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TRl ERE A BN BEXEREENANEEN TR T, ARIUAEHE
AR ZHATHIR, FAMANK B REEHRATRE, WERAAFARF, MAME L AN
FHEFERNCENE, ZRAABNBELRETMANTE R LS, £ E AN K H
KRR KT RE AL KA B A A B M TR B R R M, R B LA LB B R R
ETNEEE"E KRR HTHE, HNADNALTHERXZAE UALSELEEX
M WMAMERARFTEERN =A@, AR R AAIEATEEREE, RN, DAL
AN ER ARG EREE, BETNWANEEA FELLEELETHE MK
HTERW AR BN, TARBEY X LR INACRBET S TNEERR,®
XA SR A LA R R M ORI A A Oy MR R E A R,

KW WA AN E AN EE B F U EF FEEE
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BEEWHE . &4 KF 8 =X O£ M E (2022THZW]CO7)

NEAEAT AR EWR T 9E NRE SN (non-human agent) A ZE4#1E (human characteristics) ', Bl 4]
NS R, 25 W N AL R A BAR S 5 b i AG 3847 8 o ZEIE AL 5T b, AL 2 80 o % AR R
FYLIAR ) A AHURIRSE A 0Bl T B s A B TG B 8 NIRRT RE S R
F A, R 2227 A SN 0 B A 8 RE AL e A 1 D 1), 300 B AL % 7 52 It ik 2 v 4
A 5 NZEARRLA A 5 15 S RE 1, MG S — R B 2 gy 2 i) 1) 7 2 1 B

BEE DL REAL R BE RS T LA A BRI 4 (6 -5 0 O (645 2 ik — 20k di . e PR 2 T, A7
%%ATTM%T%%J\W%%*E’J’f‘ﬁ@ﬁ'ﬂ‘ﬁ PVER A AR AT G2 7= A 2 ) o R &

(P RS W e B R AN (3 N Ll | 2SS D AT Y DN T2 (=1 NG~ S 1 N DRI E S S
f:i%ﬂﬁlomEﬁﬁ,jﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁ%kiﬁﬁﬁﬁgk A E DR e, T ALZ 8] 1 3 A 5
BTG TRATXE AW B A ACRE LADLES Ry 2 IR FEH AR 1 & e ik 46 S A28 TR ) i
MR AR . 7R 2 T, AR TT BB 2 i HoR £ 08, 315 N TR RE R AR B 7 2E
ETEAL S AL F BTSN R AR L4 . N TR R W M AT 40 09 24 X A i o g ie
W3 b A I Uk 7R A LR TS /D BRG] i KUK IR, AT T N T BE i At 2 4 2 S AL #R
ROR

KB 24, AWLAE H. (human-computer interaction , [ 8 HCL) 203 X} #1 AAb it 7 F & W%, Bt
FEZ WO B T AL ITHERE , SO Y | BB 4O B I, A A% 1 4o 2 v 1 T Bl B 7 S
NN R il S A R SO 22 AR R . SR A HLIE AR SR A A 1 A PR A% BRI
ARTE ML RE I I 28 R R T A0 AL RS S, SRR R — e SR
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(meaning-making) fi& 4% , 8 RE ARG HE 2 B AN SCAL 25 ], 48T BUAT B9 A HILAL BB T 50 i R 52
IR < WAL B9¥ 1 AT F2 2 58 = A IR U AL B R SR 1 IR LE 7 T3 il b A 2Ry
fiE? AT 2 AR SCHUUM LT 9 77 T8 JEE T AR5« X Tl — TR RR A SO 45 6 A ZRAL R I s, %
PUNACHIAE & B X G AT MR, I 05 SN A B HAR A B R AT A B 5 X 1R = ) AR SO 25 5 A HLA% 7%
(4 32 BT AN A B B S 35, RN (A S SC R 12, D BUA A9 40 A AR BIF 52 4 e 0T
FEIEZ  IF R SE BT, S NHUAL 6 ) e B BT i) PR

— MR NREESEENS

(—) PAN R EIT . AT R ML 27

1AL (‘anthropomorphism ) F 75 JiE #.97]  anthropos ™ ( A) Fl1“ morphe” (JE %) 4 A%, IR & N < A
B, Bl A R N ZE W JY JE ( Xenophanes ) . e 2€i Y e T N A B IE SR T
F AL AR b A RS RO A AR £ A A FRRRIE AL TSI H LA T NS
VB —Ff H Fe L (egocentric) BTN 2, UMLK AN R0 B B 4 5 T R 1Y #l, X A
SR ARER AN 28 1 | 3X Pl AS 0 2 PR 3K 3l 35 NS B I 0 2l o2 N R AT B0 i AR 3l ) 2
— MU R NS Z IR AL R S LA AR A2 T 2 DA S O PO A S T gl Qi ISR F AR
AU e AR VE S BN SR AU NAGAE Sy — ol i v J2 YR R SR, BE KT AR B B8 — b de ey 1 Bk
TS, N AR e Rt A 1A 1A 2 DRy A2 SEARURINA T 3 L 48 e o 1) T DL B R 2

Bl 5 30 AR 1 R B2 SO B 0, 28 R A AR AR 100 0 320 47 4 i, X o =
W i T R IR B SR Ry — A A O 0 ok #i2HR T BB S A I A 50 05 T UL B & i
THINALEIAFIME . Lakoff 55 Johnson [HES B LIS Ak, A8 3 B 5 ( mapping ) RIS ( projec-
tion ) FEAH 1A 5 AR Y AR I 72 B R B0 R R MRS SHIZ Y Fa AR 1 R AN ST
ST IR VR — PR R LA NS REZE R [ B R R A . T L TE K LA 7
T AALFE K 1 D] 2 Nass 55 N 2 B A 26 [5] ( media equation ) SE5, AT 38 5o B 45 0 H ML 45
FRRAE AL 45 B0 AR 5, UE B N 3 B HLAE 7E #F 25 IO ((social response ) BLCHNE B AR AR
AR, A T FE TS L A A5 3% 40 ( computer-mediated communication ) HH ELGE 6 1 A9 CASA
J 3 (computer as social actor paradigm, ] FK CASA) . 1 A T4 it = T M MLAF BB A% 32 (5 B A2 il
S, NS I (mediator ) 5 46k 32 8 (AL B 4 ( communicator) "' J2& H AT DL 4G 32 22 1 BF 58 %
%, BRI IEIA PEAME LA AN T4 AR B (artificial intelligence agent)

(D) PALEEMXIS MEELE

PINACE S AL O AE T I« NRHRHIE” o NZEHRAE" & — A e i (&, 48 N 2841
OB EZEAER, Wu BB A ERZ AR Z A X2 SIS 050 5
VE AT A AT AL SE AT 5 T 2 AR U 48 ) A 0 g R R 2 &R
IR R (cue) SRIGTETEN A M B & BN Y SUE AT WARAE YRR R R
(primary cue) FIKE LR (secondary cue) , B & 5 R #0 v 0L N2/ 3 5 A28l 3 ¥ 4701 A% A1
T MBS JEHAASEE T W hESE, SIRELR RN, 1 B RE R Al L AR

S la iy, 3 22 2p F 5 IR JZ AL, B0 BEHLAE” (mental faculty) B4 A AL, IF A ixX B BB 45
AR, LA T OERIE S5 A0 )G, Bartneck 55 A 7E LR BRI Al 1, 325k MEB R/ A
SR MLER/ BN R/ A B N T/ A AT ERE/ 47 S A 1042 B X AL R 47 0 4 ' Gray
S NJUPKE <0 B BN (mind perception ) 1 A LA A9 A% O AL B R H 43 o BE B 1 (agency ) 1A B8
(experience) , RESNTEALFE A F LM TEE 02 R RV R S B RE T, PR 6 U2 45 1L
Tk R R PRAR SRz B DL AR AT 5 AT T R A R R R OR T e A L B Y R A
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TR EASANALHIHE S N . Gopnik A1 Wellman tA°A , MINHT & R B #ERE F X 2 Rl A9 4 I J& — F
HEALOHEMLEE ., -20] Waytz S NAR P AN BS M Ak R O PR A , B L AL 2 ﬂﬁjﬂ%nlﬁ( consciousness ) .
F & & (free will) . 2 8 (intentions ) /0> & ( mindedness ) Fll'{% 2% ( emotions ) , " Eyssel 55 At — 25
& Haslam 25 A AR AL EE S AR 220 08 A 26 A0 M (human uniqueness ) FI A 27 B (human na-
ture ) UL AU AL IE | BT 248 S G0N M LA FOEHE | J5 4 R 45 151 IR BE (warmth) |78 2 LI
JRCHE 2 AT AT SR DL A 1 S5 AT 2 2T O 0 S Ak S A DX A A e 2 1 R o S A
J1. 1E#E2#3 Kithne fl Peter 7E AMLZZ BT 5= T, 3T Wellman (9.0 5 #i (theory of mind) , # H
T ANk A T 4 LAY A 45 ST 4E (thinking) |\ JB&AZ (feeling) | B ( perceiving) | V& B2
(desiring) FIFEFE ( choosing) . Hit BUAESE— R4 5 /K- 19 52 4% S8 25 16 3, J 32 ) 2t of 4% R 155 e )
FE LA | SRR R R ) St S AL BRAE T e BRI AR R oK 5 B A DR A 22 Tl T i S
it A3 A AT

WA EE RN 5 IR RE AT AR 55 BT 55 B e 1 BE 0 5 IR 95 R . AR AR 55 R
FPARBL A B TP B et A 2 TR AT =X B8 23 52 ma ] X AL AR AL BE 1 8
BT M, Zhang 88 AXF ABUBFFEH AN ACRE & HEAT 1 ZR G [0 B, Al (1775 48 31 ) 451 R 53 2 ) )
filt b AL E R R 15 A BAAEWE , 7302 S0 A7 3h A P BN TR 51T
55 Re T IRl EUR DL RE T 1 BE ) VAR RE IR 55 E S TR SGEG R D B ERE ) VIR AR
LSRN CN VAL

Z—HRER N EKRZEREANLENAETER

(—)“&REH” . UMEBALAZ N TR RAE

AW 5E LUK BAUNALRRIE R« 2R 7 0 T, IS8R0 e R B9 RO B3 T+ P AR B , A7 SGAUA
PRI Z 05220 B2 20 B0 TR R 5 R 3, 7R 2, Epley 55 A B9 = H 2 45
RY ARSI B FE #EAT T AR 78 20 09 M e, B4 25 5 1375 & AR MR B AL (elicited agent knowl-
edge) , JH AT AALHG 3R B ARG 5 AN BAHRIME , ST FE 5o 45 ), RS T 2L BE S HL (effectance
motivation ) , i & A AVIG 5T B AR XG4T AL B0, (5 5 AR 0t G s AT 45 o B T A B,
AT H AR GRS A 32, 4R A B AR SO0 R B IR RN S E R T,
AL BT T AR WA FERGAARAER ARSI BAL , ISR 3 B 5 5K S
T RE s A AL R . M REE THEAL R A AR R 0 0 5 AL A% R BE AL R BE B B2 T, 480 A4k 2 W v
TS ML B 4R AE (anthropomorphic feature) |, 5 i — FRHL #8511 A0 R BE . BE 2L AAL AR 54K
FET AHLE S48, 76 52 B2 T 2480 T 4 7 AML B S RS 7E B 2 T LA CASA S5 57,
W NBr A3 b Y BB R B, I NS BE St X AL A5 7 2R AL 2 S, R SR AL R R 04T 5.3,
NI B R IR st AL 2R SR T P e S LA HEA T B 0 I\ [R) B A 2
FASCH T 0 Y HLAR A 3 M 50 A 2 B O I, 204 BN G AR IH 23 AR 8020 T 24 AL 38 B Ay 56 5 %ot
Fal PRI AR RE S & SR AL R4

B CASA JEXTEAMUERE BT 2 W, DL SR BOR T 37 26 19 & 2 BIL e 10 2% e, 480 A Ak 43t
FHB T MBS LWL E D, TER S S TR E T s A FE LRl S 0
SR AN R | e RS 32 A I HL A A 0, DT 355 3% 52 AK 11 o LA A B A 0 A Akt 1 P
TR K5 AR TR RS AT BRI A DA AR AR AR ) 2 B A B i
BB B AU AR Rt . SV, B RTAAT TR 55 TR 30000 Ak it 52 e 1) AL, 8L Ak
ZW R JCE R A (mindless) |, JB & 20 AU Cheuristic ) 2, {H #E # 22 59 A HLAE & 2% & 24
CASA " S LA TR B AL 4% 2 LA (0 RS A
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(D) ANMHEE . ETNELESKBEXRNERAR

SR, BUA B LSS BROEAEE A BARAE 5 384 2 AHLOC R TF bR 45 52 5000 AL B T L
— B B FR 5 SO O 2 AR A AR B R 58 08 i ) B S 4 . < APLEE A (human-ma-
chine symbiosis) fc 5 Licklider £, FRIE W —Fh BRI A: SC R RIS A W04 UL SR 5 TR 25 45 1l
[l P AT S AR, AL A 4 Sy T B 1 i R 2R | S8 G R D T S 2 R EK R A 1 R
Az U TR R N R G AR R R e AN PLOG R A N Tk r AR B A A R IR ) 32
PR AT DG T AR R PR O e A 5 UM, AL UG 5 By S A TR R R T
TRRPE . B 2, AR REDL AR RERLILN B O R RE 7, IR A S A Sk R P AR B AE T Ak 2 G SR AL Z ]
FAEIJE I, 2577 H A R 43 A B A 17

AN MAF 5 H 5 5| A AL i iy sk () @, FE AR By F b, Nl ad 5 R AR &
Z IR AAHE.Z IR 5 B A B W0 A ZE RO RHIE , S A28 S B Ik [F] . Haslam 8% A4 HH T — D XU B
B NZEERE R 20 A BE (nature ) A1 4R ((uniqueness) SN BE S R T S LA T, B
DA IR Ay B e £ i 7 A B Bl o A AR IR TR S MEAE L TSR AR TR S s i X
SRE I I 2 ) AR AL S R A T, AR BON B A ST s bt o A A GESFIEE, HEIR
T H BAE AL O 5 A N T e D[R] s 55 1 X P Al KRR A, LN B 1 S0 R 4 2
A SCH CRAE RN G oRL , 7E B A5 5 AU R Y ] ), o BB DAAE & 4k 2 MG 147 S AT B30, A
N T8 6 (Artificial Intelligence Generated Content, 3 B8 AIGC) 11t 75 i A= B BE 1 I 7 T AL AR 5
HARAIHL R AE . 3X 28 5 200 8 B8 ) A REAE S P 6 1 ARl e 1k i) B R O 1R, ik & A 25 B
AT e AHLZ ) K A A SR B i A B A e — A T 1 e R SR S B R HLAR
REshPE R XT38 B B B FE IR, 5 & N2 ERPEfEHL, ILas 2@ A R AKX T H &
AYBRARE , 24 ABUE g — AN AR AN O A A 3R, SE7E T AP ) AR S 0038 i 4 18

[l 8 222 A A REAE AR B gl v B N S ARAE , S A ML AR ) 1, % i 2 L 75
MAT B R, Z BRI S B4R G 457 VF 2 R P e R i TR IH SR
AN S T HLESAT 3 2 S, b 280 A GRS B NS bt A8 5, T S K ML # 40 h — Fh
FRACHAT B I LAHEN | JF 2R 2 5 — S it S OO S BR A 0 S LA . 2R I O RIBH .
1E U1 Damiano 1 Dumouchel JIF 75 , U ALAS 2 X6 tH AL A 348 | i 36 . 20 oy 5 A ) 1 14 7 AT

BT U5 AN OSBRI A #8  “ (E3EAE lLAAE A—Fl A
PLE S EOARNRI 40 &y —F AL A R (A, 7 RS oAb RO ML EF R PLAS 9 55 W) T At 2
178, NHLZ AR E 431, i T 55 T NI oK, HLAS b T AN e g g Ak iR 2 b, i 7 < (e 3
AT B , AP G o — R AR AR, T2 P AR EOR 98, APLFE AR B2 BROE AL I IR R
HLEANE RIS AR SCAR KU A N — T 30 S 4 e Sy 1 — R OC & |, A A5 480N Ak DA B ] fih i
) S0 5 A8 Ry — R AU AR B DG FR o 4 T o, AR SCHEST TR ORI 9EAE 28, I X0 BF 9 180 3E 47 4 Je T
PR

WA 1R 2 b DGR« S — RS IR AE 1 A5 T ] 28 B0 B AR Y X B R
PA ) A2 RO, WSO, EEGEUOR A SRR B 57 | B R TR AL i R AE BT RE
Mt NS BN IR TR PR SS: . A B IXIOG - E R R B U AL Dy —Fh XL n]
38 AL, ELEBGECA “ WAL S BOCRIEIE ", BT G IR AR RFT 4 T, ST 2 A
A7 A W AU IR OC R AFAE IR LR AE . 7 T DXCBOG TR o — (A= 2 T AHLAE A AN AL T [ AL
g, WAL B BRBE A N, IO “ AL S EORIREEIE W7, A SO R # B — Rl R A
MR IRES | B TERI T i BEANT] UL FEWE A0 2 W BOR PREE L > A G )b 400 AR Ay — o [l )iy
B HME AT IAERR AT KEOCHE RN EI A", UG E “AL5 34
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7 BEAPUIE T 5N SR AN 2 BEAIL a5 18 38 A i N SRARAE , G o] 1 i L35 1) R I3 5
I 5 2 T ) rh 5, HAAR AL AL AN Ay 3 B AR A B FEE A 5 PLAR 10 5 & | AKSTA Ay Sy LN Ak
S MEAN [ A9 PR 5 BB AT RZ IR AL AR S, BFSETE R IEZ AP N Ik 4 B AR AT
X,

HRR

PAMEEERGD) PMESTBE RS

R B R&R

PNMESEARIRIEERE DAL SRS

Brigdea:
1 BALBRER

= HRWENEEY RAE

BTV EFTE IS R A SO LA AL 515 806 RIS UL 36k 3 SO L 5 4 AR 3R
BEIE I = A7 1), X AR5 ISR ) B T ) 2R A5 4Rk

(—)BEBRXRAE . MAXRHNERSEE

ESHLERNE ST, 2 A B IR L ] 58 BB, S5 7 AL — R B APLE R, A SCH
PRI FP R, FFAEAMLZ BIE AL T BRRGE . A2 B AT 4 B R, X HL #8815
JEGHAT AR T T HILAS B IR, XU 1Y G 3R R SR A 2 1 BBl B2 i . ik A8 X AL G R AR
WML S ESHESR R, fErE & 5 3h e —Fh 56 T 25 2% ¢ R 4T3 (illusion of intimacy ) ™, 1M
BT iedt & 5 3h P AR 1) 56 R 2R BA Y T Y, R 0 R B RO SRR R R, AR
SCHEAEXT e 1 i EA T — 2 B e i R R R IR I AL RAEXT R BB R A%
VAR FR AR AE , INER 1 IR

F1 HEHLXRSWAUXAEITLL

Yt g A2 R VYNBSS
XFGFE Bt AN
KA KEBZR KA
AR S 5 28 LI RAL R I A K BIENUE R IA
KA AR S A H A 175 B B
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B, YAAEXT A LA, B S W R ALES A R AT A, AL & O R A X R e
A1 40 (media character) | 28 A6 9B R L BUER O, w8 AR DK 52 12 % 52 8 e Ak A
XF %, DR ) S N AT SR A R AL 2 ] A AR DL 30 5 745 i 7 T 5 080 A AT AR X6 T 0 L 5
P SR AT, T 5 2 D)5 R N 2R A TR 51 5 i %

HW ERH LR B S RO N R —F B m iy AE BB R4, i T 530 B 1E rAH
X2, L2 25 10 RN X 2 1) 58 T b AT I 45 32 Vi, 0 A Ak 56 &R A R T) B 3h =22 41, T 5
AR FELE FFAE G 2B A AL E—Fh R R G & 2 L, BIHLER B2 IR Rk W X R 1
JEHZSE |, Damiano 1 Dumouchel 1% BAGHR” (affective loop ) I 2 AMLZ A AY1EIR 58455 Rl
X5 HRH PR 1 IR A T B ], DA TG 2 90— 2 AR IS

BJE, TERASRIE L et 2 B 3h iy 28 31 B N AL r BV A | T 480 A DU 1] T i I Wy
BN A BT AHALRE I AS 3 86530 RUAL 38 B AR LN B B AS Sk Ji 28 LML A R 191, P 2308 i — b
DL A O TR S 5k AL Z ) A S R 28 8 ) B 3R ER SN TR R I R B
B R B AR R AR AV — R R AE B 4 AR 7 1 1 58 G AR RL W 7 AHILS | & i
PEAG L P U B R AL S A2 S AR (H R R ey . B PR s
BB W EIES W [ o —Fh AR b B TS A b s B B L R K R

SR, FL AL O B A AN 2 38 7 B B A XU, 2 51 & % AHL oG R GE 8= S0, BT L
ar HREAI B , Ok HIEM R T A BB A EROC R | XA L4 ny 3 1E 5 [ B 6k =
PR BSR4 25 RAL WOR 3, B BCR B Aok "1 U R A N 15 R T 2,
B B A ML BR BT 2 3 < A A BRI T LA S B OC R M, BT AR R A S
JE N B BB A A TS Ty, 51 N 2R B 25 07 5 (R 3L AR TE

(DY HEENEW

1. AACT B & A X7 s 88 & 5L

PR H ol G AR B FRAE A, ITAS 0B i A=A TE S . Ratan 5 Dawson K H 3 1 B A&
I B R 1 55 R85 A EAE FH T 7™ 2 IR S S L ST T A7 J% R A fe T3 2 1 1 2 AR 1202 =35 4
L, BRI AR 0 3RS AR IR B IR = AEE Y R A 2 B BRI
DGR FR B W R — A 3 IR A 0 T B, MIAE A RS G 3D R AN R S A Ak o R, A 2
A3 A TR SRR A AR A & R, AR T TR Al — 5 19 56 BRI LR IE I8
AERARF W T ) B R —F A S i F R BRI R IR B R SR A IR HIR S Bk (BB E
REPHRAESTEINZ 0, $R 5 AR CERE M T HL AT,

AR AR IARAL B AL B (avatar) %5 LUSME (extension ) BB X5 B B FEAT ) S04 &, TR U
NACN AL T — P py 35 0% = CEP R AL, Jones #2 th T« 4% 47 AL A AL ™ ( projective anthropomor-
phism ) X — &, A B G AAAL B S A — S 2 b RS AR B IR AT 2R N
% LR 24 Laaksonen %5 ARy, XHALER AR AL T AR 58 4l < 28R filh &, i Je 3 i A5 4 19 ok
RN LA BEAHG S, A o X 36 W7 ML #s ae sh v, AT < A& 3 8 A 4L ( communicative anthropo-
morphism ) & iR X Fp @A L FE Y Endacott F1 Leonardi MR T AMLEM AL A T /9 [ 3 ED G245 PR
W MR B, A ARGE HTE RN TR B8 5 TAR KRR e AT Vel i, SR N TR Ry B R

— AT PN ENMRER T A O INEIE L AL A X — A& 36 SC B it 7 —Fh & X
PAIE MRS A BRI HLES AR AT R B TE R 5 R o S e S R R R LA i SR
WARTLIR SR P

T, BRSVYLESZ BT T —Fh A0 207 5 A, 4375 LA AT (distributed cognition ) #i8

IR, AHLZ A 2 56T — 5 W 2L [WIA 20 B pr JR IF U, HILAS B8 i A S8 19 IA 1 ) 2K ( cognition-offload-
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ing) , 31 H 38 24 N2 SMERFEAE (external representation) " T 2 g AR A& HH T ANMA AY — 38 70 % o1 H
FRAE, I HAARA AR B A S, XAMGEX B RIS RIRR, B2 3 AR PE R 73 B,
NN Ry 3k — A FRAIE i Ee it 7 SOOI A . 8 o, MRS AR T BR 1028 B BRI E
SRR RE A — Al g BT A A U P R e A B R BOR TN, T RE AR )
AIRE S K RE TR0 T HAL M T g, B2 B eI Ah B0 X, dea , 7E 8 A8 i 1
B, B RE EARRELE SR DM b A7 i LT R 1 RS R 3R, T S5 AR Yl I ShAILAR 25 & 5 T A
Z BB 5 S A RN, W 2 AW = A BT R S BIL B T oK AR BME SE R 3 25 BRI

2. ALK AT B TR TR

AL 8] 8 SCHEAR FF AR IS, T AL 25 BREE , X UL A 14 A R ) A ik T AN ) 1) SOk i &b, BLAE
HAAL 23U i AT S 5 ABMAE SR A B LR G LIEE, #$5 2 IR UR I T i ik
Mtk B2 5 T B R, TSR SCACHEAR RYICIZ T8 B A S B b B R 36 4 Rk T S 48N
feFe it 1 ny R BT IR

155, A L R IR A9 7 A S AR TR R TR RS . H S Y B IE 20 ( Shinto ) A E
P AL 3 R 1Y o), DL as A FRAS B PE R AT RE . ARECASE I ML & h s ae”  1E N
A A (B TR o B AR O (E 2 AR 1 H R AR TR T B, S8 B0 et Sy A B3R A T
TANTE R S, W, REAUL S ] rp A BRSO (DA R g S ARt 7 s B SR . A2
H IR T S FORBEAR Y B Oy A R 2 ma T A2 X N T8 BRI AT S AT 2 SCRME: o
HAL T ZAE B AR ) AT SO B AR R R B b B AL 1 R S g TG R 8 SC A e i B £
KA FF5 AR 7 WRE I AR LSS I SE B 22 56 . PR, A EUSC A 2 g A4 At 58 3l 25 9 P v
WL, ANEFERM] HLE S TE TAEY S h I UEBORAURL, A I D3 T2 XPAIL &% 77 A DGR R A7 I 2598
W PG A R R R, MBS ARSI B T 3R X R AR 3 HOP I ABLER Y,

BEZ ERH @AM Z T, SCHAS R R AR NS0 18 e UL 2 8L Tz S A HIL A A 4 3
XS AR AR TR, A w7 R AL, AR AP 36 22 b o R T Y I
B NRAE AL | TR HRR PR A SRS AT — S B B A S R 1 e 5 8 A 64
A BT AR RS R3S T, BNAE S PL & O TR B B3 b R L AR A B i LS AT

(=) BARWREIERN . X EERMUAL

TEBA BT XA RTS8 2 LU BE A0 IS Bt 2 52 1A 9 EE B
K — X — B9 N AL R A A S Xk o7 A 90 T AR 1, TR X —#& SRy v, S0 AR & — Rl S A B L], (H R
A A A TERE A AN BT I, B3 Az oA 55 0 FOR PR Y A 558 N, P 2% 2R B Ak A
LRt ] BEAFAE Ak 2 B, Herh SR T — RO AT W s AT AL B R AU,
TR RAEAL (black box) , 38 T 7 IFAS BB SN 531k 1Y B T 3o B0 2 40U AL AN A BB Il DA
AU SRR F AR MR IR AT 4 X AR S R AR T — A P O IR A SR XS R AU
N5 NI A SR B9 A =5 BEARARL, #2— Xk BRI AN A s M 1 5 5K, AR T AR AR AT
AES AN P25 B DG R @A A 2238 A B0 1 T P A 0 T T A 55 50 38, B FD P {4 5 1 40
Do RRITE - NI (ORI (S5 3 NP = o I S E O DA I N (1= B2 O 1)1 e Y NG
TR AR v 50k 29U A g — b A (H il = 78 38 A A, 0k P AT D ) B A 2 Jik T T
TR Y, H B FA B B 0 R B L T AR T T Bk — Rl A Ak AU g 48
78T R EOR BB B 30 B R R B BB AR L, DL R BB BT RE ) B E A, X Sy B FH A
PLE A SR T DA,

BEAE T T AR Y BORPREE H £ 52 2%, A RY A & S AL A 45 N TR RE L BB 1 AR S vt 11
HHERS AR, S A 2 BRR T i 3R A0 T Ak 4 SRR AR 7E AR D s v AR B B4 S — ki 5
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B, FILLBRHL B AR BT E PEAE AR A A 80T B S, N4 H £ 2 2 B BOR B BE [l AR S B il 5
FRARLA B R, (6 — B P R BOR R . AHLE R 5 NS B AR 5C R AR LU, o 75 w5
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Anthropomorphism in Human-Machine Communication Symbiotic .
Tracing the Conceptual Origins, Genealogical Reconstruction
and Issue Expansion of Anthropomorphism

Liv Liming ( Tsinghua University )

Abstract ;: Anthropomorphism is the process of attributing human characteristics to non-human agents. It
not only affects the emotion and cognition of individuals in human-machine communication but also becomes
involved in the spectrum of human-computer symbiosis as a form of " meaning-making" . In current research,
anthropomorphism, as a common psychological phenomenon in human-machine communication, is often re-
garded as unconscious interaction triggered by machine cues. With the possibility of long-term relationships
between humans and machines, the machine’s humanoid capabilities also pose a potential threat to human u-

niqueness. This research extended the research agenda of personification based on " value symbiosis" and "
long-term relationships" , and provided specific explanations on related research topics from three directions;
affective coordination within anthropomorphism, the construction of symbiotic meaning-making through an-
thropomorphism and the adaptation to the technological environment. More specifically, anthropomorphism
facilitates reciprocity and adjustment in human-machine emotional relationships, fosters the creation of fresh
communication scripts, and aids individuals in constructing their identities in a " distributed" manner. Addi-
tionally, the varied cultural practices of different groups offer diverse explanatory resources for anthropomor-
phism. Given the constantly evolving and uncertain technological landscape, anthropomorphism also offers
individuals adaptive experiences.

Key words; anthropomorphism ; human-machine symbiosis ; human-machine communication ; digital ex-

istence ; intelligent communication
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