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C VAR A SR, VIR 710049) CIEHE R4 &b, JLIT 100084)

wmOE

At — £ 5| AL B fn 0 BLIUINRAT A S AE AR AEHeiE . AL ERFHET R xR ok ah b,

EGEEMT —F K4, BPRT L HAUS, HAETRESEH. TLH. RAFFAMLE, BATXTA

1134 80 84 Bedo R TG B AL MR 2R X — PR R A A5k,

T3 ZBARGY SAE M B 2T R 2IAR . @ idsf

— AP FIEH R R, AAAFH SR EBRILE N Geib KM, RAFHRI). BAGRIEL.
Bl A ) AT A (e iz B X IR AT B, ARARTHE—FIRTAGEERA L B RG X Z A,

X W, TE&; MAk; Eik HE
%S B84
1 3|8

IR — A T AR RA BTG, R XA AR
TIPRE K, RO X AN AR SO ARl (Yu et al,
2016). Wi fF hy—Ff SCAL (WP /NARSCAR) 7R AR
L VLT 72 W2 S e o8 R e el
XEERYRIL . BT BT IR A BOE S MR R E A
BR T NATIAEAT S 0 2% b AT V) 188 58 I I 1)
bt e “BXA AR TIRA/NZ TN L
M, BRI E T AC Rz, A
IR TTR AT W N SR & S P S E A ]
FLTE 25 T2 R B B W) R R, kS
— PSP I WUEROR B AR RS
E DT BRI B — 5 R At 2w, RO FEAR
ZeRLIE AT DU S R AR B . AN AR BETE],
TTBAF- L 284525 Fh 2 BE 0 <l BT AL FL, 7R3>
RVIE SO AR EL, 1 AU — Bl AL, 5 — o
3t Ha, BigEsEriE? HAk Ik
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“B”AUBLICTY Cuteness, i)t 3 0 Bl N
“n] %>, Cuteness BAFMER . LIFEM IO
B 51 71 (Merriam-Webster, 2018), # 19%) 42 5 AE
W51 AT £ /9 7+ &= (e.g., Cardenas, Harris, &
Becker, 2013) “Bf 1A & PiANE 2518 B4R 43
AHARL, {2 R 3 i 1 B (%) X0 A 1< ml 22 v] LA
HIE NN B, w2 58 2 5F 6T A
MBS, B S FRATE UL — A/ N Eh iy sl — 14
SRR E R, LB EIRATR AN EMB AT
WA, W, SR, ERIEE, RXEL 2017). B9
& X5 H T E Y e SR 9 RR S T “cuteness”
PSR 8 U IEIE, R B 4K “cuteness™ 1 1] 1%
el Zr, HARSCHERE T R R B AR BT 5 R AR
R B VR SRR T SCRRE . B AR LS
fRYPRASAHIE . B, B ((UECTE ) ). I
IR d R S 2 R, SRR Z I
Ji RIS B iR 2 T E S B, AL
R AR ) K ZE T R B Y R A, e ROR
B30 (CALig- A4 D). ok, WIEFIAT i (&
BT OB R d AR <l R AF BT,
A BIBR T AEshi Z b, i85 g 08 250,
VIEASN T2 NS G A2 )5) - 1
X — I A L2 HAREE S0k T S,
T H AR 535 %E ) ACG (Animation, Comic, Game;
B, (B YRRV 38 2 A R A
DIRTRE M —FERE 22, BARELEE
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SCBEBZ AN T & SN, BB BXTGAAH
JABRT ACG iR M, MRy RE—T4Y)
AN AT BN (R, EIBVR, 2014), [HI,
B A SCRI 5 S/ NAROG, (R 2 I8 45 10 LAE A&
AR T X — R

2 FARVERE

S miE X EME R&EAR, ¥
(cuteness)TE2AAR AU E CARXTTE MW . B IX —HE&
Iie i B M ) Bl W o7 5% BRE 7 7 - 3% 1€ 2% (Konrad
Lorenz)#2 8, LIRSS — R 5 i 0ok J8 0 i) 22 L
HMREAT N RRIE (Lorenz, 1943), X — LI T4
2 LAY RE ri B B s R G, ot mT DL g
B AL e AT AR E R P UL < 4 g
(Kindchenschema cuteness). X4y, &AM
AR BWHAESR, UEMFEHMA L, #
AW N B = T LR AL, B2
1A 118 ST AR R A 5 < 5 /N /N B8 B S 1 L 15 7 K
S R RHRAE . ARG A TS, BIR R 1/
7 USRI afESE (W 1), Rk, AT
FHEF T T — LA AL, WAk o R
b2 1 ) o DS AN e A N ] 1
% (e.g., Hildebrandt & Fitzgerald, 1978, 1979a), i
BT 4B SO bR X Se B LR TE, B AT
Xof A~ SR YRR BE SRR KRR BE I 32 3132 51

PRBEILFRE AR R RE I . — SR B 5T R AT 28
A AT R R R 9 228 LB (Kindchenschema,
baby schema)®#J¥, 454 & 302 L B =X 0 # Re %
% & AR B 8T (Alley, 1981; Borgi, Cogliati-
Dezza, Brelsford, Meints, & Cirulli, 2014), %401
Alley (1981)4 BUTE 245 Ho A SP S5 4R iE AN A2 11155 L
T, AN AR A7 28 1 Y Sk AR AR AR B L3k
) 5L BB 9 A AATTAT B A9 )8 K . Hildebrandt Al
Fitzgerald (1979a) 22 JLI& F-1E st Bl &
PR AE . &Sk /NS5 T R T e A S5 W A 1 43 4
&; Glocker 45 A (2009)fd FH 7 1 5 A S 8 fb 45
)L R i 2 LIRI R B, AR EGHIE T A
AT Ay v B2 L P X o T30 s 453 ) LR ATG 22 LR
A A2 B AR A L) B #5; Little (2012)38 i %
Yol A LA FRAE R, e TR 2
TN EIL. MAEZETY, AR <2 LK
LN B o Ak, 3R 5T 3 W1 B J LA AE %o
ATV (5% iR R, LAZE T 0l LIHRTE
PN ZE 2R, AN AR 1% 1952 W (Hildebrandt,
1983).

Br T 4 LAAh, RSk 4 T i
JyHh—Fp 4 . BRI (whimsical cuteness). 5415
A SR JLRRAEASR], B3 5 3 — ol B2 A 22 1 14 R
FH7EZ 1) PE % (Nenkov & Scott, 2014), #il4n, —4>
L2 AME BT F te— >8I AT F T, T

Bl 1 #h¥(Glocker et al., 2009)
T AT L 2o 2L B LI AR BE T, P I A ok T i
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— A BT AR B IT BAL L — A TT B HLTE
RO B AT B BN & A Sr (L 2).
Nenkov £ Scott (2014)i% & BB 19 7= &8 3
TH 28 56 T AR (fun) 1.0 BERAE, (HHTE ML A
I A s, DTS BUE 2R LA M 2
(indulgent consumption). Jf FLil i #2775 2% 5 1Y
AN A R B A AT A SR S ) Sfe 1 T EL X
H & KA NP DL, Rt AE — R A [ ] B
A 13X P B IR SR (Scott & Nenkov, 2016). 141
P H i —ANS286 1, Nenkov 1 Scott (2014)25 =41
Bk =FORE R R R (Z 454 1Y 17 B A
2). S EE U EE ARE), Rk
A7 S Rk B BB P E
i — L AH X AR AR Y FEL 52 T — SR X v R Y HL R ),
SR BB R i S S R
R .

»

__

[ 2 i (Nenkov & Scott, 2014)

MR T RS B I SRR, AN R
JURRIE A sk 45 A, DL LA T T 85 1 i
ARLETHMNWE T H. BAa, XEEEWE
AL & — Fh 4b F W ? Kringelbach, Stark,
Alexander, Bornstein il Stein (2016)3# i [7] FiAH 5
HIAT R FI AR 2B R B, WO HE R R T e
FEAE, B W] DAAR R 3 A BRI, 2L
RS R | M 221E (e.g., Riem et al., 2012)H: ES I

% (e.g., Porter, Cernoch, & McLaughlin, 1983),
n, A TR B L R AR T % 1 A S L R
T4 N DR B P 8 (A9 o 19 S8 78 PR Lo, R B
AT 3 W ol 7 5 8 2 7 A DR B DRI B 1, I
HAS 32 1 5 F02 A5 h NAC B Y 52 T (Parsons,
Young, Parsons, Stein, & Kringelbach, 2012; Parsons
et al., 2013; Young, Parsons, Stein, & Kringelbach,
2015), #Kifi, PIFMEZTEXGETEMRTEWN
JRSEAT N REXE T O T K SR 2 A A e B
IEMEFEAT Sy, LW BT A S AR A U5 K B 2 5 R
AUAE 2 H 3147 (Kringelbach et al., 2016; Nittono,
Fukushima, Yano, & Moriya, 2012),

it G A HTAR LG, BT A e A R R R A B
BT O, RE X I A T R A v )R A
K 5 AR B F B 48 4% 3% (Nenkov & Scott,
2014; Scott & Nenkov, 2016), tTiZ4 H 14K
B3 KT BT B E AR WF AR h T R 5E X,
B 55 B )L SE AR AE A S i 4 i [, B A S &
P 5 T A BT BT ST, (H 4 R 2 BN S 4
WA G o

3 EERYRREN

H T SRR ) W R W AR S el 1 T RN RE A
PR S B A BIE 5 v, X6 7 A J R ] A, 2 4%
I E B RN Z — o X — ) B X BN
it Bl RS2 B WA D7 L, R SR R BT Y 3
e, BRAE AR EF T RSEAT— 1,
SRS AR 22 5 R B AFAE? WRAFAE, AR
FEWRLE Ty 7V 22 BT I G 4 [ 1 Jre - HL.45- 3]
TR S, HK, A 2axF 28] DUAE &
HWI R w2z, BATAT LAAEAT R 5 5
BB X BCE AR LRSI AT
Vg A g B BN 3 1 2 PR PR ()R, R Y X6 52
EARTLEZMEZEN, X250 R
(A E 89 EZATR
31 BHAMENNMMER

TENEAZH R B, T AIXT
YRR S A A AE AR 22 S i — ) LR AR o 9
HEAE ., BFZ, —#R ISR AR
By~ 2 5 (e.g., Lobmaier, Sprengelmeyer, Wiffen,
& Perrett, 2010; Sprengelmeyer et al., 2009), 17
A — 43 HF 7% ) 2k R & B B0 5L X A A 1k 22 57
(e.g., Glocker et al., 2009; Sanefuji, Ohgami, &
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Hashiya, 2007). WA ERIE, FSEX— Y
IR T A B IR T . N T # R E S
BT AE JLRE S A7 18 B OR DN A= 15 DA 22, 1
Z Y asE NE AL T M FEE T A
SRACHE . T AAE R 5 2 LRRIE B A O A A,
A 32 B R R o — B R 5175 & X A AL B AR R
RS H 4 (e.g., Lorenz, 1943), 1F2&H THifEE
Wtk Ak o B AT B B A X A VE T, AT T
PRAE B R EE, BAXRRINY LGRS
DI AR SR 0 2 5 M, MR, X ah
TR REE IR — 5T e . B —Jr1H
M5, HASEZENIHF LIS E EETEA AL
TR B RE, B4 33t ot 2 R 2 TR A B
ANBEEERN—RARE, AR ZEIN X RES
Jo 2 5 Mg 2 S5 AR W TR D RO TS —
JrRUL, T AR T AT SR E ARt
B 4 A T O B A A 6. (Lobmaier et al.,
2010), B bt At DI 2 531 T e s U e i
TR 22 OGN &R o

— 2= VO AT B B A A A 22
5t, JFE MO A R T BE 0% SR — k1
SCHEUEYE (e.g., Lobmaier et al., 2010; Sprengelmeyer
et al., 2009), Sprengelmeyer 55 A (2009)F] F H fizi
EIG AL BEE AR RV LT HB 0 FR B, I 1A [
RS JZ IR BB B R L X H AT A, SR A
ERR A ME(19~26 ) HE B HE(19~26 % Fl 53~60 5)
X 1) AR R, 45~51 5 I L MEAT AR X
REUER, HE 53~60 % M4t 53 4 ) i 1 ARk
BETC 25 25 ey 75 08 B e [E N T AR 0 1Y) O 4 4F 1
o S1%, HXEHG R B4 28 i Y Lot R O il k2 2
2o PN D 3 T2 0 R FME R ) b 48 28 )5 Je A
I D ki 272 2 1 2 Pk B A SRR B T, At TN
NATTRE A % SRR B T e 52 B E T 2R B R Y IR
A, Lobmaier 45 A (2010)[FIFE % B T B0 1Y M
MR, YR IR A R 2L R B e, B
2 g 3 el A N TR S R TR A S T IR A
{ERAE BRI 0 — TR, LA S
HEH LR W AR, AT R AR L B
PE L, 25 XA 2% (Lobmaier, Probst, Perrett,
& Heinrichs, 2015)#E—20 48 7 Lotk H 28 A Wt
RSN S, ATk L 3R A AR HE D A
B HA 58 LR F R (R BB RE A L AR EE/INLA
QTR AR R ) B L = 5 . BRSSP R R — A3

BT A B L2 BRI N AR I8 T /DN, A IR BUAT: 55
PE A LRI &, X —Z5 R T W iR R
OB HE IR TR, IF AR ES R ik R, Lot
FEHE B 9T L7 2R $00 16 T ERSE L R R D g 2
L, T A 2 R RS RTE T R R KT 1 AR
A, T HE 7 2R R LR O A R TR R
FHEE R (e.g., Brunton & Russell, 2008; Heinrichs,
von Dawans, & Domes, 2009), [F X B E )
AL B S B e 2 M IR T ) R R e,
Cho, Gonzales F1 Yoon (2011)i4 & B & [&] 75 2 & X
T T Y 0 L S8 [ 2 TE N Uk,
X F WYX T A SRR AT BEAAAE S 22 5 o

FARZ, 53 Ah— &8 5325385 W R ANy AT 1R
WYY RE ST R Je RARE MR J5 R 21519 (e.g., Glocker
et al., 2009; Sanefuji et al., 2007), DA X i i Je&
TIAFEAEA R 22 5, X FIOUL S RIS 3] T3 22 52
IEBFZE B BGIE . Glocker 28 A (2009) U BIFT & BX &
SRAEXT TR E, Z2ILERE 5] kTR
B9 RSB, AELR 2 7 DF 0 i i R B T O Je bk
2 S WA UL, X —WFIE A, AT R
22 SR IAE T I S5 K 1 M I A X 8 1 2%
b, BB M RN R s e B L A AR A TR
MM, HELmEHEENENSTE L
(Glocker et al., 2009) .38 L SCATIR B4 EEZ
J& BB ST P RO BT IR RS I B R R A 2
Y % P (Sprengelmeyer, Lewis, Hahn, & Perrett,
2013), &5 5K K 6 4 1 a0 o A0 BEAN 77 7E T
F2EH . HFEZEMMIPA N E, Sprengelmeyer %A
(2009, 2013) 9 P 5% K A0 2 X e T AR IR
JH e 25 1 Lo P FEAT FOAE, AHL2 P BIFE v T R
WA IR e 42—, B — e b g B
A i DAy SRR W ) SR (O T PRAR ), TS A
€ rv A PR A i DU A SRR B VAN (R B AR, X
0,2 38 BURT J5 PB4 R e 1 SR R A . it
Hb, A —SERIF Y I 4 SR AL [ A 3R T 55 M R A
X B2 L B9 20 2 AR 2L 1Y (Borgi et al., 2014; Little
2012; Elmholdt, Stein, &
Kringelbach, 2017; Parsons, Young, Kumari, Stein,
& Kringelbach, 2011; Weisman, Feldman, &
Goldstein, 2012). Bi T X2 1 A7 7E M0 22 5 19 7%
FLSL, A ERETHERR, Wk
B i L ZE X W 09 4] LT 5 i — B (Sanefuji
et al., 2007), 425 54K LB X 14 ORI A

Parsons, Young,

bl
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{2l (Montepare, & Zebrowitz-McArthur, 1989), iX
—FE N T AR 22 J W AEAE, O3 — 7 U
Xof B 4 %R AT R LA, R 32 ER 32 Sl
M, FRATAT LA R IR, b 3ok oA Ay B B AN A
TEA A 22 S (A AF T 40 5 45 T %0 i 58 B g, B
HAME T ERTR T Lz, AT FE—1
X YRR PN I AN 22 57

MMEZ, HMRAESFAEMEZERX —
[a] 5 - A A5 B — B 45 RO U AT i 3t
ol A SCER R AR R AT, A
ATIX W P A R RURR P T T, AR
22 5 FURR A T IR i 10 R (Bl BB ) i — AN O
M. B2, AR R L2 d TR
RS 25 5, BB S8 AT B 2 UM 1Y
B R A, TR HE I Y L 1 % i Y Rk
J =5 (e.g., Lobmaier et al., 2015), MifF5 AM1%}
TR W =22 AR B TE A 1 I R R AR 25 57
B RIZ R MR, X B0 5 BATY R AR IR T 8 1 2
I X, BIVAE A RN IR IR F2 B A0 o = N2
ARE, HL el THEZEMMMAFT RN DL TESN
AL, PRI T A A )
3.2 WRHEHZHEN

VR oA 2 A4, IR 2 1 22 A i ) R )
W T ENTER . R, AR BE
SR — RV LRFE, B4 R EEWE RA AN
REILA IR N7 B R WRETEMN.
S kUL, AR EA —H oA LARAE (4o
KRG /N 45 ) 1 SE R ER A AT RE 4 IR A
W 0 1 B N o BT 2R R R AR, BRIV Y 2 A
ANRBRFAKBIL, My RERA . i)
T ICA A SR )

T, T I ) BN R i B 4%
JESC, TR R I L B LA FR AR AR 1 B
f6:(Zheng, Yang, Peng, & Yu, 2016), i Fifi5
WLFRE B VIR G, UL ARSI R K
R LR I AR B o 33X BT R A 5 R 1Y
— g, G (babyface)iX — S B AR S L R
Y, (HIFANTT DO P R SR AR R BRI S, 4F
GERG — B, RN —E R R, 1F
WNFRATFE LSCrh Br4R 200, 838 AT DUR AR 8 AE R
WA Z R IARRAE Q75 ¥ . %) . McArthur
- Apatow (1984) % BLIEMTAA ThT 7 9 22 LAFAE
TR AR |« 4 R A R AR RS B AT TR L

B AR . Z 5 WA RB, [RIAE— 5K B K
MR, AT B R g o B B AT B2 LR i)
LRI U R N A B B (Little, 2012). #1X A
SELPERMAT TR R T RIS TELER AR
SELEREN T EIEE HE ARG
(Kuraguchi, Taniguchi, & Ashida, 2015),

Hok, s & w gl i gk . g
M 2EAE B W RRIE IS 278 1 )2 N Ml
R3LME(Lorenz, 1943), Z WA MR KM AL
F8 UL B AN/ NG N AE) (e.g., Borgi et al.,
2014; Golle, Lisibach, Mast, & Lobmaier, 2013;
Little, 2012)EAI 8, X HATHE 25 LRFIE R 2
i 558 51 1 R 4 (Archer & Monton, 2011), 3
H 5 AR S AR L, AT 2 m Tl S AR Y
A %0 B (Kringelbach et al., 2016). Golle %% A
(2013)F1] 33 v JE 2K (visual adaptation paradigm)
PR 5 W b ) B 1, AT SE 2 A plali iy
NKBILSNM B E e, SRS LR AW 55 oh—
MEILBE RS, R AEM, TIREEF T
NREL LR /N, HR 2 %0 I B2 W 7 A 2R A
Wi, 3 3R BT AT N2 K sl i ) SR A7 7E N AE
AL E A ARRLPE, RIS 0 8 A 25 o g 3
W (Golle et al., 2013), Ak, LB 7E AR 2
JEATHIR 23 AR B — B G A B RRAE, R B AT 1O e
AR, 91 G B0 025 i e AR 22 A Bl
HBhY), XARKAREE 23T BUAR RE A 2% i
LA ANTT R 77 2 5 SRR 4 A

W, oA B SR AT DR . B eI
B B T Iy BOE A 6, TRk A5 TS R
4 it REUR P i J2 AN TS, BT N A 5
RIS T3, A W50 i AR 2 & o X LA &
{183 (Nenkov & Scott, 2014), £/ Al 1EAD
AT RN 7= BT RO T A TR BE Y W LA
SHH P, ARAUCZ— D — R TT R (N2
ICA FENRYHTREEISR), A MDRE G e 0™ R A T
TR b CABUS T T AR B 2R, FHrh L
i (Hello Kitty). %l i€ (Teddy Bears)FIK 2 B
(Mickey Mouse) il &5 WL AL H1] o B0 2
H 7R =i %9 2\ 7] (Sanrio Co., Ltd. )83 i1 —~ 18
W5, — 24 g XUBE 4 R, TP 1
AR . BAR =S 2 B — R W ZE R
RHIE R, H R BAT — ML U052 0
I BT A LA A0 O = N 2 WA R TR R s,
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2 2009 —4E[E], X — R R A5 59
b B e A R ER 2k, ARERE LT
T WAL B AR, JE AR
&, DL AR 2 1 52 00 BE S BOR BT Y TP 4
WA BB IR . B il A S
BE . FEAR ., HARRRM ., Wik, &
LW MR — R BTN, T L T,
ZJE BT 1 LA A K e AN DR B RRALE,
WAL T EE AR AR S [ (Dale, 2017), %
T REFN K2 B A A AR A8 BT S s JUAS ) 8 il
REIE 4 5 RATIAE BT W KRR, B A k2
— 3 B RE, 5 N B LA T A L Z b
(Legge, 2016), TikiE B A R © A4 B850
TEIX 2], A KK K FR 0 5 7 ok B
W —FF, WK BB G0 e T 5 5L %
R, MTEAE B K2 R 6 RCSK AR IRIG, Bk
P £ T (Dale, Goggin, Leyda, Mclntyre, & Negra,
2017)o 77 b SR A AR PR T 2 2 00 A T A
BN, XLERIETE 40w A AR A s b i B T
ATTE B AT DA JC AR i S A B B0, LR
PEX T % .

4 MHER

FETE I BN ES IR AT 4R B, BT
g — b BE A5 B A A B AR BB 1Y 58 AR 3 (Lorenz
1943), FHEFRASA I = AN ERFE S5
B (nurturance) 3¢, HAR AT LI4F Rl g0, IR
AT RN =ADH
4.1 FARVIAERER

B 1A SR R ZORIE T AT 2 4L Z)
BRENG, W2 T, AT X i % G, A
A2 A SIEH 5 LA & R B W . X 2240 L
FIX PR A AL Z 7, [EHA XA D)
I VRIS 2 4 T B T I ) Bl B 2 7

UNRRS RSN IEIE J=1, 03 Et E I VN ot
W, BSOS ) W7 23175 R B 55 7 L AR M A IR
A LS B T T . AN, N R A HIR i 5 e S
FRAE 23 BEAR AT AR Ty L A28 B J7 A T3 K7
HIEN 4 (McArthur & Apatow, 1984), MiX-~ff
TG, oS e R LA IERF AN Al PSR v A A
SR U, e B G T Al SR 11 3 A5 R BE IR 4 B
ST RE SR — P R L AN St e G ] B BB A% AR
AT L T, X T 2R N CEO SRk

WA T —F LR, GRS AR B T —Fh Y
YEH T A B T2 N CEO BUS ALY, XN
Z% Jil BE %Y NV (teddy-bear effect) (Livingston &
Pearce, 2009), ILAh, B R A 55 1 AR OC RO HHE 0T A B
SETHM Y, (H B AR A R T OC PR AT A 1Y O B
(Jia, Park, & Pol, 2015), KA —#EHiiE .

525 TRATTZEILW R 2R NS, 8 A 3h
R IETMEN FE hRE . . B R ARE
o SN LA R L, T e R A N
ST R E | TGS i S (Keating, Randall,
Kendrick, & Gutshall, 2003), 72\ lE—3™
HEAFLCR G, LK CEO LSk 1Y
CEO B RN AMNMEIE, Xt 2 KA ]
TR B2 [ 3hiF e AT LR S (9 B (Gorn,
Jiang, & Johar, 2008), [FIFE, ¥ 2% & X8 59 7= f
SR LB HEWT, 40 Windhager % A (2008)1L: 714
WHEITMARNRE R, SR EWEAGE L
IE TR ZE R 42 XU B 3 o) 1o 2 LA KAk L /DR
SR E LIS )21 h I N R AL
HREA,
4.2 FAERER

AEFHZIL, BYEHE D A1k AR

e HWE A A, Wi g RS 0k A AR 1 IR &

REN T AR BAIE . AMTEE 22 LA B i,
SRWAEEA NI AMIA < H 3 EIE
(Hildebrandt & Fitzgerald, 1978), & i (I sh ¥ iy~
fr(Miesler, Leder, & Herrmann, 2011)[F#:A F]F
MR M. Miesler 28 A (2011)3 i #2490
TR T I W R B Ok B NATTHE R 2R 42 I 10 T
WRIEE, ERERGAI AT MRFAMELL,
NATHEE B B VR 48T, SRR 45 A S T
HBULN S ERRFIHLE 3, X —&ZI 5 AT E 2
BLLEF R BB, B T A [ % G 04 BT R e %
IR FRIRIE 25

Bk T A B U A 26 LA Ah, BT &5 LG
(compassion) I Z% 1% (tenderness) (Griskevicius,
Shiota, & Neufeld, 2010), [ /& —Fiif fb 35 =7 18
1) B F1 2 1Y 86 5% (Williams, Dalgleish, Karl, &
Kuyken, 2014), 5230, FAh =2 — R fCH
% 1] 9F % Y J8% B (Kalawski, 2010; Buckels et al.,
2015), X PR AR BT L #B-5 6 55 4 (vulnerability)
Fe, W5 IC B 2 WA 7 A 9 G H & (Oveis,
Horberg, & Keltner, 2010), X555 A [ #E



%4

VA B .

A5 R 695

JE NG 77 AR B E BRI $ (Dijker, 2014), 10 H1 T
F R NME I e gs Mg, Bt [R5k
iR I ES =N
4.3 WAMITHRESR

WY B AT Ry S 32 R B 7E 1 3 (attention) Al
KM (care) i1 . 156, &M EMLS T,
BT 19 22 LB LTS S RTIR 2H 1 Z2 LS RE M 5 | A
A7 (e.g., Thompson-Booth et al., 2014); 5
MASSEARE, AT 2L A B . 9 A i
[ (Cardenas et al., 2013), T H 2 REXHEEATL
E‘JE%%%(Brosch, Sander, & Scherer, 2007), H
W, BELBY A2 5 & N TR B S Bl AL
(Glocker et al., 2009), it BEHEANHAT N A9 40007
J (Sherman, Haidt, & Coan, 2009), XX} F i&F& 22
D[ s o s R e Y )t S N = O a e -E R = A L A R
Bfi(Keating et al., 2003); %t T zh#skii, ihdag
BT HOCH R, it RV, sy
S ANATZENTR B . — s, A
175k B A 48 07 35 (Zickfeld, Kunst, & Hohle,
2018),

A, AR R AR W TS R Y R
J& 4k 25 P (sociality) 177 E 5¢ #4 (Sherman & Haidt,
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Cuteness: Perceptions and consequences

XU Liying'; YU Feng'; ZHOU Aiqin®; YANG Shenlong'; DING Xiaojun'
(" School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an 710049, China)

(* School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Cuteness is usually defined descriptively as a range of visually perceived physical and behavioral
infantile features. Recent research suggested that cuteness might not be limited to visual infant
characteristics, but could also be found in funny designs, positive sounds and smells. While the
generalization of cuteness has been universally acknowledged, whether there are individual differences in
cuteness perceptions is still controversial. In addition, cuteness can evoke a set of cognitive, affective and
behavioral consequences. Future research might be mainly conducted on dimensions of cuteness, as well as
the relationship between cuteness and morality.

Key words: cuteness; anthropomorphism; morality; consumption





