?q;

W41 % 48 ® K 2 i 2022 4E 8 A

=)

ANIEENSEHUALNMEEZSEENRI
—RER M P NER S HR A e AT E A

Wl B, IR, 3 BdF
CRIEIRE K2 BB 22 B, KT 300387)

W T A% 4k (artificial intelligence , AD X KO X B K A TR S I E RIREFETF, FANBRRS A T 24T,
AR SRR ERE EARERE, ARG AB S ELRIFLHBEIZEIIFRE T I B ATEE R0 INGIEHE (TR
— ) EENAFEBERFEZFHHERBEL , AI2NANAHAFAT RS EZDIHFTEMERMH B AE FE T FRREBIET
MBEMANSRAEELEROEIAR (IR ) NG LR R EAERETRIE B2RGPAZE (IR, RET K4F
Ay B A N EER A E R E TSR SIBEMANRE A REH(FFRW), FREREM BERF LT, MA
ﬂc/kl*" CEALR PR G MRE T R BRTETFITPAT ALY REEZERG YR, FBRILAET KL HA
BE BT 6 P AAH], o xT T R R AR BB R AR A @AM, FRFG T MALEA L
M RS E ARG B AR, BT BB mE ey R AN T MAACE i @28 AFR, A IR SR AR T S 2 A
AN E W AN AERR A TR A
KRB ALFRME; MAL; B2 ER; B is; WAl A E; HBILHK
FES%ES: €939 XHRFRERD : A XEHS: 1002—980X(2022)8—0070—11

EIE

Bifi 5 N\ T8 BERHEL ) VA 2 g AN W c ki N T3 BE (artificial intelligence , AT £ AR L1k 55 248 45 08 4 (B
BHe, NSRBI TAEE TG B2 R % (Lu et al, 20205 Blut et al, 2021) . ¢l J2& 2020 4 9%
T DR, 2B N TR BEHLAS U Bh AN 2R T AR 2 TAEAE 55, 19 40 < B 25 55 (8] i 4 38 3% 7 B 1 BT 44
FNFEPE, I AL GRS W R =R, N TR RE RS LA e N8 51 T8 AT (Pitardi et al, 2021)
BAEMNEFAE N TR et a0 C 2 R BN Z0E Rk IRk 55 GRS MR 5% &R 55 ARAT IR 55 84 10 5
R T7 PR S5 IR 5517 Mk (Martina et al, 2018) . A TR fEH R STEE A2t SR 5 hin Ok M2 09 6,
J TR MR G5 B8y, ok 2 AL N FRIE B 3 A BN T AR LA M ok b, X A ok e 0 1Y)
TAVAME AT Rt 12 20 i I 2] A B 1 R S .

AT AR 6T iR 55 0 9 SROAE X A2 4, N T R A AR T it it 92 1l ) 7 FE A X A 6 (Paluch il
Wirtz,2020) . F 2] 2015 4%, 28R 5 — 5 F 2 B LA AR AR 55 AT )5 ( H A8 19 Henn-na V)5 ) A 1E Z0EE,
T = 1 K SR 5 Flyzoo Hotel 1 F 2018 4F JiE 78 Bt M FF 4 &Mk . i%ﬁ§ﬁ?@E#T@ Henn-na 5 Flyzoo
Hotel 14 )5 AR AR R BB AL , W09 ) th (9 IR 55 Ml s At 2 R AT B il AME 51 & N PR AEE B 59 5 ik 55
U1 187 BRLAE 55 (Tvanov et al, 2019) , {H 2 52 Bt 5 22 R BBk OGN T4 ﬁEﬁﬁfﬁ"@?% A R 55l i B
P FH IR, AE DA G A 55 R A 38 19 A% 45 i 1 M i 55 B sl v, Do AN AN O 1 IR 55 1 465 SR (D BB A ML) , A P B
Jin =R 55 2o R v B R Az SRS (i FRANAE) 3k B R 2 RS IR B AR A R R AR . PRl AL
il NN T RE R AR I, LSRR IR0 T 3 5 N T8 RE R AR 19 Ik 55 fig

N TR BEHAR B TR IR T Tolk it , 2800 50k 9250 & S0 g s, ol 9w T H 550 p et 5 59000 i 5%
H A 22 E ML SN AL X i % 22 7 B A B FE ML B, DL L AR TE i IR A R . L, AR ST
FLSCT I IR 55 B s 5 b & 38 0 2 A BURE 5T I & IR 55 B B I SR ap Rt ; DL Ak B0 e Oy FEAl 8 i 34

Y5 B #8:2022-01-26

ESTWBE: RETYFALHFAINRARA B K % F S DANIRSALEAEZLE R (TIGL1-003)

EEBA BT S W, REFERZEFE RN, AT A RSETEERE T RS RATAH AL RS MEREA,
AR BT H LR A, REFRERFERZR, R T AR R AR, RETECRFEERR
BB 5 B R e RS R AT A
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W I A - N T REAIL e FEUN A X B 2 i 32 T B ) 52 i

18 A S BRI ST R 50N T BE AL AR U0 AR X B0 7 32 5 B 2 ) 4 TR A S W LB, O LA N5 5 2 (P 531 £
ORI A TR REHL & U LIS A9 30 525 4

ARSCH BB G AE T 5l 0 B S AR 2 PP KO 42 4l 0 B AR B SR L T B A, O EUAR 4 T S
BT KT 1 S S AR, 5 2k A -HLAs A 3l (human-robot interaction , HRT) AH JCHIF 57 £ £1E AT (1t 26 £ 114
WFoE T H o JOU, 6 T R B BS AR 5T T 8 BB 55 ML AR U A 42 52 5 B SE e O TS AE DL, 9 i 17 JEL 4 JRk
FIEEAE RN o R Jm , AR BT A BE (RS R (5) 78 50 38 RE IR 55 LA 4D A AL 3d T A i B 46 /58 T K
F1% §70 T 280 L A5

— HEX#RITFR

() AT EeetzZMAL

N LR REHL A% 8 28 R G0 AT 3k 0 By 2 05 0 BE AT A2 B Y aE T AR IR 55 R S8 AL L R —
Fift 4 23 %l B R BEHL 2% (Wirtz et al, 2018; Doorn et al, 2016) . 5 A KA, B REHL 8 L F R E A&
WE HE RS A AR, HERFRES AR EE RSN TS . 5 Ak
S 4R (self-service technologies,SSTs)*ﬁ L, 2 BE ML o F 45 #4946 19 BT R i AR e 3 T LY 4 S
L2 ] DU IR U 1Y 2 0%, L SSTs £ R B O F8 s T EE , DU BE by M2 N T REHL A 15 SSTs 1) H %
72 5% (Huang Fl Rust,2018) .

PONAL L JE AR NS0 W I AR T A NI AT R I R LR AE (Waytz et al, 20145 17 [0 55 55,
2017), 7] DL HAR RN A R AAL AT AL . B TR E X, N T8 REHL A% A4k (AT machine
anthropomorphism ) 5t /& 44 R AL &% 1 A NG (19— RIVERAE , & —Fp i b sl il 09 77 X007 i o A STl A
TR BEMLERNAL , F5 0BT B N SRR AE/RE T T Be ML & By e T H AR ) 5 v -

(DIANIERNEMAUTREENEERNZ N

TE R 55 gl 4 00N AG RRIE Rl AN T BE ML A% 09 BT 5 0 FH AT B 234 SR Ty T AR

— 5T, LA B HL A E 1 A A sh ik it 21 3 )& Cautomated social presence, ASP) £33 i 23 A H
(IR B2 L BE J7) By v A B FH 3 = 0% 0l 3 5 % 2 5 (Doorn et al, 2016) o PRtk , 5 BB ML 4% 7 it 28155 L F 7]
PLS AN ZEHI 4R IF 18, At 2 5 B 20 N T8 BB AL &% T BETE N 7E A 7E 5 4k 23 2 10 30 2 & L A A i RRAE , 2
SRR AE I AE TN —HLE A(HRD B R Y H 2. 25 k55 HRIH , N TR RE ML A% B 1 & 4R
N 55 D ae Canim 52 Rk 55 51 S 3% 4 55 1 B IR 55 D RE ) L 36 AT LA S B A 2R N HL B (R R M .5l |
Wl /0 I 55 5 R AR T 6 B B RN TR R 4 T A AR ) L T DA s DI R B e IR 55 A 0 10 R bR 1
550k 55 5 i A0 AR e M, 2 B K B S 4 2% (Robinson et al, 2013) o Q0 5K LA T S 4k, 38 7T D)2
HRIMR 55 #fik b iy A UF R R BES S 5 RE.

I3 —J7 L TE MR S B b R RE AL AR SN ALt B A Y ST 80O T L X A AT 5 e AN R BR T
*R%%E’Jﬁl\ﬁﬁﬁfr,E%ﬂﬁk%@%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@%é%%El"J%'\é’ﬁ(Gray et al, 2012; Bigman # Gray, 2018),
H 3 A 23 m A N BR$2 fil, 51 e N2 B AL T 68 0 HRDE LR AR NS B AT 8 19 4% 12 (Jorling et al, 2019) |
J7EE X ML AS AR, B A B A PE A B A T BE A NN 5 UK (Gray et al, 2012) . B X fi AN T
AE 42 BE IR 554 T 10 & 5 RN T 09 PE A 5 0 67 I (Chisato et al, 2022) , 1 H 76 IR 5 & MUK 50 F , L% &
25 oy W R MR B AT H AT R R AN AR B AL L R L2 on ) I X il 5 R BE I 55 1Y BT BE (Visser et al,
2016) .

M2 N TR REH AR AE MR 55 B2 i R — HE AT 81, 4l 7E AR A5 R 9 [R) B A RTRE AE )
R, BN 5 NSEIR 55 B TG, 2R AL B8l 2 45 oy 0 AN B2 2, 1 B S L2, (B R 3X T S DL
WA 5 IEAE AU (Mende et al, 2019),

N T BETE M 55 B30 i 9 I kS 20 B W, DRI e LA O T Al 15 56 35 Ah 58 < 58—  TEF RN A | 2R
SRR RE ML AR AL B T B IE AN #E AT T R S . (HOE AL LA ROR AT e TR A I AL R R
ELRB] ALX — B 24 HORTE R 55 B3 b 9 0 L 2 RE AL A% 19 B 3l i 1 J & 1 > A e o (91 4« 03] A € ) 4 ]
6 23 52 WA J05E 72 Xof 00 AR HIL 38 A 4252 TR o B8R — BB AR 58 T 4 G T UL AL AT e A7 76 A9 BT 2800, (R BN Ak
iE I ARG ARRT D  B  FERER S TR, 28 0 R F S & Sk R 55 Bl
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SN PR B v B LS B0 AT B, B RS S S SR ORGSR, NI, TR A A B IR S SR IR 55
17 55060 02 A 4 32 R IR R AT IR AR 9T o R 280 5T SR IR ML AR B9 SME 26 AR Clig &8\ 6 55 ) , 20 1 -
S iR 55 HL 2 5 HILAS B9 FLSE A G OO, RIVREGE A AR D R0 (Kim et al, 2019), 15 Ik 55 52 8% P B9 HRTH. 5)
USRAFAE 220 o B =, BB AR BE D 1T, FEAS LU 2 DRSS SE Al A S AR T LB e N ZE X L% TR
AE J1 AR, (EL AT WA LS AU AR AR T A SR BAT IE A 1T, A7 I EE 2= 2 ik AHRfih . PR &2
A WF 5T B I AR 3 A TALAS N B AR RRAIE

= B EMEMRRMER

(—) B4R mMER

L (mind perception ) f& 25 WL SR 31 A SR A/ 1 AR BE SR 3 B Ak B R) AL, DL R B i R SZ i
FLRIHE JI, Gray et al(2012) ¥ I R e shPE B2 WA~ 4R 12 . BE Bl 1k (agencey) 75 B fa KO B 27> (4R
WIRA REARAT , R A GEE G012 AR R GEE B TAEE ) o A2 PE (experience) £
PR R S B K BURE T, B 2 R T ASHE A0« A= B R R D VTR VB SRS R A S
U Joi PR AR o SRR s T R T At N R A 23 R S5 Y S LS B0 T 0 B LA A HE O B, AN 4 R 2y
E T PSS b A U S T A SR R 18 R A 7 7R JR% DL TR B ) 0 2 O B R R, 2 i) 572 SRR
HHBE ST (Waytz et al, 2014) . G140, 5 15 (9 SMEFRAE (SR B 455 ) 23 AR L AR 2l M8, 34 ka2
AR (Gray et al, 2011),

(Z)AREBIE

. ATERIBHUAULEMERZEZEE

PN TS B S SME R Ak B %55 N AE )2 T, DL 3l V8 G A5 AR 2 2 T Rl AL g 1
(EHFBENS ,2014) , f B o8 5 1E b S B3 i8R0 T Bo H A oy m i ik 55 S5 . AR5 AHC
FEAE A7 0 — Bl A LAY S5 9 B AT T = AN TR] BE (Aggarwal Fl Mcegill, 2012) , 1] DL I AZEXT R AR 5
e R TR R THE R % S5 AIBE ) (Kim et al, 20195 Zhou et al, 2019),

HRAE B 7R —BORE IRk 55 530 B & 5 55 A 50 AR AR 25 32 5 o 2 % R 55 9 PE A o s U, AR X T
UKV Y HLAR L B LA BT v] BB 23 A B T4 I X0 B R OB ik 55 4 i Oy i s . Rt 4R
ik 1:

PN ALK o % 45 57 B BA E m e, S ARt R s T SR R S AR N R RE L
#r(H1) .

2. BT BY AR

E A RS A B N SR AR N S AR I B, — i 23 AR RE Bl 1 (agency) A2 P (experience )
WIS 2 B2 HEAT VR A RE PRS2 SR 5 HESR TR B AT 58 1R T B BB T 5 1T R 32 VE (experience ) 1 Y J2 858 1]
PR R Bz MR N N A ISR RE T o NSO B TR AR AR 1 R AR A T 4T b 8 AR 55
FE AR N SR AN RE S, A AR AE 23 B0 NS 00 BB AR IR b B o 75 R 551 st oy, JB 2 %o L 2 BB
Bl R AZ R B O 3 T S 2 R e IR S5 AR S X AL 2 SRR . AEATRE SN LS R AR S
15 I BE 3 PE (agency) 5 852 M (experience ) XF T fif B B % X480 A6 N T80 RE AL & A9 326 52 S IR AR o
B,

SRR Y BE BNk 7SR I RE 7 B 3 Ak o AL A PR SRR R R0 S B 3 S A W 1 A D T A A
HETT D S 15 7252 (i LA R A 0 77 Sl /IR 55 o Ao st 2 0, T X 400 A AR AL 25 T 4 Ak 1 7= /R 55, n SR B Dy
Bls A RE WG A O MoK B 26 DL AR 1Y DA ) 72 8 it 25 8 3 2 e, X BIL i 4 14 19 7 it /1 95 o st 3 B 1 o
e 7 R

IR AZ PR AT S A A IR KT B SRR B X L g ) 37 R AN AR T ML 1 D) fiE (Martina et al,
2018) , 1 A AE T Ml 09 #5532 FIAK IR BE Iy Can A Ve CH 3P A 3785 ) o 38 T UL B3kl A SCH ik
2 IR 3

Eil

PN A 22 388 3o A T T B2 B BE S P SR, o T 4 e 0 N TR RE DL A A 4 32 T (H2) 5
PN A 2 38 3o 38R 0% T AL A5 B4 A2 R R T R e 0 TR RE L e 1 2 32 B (H3) o
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3. R A ERIETIER

M0 #8 € (gender role) 5 A= BRI G AT BT 22 5, 2 AR AR 1R 501, ol At 23 MLAE 19— ZR B ] A A A% P AIE A
247 0 5 R SE (Cheng, 2005) o AR, /T LAy D9 5 PR SO0 45 Ao M U7 5 o I R AR RE AR 23O 95 1k
A& (masculinity) F1 22 PEAL (femininity) (X L 246 ,2011) . B ETIRB w41 S H B FR B REILD
2T Sl R SR O = SR = C 7/ s 1 o = T o 11 g d S T I R W K v 1| ISR 4 95 A
i 16 A e T RSB, o1 U B T AR

TE MR 55 Egh v, 55 AL A o 2 O o R IR 45 B AR A B 0 T O s I 55 0 S R R L YRR A s T e
A7 4T85 %5 T R XTI 95 L B 3k i i AR SRR S I O, IR S5 AR A A . AR L g B AL IR 55
I B AR B B (8 M) A G RRAE 7T RE 230 4 32 B IR B9 AR I PIL A 7 A — s By s me . FARTT 2 A R HL
RO T RE SN e 32 R A S I I SO D G RE 7 R 55 P AL B T RE 23 7 A B R Y 4 32 R 5 T Y
VA IR B RS2 M IR R R N R Y e AR R S S He e L . D SRR 4 SRS

F AR A X RE S 89 R A M R B T R AR A BT B A R R I (vs AIRIE PRI AR 10 0K
Ui, FLES A9 S AAL AR AE Cvs R ) B2 2 B0 X8 HIL s 4 E Sl R 2% 80, TG AT B 1 X AT RE ML 1 552 =
JE(H4);

2 AR AR 0 R RS2 PR Y TR Ay e
VR HAT TE [ 98 55 4 1, /I x5
e 2o VA A B & (vs AR L 1R 1R
F ) R UL, BLAS A AL HFAE (vs
AELAAL ) B2 5y B X Bl B I——
I8 S, T A B T AT ——
BREHLE I 2 R (H5) .

AR SCHY PEIS AT AN 1 7R o

Bl AAL

Bl ey E

M. SRt SRS

(— )5t

BIF 8 S 30 I A 2 DI AR 1290 AT B R BE ML AT i G ) B Uk Al | B B AP S
AT 849 i 55 T30 1 B AR T+ SO R OR P U A 5 AR AR 3 3 2 4 T £ 1 R 55 50 bR Y A K
P, 5 J 3E 3 34 2 50 1 A S 50 B0 R A i

(Z)FRAE

IR A5 53 g WA < 5 — 20 AR WACBRE 9 T A R S 280 1 52 S B R 0 O 585 3 8 X B A i S
PEREEAT IR A5 55 44 0 1 A P

H—2 A % Mende et al(2019) 58 1 AL 3 B9 5256 4484, (8] B i 2o 5 RE T 5 195y I it 247 406 04 s L o
B Flyzoo B RET K 55 ) L 55 HLas N BTt ol B M (= 3B B A AL & 558 ) oA 3 BE LA 161 ) JRbF R A 8
SRR (N ARSI AS 45, Al IR T C 288 A AR B IR 5 AL , 8005 2 (7 302 5 8 i 52 Ak 1 7
FLZE TR R AACIEATAT 20, Fie 28 38 1 2 5 di B A QR R 55 LA A ARRLAAR RO I Ao AR B %
AT G A9 B St 6 MR 55 1 o= (R ML I BEAE I BEGR B7 R AR S5 A s R T AR ) |
i ) B B H A 56 M REANT X 6 B IR 55 175 S5O B AS FE AT 00 (3 1), SR 28 2 M AR 3 760 AN [) 19T O IR 55 4%
fil CRIIRBL R A I BEAAE A8 IR ) eI 44 IR 55 B sh A B (R ALE A B 2 ORI o R A
SCF RS B R IR KR MBIy BRIESLA AL X I3 89 A 2P L 32 ) Photoshop B4 K AN T B9 L
o NP AR ] BT 7 57

A1 RS R EEAF

IR 551 5% HIHEALES A NS EY2 % WK B iR,
SEHE (M) 4.95 5.05 3.8 3.43 5.27 3.66
FRfEZ(SD) 1.151 1.166 1.197 1.500 1.104 1.379

73



HAR 5 415 58

B X SR A R AT IR AR R TS 4 A2 MEBRAKE LR
TR N EM . 604 AR A4 WFFT ALy 2 48 iz MNEE () | FHEM) | PRIEZ(SD) | PR 22 I
Jau=! v v g, A4 30 5.467 0.8604 0.1571
(R 4% 30}\)‘,ﬁrumﬁm‘kﬂc%ﬂﬂ‘ﬂwxﬂcﬂﬁkgﬁ ey T 500 EveE 1000
FERE, SRR 58 AR PP A 56 [R) 30T XA LA A H 2 \ ‘
AL A BLAR DT A C B A7, B S — el

R T, 28 4 B 32 4 ik, E M AER 22 % ;%ﬂﬁ{;ﬁ
WA R R RSB R EBAREEE e
(Cronbach «=0.846) , T#; I F 1 (£ 2) L Afb 4 19

ﬁ%‘ﬁ}(MMAZS47,SDM}\=O86)@%%?3F?ﬂ)\gﬂ

. PRI 45
(M 4, =190, SD ., =0.55) , T ¥ 5 19 48 i1 & {H TP
t(60)=19.15, p<0.01, 1F =X 52 55 b ¥} an )51 2 5 3k 3 3
Ji s o B2 ZBHA—NEABA
A3 EBRMA—IRS LT
ff 5 L4 AL

SRR BN AAER S T RS TAECEMAET o ARZHIL | CRIEHLE RS BN R A S AR AT S
#R SR, AT HSAE AN [ B 0 1 AR T i b A AR A T BE AL B . | fFE o N IR RS T EC A T A AR ALAR A B AN PLAR A A7 S8 IR
BLERA | FRATAIAC R DI, Fe i1l LAY AR PR W9 5838 1 C, BT IRIE B | AR, OR T30 DI B3l T 34T, JATTnr 2L A 3 TH 0

A R A T U IR L WAL AES N IR AT Ay BT A SE R — IR 55
IREE |G A BT 7 AT TR T R G B O E 5 VA TUE , AR TOT | I e BRR AR T BEAT R A A BT 1 1, AR5 B
AE TR 2 AL A s )W e AT AT B BRI R 55 i BeAT FT i 2.
1 SR RIS AL E AT W T R B A2 B AR | TR I AL AR AR BLE I S SR A R
T, RS M AR BRI R AR L I YA Hlas AT IR RS

LA AT HL 12 /NI AT DL 52 A 72 /N BT R T R e 2

PRI | PR B 12 /N LU AL 72 /N B S G 55, S0 R S B P

ARV S SRS

(—)ETF oyl NBEIE W& TIE N EEZE

TEZE VP8 I 0 75 25 BE 19 B 45 P B, A SC LA A28 — R A7 H A< 8 59 88 (Henn-na) , LR P B %K
BRI FE A A V8 (Flyzoo) S BFFE X G, 38 2o 190 265 1€ s AR IUBCTE 2 PEA8 , SR R IR0 B 5 16 0 B 2 25 32 3
TR RE B A SO W5 1) B2 1 20 () B3 E 4 o

Bt 23 B K FH P IR 514 KH Coder( H R 2% 2 Koichi Higuchi T 2014 45 JF % (1 SCAS B4 32 9 4 F |, o5 ik
JEPR SCHF H O DU SRR 2 E R F 0O ) o SCREUIE R IR T N A 32 SR R b AR 2T (HE R L 2P
JL VR A PE L K . Booking  Trip-Advisor) , 1 T 2018 4£ i Flyzoo A4 FF b, F DL HL 2018 4F 12 H % 2021 4F- 4
HZ BB . 5%, X B0 T8 U 5 3R BOCR SO R B0 3113 4%, i b [ 8 SRS i) A58 F ) SRS 35 I 37 a8, 52
o)t B o R, KH Coder 38 O I8 A 1) 45 5 55 19 50 > S8 ], = BLALHE - 5 (0] LA A RS R IR 55 .
5 B Bl R RS, R A0 TR 35 A4S A4 TR RE 2 1R W 2 < 44 TR IR e e, R AR TS B PR R AR IR g7
FIAT A 55 55 5 B 75 1) 3 B2 S it B 2 0 ML ke AT )G 19832 504 o B s, DRI I J R B (HowNeet) 1R B AN
TN U (2012) % B A9 )5 PE I8 18R D B A 25 5 DL & B BRI I 09 52 R AR a3 I g () an s B R R
fie Bk R T e .unique . efficient SRR 5 A UG A BT AR GBI B R .strange . terrible .weird .
regret % JH 13 ) o 32 A KH Coder 5

IR TR IR HE AT I AT 4 R4 T RAEAE E R E RS

0 (19.82%) LR (6.399% ) U X1 AL AEAI: 41 ¥ (Flyzoo) 1527: 79.12 5:66/1\ 22.01 TMA\ 8.31 2117

it AT G R AR IE AT L WF R (Hennona) | 713 71.59 151 15.16 23 231 | 996
A E 2R DT BN 42 T SR A 0 X it 2338 | 7671 | 617 | 1982 | 199 | 639 | 3113

AEAILAS AT O 4 1 B3R B LUS 35 T ok 7 21106 19.580° 39.812°

M RN A SR X — IR Ta L, P ARRAR 0.01 Y B2 2

74



W I A - N T REAIL e FEUN A X B 2 i 32 T B ) 52 i

(D)IAR B UAUNMEEZEEN T

1. #HiXEHRIR

WF5E — R WAL a8 N IR 55 L 3 RO KL , B 0 RIS g A A B e 2 R B A W FE AR ) AT IE A 2R
VoA - 2 H A e I 1) R s S S b SRS TR T AL R AR O e 32 B R AT AT L B
Je BLANAL S A R B o L 0D R 1R) 4 116 4 (BLNAL 5943, AR 57 1), B 55 N, bk 61 A3 4F
224,

LA R T 24> I X AL AT H C R AE T X A HLE A B A 2 B Z AT A7 (Puzakova et al,
2013 ) it JB 7% 12 52 7 B8 1 T 2t % Petroshius Fl Monroe (1987) FAFF 5T, £ 45 “ 3 S HL 2% A 1T LA A2 3k 1) Ml
55 7 oR 7 IR B Z XA LA AR BERY IR 55 7 4E 3 AR

K FH Likert 7 155 £ (0T 30, F5 40 725, 356 W0 1004 T JEF A 15 ) - BRI
T % 2 57 75 O =
2. R 50

AL B % (Cronbach o =0.917) . 4 % & & it & &4
(Cronbach a=0.874) 15 & R4 , I AL AR B 3% A A 3
145453 (M, =5.70, M} ¥4 5 SD ,, =0.70, SD 4 ¥ #E 22 ; n= 2
59, n WAL B E S TIEB AL (M 1y, =2.40,8D 4y, = !
0.57.n=57) ,t(114)=26.17, p<0.01, N AALIR A 2 , 3 ELi A A
S I T B BB AT LG T AR S A 0% 8 R 4 2 40 M3 AR A R 6 2R
NAEHE BEALAS (B 3)

(Z)MAR=: BRI H T

T 50N A5 B0 90 1 KL RE b AR ST = SR A BRSO R T R A B IR A X — B
ZHIHLH  AS 50 8 2l P R AZ R i TR A4 R (H2 RTH3) o

1. #it5HRIE

[ A ) 4 3k (ORI 3 e I AR B AR 5 8 5 2 ) 3 o S AR ER I R s S 6 B R B T AR TR G 7 R RS B B
T & AZ M AL FEFT T 40, o X5 T 3N A 56 A AR A AR S 6 1 B[] — > ID (identity document ) {Y 1]
HUE — K7 e 2 A% 1920 A 2Lm 4 (BANAL 97 4y, AELA AL 95 63 ) , 4 89 A, ik 103 A3 4E# 22 4

PUNAL IR 4 2 R R WA SY . RStk R Z S H Ward et al(2013) I AIF T , B8 2h 4 0 45 X
ML N RS 58 WL AR 19 IR 55 3 A8 7 XA HLEs N RB IS 3l F C AT 0 755 6 A I 5 8% A2 PR A 436 X N L
NI BB XAHLEE A AT DU 2 Fe 2 15 P07 5 7 A MBI, SR Likert 7 s i 38, 4520 i = 0 I AR
F LA R RE S R P

WAL ¥ 56 H 2% (Cronbach «=0.916) 3% 57 &= J& # ¢ (Cronbach «=0.950) . fig 3 14 & % (Cronbach a=
0.893) J&Z M4 & 3% (Cronbach @=0.8900) {5 F& R 4f , AN 4L 945 53 (M 4, =5.45,SD ;,, =0.70,n=97) . 3 7 T3k
PINH (M 4, =2.56,8D 44, =0.66,1=95),1(192)=29.5,p<0.01, LA ALEEI AT 8K

2. RO

PUNACL (M, =5.63,SD 4, =0.89,n=97) A B % 32 B S8 45 40 b ¥ K TAEMAALAL (M 4y, =2.97,SD 1y, =
1.08,n=95),:(192)=15.04,p<0.01, FF- I UE BT AAL A9 2800 1 25 . R & AP A1 5 Bootstrap {2 (Model 4,
WE FEAS 5 5000 ) K 5 BE 20 M RS2 P 1 A RN, 4 AR % 1 R AT SR A AR R (TR R AR R
A BEAR BT AR 2% B8 AR 5 45 R | bt

. = A B 25
G5 UL S LA B % 45 3% 3 B I RS hARERE
N e QA AHHE (Estimate) | FRUEIR(S.E.) | P |95% E A5 X [
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The Impact of AI Machine Anthropomorphism on Customer Acceptance Intention: The
Mediating Role of Mind Perception and Moderating Effect of Gender Role

Yao Yanan, Sun Wengqiang, Lii Xiaojiang
(School of Management, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300387, China)

Abstract: Al (artificial intelligence) is changing service encounters and improving service productivity. Humanoid service machine is
more stable than service employees, and more adaptive than SSTs (self-service technologies). Field evidence was provided through
data mining based on online review in study 1. Experiment materials were designed based on real hotel service interactions in two pilot
studies. The main effect of machine anthropomorphism on customer acceptance intention is verified in study 2. Mediating effects of
agency and experience Are Explored through survey-experiment from mind perception perspective in study 3. The moderating effect of
gender role was explicated in study 4. Results show that Al machine with anthropomorphism is more likely be accepted by subjects in
hotel service interactions. Based on mind perception theory, agency and experience have parallel mediating effects on the relationship
between anthropomorphism and acceptance intention. Masculinity has no significant effect on the mediating mechanism of agency.
Femininity is a mediated moderating variable,, which has negative moderating effect on the relationship between anthropomorphism and
experience. Therefore, subjects with more femininity are less likely accept anthropomorphic machine through experience. The
contribution of Al machine anthropomorphism is amplifed in service marketing, the application of mind perception theory is broaden,
and the potential negative effect of anthropomorphism is supplemented. Practical implication for the Al machine design and the
utilization of anthropomorphism are also provided.

Keywords: Al(artificial intelligence )machine; anthropomorphism; acceptance intention; mind perception; gender role; data mining
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