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Abstract The purpose of this study is to discuss implications for government policy aimed at increasing
public’s intention to accept AI. Knowledge regarding Al and feelings regarding Al were found to
influence acceptance to intention towards Al. Hierarchical regression analysis was then conducted to
explore the moderation effect of confidence in government on knowledge and feelings regarding Al
Results showed that as advanced knowledge regarding Al has a positive influence on acceptance
intention towards Al and negative feelings regarding AI has a negative influence on acceptance
intention towards Al. Feelings regarding AI had the highest impact on acceptance intention towards Al,
followed by confidence in government and knowledge regarding AI. Results also revealed that a high
level of confidence in government regulations was associated with greater acceptance intention towards
Al and a low level of confidence in government regulations acceptance intention towards Al was more
influenced by feelings regarding Al than by knowledge regarding AI. Furthermore, religion had a
significant influence on acceptance intention towards AI, which provides one insightful direction for
future research.
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Aok SHAke] EAS AR, YA 9497 (48.2%), o

/4 102098 (51.8%) 0= oA 2] H]Fo] tha k). A
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Table 1. Demographic Analysis

Variables Number(%) Variables Number (%)
o male | 949(48.2) }S/Iartial Single  [1478(75.1)
female | 1020(51.8) | “YMS | married | 491(24.9)

10s 650(33) Christian | 409(20.8)

20s | 437(22.2) Catholic | 148(7.5)

Age | 30 | 436(20.1) | Religion | Buddhism | 167(8.5)
No Religion |1223(62.1)

40s | a6(z27) etc. 22(1.1)

3.4 Ay

B A7 QAo thd A4S 24 a9,
AEA12 ] S AR, AR o] 2-y]
=B AFSIA A RS eIk B
X230 2= IBM SPSS Statistics v.255 AF&-3}4
s,

AAA 3] AR F 3Al] AA A=, oA
SAE o] TAllAE SA R 2-85hy] wiTd
g wlo] £eE WAse 1he JPEe S
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oz} i ol E3He Eato] wdF Aol Tids
=S7shs 7k ASsl] flel B4 aQlwAS Al=st
AL, T89S FESP] sl TR SR A
3]4%4 (varimax) & A= sF3ITE A5k eigen value) 1
oS 7Ikeo® 881S Adele] £ S AdAslar, Y
o] A3dS Thetslr] flal KMO(Kaiser—Meyer—Olkin)

o} Bartlett 7S 2Bk 1 A7, KMO=.928,
Bartlett 77 p=.0000.5 Ueh} 28] st stola)
A, 47) 8910] AT vt B S S,

y

(Cronbach’s a=0.910), A& (Cronbach’s «a
=0.832), F&9%(Cronbach’s «=0.752) =E5F
Cronbach’s alpha A7} 0.7 o|4 o= YehY Z+ =
BAEE AF s Srs3

o8 dseAds IS fal BT
(VIF) ¢} BR1—$+=(Durbin—Watson) #tg #<1&}Sich
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Fig. 2. Hypothesis Testing

3}l tHF=9.649, p<0.001).
Al Ae SgrHelel x| X} 748 BRlsl Ayt

T T HUY U
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Table 2. Hierarchical Regression Analysis

Modell Model2 Model3
Variables
SE Jei t(p) SE B t(p) SE B t(p) VIF
Constant 061 58722k 055 62.389xx 052 65.048w+
Gender 033 —145  —6.525wx 029  —.076  —3.877wx 028  —.068  —3.603xx 1.032
Martial Status 051 —.026 —.884 045 —.015 —.574 043 —.010 —.415 1.834
20s 045 —.056 —2.198+ 041 017 716 .039 .036 1.610 1.436
ﬁg; 30s 049 — 113 —4.047wx 046 —.007 —.266 044 .008 314 1.768
40s 057 — 142 —4.A41Tws 052 —.038 -1.308 049 —.039 ~1.387 2.290
Chrf“a 041 —.057 —2.480% 036 —.047 —2.353% 035 —.043 —2.215% 1.073
Rel(i]%ion Catholic  .063 -.031 -1.382 .056 —.041 —2.047% .053 -.047 —2.458+ 1.056
0]
Religion) Bu‘jghls .060 —.030 -1.307 053 —.006 -.291 050  —.015 —.773 1.068
ete. 155 —.050 —2.271% 136 —.058 —2.9509% 130 —.063 —3.372%% 1.017
Knowledge 018 258 12.01 735 018 210 10.057#x 1.275
Feelings 017 —.38  —19513= 016  —.363  —19.080%+  1.055
Confidence in 019 234 11.935%#+ 1.117

Government

Knowledge *
Confidence in .018 .013 .664 1.041
Government

Feelings *
Confidence in .016 123 6,589k 1.018
Government
REAR® F R2=.042, AR?=.038 R2=.261, AR?=.257 R2=.329, AR?=.325, F=68.480,
! PP F=9.649, p<0.001 F=62.931 p<0.001 p<0.001, Dubin—Watson=2.011
#p<.05, ##p<.01, *x*p<.001
ko 2 3o e AW, SHWse 28 A FEel 193 FIE mAE= 2U(t=-19.080,
o] A A GRS FRIg A, A2 0F68%  p<.001) 2= BRIF o] 713} 72 A A FH AT
o, BAMOR A% Ao Ueht o] 93 rlAE 85 Jud IS

I~

[e)
(F=68.480, p<0.001). 53], J1&Asoll tist 7743 7 A Ay} x5l gk 274(B=-.363, t=—19.080,
BAFH = 93 A5 2837 3 (interaction effect) S p<.001), C1FA5 Al 3t HFEAI=Z(3=.234,
soll sk

st

B, o8 Bl 7 A 531Ws T oleAlsel ol t=11.935, p<.001), 1EA5 gk %4 (B=.210,
g A acle] gl niAl= &vkE ARAEZE t=10.057, p<.001)] TR YERRT.
A= AE gerd 5 Sl npAuko 2 AgRalEle] 2dgdts A A, QY

TAA SR ZF Wl QleAls ool MA= @ Aol uigk e A1 (3=.123, t=6.589, p<.001)
A, AFEATA Wl T A Furt R A adE yehd 7H 3-25 AEEl e
o gk 2pol & vEpiich EA7F ozbE e QIEAsel = 1EAsol tigk A GRAIE 7k frolgh e Ak
So|57} =8 Zlo IIHJTHB=-.068, t=—3.603,  AI= YER}A] egl)
p<.001). 1]aL Fulo] W Zpol& AH R, Fugl SR AR o] FE AL g e Al7ts)e)
Abgro] 7=l (B=—.043, t=—2.215, p<.05), AFA(B 7] Y& Z} ANES Hgho =z o]R3} 8 & 1FA
o

i o
=-.047, t=-2.458, p<.05), 7|EF TW(B=-.063,  ° tiF = SHATF, AeATe] T8ofes TEHW
t==3.372, p<.01) B} QIS4G 897t 2 2o = sto] ARl e duagavts 1Ak, Fig 3
Z 23l ol AAsk3le.

theoz SHuel & deAlsel fd A4 (HD HA, AFAE7F 2L Fo] v el njsf =&

AN |
NFA s gkl Foju]eh JaS v|A= o= o &y} vk AAE] A, FEAE 7 e F
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