]l|
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stthal =7l Aol A OlUH 910@7} 71
= .{’:‘g_oﬂ == 47(—]0] 4aFS- m|x
t}. Roy and Naidoo(2021)& <17H4 ‘?r/‘
l:'wl i3t /\E}"‘Ol B tigk B

r‘
_\.L
> o
F-?EE
e

o

_ﬁ
=
)
of

d

2
[
B3
D)
il
flo
n)
Ho
ofr
<

=2
lo
f
=2
2
g‘d
lo
@
i
rr
PR
o
1A
o|N
okt
R
BN TN

R
o
k)
o
tlo
i
> ol
2
,
%
Lo
fo ol
o St
o xR
<

Han(2021)& =1} w4l
LRl S 2 AR A
e zAe A% o
2AIst ZA% o 2

ro
o b o
k
=2
=
r_lr‘
of

b
AN
o
>
tote
1

>
=3
e
ol
ot
S

- 94 -



T, ol 542 ARgAENAl &
TAAY e "AAE d= Lu e
al.(2019)2 A=A AlE S-83 23|
tiste] 2RIAE9] oA BAE SA] S50
71E 8 o|BES VMo B B¥S Hsle]

2915 ¢ AZFA AT Ak, ok A

& oJ=o] Aoz FoIF JPL WA
2AE A ol AR 9w} A3}
A5} ge 593} Bl Q1o SJelsis
arZ HERE F7L 5 AT 9 v
A3l 710l BYEIY Al 2L <Akt
B24g0] 7hsd A5 F1%elA <zt 9
g osl7 zte] EAgel ABE Fof ¥
A L v1A 4 glrka Sk wehA,
Q1zre] HL e ALY SJQlsh ARl
Ae o)zo] $4H FF w1 5 ek
slolste] Aol w3k 48 7% ol nat

o)Qls}el= A&l UthJacobs et al., 2023).
ojmj FEHoE HIQIZHARI thito] IZHA<I
e 7RIt or7t AT 9¥, A Bl

2 ofg] 540 2Qlste] Ao

S 1A % ek olF W

ALgA A1=)9} o]R1sk7h ChatGPTe] #1457

ARE oo mAE FF

2.4 71t 9 =3 (Expectation
Confirmation Model, ECM)

UA| o] &(Oliver, 1980) A&l Ui
NEEE AR W, AFel dE et AF
|2eo 7R HET ] ATy} AR
=ty Ft) 4 AF Aol A%
A

A
HIZHE2 dibA o= Zjolof o

o
ox
ofr
o

jas)

A AF Aol AR ve A,
3 FAA 0= QlAIet 4R 73}51 ENES =
2t} wetAd, Zﬂ?«] oy
E F=ZAEA =
H& o] 9= 44'7§3 xﬂ—?uﬂ OAtel] FEe
m 3tk e Fsks

Bhattacherjee(2001)= 7]t €] o]&of &
Aste] R AJ2E Y AEZQ] ARG of% o
D dushs ECME sk AZHoR
YFshe ATE AFsIAh o] A7 715
It @A) o]&9] 7 7S AHl2 A
Tl 2HE SEAT(BASIgE A1 2012).
ECM2 AR82ke] A12bd -84 (Perceived
Usefulness), 71t ¥ X](Confirmation), 12|31l
TFE(Satisfaction) Al 714 2102 A&-A}9
AEARA AHE o EE AHdith A2td 784

T (Davis et al., 1989)3} TFEA|
3 842 Yrlety AREAL Al
2 7|tsl= o]] o' AHoH. 7]
o YA|= A2 AR AREAL 7R = 7]
7h AA A2’ ARSI YA A
2 Aojdtt w2 AlzHlel] gk ARgALe
AR wkE o] A 2H] ARl th3k 7H
Ao= Aot} dFolME 7|t YX|= A
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ko] ALAR] A o =E AAsHE T4
0& 7§ 233 FEHA s T8 89
o2 ZzEHelx 3] €] 28], 2019; Ambalov,
2018).

A A|2E] Fofoll A ECME AHEARY] A]
2 A= Aol AH3 o] 89S Fel
stk Y2 28 FAEETY, Ad4
2020), =ukd AEFTu] AfHl2(o)gh
2020), AAF FA|(Chen et al., 2018), AA} A3
Al 2El(Veeramootoo et al., 2018), ZH}IY Fil
(Lu et al., 2019), 23 AIE(Nguyen et al.,
2021), Al 2nkd ¥ o Z2]Ao]d(Lee et al,
2023)F e gk Weo A o] A& A
£ 9= A ECMe] o] 23 HPAS
=33tk T3 Ambalov(2018)2] HWE} £-4] 0]
A% ECMO] AR A28 ARgAte] Bk 2 7]
S AR Y& ZAM| Ve FE EF
(Technology Acceptance Model), 53 71& 4
4 ©]Z(Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use
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=
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A 5
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3.2 A+ 71

71t A& AA| ChatGPTE A3 3 7
do] ARG A 7Itiet dABAY T BE
oujgitt, A7tE 842 ChatGPTE AA
A & AAEE T84S gt B
ChatGPTE A AHE & AMEAR7} o] ®H=
she A4S ou)gith. Al ChatGPTE AR

T AR HIPL AR A ZIOAE 254
Q 7%, AHEAFE ChatGPT ARgol TS -
71t} ChatGPT AR&ell ¥h57te =71 AR8AL
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T Utk wEbA o 22 M S Ak
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flo

HL. 71 4= 2748 F-8730l 384 <
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()]
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F4th 12y, Bhattacherjee(2001)= A2}
H gold& AR dAlA BlEe PRl
ol ZHadtAY FrolstA| e ZloE SRIE
WAool AREALe] Rk A|&A Q1 ARG 9
S5 FE 7)lE ARl gk AHEARY] A7
84 Ao 9 A S et
3ttt olo] ECME 7IWko & 3 thefet g u
A28 Aol A (Chen et al., 2018; Lu et al.,
2019; Ashfaq et al., 2020; Lee et al., 2023) A
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7 isshs AoR =2 S 3 oIt £F
o] E&TE AR 84S FAlsto oJQlst
o} AZ4E F84 7F FAHAH BAZ AEF o
2 71Z38k Go and Sundar(2019)S AFHES
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B2 AL Aol AN} fARE s}
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3} T} Troshani et al.(2021)2 AH] 2 Fofd|
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[e]

Y9 A4S o AL SR A&
19t} Lee et al.(2023)2 AI] 9Ql3t&
2 AREALlA FEska A2 e s}
< AFsla ARgAke] 85 AREAH

3 € < o] AHAES 7t S5
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==
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>

o, s AH]2=of thal
Ao BAE afHor 248 £ ok
A Aok st Tk wEkAl AEE 5 e Al
AREAFA Al DA AR THR] 9 8-S
Al FTkarl QA2 Zhou et al.(2018)E 22+

e Aot 23

s

Ju

T oekdh makA Te e AMS ALY FE AUelA B34 9L AFeH
T Utk A2 Fo48E xSt T3 Nguyen et
Ho. oUsh= 710 dAloll 344 4= vl alo2D)2 A=V A9, 44 3 2Sdde
= Y F I3 AFES AR A S5
H7. of)lshe A7k #8430 342 9% e Auste 9¥o) e AL 43
= Itk 2 A3 Bedue and Fritzsche(2022)&
HS. olshe Aol 344 P vlk AR AzEe] t3 YT Ao REato]
Mou et al.(2017)& AHEAZF AHI2E A8 B340 w2 A9 A7} B4How aF
<E 1> A7 Hpo =3E FMo| 2 FY shm
] =3 g2 AT
ANT1 [ChatGPTS} tidh= A e =71t Lian & Lian(2023)
} ANT2 |ChatGPT ARE-S =7t 3 e =4S Fo}
BRE alGPT A& U 0 — Klein & Martinez(2023)
ANT3  |ChatGPTE 217H#¢] EAS HojZrh (U3 28, 38 W 5)
ANT4 |ChatGPT9] RH&-2 7IAIXNTY wAAA] =t Lee et al.(2023)
TRUI ChatGPT+ Yol J3l, 22t ¥ 32 1Az AiE X
S Zlojtk
A1) TRU2 |ChatGPT= A X314 953k Choudhury2 (;9;3Shamszare
TRU3 |ChatGPTE 7HQIAR B35 HeAS AlE3ith (2023)
TRU4 |ChatGPTE W EAIE 4T & e 54| Ut
CON1 |ChatGPTE A3 232 7Iig AR £t
.| CON2 |ChatGPT7} AlFdh= AHl2 28 Wt 71dig AxRg £k
e 25 a | Algshs Al ]LO‘F‘ A t_]ﬂl AR EJYT) Lee et al(2023)
CON3 |ChatGPT7} dldETh O ¥ 7l5& AlFgcta =7t
CON4 |ZHFH O 2 ChatGPT AREel tigh 7|HlES ARS FoF Xk
SAT1 |ChatGPT= W 7IHHE RHE3Ich
SAT2 |ChatGPT AH&-S %3 AAo|th
e a }%t ov =9 13t Nguyen et al(2021)
SAT3 |ChatGPT9 =g w3t}
SAT4 |ChatGPTE E&2Z0g U QFARIES SEAAFAUCH
PUl |ChatGPT= ¥/ JA&NA H-&3lch
- h t al.(2020
Az | U2 |ChatGPTE $1%8 WA sl dolA] a3k Ashgaq et al(2020)
Sa4 PU3  |ChatGPT= A4S Z7MA71E HollA #8381t Nguyen et al.(2021)
PU4 |ChatGPTE U7} Yste ARE At wolM f83ith gy '
CONIl |THE tjoke Aedh= AXRT ChatGPTE Al4 A AJZto] Itk |Dhiman & Jamwal(2023)
2449 | CONR |¢to g A= ChatGPTE Al AR Azto] ok
AME 9% | CONI3 |[THE AFZFECIAl ChatGPTOl sl F4Z oz wa Aot} Nguyen et al. (2021)
CONH4 |ChatGPTE AFAH AH7|4o=2 AT Aotk
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A0k shith. e, thed e e A

HO. A= A4AS] 184 584 9%

3.3 W5e) 243 2 574 B

£ AFA Ajkele A7 Ed] 4SS
AR S FE2 ol AF, 183 ECM
d A AFES AR E =E5a 544
A FASA £ AT 4] A5 & ChatGPT
7F Ajkle As AEEa AlEshs AR 2
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129(6.2%), 112 11%(5.7%) o2 ZAEA
O (<& 2> =)

2
o
o
o

mlm —{E H

rlo

frtl
T

T2 ol () H| 2(%)
A3 i 99 51.3
°F EE 94 487
20TH 84 43.5

30t 53 275

Sk 40TH 32 16.6
50th 21 10.9
60Tl ©]4 3 1.5
BIA= 11 5.7
s1e e =4 12 6.2
S distw A 2 & 139 72.0
i3kl o] 31 16.1

Al 193 100.0
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< 3> AR SEHAES o=
ChatGPT2] AHE- Aol AAsA AR A
oltt. SHA F 4%(2.1%)°] 20203l A& A
£S5 AT 8oz 79H(3.6%)0]
20210 AR AlRFsEA AL, 202210l 447
(22.8%), 13l 138(71.5%)< 2023
ChatGPTE A28 A 2108 SH3IA
o} whebA, AL tiEo] 20230 ARES
]—z:;l‘ 7-] g o) /\ )\1;]_ ChatGPT«] A]_% EX—]
< THS 585t AR A A F
2 EAo An A/ 07 1257(64.8%)°]
om, T HAZ Id0] 739H(37.8%) o=
=

>,
X

Z
&

2 gI=() | HIE(%)
2019 ©]A 0
2020 4 2.1
A A| R
e 2021 7 3.6
A17]
2022 44 22.8
2023 138 71.5
Al 193 100
AR 125 64.8
e = 9 A4 73 37.8
&= B4 27 14.0
= 7] &4 43 223
Al 268

Oll
an
8.
=
o
9_’.
[\
S
—
S
v
=
e
oot
JPU
1o
>

o

= ﬁéﬂf A E'_%bl Zas ?é}xﬂ el #e
¥ =3 sg%_q AE 29l gro g s, 7|
==
=

P20 AT AZ] AA 22 =)

Z(factor lodoading)e YRFHO.E (.7 o]/do]
&]ojof $+H(Hair et al., 2014). Smart PLS 4.0
= o83 2%l AAFEe B4 A= <F 4>
o} 2ot R EEl tidk 27l A2 TRU
4ol 712210 0.7 2ARRE 0.697F Yhkar 1
9] #EL 7IEAQL 0.7 ool
o2, WA Y3 (internal consistency)
URFH OS2 Cronbach’s a %°] 0.7 °]/4d
Aol RET I AT (Wetzels
et al, 2009). =, A4 AlE E(Composite
Reliability, CR) ¥ 7= Bagozzi and Yi(1988)
o 97 e e e
o vlgo NEEE BekE 4 ok A4
747‘01] A8t Cronbach’s afka 0.783°114]
0.8959] W= YERRAL, CR kel 0.795°04]
0.8959] W92 BT AANE JAXE 3]st
= 7“:*0]35‘& 54 BEE9 AF =Tt R

R=) rlo

1ol 0.7 o])\]-

(unidimensionality)<
9Jm| gttt Fornell and Larcker(1981)7} A
AVE gkoll ofsfl 7= #4=e] AVE
0.5 o1dd o, JFEIT=rt §HE Aow &
TRtk £ Al A ARE o] AVE #
0.609°11 4] 0.7609] t”%fé AFEE =S 74

I okl A 5 Qo (<3E 6> Fx), WE
B Es 54 —%]'%C’] SAsA sk 70
9 o]Qld T2 FTANEE drh) A5t
Se7tol Bk BHe Uepie, B ATolAE
wEEgEs PANde mAael A
(cross-loading) ¥} Fornell-Larcker 712 %5

4

M AZsATh 24 #8e) 29l Aol

9
7= &3 A
of
s
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7t
d 2ke) T o Al ptEo & wd
(Fornell and Larcker, 1981) ZHEIT S} =4
she A0 HriE 2 A4

=49 ==

)
o
>
&
o
f

< 4> 29| M7k
209l ANT TRU CON PU SAT CONI
ANTI 0.823 0.384 0272 0.437 0.338 0.365
ooz} ANT2 0.817 0.490 0211 0.293 0.265 0.224
ANT3 0.839 0.431 0.255 0372 0.333 0.327
ANT4 0.835 0.513 0.151 0.299 0.274 0.258
TRUI 0.467 0.820 0.286 0.328 0.368 0.359
] TRU2 0.530 0.866 0.337 0.410 0.426 0.425
TRU3 0.415 0.736 0.188 0.328 0.322 0.420
TRU4 0277 0.690 0.447 0.502 0.551 0.624
CON1 0.166 0.348 0.864 0.512 0.643 0.461
e CON2 0.222 0.359 0.850 0.532 0.695 0.447
CON3 0.247 0.371 0.830 0.487 0.560 0.400
CON4 0.260 0.280 0.878 0.605 0.693 0.477
PUI1 0.436 0.385 0.425 0.762 0.558 0.574
A7 84 PU2 0.225 0.389 0.568 0.862 0.711 0.651
PU3 0272 0.330 0.545 0.811 0.615 0.505
PU4 0.453 0.516 0.543 0.810 0.659 0.607
SATI 0.402 0.500 0.763 0.65 0.877 0.581
= SAT2 0.297 0.397 0.615 0.692 0.844 0.675
o SAT3 0.267 0.499 0.694 0.685 0.876 0.649
SAT4 0311 0.463 0.648 0.715 0.890 0.596
CONIL 0.320 0.506 0.438 0.598 0.669 0.864
A &A1 AL CONI2 0.296 0.492 0.420 0.610 0.535 0.850
IR CONI3 0.357 0.530 0.444 0.663 0.608 0.830
CONK 0.240 0.457 0.532 0.600 0.636 0.878
<IE 5> MEM AT Z1
e Cronbach’s a Composite Reliability (rho_a)

ENES 0.848 0.848

A= 0.783 0.795

71t ¥A 0.856 0.859

A2 84 0.827 0.833

= 0.895 0.895

A2l AL 9T 0.878 0.879
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<E 6> A Hao| Ao 2 AVE

» . x| 2t = x| &xeol
2¢l selst | as | vex | S25 | es | TS A
218} 0.829 0.687
e 0.269 0.835 0.609
71t YA 0.355 0.536 0.856 0.698
A2+ 84 0.424 0.643 0.722 0.812 0.660
= 0.366 0.78 0.718 0.786 0.872 0.760
A &2 ML o% 0.547 0.404 0.581 0.502 0.533 0.781 0.732

§ WHe] AVES] Alg &

= Al el 474] =3

CHHair et al., 2014). WehA, <& 7> Z+
YA M-S slldshe A M| VIF 39
HAAGL 26217 71FF; olto| g xR
oAl W b thEaalgde SR eshkth

ggog WA W ke ARWAE A%

(goodness-of-fity= WA W4 R* HFgkd
S5 (communality)9] B3-S #F3
Aa 3 Fe g BrketH, Bt 7|
olold = o] AL, 025 o)
mRkold F3F o] A=, 0.10 ©4
H] 7k T AREsS /RIna
H713FCH(Wetzels et al., 2009). T3k Wetzels
et al.(2009)> AVE gte] 7} A FE0] 2| ¥
TE AWske AEE Yrlshs ARolER ¥
B3 AVEE 543 /Ido® HAFE 3
ol d5skith Wb AVE @2 o] 851

o
ST

O~ Z
T
I~
T

-

o [e)
A e

540 BAGE T 5 AUk & AT A
A 23 AP=E WA A5e) R BEgol

0.46, 549 BAGL 0.602 T Fhe] Bl

3l7] Qs FEREAEA 2yS g8ste s 0322 YePtoH, AlF2o] 0.560% YeRY}
ATE ANET TRRYS A AU mae) A¥wsl g Srole ¥ 4 ok
<E 7> ClEea3Mdd EA Za)

Y s ; o = R&HQl AL
o Hd#” - e ok 9x | AzE R8s e ! N *
2JR1s} 1.000 1.000 1.433
A1) 1.589
71t YA 1.200 1.705
A2+ 84 1.705 2.621
flE 2621
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AREAF A 9F 2RI} ChatGPTS] A2Q1 AR ool vA= 9%

g 019" N3d 584
R?=0299 R?=0506
0414+
0485+
0.547% 0516+
e K450 A ol
R2=0747 0392 R?= 0560
9
&
>
0.468**
3 7|0 LA
ojolgt |
0.269** Ke= 0072
*p <005 *:p <0001
a7 2> eipede AeAT BA A

B AFA 44T PLS FREHL

P= AFE UE QloBE HEEA
(path analysis)oll ©J3+ 7HdH S0l &8
Atk (<28 2> F=x).

Cohen(1988)°] A|AI3E 7|50 W2H R*S
WO £2350.02< R? <0.13), E3XF 540.13<
R® <0.26), 183 & FF (0.26< RHOE
BFHc) =3k Falk and Miller(1992) 2]

o w2 ol 0.10 ool A A

L
fu

1

N

0 1%
5 W A

[e:

2

A AR <39 >0 A B AT 2de
Fof thgk R* 32 0.299, 71t €A== 0.072
A4E FE4L 0.506, T 0.747, 183
A&HQ A =& 0.580F UERSTEH
Cohen(1988)3} Falk and Miller(1992)2] 7]

2 B F2SuL AT wde 74 ) Ws

i

o
J‘«l to o rlo
o
ofo
gﬂ
2
o
N
b
ol
ey
=
=
I o
ff
)
~}>
il
4 B

of
1

N
{0
o o
=>.(=|
)
£
S

o
o] A=ty B4 AFE At
20 (<E &> HX).

A, ChatGPT 23 A 7HE 71 Y7}
A 84 WAe JFE ARAF
0.516(t=9.276, p < 0.001) L8] 2L F+=ol m]x]
= 9 HAZA4 0.468(t=8.958, p < 0.001)
2 BAACE frondhs gRletinh B =
& 2 &A AR o mof HX]E GiFo] AR
AT 0.392(t=5.023, p < 0.00)E EAZ &

Felvistgt, A oE A28 4ol v
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<E & JtdA™ Aut of
7t a2 2EA t-ak pat At
HI1 71t €2 — X748 -84 0.516 9.276 0.000%* A el
H2 7t €2 — "k 0.468 8.958 0.000%* A el
H3 T — ZEZQ] AR 9% 0.392 5.023 0.000%* A el
H4 AE 848 — U= 0.485 10.100 0.000%* A el
H5 AZE 848 — AL A 9= 0.414 5.330 0.000%* A el
H6 oRls} — 7|t ¥ 0.269 4.066 0.000%* A el
H7 oRls}t — A7 784 0.179 2.721 0.007* A el
HS 913} — 4% 0.547 10.051 0.000%* A el
H9 AE — Ak 784 0.195 2.840 0.005* A el

) * p<0.05, **: p<0.001

Zol| mX) = P ZH2AS 0.485 (= 10.100,
p < 0.001) 13l AEH] A ok F=
Al 0.414(t= 5.330, p < 0.001)Z F2Jm| 3+
& HAE Ao=E e 71 1, 7 2, 7
a3, 71 4, 7HE 57F A EAT A, 2
st Z1d LAl vAle IS AEAST
0269(t— 4.066, p < 0.001)2} A ZtE 8430
= AZAS 0.179 (= 2.721, p < 0.05) 182t
A AZAGE 0.547 (= 10.051, p < 0.001)
2 SAHSE frodo]l IR watbA,
7 6, 72 7, T18]a M 8% A EATH
npREo 2 A7) A7k f8Ael rA e 9
- AZAS 0.195 (t=2.840, p < 0.05)F 2]
H&k S A4A] IS TR BRE 7R 9 TR A
2=t
71th 4X|(CON), A4 +8&/8(PU)H T+
(SAT)°| AIZ(TRU)S} 9|ISHANT) 2} #|44]
o AR SJ=(COND°l A& Al 2ol o

S ol &S VIR B Ade < o9}
2tk oISt 7 o) YA, A7 T"r%*é, bl
& WIANE AEH] AR = FEE HAE
7 2% ANT -> CON -> PU -> CONI, ANT
> CON -> PU -> SAT -> CONI, ANT ->
CON -> SAT -> CONI, ANT -> PU -> CONI,
ANT > PU -> SAT -> CONI, ANT -> TRU
- PU -> CONI, ANT -> TRU -> PU > SAT
> CONIC.E F 770¢] =7} glom, o5 A
BAFES BT stk A7) A1&52 1
AHgo| 5o 9aFS W= AZ= TRU > PU
> CONI, TRU -> PU -> SAT -> CONI&.

2709 A7} o, ol AEATER HAl
BT oot uets BE A2 4 AlE]e}

BN

SJelsi ATEge] WHANFES A 5
o A&AR Ago ol FHL FI UGS
selstgic,

- 104 -



AREAF A 9F 2RI} ChatGPTS] A2Q1 AR ool vA= 9%

<# 9> oi7f=t Z1p Qof

e H2 dEAT =%t pak Za}

ANT -> CON -> PU 0.139 3.48 0.001* 9]
ANT > CON -> PU -> CONI 0.058 3.079 0.002* 2]
ANT -> CON -> PU -> SAT 0.067 3.366 0.001* 2]
ANT -> CON -> PU -> SAT -> CONI 0.026 2.583 0.010* fre
ANT -> CON -> SAT 0.126 3.714 0.000%* fro
ANT -> CON -> SAT -> CONI 0.049 2.818 0.005* fro
ANT -> PU -> CONI 0.074 2.317 0.021* -2
ANT > PU > SAT 0.087 2.604 0.009* fro
ANT -> PU > SAT -> CONI 0.034 2.357 0.018% 12
ANT > TRU -> PU 0.107 2.736 0.006* 12
ANT > TRU -> PU -> CONI 0.044 2.275 0.023* -2
ANT > TRU -> PU -> SAT 0.052 2.458 0.014* 12
ANT -> TRU -> PU -> SAT -> CONI 0.020 2.208 0.027* fro
CON -> PU -> CONI 0.214 5.123 0.000%* fro
CON > PU -> SAT 0.251 7.347 0.000%* fre
CON > PU -> SAT -> CONI 0.098 3.870 0.000%* fre
CON -> SAT -> CONI 0.183 4.324 0.000%* fro

PU -> SAT -> CONI 0.190 4.498 0.000%* fro
TRU -> PU -> CONI 0.081 2.357 0.018* -2
TRU > PU -> SAT 0.095 2.553 0.011* -2

TRU -> PU > SAT -> CONI 0.037 2.277 0.023* -2

) * p<0.05, **: p<0.001

V.

b

=

5.1 A7~ Azl acf

A HAZ ChatGPTO W3k A2 71
GA7F A2k 833 wol| frojvletal 5
A FFE vRTE AL AP F, A
£A7} ChatGPTE ARE-3H7] Aol 7k 71Tz}
AA AP AT o 352 ChatGPTE T
Fr8&atA At Rio] AH 4 Qitke A

ojugith tj&o], A7E 8492 AR
57 I ChatGPTE A&H 02 AL8-3F
2} 3 Y=o= FAHY YT HHh

AFEA7} ChatGPTE f-8-38lthal WSS, A

o o

R

H| 2o sl o ¥HEatal o]& A& AR
dtele =7t oS A4 Atk ol ECMe o
U3 BH ) AzHl 283 AP AFE
o] Ayl YXASTHChen et al, 2018;
Veeramootoo et al.,, 2018; Lu et al., 2019;
Ashfaq et al., 2020; Lee et al., 2023). W-2}A]
ChatGPT®] A&Z3] A o= AFellM=
Bhattacherjee(2001)2] ECM©o] {83 ©o]&3
0] 2 F AFe Atk

= W2 ALY A7} ChatGPTOl o) 8+
A0 folT BT PIE 2L FAsY
th. ol AH8AHEC] ChatGPTel thaf =g
5 ChatGPT7} Al &8l AR HHo] 44
2 ¢ fésitta =2 7hsAde] Avtal Bt
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FYRA2"AT, A334d A1E, 20243 349

& g Stk =3 AETE Ser s AR
ChatGPT7} Al g8l= A& thal] Hlaz o=
Brkste] 8ol sl vl Bk 4 Aok
1% NG F ok o]H3 A= Mou et
al.(2017)] A5 Aot YXgict
npAeko g2 oQIsh= 7|t YA|9F 2|2k
4 2Ea A=l o3 e mAE
o2 Uepstth o= ChatGPT7F AREARS] 7
s ST o)l A4S HAFHA
BN FEe AL M 5 o =
g, AA A fAksEA AR 8T E ol
© 542 ChatGPTE
gsltta wA & ‘{r& ozt A&ALl A
P% orof FIFe
o A e e |
A3 o] A
ATo] Ao} YATHGo and Sundar, 2019;
Hsiao and Chen, 2022; Klein and Martinez,
2023).

rod
Ho

P

P

I

5.2 A7 AA R @A

B A7 o]EA A
ChatGPT AHE- 9ol #g A7t 753 4
Aol &AL AHg = AW BECM

N
,
£
fr

o] & ol24 Bo| B 4 98-S BT
YL AR 583 ol F AFH o= 59

st &8 W9E Wdl
2020). °olHg AFS HlIFo] 5&% LLH,
ChatGPT HE3F 2520 2 Thefgh 9ol

53 7|8F ARl B2 fAF A 2Eo
AE 7FsAdol ATt wheba, S AFelA
thoFgl Hokoll A ChatGPT 3-& FAHH A4 3

Al 3 A&EHQ] A o)&of A3 AFE
e, & d7e olE AT AP ATE 7
A% 4 & Ho|th

T HAE A} o213} a%lo] ChatGPT
o] T8 EAYE skt ChatGPTel T
g AlElE A7kE 8 s TRl
ChatGPT9] ¢JRI3} E4o] AR&ALe] 7]t) YA
o} A7t -84 a8l AlFe] YgE T3
o} o2 AR Z& u/lE FE AREAY] W
Z3} 2429 AR o)k FES Aok &
F ATede & A7 AHE e 54
ChatGPT &-& okt AHEAF I1F &2 Al
Al EAES aelste] oJRlsie} vk ok
zpolg& MFHORE AT F QS Aol o

£ Hg AddolT BRAY ool A 4

1

i

As Aolth

AFA ooe A HAE ChatGPTS| FH
A 5RE AR AR 9 3ol A
< RIS ol AAEE Al AR /EeA
Ao 75 gy HxEE AAT o ks
AN 7 = ARV E 5 Aok dE =
9 #HH MuI~E Qs AHEAPT BT,

ool 232 S50 MuIAE HHSA7]aL zﬂ
B3k ARgAE ”}—“44' ALHR] A 9=

wol=Hl 719 4 lvk ¥k opyz} %Eﬂ
Ao} Z2aE Az 5 U=
T A & eold ZEZEES Tl
Agshs Au2E Fasith ABAEY 55
o I3t o)a= 22 vlAE AT Yo

A= 289 otk 54 48RS $4e
48 TR F |8 S E A2k FHH A
M2 RS B9 AEASS BEAD ), 3

A 9919t FRH WAS Fa) L2 A}
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4< 2o = & Aotk

T WAz AGE Al el it
o]7] AsiM= <A} 7eE
AHEARE 0] ATl ths) QIZEt fAFSHAl SRt
A olsfshs Zle sk, ARl o =<
Zho) Zasskal A7} wobd 7hsgdol #AxIth

& =9 ChatGPT7} o] thzte] Wets 7]
ofstal o] HiEg o E HHe AT w, ARE
A= Ao Aoz B0 st igE F
3 AFE F Qe A w2 F 9lor
Hol thek =Rbae] fastar ARl ik
A7 S g A olEd A7 Ade
ChatGPT} 22 3% A19] 7idolM AH&-AL

E9] Eolzt 9l Algo) gt 7RIS &) 45t
g 7lod 5= S Aotk

o AgAe NS 2 F 9l
AMul 2 Algo] Feasith A YAE A1

8 A F e Aol Uik A
=70t Lucchi, 2023). A E A= A
= FABAL A&z Fo| Qo] FEE

eSS ShEdte] AR Fdl =5

Ik =3 AL 544 of| A4S
StEstleA SAIE ooy 1y, &
=i ol Al ChatGPT9] A|&2Q1 ALE- o= ol A
Ao JEks AEF o7 Folagong A
i 3] o8& X #
3l 7= Zxstal vHAEsks 719 ARl
: e A 9%

o
01]/‘1 ﬂﬂ@ T A= Y AL AH=E AT

Jki
i
jir)

ol
—|—‘

o @ 1>
ox =
o ox Xt i X AN rr

ta
i
il

v @s thest ge BAHE S, 4
A 2 ChatGPT2) Yuk AL ALE thato 7 2z
9 =& Ej| AZ dolHE A5l B4

AREAE A9l 219137} ChatGPTS] A2 ARE 9o vX)E F

& A2 B4 OFSY 4 wrskA X

A E  S9ch o FF AT 54 1% S 4
Adsior Bk & BAS Al F o TAS H A7 A
£ =5 AuE v} ok F ugE 2

A7l AHEE Al=el o)fls} fd= &

23lo] AeAe o)zo] e 1A %
A8 = *P%ZM ol& Fo} o) A

A LAl MET I )49 AL o5
o] S = 4= Q) nmixulo g B Jp=
ChatGPT AF&AF9] 24291 ALE- o] =& oo}
17] 3] EA MMM ARgALY) 95E =
AT S8 Afg s EFU A1E E3)
AZE 7]t AA AR 5] WelkE
solsl B} A3 x&AHQ ALE 9T

serg 4 Qg Aol

g:(_)‘
o

mlm

el

oY,
o
)

Zth4 (2020), “7|thHE =)<k 1A | &)
go] tjgte] el 9 TEEe}

A& AR ool WA= FE, FE
A|ZE 72 29(4), 153-169.

TEA, A, 1A% (2020), “VETEEY
& 483 58 AR A}%«L_Q}

k)l 2t 722 BA B4 wSgH
njC]o] 9172 26(4), 799-825.

FAE, W, £4Y (2023), “AHE AT A
H|2~9] AdF gl g &4 AT
Hl~E wlod3} ChatGPT & #-8-3}
o) FYGHFAT 25(2), 125-144.

o|x8], A4, A= (2019), “fFH HF=el

= EXo| §l—/\] 22tE S84 T

O,

ook

=

JPN

>
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AR HA= 9 7HEA =Y
(Expectation-Confirmation Model: ECM)
o AL HFH AT, 34(8), 47-69.

o]ghzl, BFg L, Toigh (2020), “EHIY AFA
o AH| 0] &AM Eo #HGF A
T, HEAZH AT 29(2), 95-110.

Aol s, oS- (2023), “7dIZE] 9
I3l W o] 82t s A3 A

T AEHla A A EETE
FAOE  FHHAZEHATE 32(4)),
163-188.

Y, HAH (2023), “AE EAJo] &AL
o= HAE G #HI AT &
71FERds AR e
3] =% 28(6), 169-179.

AA 3], A718 (2012),“2~0FEZE Ao T3k
I} A ARG gl FH o 5o &
gt AT, 75 FIIA 154), 93-
104.

Ambalov, 1. A. (2018), “A meta-analysis of IT
continuance: An evaluation of the

expectation-confirmation model,”
Telematics and Informatics, 35(6),
1561-1571.
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<Abstract>

The Impact of User Trust and Anthropomorphism on the
Continuance Intention to Use ChatGPT

Jang, Ji Yeong - Suh, Chang Kyo

Purpose

The purpose of this study is to empirically investigate the factors that influence users' continuous
intention to use ChatGPT based on the Expectation Confirmation Model(ECM). Drawing from the
literature, this study identifies anthropomorphism and trust as key characteristics of generative Al

and ChatGPT.

Design/methodology/approach

The research model was developed based on ECM and literature research to investigate the
impacts of anthropomorphism and trust on continuous intention of using ChatGPT. In order to test
the hypothese, a total of 193 questionnaires were collected and analyzed for the structural equation

modeling with SmartPLS 4.0.

Findings

The study's findings show that all proposed hypotheses were supported, suggesting that the ECM
is a valid framework for examining continuous intention of using ChatGPT. Moreover, the study
stressed the crucial role of anthropomorphism in the model, showing the positive impact on
expectation confirmation, perceived usefulness, and trust in ChatGPT. Also, trust positively affects
perceived usefulness. These findings provide valuable insights for enhancing user satisfaction and
continuous usage intention, serving as a foundation for development strategies for ChatGPT and

similar Al-based systems.

Keyword: ChatGPT, Continuance Intention, Expectation Confirmation Model
* 0] F=-22024' 29 119 A<, 20249 39 59 13- AAL, 2024 3¢9 12 AR FA = AFUTH

- 114 -



