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Table 6. Results of Paired-Samples T-Test on Students’ Al Knowledge

) ) Pre-Test Post-Test
Dimension t p
M SD M SD
Lego 2.40 .90 3.17 .63 -4.758 <.001™
NKNU Block 2.28 91 3.01 .72 -4.362 <.001™
Total 2.34 72 3.09 51 -5.448 <.001™

*p<.05, “p< .01, **p<.001
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Table 7 Results of Paired-Samples T-Test on Students’ Attitudes toward Al

Pre-Test Post-Test

Dimension ! p
M SD M SD
Positive Attitudes 2.58 .80 3.12 .68 -4.151 .000™
Negative Attitudes 2.58 .80 2.95 .65 -2.707  .009**
Total 2.58 .80 3.03 .33 -4.308 .000™*

*p <.05,"p <.01, "™p <.001
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Table 8. Results of Paired-Samples T-Test on Students’ Al Use Motives

. . Pre-Test Post-Test
Dimension t p
M SD M SD
#p ¥ Expectancy 2.73 74 3.09 .74 -2.447 018"
= ¥eAttainment 2.77 .80 3.16 .81 -2.418 .019*
»z % % @ Utility Value 2.99 .88 3.13 77 -.817 418
= & Cost 2.93 1.03 3.04 .88 -.621 537

P % e Intrinsic Value 2.64 .97 2.96 .85 -1.744 .087




Total 2.81 73 3.08 .73 -1.787 .080

*p<.05, "*p< .01, **p<.001
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