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Pit van dé: Tri tué nhan tao tao sinh dugc sinh vién khbi nganh strc khoe st dung ngay cang phd
bien, dong thoi lam gia tang i ro ve thong tin sai 1éch, bao maét dir liéu va liém chinh hoc thuét.

Muc tiéu: Xac dinh nhu cau dao tao va ndi dung huéng dan/quy dinh wu tién vé st dung tri tué
nhan tao c6 trach nhiém cua sinh vién Truong Pai hoc Y khoa Vinh.

Phuwong phap: Nghién ciru m6 ta cit ngang trén 2.410 sinh vién chinh quy. B cau hoi khao sat
thuc hanh st dung tri tu¢ nhan tao, khai bao, kiém ching, bao mét dir li¢u, nhu cau dao tao va ky
vong chinh sach.

Két qua: Co 82,0% sinh vién chua tung dugc dao tao/hudng dan chinh thirc vé st dung Al 58,1%
sinh vién c6 cau dao tao; 70,2% danh gia dao tao tri tu¢ nhén tao la can thiét; 70,8% mong mubn
c¢6 huéng din/quy dinh; 75,7% mong dugc hd trg cong cu/tai khoan. Noi dung wu tién gom kién
thirc co ban vé tri tué nhan tao (55,9%), tng dung trong hoc tap va 6n thi (54,7%), doc tai liéu y
khoa tiéng Anh (53,7%), kiém chimg thong tin (52,1%) va viét cau 1énh (51,5%). Khoang tréng
quan tri g@)m ty 1€ khai bao dung Al chi dat 40,7%; 22,9% tirng nhap dir li€éu nhay cam vao cong
cu cong cong; 22,6% dung tai liéu tham khao do tri tué nhan tao goi ¥ nhung khong kiém tra day
du.

Két luan: Khoang cach gitta sir dung tu phat va quan tri co trach nhiém con rd rét. Can uu tién
hudng dan vé pham vi st dung, khai bao, kiem chung, bao mat dit liéu va liém chinh hoc thuat.

Tw khéa: 171 tué nhan tao tao sinh; quan tri tri tué nhan tgo; liém chinh hoc thudt; bao mdt dir
liéu; dao tao y khoa.
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Background: Generative artificial intelligence is being increasingly used by health sciences
students, while also raising risks related to misinformation, data security, and academic integrity.

Objectives: To identify training needs and priority guidance/regulatory content for responsible
artificial intelligence use among students at Vinh Medical University.

Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive study was conducted among 2,410 full-time students. The
questionnaire assessed artificial intelligence use practices, disclosure, verification, data security,
training needs, and policy expectations.

Results: Overall, 82.0% of students had never received formal training or guidance on Al use.
58.1% of students reported a need for training; 70.2% considered artificial intelligence training
necessary; 70.8% expected institutional guidance or regulations; and 75.7% wanted support with
Al tools or accounts. Priority training topics included basic knowledge of artificial intelligence
(55.9%), applications in learning and examination preparation (54.7%), reading English medical
literature (53.7%), information verification (52.1%), and prompt writing (51.5%). Governance
gaps included a low rate of Al-use disclosure, at only 40.7%; 22.9% of students had entered
sensitive data into public Al tools; and 22.6% used references suggested by artificial intelligence
without fully verifying them.

Conclusions: A clear gap remains between spontaneous Al use and responsible governance.
Guidance should prioritize the scope of Al use, disclosure, verification, data security, and
academic integrity.
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