2N T TE R RHUNL R SR = Y

AN

BAL k=, HyE?>
(1. b3k B4 Em Jhi 100871; 2. BAB T A THEHESR, EEBNAKK)

i E AL (anthropomorphic design ) ZE AHLAC B HIEARRIH 25 2RI H . AT L2
41 (kindchenschema cuteness ) ¥t $& i 7EN AR B R GE PR A i 5T I0 2 AT LU0 2248 B I X R G858
AL, B LR ELR, AT IO LR E AP X RS AR R, IR S0 A
X IR R G ST B T RE A o A SO R BORAN 115 B R GEMNACBTH IR xR R N R B4 25 11, BRI ek 4
X2 ATEEREWFROI, IR T X 28 R IR F AN BRI SE R

KR o, WARSG, LR, EREE, BRSNS

HESES C931.6

1 3IE

WNACBT RGN FELE I | S, R sl SR AE IR T 25 2R R e R A
BOTE R RGP ERM R T2, IR R R BRI “JE/NE" | A EERTE S )
T CEERL” MBREIIIRHLER A /KT A XA REAEAR AAIE S . A i s A
Stk S P AT AL A A DEARBETE AL TR RS B R G B AL B P AR 1Y
SO, AU RS RED Y R R G T RIERHE RS SRR A R G P I
AEBETE AT LA F P R Bt o 1 T S0, AR P X R G (AR R Gl P o A i P e 42
O R e R4

SR, BT & IS B RGBT RO 22 BB 4 (9 FLARFRE IS
B, WAL NG HAET | e e st TR S iy AR R R 4 L
AP UNER GRS . EEZH N RSP, UAIER N OGHRHE CRdd] ., Ak
A ) RO ETERR M NMIE R B 225 B R — . AU, A8 R A
25 A C i s A R R (e M1k, AR ST ATE R A IS R AE A T
RAWIIE

WNCE R RAERE TR E Uy =3, BG4 . MR . S AL R 2R AR S

* JEETH . EEARBEIEHE (71472009 ),

WEEE . Bk, JEa KBS AR R #4% . E-mail: qiu@gsm.pku.edu.cn,

@© WAIES: (avatar ) BEAT UGS ALEREIIEREE A Y B 3 LB 300, o] USRI I A B N TEAL B ASC 4RSI 3L
2 S Zi=E

79



80 ERAFSMR F£24418

PES L VEMIE S, RGBSR FITE LM RGN BRI o A SCHE SO S 2 A AAE A
T 05 B REAERE RS T PR 2 5 IR MAVESR T S S mE AR 4.
FATHE S, PR 4 B RAE NE S A REAEHAE F 2R E 2SS, X FEERA
NATTAE B AR 16 o Bl LA AR N S R AN R TR AR, T S B 08 ok B2 A= 16 TR g A
PRAs B AW RINHE R RGN B Hem >, R — AR B LA RGN, P
AT A2 B 40 LEIEAN J7 s H e 0 B R RPE o SR FReE T A 2 Ee T R
BAL01 JL AR S NULRIA T R R AR 25375 & AT g et i g1 % AR BEJET ( care-taking ) FIE Al
(bonding ) 158, 12455 (social engagement ) '™ A Sl 4l BEE B FHAE AMLAZ HHFFE
FE LR AR RN ALTE AR 04 TR0 PRI 2 i . seAh, b B2 s id 1B, B4
PEAEXT 2B I BARE S T BEAEAE 2257 o oA L B P oA Qs A G S o ol gl ™), 3o i s
W S SRS R, ARG T S0 R R

AL, PG B RGN A RCR A T 25 0 A G BT . A SCE OO0 T — M il
PGS —Y 25 IR B . BRGNS 2T WA R . 15, MEER
BRGM R ILT sk, EA22h P ORI sl s, BRI, 8 AMLAS . B AR 56 SCik
e, T AR SR AT 2k 2R R ol it P AR B S A AR O 45 R A5 R DG A
TR, ALK A RS S, A o B S A O st a] UA RO/ i e vk B Oy i s R Y
W, SETETHSERIRTIE R, AT T Al A AR R R LA R 2 — R, [ e
PO A AR F R R, XA 515 B ARG AR R BAR I e . ik, FRAOTRERC T XMk
FE Y SO RS ST TR R

FAR S, ASCHRE VR IR R . OES ARG B s i Aghig oo E 2 &n]
VIS R A 0 A0 X JRR R 2R 49 I e P B TS M 7 (3 X — A FH A ML S AT 47 DX R &
o 32 B FENE FITE N A A 22 S DR 2R A 54 T 2

FEPOR, FATE X 515 B RGN ACB T RGBTV OG0 SCERIEA 7 R, I Al b 4
SRR, Hk, NALREIT SRR, JRCREIE A ras R, Bn, BES AR SCHFSE B BRSNS
e Tk A H R PR

2 XEAEm

2.1 BEREZFHBALIRIT

5 R RGBT AT LAE I3 20 tH22 70 4R, 5 B RS AL T LUGE L SN L 1T
R RS BRTREIY, A T RE AU BRBIER, SH3CF . IEESFR
JEIAEAM: LR s £ 2 P B P A i 6 A S ok 5 P A SSSe R Bl
WFFE R, FE05 B R GOR ARSI AT LAE R P 5 R G Z I ikt 252 o 27 i Fl P oR A
NBRBEHE R 7S R G AT H Y HE RS, PO RGN IR TE 2, I HA
SRA R PRI, i FLRBER T R G i B

WAk, BFFEE KB, WNACTE G SN T Rk B2 B i P UL R SR b o lan,
JH P S Al e A 5 VIR RIS 5 B ARDC R AR TE S0 IS, P R SRR ATE R A
FRAERHEWT RGMTERE . BN, A LB B AR S, F P R ™, SALES
(PR BHE T FR AR R, P A R G R K,
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AR P AT GET AR, B SCRR RS TAUALTE R AR R 50 R D . 78
PIIRSETANACTE QBT RE L 7 T B S, PR E R PR R LB FIER E A DK
L ERPRCE R GEC Y H SR 0 AR S 5 SRR T oA 1 1 TR BRER.

22 @E'E(D

TERNAE L BRI 2R 7T, A SCEE s ORI 5 BRI ALTE G0 P RN 2, T
P B 25 53 0T LU S PRIESR fRR . 4 X — MG bl Lorenz!™ #2110, FHILIMETS— R 511 %24)
JLBIAM AT AL, XS A HE R ] . RIREE . R S S 27 — AR B 5 1
B 2N UL R 2 B TR, R BB R 4 i L

OATRE I8 A 2 3 i 4™, S i 4 mT A B 3 A R R B A TR LR . O T A RO
B RRMNMLZBEEN, A5 AKEN N2 E b B g ik 7 2A B F A
REMIAMADY S b R SR, SRR RAE S IR L R AR, BRI E O Rk
FERERUS 2 ZE AL P A T B 2 B, A TR S AR R A R I T AR IS R M A5 B
R, & H AR A5 v A AR e M

NATTREF 4l ) 4 A 5 BR T4 X B2 4 LR sh W S A i ids, A gl oo 2 i AR AR iR IRl A
WS R AN LA, BN, E-REELEBT F, PA R4S AR B S5 4 i RRAE ) K2 BRUIR
AR 2L A SR, Al U 5 15 A AR SR B A T N A R RR S R g
R POV S oy A B R R 4 i R

NATTXF &Iy 19 s AR A 155 28 I AN FN PR P AN 7 1T o FEAG 26 ) N, 7 1T, 4 25 LMt B
Bz B 20 i, 24 AT BB LRE, SRR AR S RIS ER LI £ B shle4s s BRI
AL S X R A, IR AT & O R A L Y, (A5 (tenderness ) [
FMFEE (empathy ) P2 X P50 1E & 36 TASRE RS 25 2L 0, £B0R SRR E SR 3 B AT PR
IATHSER A A B TS 8, AATXE T4 A E 2 AR . AT Ak 4l &
AR ESS , X R O B AR B LIEA T A e S A E M B, NIk, AT
HE I MK 28 5 B AR SR 58 A S sz 5 E e R A — B M. filn, AR, K& e i AR N A bk
PN HEAR AR A R EL AN . IS2 L (EAS5 M, dafomif A1 21 teah, Sigie g ar 5 45
FIE 7100 S 5 4y AR 56 BT S5 B0R AN TR AT R TS Aot Il A SR v i i
NGy B Al W T A AR AR T . BN, AR R B PR e AR R A W Ak T
R0 i B R T G AL BT 7 B B AR B b T A e S

3 WRERSRIR

3.1 WA THHTEXNRMAREREN M

PR RE SRS R T, ARXERE R T RGBT A SRR DM A & R . X
TR R AT AR R GEH A AT BEVE R R , 3 vl DA% B8 i 5 A -5 TP A 58 iR bt
Xt P A5 EE AT R BT I, AN RGN sl TR A . 4 ok, A PR 4w s

O FHIWEH “85” (cuteness ) XMV FE R 5% LIEE (kindchenschema ) A3 HI4EAL, (HE WA FSE 4 HA R FI8RE4 ( whimsical
cuteness ) [, F5—Fl “EBAE By BRFIA B BR IR 0 AR SCRIFSE AL B 4
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THOCERAE R GE BRI 23 A ey 520 TP X 8 e AT

O, FE—PNEFE S EREIEIERE SR g (s, A, I
0i%) Hss™, R GRS (kg B0 E B e R IR S ) ik AR
S 5 T IR B F AL S F 0 22 I 06 F ok A H AL S A T4 (R
52 308 s 488 12 ok 1B AL B AL TR SRS SRR SR WS R B, AT R VR Y 3 A k]
T, whb AT RE e Y. RO T DA P B A AR L A AR AL B, E B R T AR B
TN R BR G ILh BE G H A B LR AMREE (A5 B AR BB K4S . K] A
g ) FeA T AREAE (ISR B5 %30 ), IR 2 HOoR AT B2 R G0 5| Jk o i R i &l o),
NI & P T 0% 350, B T P P B R B

HeAt, AAEPEO A R ZE T A T RIS 23 sh AR R filan, AT TE # A AR HEHLER A 5
ABHEE, BTG FAC AR RIS DR S RIBLER , AGTEE 2 5 S A0 esh, A e 2 75 I i
I, PR R AR AR A A B BN, B LE K AR, AR 2 AU RS B IR R SE B
AR, BIERAT S EA S It B A LU R R . BAEPPAS AR U R RR [ A R, FeAi 1At
SR UH A AR B PEAG R v, o X LASURUX SE R IR o RIS 2l LA AIE S B T30 A5 30
P A E AR ORPE I R GE, AP A D) O R G A B R

Zi b, FMIFEH M.

Hy: UL R G 4l i Bt oo AE R GE BT I Al LASR i P A9 D

255 8 B U A AR SE I T A B, AR AR RS SR, A R REA 5 e P A R DR ) AU RS, il
AT DA R 55 Rt A B G T2 0070 R G0 R AR AR, SR P A SRR S AIR, AT 2
B LA SR AN A B S TR A TR T B R A, N TITRAR AR, R e 0 B A o A 2R P ) i A A
w, AT R 252 RGBS RIRER, M0 S AT T AR GE D RE R SRR BLSE 24507 R IE R R GE
PR, ZRGEH A T I ) SRRSO L P AT B A o rh AR A {BGR

Hy: RGEHETIT, FP A It B nT DL SO 22 48 i i (9 1 R FE

ARG EIRTHE, At o R AL BRI SOAT AR P B TR O, O AT S = S,
Al DI TR PR, 2 R R RORCR TR DR . AR R SRR N, P SR B
DRIGSCTE, Il HAE RGPS T B o5 AOACER, AT e 28 2 it B 22 T B3R 1 A o R 2R 0 Jo o 3 i )
TR I, FeIse DU k.

Hy: RGN, WAL RGP BB ol LS @R R e i 19 T R

Hy: P I JEURUR A E A i B O (1 _Ea R i ke R A AR

3.2 tEFRATIER

LT IC R AN I A RE 52 B — S MR 28 S R GRS, o el BB 2RI N R . i
OBAEIHR ST R B, LobEAE 3R E R AR T AT i) ) 5 2 R VR RORS %, DRt At L T
G PN UK ERS SRR A, Lo VX A A SO e B B SR EL. A, Lobmaier 45
R VO M A 3 B L TRTS  4h B R AEY s Glocker %8 % B, 4 BEOE 51 K Lotk B S W] 1
SR, IR T 2 iR 27 R SRR AR R, Lo He B G S R,
Al Nt el RES LA D) IO A A B AL RR AR R G . i, BT dn F #RE 1k
B,

Hs: AR GE A A4 i SO0 00 T 10 R B A s i 2 2 TP PRSI AR/, ot 2ok
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FHP B0 HES 54 P B e 2%
ARSCHIFFTRE LN 1 R

FH 5
I \ N - JRA R G TR
HFiiorR S TR
K1 s

4 WRDE

4.1 LIt

ASCHSER RN R (ghigfeidtoog . . A) ARSRiit. ROPE T — MR
SLE R . WO I RS RIAMSE AR5, BIGETHE & B — BRI
XAMESS B AR, T AT DL OR R G B DRI, Bl e Xt R G0 A W A AT 45

XTI B0 R AR O i SO Z I R SR ALE R M T AR SEEL. gk 1 PR, AT
IRIERE T AR IS ME R Al I B P AN SR A R IE R s Ah, SR Bos TR L Ad ]
PRUEACAA , 17552 6 2 DUk T S HA ) L2 T 55 KUK O DU 25 1A

F1 EHENEIE ARG RG]
LS AVIEN R CRA) S (4 )

Y

BALIES
S AR 12 KA RAR =% 22 RERE
S ARR: 8 KCRAE AeE RR: 8 NERE
ARG Tk KpE Rk 21 IREARTE x8E Rl 22 RERE
K IACH: 9 KD RAF #£eha WAH: o MERE
J(%EWJ E&E (k{%ﬁgil}& %@iﬂ EQ%: y/’:ﬁ%ﬁ#&m

FEIESLIR AT, FA T Bk B IR XS S0 B A 2 37 802 1 B, Afi]
AR Y 4 T ZEL R S 36 2 A P B P R ), SR (125 “fRne 1 LT b A9 A A AF 1 sk
eZ/% 7, IR 7 R BE IR E B AA 2R R (CAEW AR /AR R & )7
PRI BRI 2 K51 010 (SRS AR A WS )" SRR, SRR A
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MNCTE G 09 S8 AN 1% i B K TR 4 ( mean m0.=27.38, mean pus=8.51, p<0.001), HLENEL
e A AT 2 (' mean muw=4.51, mean mu%=5.70, p<0.001), {HPEEBAEE] J] FAGAE R E 2
5t (mean mar=4.59, mean nua=4.95, p>0.237), WMHIARYLEREEH], FATENALTE 09415 F1 /2%
Mgl AR R AR, T ELEESR TP ARSI Z AN S ) R 225

42 EFR

TN BT TS b3 K P, 0l R GE o AR I . SO R GE iR Y B A 1
aof HER T PR P AR R G T T S AR I R R G A Y B R B I Neelson 4P B 5E
JEL U R ) Pronk ZFCOIBETE o I M REER A 7 R R LRI, 1" fRFEH 7T 1 12,
‘77 REFIEW BT BIE ), BB 2,

*2 MEITAR
s IR

BRI, AR AR 2R g anfal 1412
(1) HE% G /AR5 1E m

BARSRR (2) A R Bk
(3) A AR AR W=
() B e R R T (BRAaes)
— (2) ST BARAMRDR, RSB RGN (R 2 )

(3) RREMHZRGRA 2 E?  (— S WA EAR " E)
(4) PRIEAFE N EEVSE UG R 2 H ey (— A J/AR R 1)

43 KBUHERSLERRE

SEEAE E N — TR A R B AT . FRATE i AR RS A AT HERE FIFEARL A BBS ( bulletin board
system, HLTAEGM) ARG, —3E5ET 77 foFA A IESINELE, B AR 25 S 4 Ak
TSR, XL E R, ot el 54.54%, IR N 21.8 %

LT RIG , SR RENL A Fe B0 s st g A, R R Se ik L s R A AT 45 . s Al
FSZHAH IR RGBT (AR BB ALTE R M TR o, HANEEeHE,. EaERIEST, 8
IRAR T S e — BBk, RGBS E WSS EEIR 7RI BB R A BUSTUR . BIARAT 55 R BB LR
T BT A B A AN R, SRl O L H AR ] — A BRI A e T TS5 RN IE A, e ZE TR
R HA S HA R RUEERIER R, REA B 245 R IR T . 55 —40 1T
b, B MR SHOE R R (BAESE AT S, RESHUSAES 5 M I R
W7, ORI Z Gt B B A RE e BT 55 o R R B R G A T
BRI T SE R, T T4 e o sAT 5 i a] B e A B OBUR D IR 20% 19K 2 5 3838 1T LRSS
TCRRAN LA 2D o X REAOT LA B TR B A 2R G0 R At 0 6 ST Y A I i b ) R AR
AR o

B8 — AT 55, B B R AR P, I =2 () A 2 (BRI Ry X SN R S
JEE R R AR B B . ZESEREE RN S S, A T A e TR R R A R — e A
GtEE . ZEEHIG, AR & AR A 38 0058 B A8 55 19 B SR 25 1T 20% & AR
VOEATIR
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5 HIEDIER

51 HiR&ZitHEE. WEKRE
s

3B TSR TSR
x3 HAUERHER

JEa B ETTAY BN RGBT | IR AR RGBT ARG T R
SEH AT | Bl | A A R
¥E PRt 2 ¥fiH FrifiiR 2 ¥ P2 ¥E PR 2
% 18 3.639 0.967 4.407 1.306 3.593 1.033 0.815 1.189
LA « 20 4.050 1.395 3.967 1.194 3.533 1.317 0.433 0.925
it 38 3.860 1213 4.175 1.251 3.561 1.176 0.614 1.061
5 17 4.647 1.748 4.000 1.125 3.725 1.276 0.275 0.615
W E-S 22 4.546 1.397 4242 0.960 4.076 1.243 0.167 0.747
At 39 4.590 1.538 4.137 1.028 3.923 1.253 0.214 0.686
5 35 4.129 1.472 4210 1.221 3.657 1.142 0.553 0.980
it 7 42 4310 1.401 4111 1.074 3.817 1.292 0.294 0.837
it 77 4.227 1.427 4.156 1.136 3.745 1.221 0.411 0.908

ok, BATNAS &I T TR RS R . B uEt: N A i 45 R AnR 4 o e DU 1
FIPRMER T ER I BUR TF 0.7, PR AVE #8KT 0.6, RAEFRNERES NHE . Irats
Y Cronbach’s a Z%UF1 CR ¥ KT 0.8, FIHHEERBBGEGHIGE

x4 RIESEFAWMRNE. FERBRER

Liafri ) 5 T P Cronbach’s a CR 1 2
qualityl 0.852
1. ARG R PR quality2 0.899 0.873 0.912 0.881"
quality3 0.892
forgivel 0.773
) ) forgive2 0.659
2. BRI 0.826 0.879 -0.280" 0.805"
forgive3 0.872
forgive4 0.894
UMK ZEL, H p<0.05; ~MURXNAIER AVE 19F 7
5.2 {RIZHST

FATRFIME 2 )7 2243 H7F1 Hayes JF & 1Y SPSS 2% Processl® A6 I 4 IR 5 . 7 25 43 B 1 235 R
ks Fon . FEHIERRES, AP EAHROTR MR RI T &R (mean pw=3.86,
mean nua=4.59, p=0.012), H 1383 HF. Ak, WA SR e R e E g E s E/ERA B

(p=0.409 ), BiEHZME P XTGBT o B RO A L B A sRE0, Hs R4S 2508
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x5 HESWER

DT ARG TR T R
AR i
FH pfa FAE pfa
FOLTER 43 IV 6.637 0.012 4.051 0.048
Ll 0.048 0.827 1.216 0.274
KR ITER x Il 0.690 0.409 0.449 0.505

PRI R G TR ) R R B 225, SRR RS R N R
ZRTHEHI4 ( mean 15.=0.61, mean nux=0.21, p=0.048 ), ULBH RS H 55X P BEM BT hl ) £ 1T 52
WAE oA I R MR G P2 TR A%, Hy 1581505

B2 ok, AR Process F2J7H Y Model 4 SR8 56 I tat 8 SR 7E D 1501100 356 T 28 A BT R 48
R R TP 2 TR AVERT L SR bootstrapping BEHHE 10 000 ZHREAS T 3500 B AR 95% &
R W 2 Fin, TR EAHERA R G0 1 T R EEAEE T 52 m (f=—0.178, p=0.014), H,
1RENIHE AN, TR A RON REW 95%EAE XA 0 [ 95% Cl= (-0.297, —0.015) ], #£
FEH T R R RSN 2 S, SO0 R RS R G0 R RE AR B A R i AR AN 3 (=—0.289,
p=0.121), XU RS2 T8I R RA RS T 1 T R S EH . Ha 152
X HFo

0.735™ —-0.178"

\\\x W RS G

AN aa I N o
B RN = -0.289 TREREE

IR0 = -0.152"
(CI1=-0.297 ~—0.015)
K2 h oo
#*FR p<0.01; ns FRGRALH

6 g

6.1 HFHREZE

SEYRAEIRAEN], At ICER n] DL 3 G 2R G0 A I A SRV, HLIX— 1 FE
TR AR FISE B, EABGIESS 1 SCHR A48 21 5 4y i JEORTnT BE R A 16 25 S, B B E 1 It X
TGl Z G0 B A S A P S B A AR A

A, Hs BARRISCR, HPERDFBA R BN AT, X —45 R8s Nl fE
P s OSSR N AR R R, WA B &S AT BER i AR B R I 2
A2 B BB TT R 7 A AR PSR B 26 R . QA B 2252 SCIL R R 52, 4 Cho 458 %
B [ 91 21 7 SR W G T 3R HE S Y g SO U i T AR W SO R U
A7 O S i SR B T R 4 SN T C 2Rk B TR L M KR o XA
JERAR 23 e S 4 /N e ANt NBEA Bl b AT i Gk A W AR o e 6 B DAy 45 BRI Bl P Sl
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ASSCWFFE A FE TUBK SR B A . o, DR TR B RS NALE SO
TN LM RA SR R R, 20 TR AR 5. AT A BN T
XA H. i g EIE R MBS, BATEH, R AEIER ST X4 #R LA
ARG A RPN S R sy, (A B AS RS, AT 5 Tt i =L i R 48, Hix
FEA A A AFAEPES 2257 o KSR B A58 15 SRS UR A & T LT BUA BF5E

Hk, BATE UL NHA B iR S AMFERENZ BT, FHH BRI
GUAF IR FFIEXT O RGN  TAEK, PRREE B — U RN S A, B XA R IET H
AR I8 SCA BT B — A2 02 SR MR s ki, BIERTA IR, 6T CBT B
DU B 20 B | T8 B SRR I A4 R 27 SR, 7R (R B RS E AR R A IR . ASOR
SN T gl RS, I e T HAER ARG B RGP N, A A58 4l iy B
25 OS2 R B TR A SEUEAR D

W, ASCE RGNS, T TR S RGN IR . FETRAL B — Rl AR LR 1Y
FRAGN YR, EREX—RE T SR AN T ILAX D . A T ETERR T A
(9175 KB/ BT X ke P RS AV L (R 20k 25 T4 B IR, RS E R gt HOGHE T i
Ut A 15 R TR Ao VA e LA (4 ) R RS T X R 5 Al A S 5 P A
FRBATE, ATRIBETE AL AR5, INSSE R A 5 58 T TR 00 4 M R AEAE R 4t
X—FEEY S P ITERIAIERVER] . tesh, FeNTdor iR 55 & B A SR 55 S W5 ARy BEE A% A 1)
FRAGHTE T, B T IRGUSA BT o

6.3 LEET

AP TE L E IR A SRS o B, PRREE N TR R LR, S ISR AL
TGS RGO AR Z BN . FATIOFTEA R RN, RGBT A e M AR BRI 5 13
Sirp N5 I AZ B BTICER, N8 P FE 38 BV BRI AN 4, (2R, s =
FAF o AR S i SN LN B2 )7 sCBEHERE  AE A g R A R0 e SRR, SotEdes e
FIEF, AFBOTOCR ML 2 al fE P X RGLIRE A TURHERT, NI A S B S L
FIWT

HK, TE5 LS i B STk R, BT A B IR MR 22 5, RIS VXS T4 g et
TCR WU S T . XA B B BB A T RS ARG . a0, R RAEBLT ™ iy, S AEsE
XL PR il PR Z BB e R o (HIRATRIBISEAE SRR, SR YA 2 88O EIF A
TEREZES . NI, BRSO B o B R B RGP M o, it W nl LI R U N 4
BAILER . MR, XA TR IS A 5 LT R IESE

6.4 HMRERERKHRTE

ARSI FEEAFAE—BEJRBR o H—, AU R T8 A AALIE S, LU fdt A AL
S ) DAL P ARK I RP R B0 R o AR BIWITSEIE v] LS BB T OC R AR, Anih =5 XS MG+
FHIESE. 28—, AR P OCRAT T — MRG0 BRI AE T, RGN A 2
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AFREE, &SR ZEHIMARK . JEZpT 58 T LR P HAB 52564 5570 Hh B 3 s 0 B W SE 4l it
PP R SRIE . 55—, AU I T s R S AER . HEIERFE L LR et 2id
MTRLERFE Y5, A UEAEREM TP IMAMNERFRLRNEE, IS8R TIUNALIE S 4R
X PR N ABIEST . S0, ASCHRTERAT T S8 B S SL i B Sk, BSOS MR R, Jagk
WFFE AT DL BRI SE S B sl A SR SL B0 RO BIF 5 07 12 AR PSR 4 R M ML
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The Effect of Cuteness Design on Perceived Quality of Anthropomorphic Systems

CHENG Yue', QIU Lingyun', CHEN Fangyuan2
(1. Guanghua Management School, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China; 2. Faculty of Business, Hong Kong
Polytechnic University, Hong Kong S.A.R., China )

Abstract  Anthropomorphic design has been widely used in human-computer interactions. Anchored on the
Kindchenschema theory, we propose that integrating cuteness elements in an anthropomorphic system can influence users’
perceptions of system quality. The results of a laboratory experiment revealed that perceived cuteness can indeed reduce the
negative impacts of system errors on perceived system quality and this effect is mediated by users’ willingness to forgive. This
study not only extends the research on avatar design in anthropomorphic interface by examining the factor of avatar age, it also
enriches HCI research by introducing the concept of cuteness. We also discuss the practical implications of these findings for
information systems designers.

Keywords Cuteness, Anthropomorphic system, Error message, Willingness to forgive, Perceived system quality

1EE '
B (1994—), Zo, JERURSERAE AR A BFSETT o9 ABLAS -5 807 bR 4H



YR TTRNUAURGERBRRRENZINHAR 91

E-mail: yuecheng@pku.edu.cn,

s (1976—), 9, b REFOCEEM =R AR, LA, BRI MRS . W
HETT N . AN SR FF R G55, E-mail: gqiu@gsm.pku.edu.cn,

BRIl (1987—), 2, I T RS TR/ B B, phoe i 2o 3, I o 1
S5 EALEE . AL SE . E-mail: fychen@polyu.edu.hk.



