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The purpose of this study is to identify social and policy implications by exploring the characteristics
and effects of news frames related to artificial intelligence (Al) technologies, which have emerged as a
global issue. To achieve this goal, <Study 1> conducted manual and computer-assisted content
analyses of the Al-related news frames of major domestic news outlets in terms of value frames
(progress versus crisis) and attributional frames (high versus low controllability). In <Study 2>, an
online survey experiment was conducted using a 2x2 factorial design to explore the effects of news
framing on users’ emotions and behavioral intentions.

The key findings are as follows. First, the news media tended to use the ‘progress value’ frames more
frequently than the ‘crisis value’ frames, focusing on the social developments and benefits Al
technologies could bring. In terms of controllability, the news media more often emphasized
sufficient levels of human control over the technologies. Second, the news frames related to
Al technologies elicited differentiated emotional responses; progress value frames evoked
positive emotions such as hope and pride, whereas crisis value frames strengthened negative
emotions such as anger. The controllability frames did not significantly moderate the effects
of value frames on emotions.

* This manuscript was modified from the first author's unpublished doctoral dissertation at the
Department of Science and Technology Studies, Graduate School of Korea University (February 2024)
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Third, the emotions elicited by news frames were further associated with various behavioral
intentions. Specifically, the emotions of hope and pride enhanced the intention to engage in
information-seeking activities to acquire Al-related knowledge and information. The feeling
of anger, on the contrary, significantly strengthened users’ intention for critical activities to
express their opinion on the side effects of Al technologies, urging the attention of the media,
government, and academia. Additionally, when users felt anger, their intention to engage in
information-seeking behavior decreases while their intention to avoid or reject the use of Al
products and services increases. Fourth, it was consequently confirmed that emotions
significantly mediated the relationship between news frames and behavioral intentions,
demonstrating that how individuals feel about Al news affects their subsequent actions.

The combination of content analysis and experimental design enhanced the study's validity
and reliability, providing a comprehensive understanding of how news framing influences the
public’'s emotional responses and behavior regarding Al. The study underscores the
importance of emotions in the acceptance of new technologies and validates the use of
framing theory in science communication research to explore and understand public discourse
and reactions to critical science issues. This study also highlights the need for balanced
media coverage and the creation of public forums for discussion and policy development
concerning new technologies. Overall, the study calls for greater attention to emotional
responses in technology acceptance and the need for responsible media practices to foster
informed public discourse on Al.
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1. M2
2024 Zoll 71HE AIA Fdle] 7Fduks](Consumer Electronics Show) 9} Erjl €=
F1#2~(Mobile World Congress)olM%® WERERo], W= Zlo] Al'ehal £ Fr=
1% Al Artificial Intelligence)& AR3]9}F 71 HstE ekeke 7HE A4Sl 719=0(2
2024a, 2024b). ¥9}aL(AlphaGo) ©IF- 61de] w5743k A& Al A|9JEl-4
(ChatGPT-4, Chat Generative Pre-trained Transformer):= 202213 119, 217t
= Agfehs THoR BT f19s sl Al 7l et oA, Bt 917,
04]‘5—’11} SA 5 SR S B Sve) wE vekst 9 S Fskar vk 4F- 7|
HHEARES AP AR, A, 1, 23} Eoke] Al ks 7
S =Y Aoz AU Floridi et al., 2018), th2 A7AES AIVF A4 B35} &
SRS 71901 7iR19] AlelA] ERbe A3l ARl Al A28 913S = 7 dvkaL =gt
(Barrat, 2013: Bostrom, 2014: Cave et al., 2018: Garvey, 2021: Russell, 2022:
Yampolskiy, 2015).
4% Ale] o] 71EstE A ALS] 7Fe A k8ol ik SKe whalat =ol= o
S Sl QA ATF frdels ARl EAlel B3 A SRk 8aL(Cools, Van
Gorp, & Opgenhaffen, 2024), Al 7% ¥ |tiole} tie] Q1Xel| st A5 A|gh4o]
THCul & Wu, 2021). Aol thgh =of= o} 352 A543] Flo7} o] Folx|A] = ]1’-?
F718] 7] WAl M glof, Al o 359 Q1A Biies= AFds] 7hdA ol thekst 89l
ol 23] HA &S W=tH(Zhang & Dafoe, 2019). Al 7]&9] w2 ol B8}al 35
2 Al 71&9] 4ol 731917, 9] 4} Alslol ofd Wists Be&x] 5ol sl EEsiA <l
J5A] 553k A, s 24 5 tieeslell] BARR: wgh 7 ool g o Lol =
2] qithaL & = Qluk. olol] wiet AT} ¥ A4 HE ] Oé‘fﬂtg—ﬁ’% Ak s AL 7]
o] njef ARSlel| Z8hEA SRk ks Ak ) Q)
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McCarthy, 1956; Zhang & Dafoe, 2019).

Aol 22 A Al= IT AAPE 7ol F=atar 9l 270 Al(Hyper scale
ADE ko2 2Rt} Z2AY Al ol oo ZE(LLM, Large Language Model) < 7]
o7 R FES o e, B O dolE ssrs Sl ulg- AR diske <l
Helo| A5 TS =3]eAT, 2023). SZATS] AATE S8 ARk R, =29 HEA
7195 AR e, TeE, gt AR 55 EdlE XFgk A Holwa A
Al ZRAES ghilsh Zlgietal glom A% Ssgalal wed] Wslehs Al Bds &4 8
kAl IPHA e BgA, 2023). 2= A Al ¥ oIS APl wofe] &4
aL TR AR AlS] s 917], SRt 91 53 g Alell of

g QIZEe] FA| 7Fed, Al &2 32 vhd, AL W A S5 Aelldt ol Bimsar lek(at

N
)
oXl
2
Q
~
O:
o
o
=]
%0

Al ¥ 550 tigk A3 (e.g. Andreu-Perez, Deligianni, Ravi, & Yang,
2018)ell w=m, 1960 At 1970 th7k4] A Al AL sfefeiq] dAlolk= 71A19] Akt
A, FES TR Al tidk 2Fe] AT SR Alel i ALl Zidet st v
o] 5 Fol AHHEAM 197997k AP 17F @RI, o5 19801 dthell AT A7 st
A = WA ]l TAR AQPARE, 22 S4e] AR 19909 20 A7 IE A
ofo itk 20001 ©]%- Al HA AT sietie] WA 2435 a1 AA9E] ols7k AlAA 37t
A AL 7]ze] et slEell thgk 7]dizte] axgiARt, 19k ) apEE e AR
Aep FAR, 1ejar a2 EAll thek ¢ Alshear gk D

Al 719 $189 8204 Aol digh =22 20161 V= plo]a2 A2 E(Microsoft)
AL Eo](Tay) o] B2l Welow Qlal) el o It Wolf, Miller, & Grodzinsky,

1) AL &l tigh =9}

5 AR Al mEH, S RS 7o R Al ElE TR ARRe] 88%7F 20161
F|AaL AlRto] Alel] whe} A3

12} Z71eh= S B3oKJobin, Lenca, & Vayena, 2019).
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2017). Al 7]zo] BHEE AR, Al S7RIE], vl=re] AT 71 9] oS 2203 7
3}4(COMPAS) 9] €122 (Dressel & Farid, 2018), 2018y m]== opnjs&e] AT 7|4k =&

Alz=Ele] A2 (Bigman, Wilson, Arnestad, Waytz, & Gray, 2023)3} 20201 %= of

A

A AT Agabd Alz~Ele] Ak (Baker & Hawn, 2022), 20213 sk YL o] Frle] ol
Q-4 A} Q. eIy} Al A JSHAFTT, 2022) 5 % E2 FS U &

T

Zoll= A&Faa) e 22y EEE delvH(Trolley Dilemma) 7} 75 €814 3152 5
el o (Geisslinger, Poszler, Betz, Liitge, & Lienkamp, 2021), 343 A} s+

Hllo]=(Deepfake) 710] 191K (disinformation) olerel HEEHA AZkek Hx)4 A}
314 A4S Zefekar Ah(Vaccari & Chadwick, 2020).

53] Al 7]0l] b Eqidat S8 wheell, 71 ARl AAE ehds] vk
2 7)<=(disruptive technology)2) 2] 40| ZZ=HA Alel that e17ke] 54 7}
| 8 =0 ARro= diFs|ar 9lrh 20239 3¢, vi=r &k viE At (Future of
Life Institute)= Al 7 ool A2 71 7 Z3Ae] 193/300 dhnlsfiof dhvfar 4
S, HAk 6709 9 AR e =gk AT A5 AP i9)E Fellor sk A9
S hrged, 9 W2A(Elon Musk), 2EJH $12U2K(Steve Wozniak), & Ale]=(Bill
Gates) ‘& AIAAY IT 2jtige] AHell Fefal] o5 EQUtKFuture of Life Institute,
2023).
Al 7]zl ofd Hlo[HE o &&s) AaaS veo] UieA & F jle =9

E2gdo] gHE7] el vpkRE kel oimle = 4
THZednik, 2021). 7R Al 7]&9] ek —2*301 2 4 ghs WA, &2 A
of WS Haslslal Q] oS- gk RSl | Sl oA 1t o] Hashe, B
w=olol] ofa WAL B ARIES] ASAQ1 iz DAdstElofof dhfal AEdtHAdadi &
Berrada, 2018; Bélisle-Pipon, Monteferrante, Roy, & Couture, 2022). Al 7]=2] %18}
7F A ARl Zefd 4= Sl il ke 2RI ), ARl Al 71=e] S A- A S

& oA Axsh Q710 BA| 7hs/de o9 ArlekEA], T1ElaL o] 7R B Zeel

o] g 7ell thet 7~ e5e] wkgel ofwdh e vARAIE BAE Fasdo] ARt

¢

O:

X2
rie
ﬁéi

o

off

&

2) ‘97 7147 (disruptive technology)-S ‘¥l 4T (disruptive innovation) ol Fefgh g2, =g 7&
o] SR Qlale] 7|E APge] A Wkl sljE o] AR AP e HAG 7S It =
ek Fellolel Az]8l=(Clayton Christensen) 5= A4 ‘@al71e] Delnf (The Innovator's Dilemma,
1997)0llA] 71z0] H|ZU 2 RS slafslal tialsle @48 Had dalo 7dsia.

80 sh=oiEslE 68T 4% (20244 8%)



2) Al Olr0il CHEH & = TkK| =3
Aol 773 Zeflede: o 8Ate] Q1A Blol FakS WA = JlomR, 38} ZlruFeld
PollA] o] o 2ol FEeh=A] AR 0R ERlslal WAehs S st A&
| 54T WA o® AAS IR gM3Feld ddell 71Nk s E|S) s WzAek 7
AvHBerger & Luckmann, 1966)°] #AIgh @] A4 7 (The Social Construction
of Reality) ©]2% EtiZ 4=t} o]Sd] ulaw sjole] Axaasl= st 24X
(conversational apparatus)7F 2-8spH, ololl wle} Fb4 o] A&4 0= f4], 44,
ATt 1B tirle] AR Mol AFsshs tist gAlol7] wieoll, AFES: el
TAER= a4 Boll 71xske] A olsliskAl |k
PNEESEIESy qqzsy o] o A ojA} ﬁz%z]-@r S

&l

o

(Chuan, Tsai, & Cho, 2019: Michael & Lupton, 2016: Pentzold, Brantner, &
Folsche, 2019). 252 B4 =18 73%3 2g|elo] w-2uH ool tish alxle} o7 34
of g&s W=tHChong & Druckman, 2007; Iyengar, 1991; Nelson, Oxley, &
Clawson, 1997). 7liQle] Ax. Aol FoIdt = Qi= A7k} XA w=2o] Aghelo] glom

2 offie] £ Zxﬂg} Vel B S T wete] FEe YEoln FHk g 9
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Horvitz, 2017: Kostler & Ossewaarde, 2022: Obozintsev, 2018).
H~Ee} SH|=(Fast & Horvitz, 2017)9] - Zafel] wh=m, A 301 541 vl=9]
TEEI(The New York Times)olld B Al #H 7|AK= 2009 ©]%-
Far k] AS vehit A0S 7S ERlze] A 7} rEtelelE S
ARl A BIXEE ~agisle] diolH Ale 755§ QA Al 2R w deks I
F3c}, theo & oplE vy Bl=(Amazon Mechanical Turk) S g-838f zF vela} #ied
& 4 (annotation) = TR, ©F 79RO L] U= WP Bi=o] WSl o) B 9
2lo] W3} 55 EA8) Al theh o] il Bl=E Sy 1 A3} 19561 oF- 559
TP BEE Fol7t A3 S7RIA ofF ks e4okor, 2009\ o]%- AT #ed o] =
of EA| 571 Ao vttt 53] o5e} uls Folelld Yk Zakde] Feldith
% 9] ¢1971(Chuan, Tsai, & Cho, 2019)°] 200935E] 20183714 1=k S Al
o AlAlE AT ¥ B FA9} 29ls T8 Avjolla e AT} #-iE see] $13E o
A A FoR UERITE A7l ARo] = 8zl tigh 3] w e
S wAE vkt AL] tedt Svao) tis) Rsfof dttlar AldEc). HolZella sl
T2 N wiA] B Ze ks EAI9E ARl M= AlZF SRellAl AT el 24S vk
ARBIA 7R )l 50.68% %0 AR Q18] wAek 913l 9IS FAle= ¢ 2edle
15.06%°1 E2ta, Al ¥ Hie= A2 57g21Q] 43S B3tk Brokensha, 2020).
kA F|Efe} @ 92 = (Kostler & Ossewaarde, 2022)% 5 8 471 A2 vljH)|2]
Al ¥ Boh A QAR IS FA 7 23, A& AR Al gk 352 AAE
Friesl7] flel = ARBoL ZAlel mIx|= S ekt Al 71 iEe] Feals sl it
AL Ui el mEr S GRS ALS] mIEE Rk Zlo] =7t A1) FR.. FAoat
e} mjef olFre] siA wtolgtal R, AlVF B FAIE AT 4 dlrke WHEA
°Kpanacea) Ze|9& el HEgrt Foleh +(Cui & Wu, 2021)= 5 571<] wlrjo]
AR AL 913 2 &9 912, TE)a AR e 1F AeHds B, e e AL 7
o tigh 344 A& Hieel wet Ale] froldS A Q1xlglom, ofefgh Q141 Aol Al

7l i R R RS AHShs B ool

ru
o
ook

3) #olo|=2x} EX| 7ksM
o] Aol Al ¥ 2 B Eg|Je] 549 a91E FAsl] $iet o]24 AR Y
7 o2 Jol] AelolE(attribution theory)S XF&FTE F2lo|E-e s)5ol} AFAY] Yol
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AS FEa= HEAS s (Weiner, 1986). 72 Zd|oe- 4] 7}z

ool (Weiner, 1986)= 71912l A& AAl(locus), FdA (stability), 4| 714
(controllability) &= &-Fslir B AAA o= WEshtt. 24 22 dgold A A3t
o] A91S THR1e) WA B AR Q10 ArehieAl, o)A e A AloR Avehs
A& ek A3olvt. P8/ Akl wAle] i) WA| §ar A&A S FAlsheA,
g8l el MEEEAIE sk Aotk B4l 7Fe7d AR Alsolut Al AT RS
Q1] ool mhet SAIE 4 QEA Baz AT o §IEA, A ASelA TiRle] == E
A AEE ddsh= 7ot

o] T 54l 7V 2Hhe Aol 3t el 71 frelat

FAQlolol wEH, TAle] U9NS ARl BAIE 4= UAEA]
Shz ol $83k 7IEo] 2 = glar, A% Aol whE A} vk 54 ol ARl tigt
ARREe] A oA, s WakE Adwshs V1o R 283t (Hoeken & Hustinx, 2007:
Reyna, Tucker, Korfmacher, & Henry, 2005). olZAt], Al Al2gle] 54 Asr} E4
7Fsdt Aom Q12 7, ALl theh 7ok A}l #45-2 o sk ol Felxit.

T HE AY Aol =, AL BA 7FsAell tigk 7191 Q14§55 vkt = Al

l

A AR A Al el Eﬂ =2 34 7FeAde 7RIt "L*—‘.%‘ﬁ% Al°]

A APt s A0 Uehdeh, 5 AES ALLT oRY A7} ¥4H Ane o 4
FAIF 5 ek oA QR AR U QA% 7R, Alel ez e oz of g

AT Ui Q171e] B4 7Fs ) EE Al e A4 4 e gl o) 3
Aol B4 A 5 sholeh. 2 AL AJ2glo] ek A& Aolm 1efa AHgdo] o wAle.
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2 FAEEARE AL 71 gk 7oA Sa3k =xe] 2 4 Qlvk o, AlE TR
25 AT A1) 79 AlaLe] gelo] Zzrely oF, HolE ¥ 5 BAE &
TAE A=A, BeHEE g4 Ws} o= Qe o Al9] W oAb 5 Al Bt
T8 AR Qs me HA-felA A ot EEbd Zlofut F Soixok Al H
3 Qlgte] B 7P mel} BslE T glomw Eal APsAel v B T 1 )

A= T1E Q0] B SR D) AL olo] WA FolF AT 5 UL

r

)

o (o
o

4) 1= |=0i Chsh w2 =8 gak A
7|2e] 2oy B3} A= 55 el “17?]% QA Fatell 2Ade s AH Potter

} e Alo] 0] A WSt AT g vl BT R4

543 s ool Qs wRItHKim & Cameron, 20115 Kithne & Schemer, 2013;
Nabi et al., 2020). ol5oll thet 2] HA WH-2 55 e ol Fake vl 21lo]
7] Wholl(Brewer, Weinstein, Cuite, & Herrington, 2004; Slovic, Finucane, Peters,
& MacGregor, 2004), Al ol7re}l 2ol Aal E2bagh el tigh 359 Alelile]4 vhe-
S Mulal= gl SAAe] 947} 9 4= 9ir).

= %%ﬂ 93 QAo T, Hi, FE,
013t} o] 4 S(Lee, Scheufele, & Lewenstein, 2005)¢] Aol = w8k vper)

(Nanotechnology) of ek Fo] A

ERAS St e} 7]

2
o] 4% %3 0] Bel v ke vvlsh ek Az 5]

3 2 % ol tht
Ano} 4] RET A9, TS o7 WA 77 FALES ALt I s

ZEAJ3HHNisbet, 2005; Scheufele, & Lewenstein, 2005).

2= T 3l ol aiAell thet BE mii= 54 el thak Aol Fake vl
] = e, ZelYde] AN Eaks Qo Ajloleow Adid
°](cognitive appraisal theory of emotion)ol] W= 3|, E<F i 5 /N A= =
ZPAo| AL FARe1A o fpe= Zlo] opet, Ti1e] QIAA 7 BE AXHA ATt

m“'

84 si=oIEslE 68F 4% (20244 8%)



(Lazarus, 1991 Peters, Burraston, & Mertz, 2004). 842 ¥4 71#lE sk 3}
“golA 337K appraisal) 2He& AREEF SRS o]t Aol thek o214 et 91#] H7t
& 7i%1e] st el L on| A9 T8/ds AEATH Arnold, 1960: Lazarus, 1966). 8
AP} QIA] W7F AME Fm ] vEA| AolsARE thAlR H3E DA, A9 7191, Ao} ol
L, A & AEIH US4 o6, 2008: Marinier & Laird, 2006). ©]
1&gk =0lel] 7|Rket uf, 7 AxE= AlS] 7114 SHolu Q1te] FAl 7Fe A
AAA kel Edim ARgahar Ti1e] A wkgol gaks A Zlow FEE 5 Qv
B A7 59 WRke] A ks S5k s Zelgde] A Aol ek 2t
= e ool Ud-Fddd@Aolie, 2008 dAEEE 2024 Kim &
Cameron, 2011: Kithne & Schemer, 2013; Nabi et al., 2020). o7t U274 &
(2008)2 At HHE o B et Aol sl AdolshAl AT 72 Zeljle] 718,
A, i, AR Tl Al mAE ApEA 2 BAFoH, U] S(Nabi et al., 2020)
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il Q}O]Lﬂ (Weiner, 2006)+ <! «1 Al 7 2pE A kg A Al 74

o #{7h 9 XA wkgo Oé?%% nRoRN & @5 TS A }E}(Kelley &
Michela, 1980: Weiner, 2006).

o] A= ATl FRlolES A8aie] FAE At A9l =2(e.g., Hartley &
Phelps, 2012: Lazarus, 1991; Smith & Ellsworth, 1985: Tracy & Robins, 2007)&
Farsar Al olib xS SA(7]e Kslel] me e 2 et 728 2 BEEA 5)S AL

=

Halo], FAA ﬂf\iiﬁ ‘8] (hope) 7} &4 (pride) &, 44 A2+ E4 (anger) 9+

?‘iﬂx—i&i, ﬁ‘%}% =2 vl Tk MR AR e] Anprt ARle] H3E kel Bt

QIBXIS olroll chet w2 =Z2f2i0] 03Xl HAlRt #E ofgof Olxl= IF 85



Al dETE st 7gi28E ¥t Ortony, Clore, & Collins, 1988; Smith &
Ellsworth, 1985). 2=}t (Snyder, 2002)° w2, ]2 el gist e B
T3 A Slell wEshe ijle] oA, AR, B ke dx ]ﬁ Hdom, Al 7]l o
3 B2 ALs]A]- A1 g Qe el 74 WskE wke Aolghs ZIdiziolA Hk

m

H AMA wkgolet & 4= vk SAKE TiQlo] Feke BaEE AR ISV v FAPL
AFE We ol fa= groltiLazarus, 1991). Ezoalel ZH1(Tracy & Robins,
2007)ell wk=r A= ARA AE7ks Akl Aol Al 71| o] =7t 7]
Hef A QxE v SHAIE I ks AoR SR

l'?—]éx—i A T s wEAe] Yl B4 7FsAde] S o @ A¥eh, B ARkl A

] et Hartley & Phelps, 2012: Lazarus, 1991:
. PR~ (Lazarus, 1991)9) wEwd 2zl AbAS 243}
thar Q1)et uj /\}EP: o s WA e, o WgelA IR e, darels HIk

y
A, A = 5 AT 7o) Rt 97 Aaph Beg 08 5 9 Ao Fedn:

= K Conover & Feldman, 1986; Lazarus, 1991; Marcus & MacKuen, 1993). ©] <1
T AATE Fazete] AREA 319](Kim & Cameron, 20111 Myrick & Willoughby,
2019: Valentino, Hutchings, Banks, & Davis, 2008; Yang & Kahlor, 2013), Z18]3L
vk 8% <Jgk(uedg-w19d, 2010; Van Doorn, Zeelenberg, & Breugelmans, 2014) 5
T8 FeH g TRt

=

Ao} % 7] TAel thet sl sk ARG ek, i), Z1Esiel o

% 9 Y A I el S BYE B 5] 9 sl 0w »}E}
o)

A 7Lzéo] 9_3]34 X%EQ—AH ,]f%

s
=
S
S
@
l >
%
-
ol
S
)
d

JZ—XH?SPE}e g.. Kim & Cameron, 2011: Myrick & Willoughby,
2019). W @E o F= ok AAEe] SHRKel, Ud- e, 20105 Lazarus,
1991; Lerner & Keltner, 2001), oJ2{gt o] dwaxolzh= vje= EAeH(Van Doorn
et al., 2014).
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ER
o3RS S aL . v A= B ofel AelME HzkekA] B s
At FES FASHAY Al WIS AHEA ek e dkar AR K Greenaway,
Cichocka, van Veelen, Likki, & Branscombe, 2016: Wlodarczyk, Basabe, Paez, &
Zumeta, 2017).

/\

Averill, Catlin, & Chon, 1990)-2 &% A7} H3t @S 215k A4 s
A

AR A AE A skl Ao= dulA Sk o), ARsARFEe] A
= w2 ) s sl ek o] dso] ] 7€ 4= JtHBoezeman & Ellemers, 2007).

ojefgh =olol] 7|12 uj, B|tolut TAIF 22 M= Ha BAS 3 AR B AR
T A oS AR Alom FEd ¢ Slvk ey Slolu FAPE oW e Ao w

oloJR|=A]7) HEkelA] Y= == 9Jo(e.g., Ortony et al., 1988), Lyl 3% oJgks

uite] g S i 9ol Wel 84E AASAY 3R M| AlEst)
(Frijda, 1986: Lazarus, 1991). P9 i Fu7ke BlelHA] A9l 2= dRt =gk
AL ofet, S13ell oigk A5Aolal wEARl det tixE 7hsskAl shal(Lerner &
Keltner, 2001), 91414 &7Hcognitive empathy)oll W A13] o] 358 Eeld 4= 9lo
™ (Eisenberg & Miller, 1987), IAk|A3]1 dsolut ofebQl 8 of3ks A3 571714
u SulA] 95k 3t 4= gItiRoberts & Strayer, 1996; Van Doorn & Zeelenberg, 2014).
53] 9% #21 Agke] AstaL A th sEo] Fold AlEo] EE A EEIhe
o1+ AxK(Scherer, Schorr, & Johnstone, 2001)E ae{ahd, Himi= FA9] Yololuy it
of tigk oA 7l 5 Ae vt s ok ddsked Zloletal f58 & ok o

Al 71 7del] wet sj1gu st Zi R f2, AR A8l 5 Fkgat AR AP A

el T A FAC el Fie S A 4 Qe olRR AAVE A S 91@
A5 o I ARBle] ] E 58 Atk Ui e 5 e A tiAe] eelow 2k
& olek

Hoke 7Aoo 7 3]y s)F o|aks e Lazarus, 1991). ARES BSLS 27

5

A ol thde Bvehs WA oR 91F gt B AHE BlofueaL sk sl
ojoF Auth Bt I el thell T AbAls] okre]an sk Abdel] Adkelel=s Fde
Uehf7)%= gekIzard, 1993). &9k H1de dujslels ddke dskebrt, Al s
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& 3|9 s ol JEs nRItkE ol A AREA 2 (RISP, Risk Information
Seeking and Processing) X2& HIO R & MaldrolA e SRlert 71513} o]l o
a1o] 918 AREd g wds 2838 9(Yang & Kahlor, 20139l whew, £47] A4
T AR gE o3l o 2 9= T 384 AME 39 A oIS Fchs sloR
LRERsiT

oPellA =23 A F3 AE 7

ol

oot
o

S T 07 o] o= Al B Zg9)e] &3
halstaat ap, thgellx] A1 A7 AREAlE AAIE Zleltk
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OISR 1-1, TH 52 =S Al 7 B0 AR ZlEo} SE| RHS U U 7]
of Al SAIT} HeE S2Isls 9P| 71| ofF Spig o xSl
OISR 1-2. 2 T2 oI=2 Al 7Ke0l Chst ok lo] SH| 71SAS o BEsirp

(2) QA7 2): Al = 72~ Zel|’le] 3 B4

(AT 20 (AT DollA] B2 Zedd 24 Z23E EdiE Al 3 B Zg|glo] o] 8¢

8A Rk s of3del] miAl= s ekt dtk FAHo®, Al 7] 34 T,

2 714 o] ule AbelH Rlust slele zshe el olgalellA] Al 71%0) ule B
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o=t
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Y5 oS B3I B0 oAt 4 Qlrk Al 71’“«1 F2Rg} =8| 7
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Table 1. Number of Articles Subject to a Manual Content Analysis

HRRIZ o= ESuE S| Al
T 7IA 432 427 444 240 1,643
Hiel 7 Ak 88 76 71 23 264
=AM 7|Ab 344 351 367 217 1,279

Table 2. Number of Articles Subject to a Computer-based Content Analysis

HRRIZ oK ESG S| Al
T 432 427 444 240 1,643
Hiel 7 |Ak 104 106 133 48 391
=M 7|Ab 328 321 311 192 1,152

o] 735, e A 7IAF F 1,64370 5 AL Aok Bddo] spEtelu i
Sl 7P 264705 Alelskar F 1.279709) 7IARE A thdes AdAFEH(Table 1) 5.
{ 7l BIAE BAol M= 2SS9 7|9 A ol W os B oY TS
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AZE ek, FH 2 Algto] A3 st vale] wigl) Al W8-S FAIFoR olsfsiiA AvE =% 4
b aL EAzke] o] Aol wkedd = it
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of e AA #HE VA ol 7R AR, A5E 79 HAE 849 A9 Q17 9] 1Y glo] HFE7L
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7] Ju A B4 B8] ] 549 79SS BAse] TS s
gome, wplIAsL AT o sfale] RIS GRS AR 91 2 T2
21032 sho](Python) & olg3le] ket Hlole] Feld(E, ¥4 A ) A4 W

® # 79
e TR B9 79S BAno s v B doleel s uigsh e
W el S} glome, 17 Aste] ast AR o)s] 913 3] 23]

WS AAEIE 51 7 AR StRshy] fjsl A It 270l thak =ejel olE

AR 52 7IARE A GRIR Aok 7 5, a8k U, 719 AR Rk, et gl w

il

AR 7 7 F 2 10%00 aidshs 71 160 (AZAPE 407) S 9o F=3 5 =
&l(Cohen) ] 7}9HA1~(Kappa coefficient) S Z-&3}o] ] 71 Al ket Ayt 714

W 9170) ZEl9) 249 7 0.91, A(ALN ek QIkte] B4l 7FeA o) ZeElY) &
219] 789 0.82% 2k=5ch
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g ZHUE A, A, == L oF, B o8, 45, ke, & 5

olr

2. 7%, Spl, mi Aa A

Mol Algk Y, Ezﬂ o 24 7ks

7 3ol tis) 1070¢] 719=8 A 33&5}
7) AA W= 7P A3k o el g stoel] Eejet i uhat 5ol U8t $AE Ak dlol

Fed Asde K3et7] 2s) ‘openpyx] % ‘pandas’ 2lolHefel S AEHUT. FARE oJmle] 719) =l thE T5-E A
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7h, 7E] ZElI (R 917] $AD 24 <A

efdHe.g., Chuan et al., 2019: Fast & Horvitz, 2017; Kostler & Ossewaarde,
2022)°] W= wl=, T, 5Y 5o T8 AEL Al ofrel tisl A EAA W 5 S
87 Zxa9] o]ofd} FElS sk ks = &8l gL, 7is o] 7E AR ¢
7], B 919 S, aElA AR A kAol ohgk AR AR kg2 AlEH el et
HESE ATS] S S QIRE =7t ARele] ¥l A do] Basihe A 71z ukel, Aol

ok Wik} Selnrhe vieo] e et $9HL SlEH o Jrshe Pejol Heo] )

olgfdt A FFHom sl T 7HA| ZedS ARBIA A i iow 3
I, $P71 7H] Ze)lE AR 917, B Al F e, 1efa HekA Bead w gigow
T F olE EdE B 8ol ZeQls #APtH(Table 3) %), A4 A2 e F
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Table 3. Descriptions of Value Frames (Progress vs. Crisis)

A Al 7120| 4o] g 20pi giel XIS siasomM Als) wiig SXIsIcls Xi%
W I - se Y=
i T Al 7Hz0| M2 BRI~ He HEsln 2K Urig S0t X2 32
&M g S ZslsIci= XS 23@
Al 0| ZRloleial &6l 7RISl 78, A Sel Ajs| SHE Kokl Al Tsiol 1 =4
epi7w | ERdem Al | %Ea 2N S8 1 Ul NS 2
=gl
e Al 71se] SN ol 27153 ey 2E
. A ZaId(Alel] vigk ] Al s e ) B4 21

i

o
ATell thgk QIRFe] BA| 7Fed 7 e B ke 54, /‘ﬂf'r e, et & oA

oJ5Ak Exﬂ 7RsA TR Sk TR Qlglo] AT 7148 A4 wkEe] Ul Aol Qlzt
o ATZ QR FAH O Al A EAY 5 olrks WIS B 49T BA 7P

AR R 7R o] Al 7S TEIARE A AlS] 1 o] HFo] E uf AT
= QRlo] EAlsl] ol §-43 TS ZaL vk ¥AS 33 9 tH(Table 4)
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Table 4. Descriptions of Attributional Frames (High vs. Low Controllability)

SH JksY [ oRiol Al 7152 TR piSof L= FAolo, okio] AIE Rt SAEoR SEsH| Tk SHiE 4 3
g Ch 2T Al 2182 SHisp| St FRISH AIR0| BRsicks B2 Ux

SN JISY | oRiol Al 7142 BISQIRIL Fi Al LR QA RIEH S0 0| £ o, Al ORI A2 &
Ll 243 2R 10] SR | offe PSS T Yok BHS UE

=

o]

2) (A7 2): Al

2 A ZH|QI0] HT0| ChEt AlE o7

l'

(1) 24 A Bl Hodzle] A7-5AR 54
Ll A} A3 AR 713 ojFs) 20231 109 2695 E] 109 30971 H=ol AF
Sh= RE 18415 1F 59417H4] | 2008 (471 e, 7+ 50%8) thde= X3 A 3

ofzfe] A I HaE= 2023 FAH ARE 7o HlES FYAH(Table 5) #5).
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Table 5. Demographic Characteristics of Online Experiment Participants (Gender & Age)

T Mgt 25 HIZ(%) 84(%)
Ly 100(50)
e 200(100)
o3y 100(50)
LA 24(12)
o} 184 ~ 2t 294
04y 24(12)
LA 20(10)
0t 304 ~ 2+ 394
04y 24(12)
of4ry " 2804 200(100)
0404 ~ THA9A| =
o4y 24(12)
LA 28(14)
0 50M) ~ 2t 594
04y 28(14)
A3 HoAzlE2 ek QIFFEAIRH Aol $He & Hel|e w1, Ierle #
A%, AEA 8 NIE 55 w5 el "y 470 el g Folrlse 7] =
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Table 6. Experimental Treatments in a 2 * 2 Factonial Design
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Table 7. Experimental Treatments of Value Frames (Progress vs. Cirisis)
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Table 8 Experimental Treatments of Attributional Frames (High v.s. Low Controllability)
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=011 7ls A2iMS =2 e 5 U2 W22 TICh,
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BH QIBAIS TIE Ul =l FAISS FAsfp| et 22 Aol HSS O] ofgst
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Table 9. Pretest Items for Manipulation Verification
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A A=t 7] BARRE (Table 10) 32, 35 odke] 79 AR 2 3]v)(e.g., Kim
& Cameron, 2011: Myrick & Willoughby, 2019: Valentino, Hutchings, Banks, &

Davis, 2008: Yang & Kahlor, 2013), &]al H|¥ 35(of, y&4-wed, 2010: Van
Doorn et al., 2014)1} FAE APATE Hxgok S o] Aljkd daidH(of, R
o, 2018: L 2015; d21Al, 2020; AAA 2012; 014 2015)E Fusle] AREA

(M= 3.49, SD = .75), 39(M = 2.70, SD = .87), H|¥HM = 3.06, SD = .87) &=
ogks =gl o =7 Mol gl Fehd Hitwl FFHARE (Table 11)0f], Q914 2 4l
% A= (Table 12y A Fict

Table 10, Descriptive Statistics of Discrete Emotion Variables

ol =5 o BEFEER
=X L= QIBA|S 710l Chel S22 =7k, 3.39 79
M Li= oIZxlS 7|20l chel SIS =ict 3.10 78
e L= olZX|s 7|20 Chsl| £ok2 =7Ic} 297 .97
M Li= oIZRIS 7|20l chel SicS et 2.22 87

Table 11. Dependent Measures in Experimental Groups

wE I R
sl S sy | sMoSN | SMOHI | SASNA
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)

s 3.64 (.72) 3.46 (.65) 3.28 (.76) 3.16 (.93)

P A 3.20 (.73) 3.20 (.76) 3.10 (.71) 2.88 (.90)
2 2.04 (.73) 1.96 (.73) 2.36 (.90) 2.50 (1.02)

=2t 3.00 (.99) 2.80 (1.01) 3.06 (.84) 3.00 (1.05)

HEHEM 3.63 (.68) 3.47 (.60) 3.42 (b4) 3.44 (b4)

gsoy | am 245 (79 273 (60 275 (64 288 (81
b 3.10 (.72) 2.87 (.87) 2.96 (.63) 3.32 (.67)

s o] olgate] Al 7l 4859t H= G4 SOl dEe mikivke AddAT
(e.g., Kelly, Kaye, & Oviedo-Trespalacios, 2023; Zhang & Dafoe, 2019)l <=715}o]
T IEA W1, 1%)& AR E AAFIT) o|elolk el Hwrdo] wH B
ol WA= JES =oJst AT e.g. Lee et al., 2005: Nisbet, 2005; Scheufele &
Lewenstein, 2005)¢t Al 7] <=8 ¥lol thgh mlERE4] $+(Kelly, Kaye, & Oviedo-
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Table 12 Results of Factor Analyses and Inter-item Reliability Analyses of the Measurement ltems of
Al-related Behavioral Intentions
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Table 13. The Distribution of Value Frames by News Outlets (Manual Content Analysis)

chel: WAL 24(%)

24 Lo | B
Lz 209(60.8) 135(39.2) 344
o 229(65.2) 122(34.8) 3561
MU 235(64.0) 132(36.0) 367
RIZE 105(48,4) 112(51.6) 217
E%| 778(60.8) 501(39.2) 1279
Note. Y’(3) = 18.54, df = 3, p( .01

Table 14. The Distribution of Value Frames by News Outlets (Computer-based Content Analysis)

chel: WAL 24(%)

=4 s 2P A
gz 173(52.7) 165(47.3) 328
3o 213(66.4) 108(33.6) 321
ZHUE 187(60.1) 124(39.9) 311

jazk] 98(51.0) 94(49.0) 192

| 671(58.2) 481(41.8) 1152

Note. x*(3) = 17.31, df = 3, p( .001

»

(2) 1) ZaRI(Alel] Tt Q1] B4 7Fs
ol 519 Ak, ALY et ) /s B8 EOR AR 71AHE0.9%) 7 B 7}—o—m

Se o e TRK19.12)0] Hla @A) B HIES HATH(Table 15) #). 7
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3] 7l S BAAE A A3t ehdeh(Table 16) 220, 7 99} 733

7 s 4je) 2k Aol eRle) Fol7k AR, 2 et Axjshs Aol & 4

Table 15. The Distribution of Controllability Frames by News Outlets (Manual Content Analysis)

Tkl T (%)

=4 S8 M 718 N A
dgE 291(84.6) 53(15.4) 344
Sope 286(81.5) 65(18.5) 351
ESuEL] 308(83.9) 59(16.1) 367
it 150(69.1) 67(30.9) 217

= 1035(80.9) 244(19.1) 1279

Note. (3) = 24.77, df = 3, p( .01

Table 16. The Distribution of Controllability Frames by News Outlets (Computer-based Content Analysis)

chel: T (%)

=4 M 7Is8 T =) Al
dgE 240(73.2) 88(26.8) 328
Sops 203(63.2) 118(36.8) 321
e L] 226(72.7) 85(27.3) 311

k| 130(67.7) 62(32.3) 192

= 799(69.4) 353(30.6) 1162

Note. ¥°(3) = 9.747, af = 3, p{ .05

S 1
ool TSk 2 7R Zeldde v A=A o 283t ofed] ] 8 AR Ykl
AT 710l thh SE7 S-S 7L Qlvhs Wals dxshes ddke Bl 7k =i
YA BE((Table 17) 32), W4 7H] Ze]ds 283 tiee
7Rz ATl High Q1%Fe] EA TFe e SR WU Ao s et 917 71 2
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Table 17. The Distribution of Value and Controllibility Frames by News Outlets (Manual Content Analysis)
EHl: 7 24(%)

= EL 0t ZM B Al

i Sl 7ksy T 196(57.0) | 208(59.3) | 219(59.7) | 88(40.6) 711
EX 754 A 13(3.8) 21(6.0) 16(4.4) 17(7.8) 67

op| A P 95(27.6) 78(22.2) 89(24.2) 62(28.6) 324
Ex 754 A 40(11.6) 44(12.5) 43(11.7) 50(23.0) 177
= 344 351 367 217 1279

Note. x*(9) = 35.23, df = 9, p( .00

Table 18 The Effects of Value & Controllability Frames on Positive Emotions (N = 200)

e =x
B(SE) B B(SE) B
(A=) 244 (.42) 1.05 (.40)
P -0.08 (.12) -.06 0.23 (.11) 15*
of 0.01 (.01) .09 0.01 (.01) 13
H%df,il' 2Pl izt A 0,09 (10) 10 0.17 (10) 19
el e 0.07 (.11) .07 0.13 (.11) 14
=20l 22 viT 0.21 (.10) 21 0.08 (.10) .09
7R =M = 1) 0.31 (.1b) .20 0.31 (.15) 20*
EX7Es8@=1) 0.08 (.15) .05 0.24 (.15) .15
7 X[ EH| 0.05 (.22) .03 -0.30 (.21) -17
Adj. R 07 12
F 2.92** 437
Note. **p ( .001, o (.01, *0 (.05

2) (@47 2): Al TR A TRRlo| £} 2A A}
A77M 13} A77HE 2= "AT 91 1ol Rl 7] S|l (st $17])ol ek A of
SRS APAsk NS 1l M0 ol PAA O AT 7o) As) sleel ol

gkl Wl 74 Zelele A IS, Al 7Hee] a3t sslel Tk 97] 7

=

v AR olgie E3. 289 7 2R = D3 SRl ks 2

(2 oA 7k = D& 7}%—’?(dummy variable) 2 7=:3)0H 7kx]9} A 7FsAd e
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A Az AL R el e 7E) el gk A el fefnlet d3ks
WA= Zlo= UeRdT] W 71| Zecle 4k 7Rl sH(B = .31, SE = .15, p = .043)
SA(B = .31, SE = .15, p = .039) BAE FhH o o] Zap 43 Aow veht
AT7Hd 15 AAHH(Table 18) #2). ¥l 917] 7Ex] Zellols ek A9olle v A
(B =-56, SE = .17, p = .001)9] Zgo| FrowlahAl et 29t 44(B = .19, SE
= .19, n.s)ol gk Gvh= BAACRE FefebA] ¢
((Table 19) =),

rlr M

k%)

Table 19 The Effects of Value & Controllability Frames on Negative Emotions (N = 200)

2 =0t
B(SE) B B(SE) B
(&) 1.97 (.46) 2.06 (.53)
Y -0.02 (.13) -.01 0.24 (.15) .16
o 0.01 (.01 16* 0.01 (.01 .10
H%df;l 7l 2 XA 0.03 (.11 .03 -0.21 (113) -.20
7k BT 0.19 (.12) .18 0.15 (.14) 13
IE0iH 23 T -0.20 (.12) -.18 0.11 (13 .10
7HR| =R = 1 -0.56 (.17) - 328 -0.19 (.19) -10
SH7Es8E@=1) -0.10 (.17) -.06 0.02 (.20 .01
S 0.19 (.24) .09 0.15 (.28 .07
Adi. 7 .07 .02
F 2.92* 1.46
Note. **p (.001, *p( .01, *p( .05
A WSl Solxde 87k ofrell thiek ARmiAl L8 RIr} 5575 Al 7=l thsf 2]

% S e 2 S0 UERkor(B =
AT 7)ol T 2 442 H ol Bgshe 2

21, SE = 10, p = 049), Qo] £
o= UERITHB = .01, SE = .01, p = .03D).
QA 2= AT P o] Vg 74 Zelelsl 4] 7Fs eidlo] olgAje] A
2 7J50] ofw AEAE AANE AAS Bs] Sla) gt B4 A, B 34, 2
B ol7

e, B M el thel 1] 2z (2t 91713 FIRUALCN et Iz1e] EA ke =

8) A& BT xEle] AME wiZ|R F ool mxle G Lﬁiﬂ Q1 L1 AN 7R el A
= %E“;‘“/‘;‘?—@.(Analysm of Covariance) Al 3#&AS &g3iom AgFch t& E }t&?lﬁi JE=sle]

Folabl b4 5= Qs sk

102 320128 687 435 (2024 82)



T) Zel Afolell Fefrlh e 2ke At v A @9l S 7HA] Zel]lell uhE o8]
A HEe2 SRl 7hs e el ulet Wt i

ATeAl 32 Al ¥ B szeglo] iRk 3 A7t AL 71sel Uigk 35| A
SRR, 3]9], Hlaho] oWl kS =] Bk Wigolth

A 2o}, S AR e of el AR fe|dt Jeke viFlauB = 18, SE =
.05, p =.000), A=Al & H%=(B = .16, SE = .07, p = .025)7} =555 AHEA 3
& O3] sk slom Uit 3 3]y ' ofdlls e om Fomt GHB =
-17, SE = .07, p = .014)& WA= Ao= yeht, 372 =7d Al Aot AR|2 AR
& BRsu Sufsly | Rtk= 8ot 3ol sokitial & < SItk(Table 200 32).

o

Table 20, The Effects of the Emotion of Hope on Al-related Behavioral Intentions (N = 200)

HEEM WE ofgt 3| WE ofg HiZ SE of5
B(SE) B B(SE) B B(SE) B
(&) 1.78 (.31) 4.07 (.42) 2.35 (.42)
o 0.01 (.08) .01 0.02 (11) .01 0.13 (11 .09
o 0.00 (.00) .03 -0.01 (.01 =15 0.00 (.01) .00
H%.jzll s lE 2 x4 0.08 (.07) 1 -0.06 (.10) -.07 0.05 (.10) .06
el AT 0.10 (.08) 14 0.19 (.10) 21 0.20 (.10) .22
QIE0iH 22 gz 0.16 (.07) 22" -0.23 (.10 -.25 0.09 (.10) .10
TR =A™ = 1) | -0.03 (.10) -.02 -0.11 (14 -.08 -043(14) | -29"
SH 7 = 1) -0.04 (.10) -.03 -0.07 (.14) -.05 -0.34(14) | -23
7B EH 0.11 (.15) .08 -0.17 (.20 -.10 0.53 (.20) 31
s 0.18 (.05) 23" -0.17 (.07) =18 -0.08 (.07) -.09
Adi. /2 .25 .10 i
F 8.38"" 3.50"" 3.80"*

Note. ***p (.001, *p (.01, *p (.05
93 t=clol mem GuE] A gk 1elo] AAle] AN 7 wHlow TS oA

L olgre] Asph ARle] Hag
2} B 27l FoAEe Ale]
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g5l F942 g3lE YehRR] el B = -.08, SE = .07, n.s.)
U0 2 FAI= AHEA 5 Qg AH o= fom|st ks nj o H(B = 15, SE
.05, p = .004), 39 FF KB = .05, SE = .07, n.s.)°I\} v]& P5 KB =
.08, SE = .07, n.s.) = fo)m]gl §3= vfeh#] ek Table 21) 3%).

Table 21. The Effects of the Emotion of Pride on Al-related Behavioral Intentions (N = 200)

HEEN UE ofgt || WE ofg Hi &S ojgt
B(SE) B B(SE) B B(SE) B
(&) 2.05 (.29) 3.61 (.40 2.07 (.39)
oy -0.04 (.08) -.03 0.02 (.11) .01 0.12 (11) .08
o 0.00 (.00) .03 -0.01 (.01) -.18" -0.00 (.01 -.02
H%.jzill sl 2 X4 0.03 (.07) .06 -0.05 (.10) -.06 0.05 (.10) .06
sl ez 0.10 (.08) 13 0.17 (11 19 0.18 (.10) .20
(

QIE0iH| 22 8l 0.19 (.07) Vi -0.27 (.10) -.29" 0.07 (.10) .07
7h ZA(E™ = 1) | -0.02 (.10) -.01 -0.18 (.14) =12 -0.48 (14) | -33*
SH7EEE =1) -0.06 (.11) -.05 -0.10 (.15) -.07 -0.37 (14) | -.25"

7xIEH 0.16 (.15) 12 -0.16 (.20) -.09 0.55 (.20) 32"
A 0.15 (.05) .20 0.05 (.07) .06 0.08 (.07) .08
Adj. 7 .23 .08 M
F 773" 2.80™ 3.77

Note. ***p (.001, *p (.01, *p (.05

A0 R e iﬂﬂ?&ol Al 71% o %’471%— 3G Q17ke] BA 7FsAdS vl Al
7} AlR1e] 8 7Fs/do] ol
o} 3871 v AR g4 Xé_ﬂ_%*—ﬂ P oS frefmshA Eolar Al 7]zl ek 3]
7] oJgke v GaE YERITH(Table 20)¥} (Table 21) ).

ATEA 4= Al 9 B 2ol o2 Qlal ikl 544 A1zt Al 71 digh 359]
P FHRFA 39, vl ofH Pake A BAERE gelth A B]FEAelA
192} A 7FsA Zelgle] Eaprt SRR ekokr] whieel], of7|AM= &
= Ao Tk BAJRkS: =333tk ((Table 22) 3.

3754 Aa} B )k 8% o8B = 13, SE = .06, p = .028)3} 3]9] % 9
8B = .27, SE = .06, p = .000)°] F& o2 fem|et Jak nxa, AR e o))
(B =-.117, SE = .04, p = .000)°l F-42= fov]gt FFS W3jel= A o= et
((Table 22) 3=).
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Table 22. The Effects of the Emotion of Anger on Al-related Behavioral Intentions (N = 200)

e HE o S/ o= o HIE S O
B(SE) 5 B(SE) 5 B(SE) B
(A=) 2.563 (.30) 3.14 (.39) 1.89 (.40)
P -0.01 (.08) -.00 0.03 (.10) 22 0.14 (.11) .09
of 0.01 (.00) .09 -0.02 (.00) -.22%* | -0.00 (.01) -.03
Hff,i,' PR | 006070 | .09 | 00509 | -06 | 006010 | .07
el e 0.15 (.08) .20 0.12 (.10) A7 0.16 (.10) 18
=20l 22 vl 0.16 (.07) 22* -0.21 (.09) -.23* 0.10 (.10) N
SR ERIE = 1) | 007 (1) | -06 | 001014 | -01 | 03814 | 26"
SHISE@=1) | 0040100 | -04 | 00614 | -04 | 03414 | -23
7 X[ EX| 0.15 (.15) N -0.23 (.19) -.13 0.50 (.20) 29*
2 -0.17 (.04) - 25%* 0.27 (.06) 32 0.13 (.06) 16"
Adj. R 0.26 0.17 0.13
F 8.64*** 5.38*** 4,23

Note. ***p (.001, *p (.01, *p (.05

Racrh SR WS 13} Bl vind theR AT 19 vk gk e

AR A4S sl she A4 I 5ol Al ] B 271 95 o
e WAL 5 Q= AHIT o] ATOINE Fah vl B o BsIhs A0S &

Zoto A el dedTre] =0 Y- APA o= AL & 5 Qlrk
theo=, Al ¥ Heol] Uil 7] (3 9170) ¢ AQI(ALS] gk ¢1kte] 54| 7vs
A3 ) Ze]lo] AMA NS milR 50 A RHEREA, 319, vzl FaFEs v
A=A FAFIC) SPSS A2 a2 2E(PROCESS Macro Model) 4H-E o183 wi7)
1

HE EAPY =71 U =EE 7H] Zelde] FR0Rd Zad =

9) 7K Zaols 5 W, /i AME v Wl 1Ela $A vke A Ealls 7] Zedld A Alels 243t
= Hglo g BQlele] el TH RElE 249 vl7)| & (moderated mediation effects)E #A13F A3}, AA9l
gl tig A 7FeA Zellde] 2 G frefulahA] BA vERTE & Bl 7R (e, AT gl
o] AME w7l WE oJFel] A= 71| Zel|Qle] EaE Akl Uelk l ulEel, o7 |ME ZRA Bl 45 S
B0t miplEa} EANES Barsh
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Table 23 Mediating Effects of Emotions Between News Frames and Al-related Behavioral Intentions

=R | > | 84 | - | #sog B SE LLCl uLCl
_ HeE 054 033 001 131
37;7(",:! | e | - 3z ~.051 036 -130 005
e -.026 028 ~092 013

_ HeE 045 028 ~001 107
j;’fé - &z 016 029 -032 083
f 024 027 ~0%6 083

_ EE 094 040 027 184
j;’fé - B | - 3] ~150 064 -292 ~045
e ~074 043 172 ~.004
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