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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to explain, based on the UTAUT theory, the factors that influence teachers’ intention to use
generative Al to reduce teacher administrative work. The study sample consisted of responses from 338 teachers, and data
were collected using a 14-item questionnaire consisting of 5 factors developed for this study. The collected data were analyze
d using a structural equation model using a two-step approach: measurement model and structural model. The results showed
that performance expectations and promotion conditions had a positive effect on intention to use. The results of this study
can be used in a variety of ways, such as when formulating policies related to teacher administrative workload reduction,
developing apps, or planning teacher training.

Keywards: Artificial Intelligence, Generative Al, Teacher Administration, Technology Acceptance Intention, UTAUT(Unified Th
eory of Acceptance and Use of Technology)
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Table 1. Demographic data

Demographics Category Frequency Percentage
Male 124 36.7
Gender
Female 214 63.3
20-29 years 64 18.9
30-39 years 190 56.2
Age
40-49 years 66 19.5
50-59 years 18 53
. Yes 51 151
Experience
No 287 84.9
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Table 2. Construct reliahility and Convergent validity

o]
&3t CFAS ol #ad=pe} vl 3hef 3 Constructs | Item IF ag}g; Cronbach’s « (liorﬁ]pé)jlltte
- = _ - = 0a elia
A% stetslr] g8 ZARFRAS AAFATL, F ST 075 s
HA HAdAME FERTY SHATE OO 2 A PE PE2 | 0867 0.88 0.886
etEl M & ZHAF3] 8l FEREYHESS A PE3 | 0.883
! EE1 | 0873
tH39-4161(Figure 1). - = | 056 089 0,39
EE3 | 0822
SII | 0.609
sI SI2 | 0.809 0.75 0.770
SI3 | 0753
FC1 | 0.773
FC AR 0.79 0.799
Bl | 0907
Bl B2 | 0928 0.97 0.937
B3 | 0.900
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Table 3. Discriminant validity

Table 4. Hypothesis testing

Constructs 1P Bl St FC Bl
PE 0.850
EE 0.742 | 0.855
S 0.848 | 0.684 | 0.728
FC 0782 | 0.779 | 0696 | 0.816
Bl 0801 | 0601 | 0721 | 0.770 | 0.812

Diagonal values are AVE and off-diagonals are inter-construct
squared correlations.
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Figure 2. Result of Analysis

Hypothesis es(tist SE | z-value p Status

Hl: PE->Bl | 0502 | 0.149 | 3372 | 0.001*** | Accepted
H2: EE->BI | -0.164 | 0.083 | -1.986 | 0.047 |Rejected
H3: SE->BI | 0.149 | 0133 | 1116 0.264 | Rejected
H4: FC->Bl | 0502 | 0.102 | 4.905 | 0.000*** | Accepted
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