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MUYV E 2 Bk B 2 5
AERRMBAXRNSEERNZMW

g\ % 1 f}%?ﬁ 1,2,3# #%}ﬁ% 1,2,3

(PR R B HE 0 R, HAR 541006)
C PG R K 5 R RR B B TR 030 %, AR 541004)
C IV R RN SCRE 22 B2 T DT ) VY RO SCT R R IE hul, BEAR 541006)

# E KAEAILEAE(Artificial Intelligence, AN R A)TIE LI, AT RIBATHEMA LI FARELL
B 85 F i (Internet-based Self-help Interventions, ISIs)™ A 7 ¢4 K5 F R J7 2. Kd, FRATH RAEAAE RN
Fag R E A, B, AR — P AR, SFATANK RO AR B TER ISIs H
WA WRANEATERAPFPERHARE ., HABMEHE, AEKRTGXZ, LR FETHRA
(Digital Therapeutic Alliance, DTA)iX 4 ANH-E kB F X EAL B A HLE A % % (Human—Chatbot Relationships,
HCRs), jfifit HCRs 423 8 7 A5 & KA R AT T 4 4 F % HCRs 8948 % 23 5t 30 L W £ #uh], AT HCRs
itk E T EAEA, BAFE R HCRs WA E B, H— AL EWUBREZNFTRESUAL ENE
IA,
KR WRMEA, AL5E, ABIHXMBEAXZ
7ES B84

1 3

SR 2 RN QST - I S (5 WIS
EWDBERTT BARMAE R TG . &5 . AL
H B T i (Internet-based Self-help Interventions,
ISIs) i/ iz Tj 4 (Mrazek et al., 2019), ¥T4FE ¥, 1SIs
HIFTAT . AR TR 2 U X HF(1zzaty et al.,
2021; Johansson et al.,, 2021; Sun et al., 2021;
Taylor et al., 2021; Weisel et al., 2019), {HH ¥
FRIE R LSS B ISIs M FE I E R
Pk i (Taylor et al, 2021) . fF il & 5 ¥
(Engagement), & 2H PR H 25 ISIs
A B LB (Christensen et al., 2009; de Geest &
Sabaté, 2003; Leeuwerik et al., 2019), H 578 &

il

B AH K (Asacikheybari et al., 2021; Cavanagh et al.,
2018; Karyotaki et al., 2017; Puls et al., 2020;
Tetley et al., 2011), REH AL LRI S
5 JF (Baumeister et al, 2014; Richards &
Richardsosn, 2012; Spijkerman et al., 2016), {H5E
B N 1 A & B 1STs (1 BEAS 1 . 7l 46 it
PR liA % s, MEME, 2T ANLERE
(Artificial Intelligence, AI)#% A Ay I K #1128 A
(Chatbot) ] g A ISIs HELHIAZSHE T, HAHET
48 1S1s FEJY EREPEHE I ' 2 5 BE ]2 7 AU (Perski
et al., 2019; Provoost et al., 2020b; Vaidyam et al.,
2019). #RT, ESMYZ AR TEATI AL 7EXS 1STs Tl
RALas NATATHE . AR SE TR B B Be,
e LAHDCHE ST, SN ISIs MR ML AR VE
BLAIA 0 2 B> (Bassi et al., 2022; Gabrielli et al.,

ks FAI: 2022-11-14 2021; He et al., 2022; Skjuve et al., 2022b), & F Ik,
* 2003 FLET TR FHATAPHECEIOE TR RO A7 5B R — ) BRI, (K L2
(20231GA13 FEB), DNV S BRI — A 1STS (IACR
RIS

MAFIEH % RS, E-mail: bdjs2004@163.com W3R 3 L A5 R Lt A SR (Human—
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Chatbot Relationships, HCRs) A1) £ > fi# ¢ 1SIs 1ol
RMLE N VERPLE, WATE ISIs 1R T
HCRs [ & JEid 2 B Hoxd P 2 5 1 7= A s
VI Ry 5 LR 48 it 5 2% |

2 HCRsHAREEREXEARE25E
A

M A WL 32 H (Human—Computer Interaction,
HCDMMERE, HP S5 EEH TR EARE
Bz FrE, WIbfESe 1SIs B AL E AR T
IR P 2 5B (Doherty et al., 2012), X
Z, B ARIET bR I R yLEs A se
FEGS S EZE R, HESNR—
0K 3k A% 32 k2 90 1L & (Avatar), J&—Fh 8 G TR 1%
BRI 12173 (Appel et al., 2012; Doherty et al.,
2012; Go & Sundar, 2019; Ly et al., 2017), Itt4h,
ETHBRNAEFENSETNERRW AN LT
%1% (Bickmore & Picard, 2005), [Hitt, HWIRHLES
NEAE&HBSH @S . &8 HCRs, JHEd X R
Eikite 3l Nk i

BT HCRs MERMAS ANZ KR
(Human—Human Relationships, HHRs) % Ji&4 01
ZA4b, —%& HHRs Big s ol I T f# B HCRs
(Hendriks et al., 2020; Schuetzler et al., 2020),
I, Skjuve % A(2021a) ¥ HCRs H K J& i 72
M) ZRIEMARERE— S B BB
(Social Penetration Theory, SPT)AYBERY F#~7 T
e HCRs RJEM =M Bilinl. H—E, HE
Wy Bz, FH P DRI B Rh I 2 4 A5 DR 3% %) JEt B T %o g
KL AR ERAE, KA RBRZERE D, H
R BBk, 5 F B, THEREY B, P X
RHLEE N DRI VEB AT R, & S 5K
HLER N PIRAR R R, HAZ B S R ERERE B H
MAERE R, Bk, REmB, HPieES
WERHLEF NMIRAS R, HWERPLAS A28 HoA
B H R ARG s, (R A KRB EREAR, I
e T4 H w3k, BEJS, Skjuve 58 A(2022b)
MHEATT A 12 RGN BRI IR T R AL Y
BB, T HCRs Witttk AR, 24
M, SERm B, (B2 ISIs HIRAE
TEE LA, — IR R B IE AN B Z
BRI Tad A, W B e T R LRI s
TR IBIRIE R AR R HCRs BYBCT BY.L AL

il =R AR R TR ) B T MR A R W OC RN R e,
LR ZBR AT E ISIs o, TP a0
EWLD BRI R R R, IR HCRs &
JEJrm . R, ASSCRAE Skjuve 55 A (2021a)
it b 45 A AL A B Ko P 25 400 1 BRSO
HCRs #R A8 — 2P 52 4 Ak . BARfk, IR0 22 fi %L
FOEE RO EIRYT
21 M1 MAPE

#1 A\ 4k (Anthropomorphism), Bl A Z&#8 LA
FHEQELR . S5E%). sl 2B aUE R T4k
ARG T A . S BN AL R (Epley
et al., 2007), B 3 & X (Heuristics) B9 HF AT
(Tversky & Kahnemann, 1974), —kifi 5, ZHH
S R MLAF AR ik ik LA AL BD 85 3, F P
23 LU B AP E 82 2315 8 07 1 T8 B R b I
AR S — AR R U BAR<ANE ), #F
M, AP SEME T LLAPREERR S 2380
(Nass et al., 1994), BEIL LR Z, F Al 6E
WEH WA WA, maipl. BE . 1FREZ
HERFEMOFmE 5, 2017), mHEAALRM
SR e #E HCRs Y % J& (Pentina et al., 2023),
I, WAH AT RESE A R HCRs B REE &, T
HRFL N ZEPLENE A B FAEE HCRs MR J&

e, AP SENESINL KT XTI R AL
e NERLAIA A, 2T Reeves F1 Nass (1996)# 1
AR ZE [R) B i (The Media Equation, TME), “#
v R A R NN (READ O B X NG TR A N
ARERY SN, BRATE AT TR B AN G F HLE,
HE YN A CORTTBEE Qb 5 R o T 0 14k 45 () 28
WHEBEMREX—T BRI 8hE X
(Computers Are Social Actors, CASA)H AN FH 7
i F R O ETT R ANLKLER
(Human Cues), Q0F4 1 SCA 35 G55 X% .
W RLS NE SR LS, JF 2T AL RN L
B, I BRI Hf A 5 A — i
FESATENE, IF LA — 8 Mt 2B Can g O AL
BN A S R N (AT . E B
(Nass et al., 1994), #kifi, P MM S/ETLEIRX
N7 3F Epley 48 A (2007)/) = Z #ie, #IAfL
i & AR F1IH (Elicited Agent Knowledge) . #(fE
g #l (Effectance Motivation) LI & #t £ 3h #1
(Sociality Motivation) =M [ VE F 9 PR 25 44 1
B, fEAPAEEZP], M EARE T XTIEAXT
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ZHPIRLROCS . FiE5F) TR AR 15
H, HHMET RGeSl S EPLn w252
HE R AR AR

Hyk, 1SIs 1H 5 MRk AR il P = AR TR
W SRR o 3 Tt 4 2 2R /b B8 (Reduced Social
Cues, RSC), 7ELATTHHL A A H38 TR P TP 4
e 3 fy k228 X (Social Cues)2s F R 25415 T 4 B
T IR D, X e KR A E S 2R R S AR AR
N A2 Bl Ak, B0 DR S L TR B A Bk
S0 (Tanis & Postmes, 2003), Ff-1A56 B &S 7 %
% (Perceptual Fluency), Hl—Fh 3= [ 832 3 /)
TN . AR (Labroo et al., 2008), FiT H.J~ Z K5
) 25 A HLE — 8 A\ B 38 I #8 (Hyperpersonal
Interaction, HDWIN Ky, B F AN HadfE it 2
R, PR SR ) TR0 R AL A A B
PRARAL T Z A B BB, JFAE T 2 BN
P W S 3 3 8% (Walther, 1996).

e, WP A &2 7E % (Social Presence)¥f
REGR, FEmES S, Irigtt SR, A
MG 5 — D ANEE— R WG, G5 T LR AAAE
(Copresence) ., .L>FE 2 5 (Psychological Involvement) ,
1T B 2 5 (Behavioral Engagement) = 4~ 4 J&
(Biocca et al., 2003), BT H P Z HNTESIHL A
it s RKuyim, Lt SAERE R
(Social Presence Heuristic) 54 2| K %1% % (Sundar
etal., 2008), X L/& HCRs &2 ¥, WIRHL#A
WA 5ENZOER. AWREEL, sl
WL 2 77 AR BRI R ML B I, AT )
(Behavioral Intention)ff i & 143 (Mozafari et al.,
2021), TM7E Blut %5 A (2021)9 750 H7 4 BH,
SRR A T AT B M N m, 5
F 1T R 47 & ¥ 8 (Theory of Planned Behavior,
TPB), 17 k& mJ&sm P AASIHL. B0 A P
SPRZ ST NI G HE I R (Ajzen, 2012). BLAD, #
B R SR AL N R 5 E A H 5 —Ff
£, MAfGEBEEAS#Y, HS5E04
K G 55 (Brendel et al., 2022; Hassanein & Head,
2005; Lee et al., 2021),

LR, RMBAEROES . 5550
HLEK)E HCRs KERITHIHE, & Kbt fe
ANE— 5B RS N7 E S
(Parasocial Interaction), J-F%LHE . #H 2 shLK
JEIRAE AP IE R . BE% HCRs Mk JE, 4

N BB LS ALIR S =, AR A, B
BT AR TR K BEAS B AP (0 2 o PRI, 78
A, B ALMHESI T, PSR R
SR, M SRR TH ML S 5
BE, AR E E A TG, R 1R
FRRER), Hik—P ek HCRs K.
22 Mk 2: ThFMEME R

DA 8 (Utilitarian Value), BJ—3I0 7 & X}
FH P DRI 2R 0 AR B, I fE BRI, &R
$2TF . A # P25 (Choi & Drumwright, 2021), 7E
HCRs & JEFIW, F B F XTI R Hlas A
ORIV (AT F0 W, 3E T B 2 I 3 B Y SE PR
BREAH NG L . BRI E, WIERALEE AR A e
HRYE P LB Be 1 09 22 i i 0 L L SE PR VE L,
HEDR ELA PR RO B R AR B . T H A AR XS
WHHEST . WER R Z0 L3RR . FEA
PRI B HE BB MR 55 5, 52 M P XTI SR ML A
FeZ B2 TR, SRFE DAV EFI B A HLR], A
B HARIE I R ALER AN DI RER TF IR HCRs 74
SR

T, FP I R AL RS A E A« T A
IR HL AT, —Jrm, MABEES R TE
W RAFATHIEN S, (Hl TP B e Ak
3, EE, AT SR AL A S BEHAS S AR
WA R, X0 T B HCRs
15 W% 1 (Skjuve et al., 2021a). [AIRF, A HF5E45
NZESEBR X IR LA N5 ZIARER S, AN
EAVSEEERE ERA PR ARG, I
AP BN ST . REAE T, AEm
9 PN NG DA S Y g 35 ooy < N N A E N )
E“m &ry”, XMW T ARG ZERRAMNE
JBAZH (Wirtz et al., 2018), % —J5 1, 3T i
F EAESL” (The Uses and Gratifications Framework;
Rubin, 1983), A1/ . B H H AR T /9,
B, At AT 23 B 34 T PR IR 4k B 62 1k /2 i {7
FeET RN EZ) ., . 5. FEIRI. 4
i S A ™ i, X JR P AE HCRs RJEZ
LSS PRIRAPNES RN ) FS

FOWR, DA A (8 0 o 52 e FH P B 32 2
B HT T 32 Bk A9 4 R 32 52 B A (Technology
Acceptance Model, TAM), F " %45 A 14 2h F) 4
ToRTT AN R 2 P 5, BT
R P XTE AR RPN A, IR
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170 3 7 (Legris et al., 2003), #i40, 7& Kamita Z¢
A(Kamita et al., 2019)(#% ISIs BF5E i, WIRHLAF A
AR SR ERES Y B TESmN
Web 27, iR ALAF ARV = 15) BRI
TS 5B, FET IR L AE a3
BT Web BIFABIRAWN = 12)0 5224, Park Al
Kim (2023)WH &, B0 FHE RS I ) 1000 B ik
HOBEMRYMASITH ST NER, mEAR
2 32 B A Y 46 I —— ) 25 I SE A% A (Expectation-
Confirmation Model, ECM) it — &3 H T F
PEAG DRI (B 0 T REMLEL, B P o] A 24 3L
e P o A 0 B S 0 RN A Rk R A T X
b, DUBf o 2R 2 A5 BIESE, T A B A IE 5K
557546 P g Ho# 5 BE (Bhattacherjee, 2001). fil 11,
Dhiman Fl Jamwal(2023)3E T 3 B IIE 5246 18 Sk #%
FER RS I R ML AR IR, B sT 4 R
N, BT IR HILAS 0 B A B A R
WISEF X W EEA B E W, 7 Xie A
(2022) A FEh, AHEST £ AR M (Technology) . 4%
R ¥k (Hedonic) LA K& 4t 58 £ (Social), 2 Fl 1
(Utilitarian)s2 F P 186 75 B 19 dee sm 0 PR 2K

JE, HPMESS 517 k2 Lk s
HZE A, — AT A, AR AR B
WATEh I IR, K RE S P NS 58
WL SEBRZ: 547 M (Ajzen, 2012). & P RIAT N E
K 2, AR R 2 ) F 5 R ML AR
AZHEIHZ5 1SIs i, K2, HHPS5)
LR E, WRERIEREFESZNS 51T R
(Alfonsson et al., 2017), M HEE, HAEN
HLEA T AR AR, BR TREE B P S5
BIHLAMIL RE S WA I BE, 2 P R SR AL g
ANAEH. /Y B 520 [K & (Cheng & Jiang, 2020), il
1, Zhu %5 A (2022) & 3K, 1STs Wi R ML A A 2 F1) 14
P E AR (R S 5 B RE 2 25 G 1 P i
TR P2 0 P Al g LR S T FH D SR AL 1 I
BREIEME, R, 7 Liu FA2022) 8 16
JA) 1SIs BFoTH, WML AR S 5 K
A [ A% 5 R A SR . Xk, RS AR NI R ML
wm NBR TR R B 2 58, HORREZ A A
A Bl T A PN A A R OB Y DA

SR, U B R P R TR AL A AR
R B, F P ol RS X LA AT A 2R ED 42,
I HAUE — AN B G i T B, e

fifi =z b, 38l A R HEZE AT HER, WK HLAR
N s e B AR — AT R, 7]
JHPE L By IV | 9 UE S 4 Oy T e B R E M, O
e &5, W, @it Epley % A (2007)1
=HRERIW T LA, WE P S WERYLA
YNLR-IE T E SR IR PO PN IR YN SR/
B OREE . #E BRI BT X
T T P K B A S A AR L TR0 RN R I R
CHBEBHAL), PR, 00K 75 3 54 58 1 1] 2 1
PRI P IRE, HCRs kit — 4 K&

23 Mk 3: RBRREXFE

A (Attachment), JEF8 MATEZ R 5 H
by B BEXF G i R R L Y — R A HLAR T 17 ke
it (Bowlby, 1988), X Fl 2 4 25 52 Wi MA A K I8
JA SRR T P AL SR R ) K 7 XA (Attachment
Styles), HAERA IR SMA . BN WA NFF
A Y375 R iR A (Bartholomew & Horowitz,
1991), Herfr, SZmA A A PR % OCHETE T i (R 26
B 2 AR KO, AR AT — IR ABRAEE,
Ao i A A AR XS AT p, I PPAl BIr 34
M2 AR, R TTAE 5 0 O 28 K R AT S (2 5
[M]56F) (Adams et al., 2018). JTAEK, (RN IBUIF
U AEAG R 2 S Iz B, DU RS PR X R
AXF RN | R RE A A5 )15 A A 14
JR L I 4t 2K Z I Zh ML (Bauer & Woodward, 2007;
Pedeliento et al., 2016; Wanser et al., 2019; Xie &
Pentina, 2022). fi% HCRs #E— %, WIRKHLE
MNER—FpiE R HE 17 3h &, WARA ATRES H]
PR JBIMRIC R .

e, NEMAT . RO TALE A BT A
BURAS I B, AR KRH S5 BHF
WINFRIE, A2 BT 0 AR 23R (o a8 [) 2
)R B N2 B, AT T3 IR ALES A
PRI S L T 0K b 0T 0 DR AL AR T R A SR
Fak ke, 3k T R SR A 2 5 ] A AT ) A ]
(Lee, S. et al., 2020; Sanchez-Franco et al., 2021;
Spatola & Wudarczyk, 2021), 7£ Beck (1995)A91A
B DA I R AR B I Ah, BT
B FRE (Mind Perception Theory), FF*SZbx
TSR A NG L T BN A I R W R LA
NS NAC R AE BN T, 58 B0 R f H A
HEFE (Waytz et al., 2010), FE177 52 m) H 5 W R4
NE.Z & E(Blut et al., 2021), 1 35 4 BN T
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J#if (Dual-Process Theory) g i, A&t
T R Sy B B4 DA 23 (Can Sl A (L ) Al
FRPE A0 1 BGHR 4 (A 45 W (B8 F0) (Stanovich &
West, 2000). R, DARIFIG AE AHLAE B [ 2
HHORA Al AR T 3R] 98 368 T P R, 4 K Bl
#8 N5 P KR 56 & (Abdulrahman & Richards,
2021; Bickmore et al., 2005; Choi & Drumwright,
2021; Pentina et al., 2023; ter Stal et al., 2020),
W, R B A AT B & AR AR SC R 1Y
KREEFAF . —JriH, WIRALE AR TR A5, o
BAHPAERIIN, BT RE K A5 A sk
WY T RE, I A A RS i oR B 22 i
IR R A A A — s B E R ZBY(Rabb et al.,
2022). 40, f£ Zhou %5 A (2020)f 4 4, IR
Bl N TR/ INK DL Ry 9 155 7 R e (i L RE e
A T AN 2 VA RS 22 T T AR T P BORS
MR, JES P R TR &R, R
P B ARSE 0 T BR . 1T Xie 1 Pentina (2022)
WFFE A RALRI, e o AL = s 22 bR,
A BN B R ML 28 Replika (B, FF19 538
MR ISR G, AT T REXS Replika
AR . i T, WERHLER N BA A RTEF X
AR S R, EATTAY <R 82 R fE i ABL
SEH AR K P H R ER R, JF A AR )
ARG . SRR B IR S L0 N A 2
Jil, 2R AK 2R A5 B & % (Skjuve et al., 2021a,
2022b), TEAL S BB, T2 HE B L LT
PSR RS Sy A3 N IR CRARIR & WP S
R R R 45/ (Altman & Taylor, 1973).
BN, 7F Kang Fil Gratch (2014)M#F 58, #lit7E
HRZE B REFE WKL N L0, 2s Fy
DITEZ 0 H IR, JEXTIR LS AEAEAE .
K. B, Lee, Y. CAFA(2020)WF L & 3L,
W2 B IREE IR A LIRZ B K E T
F F R ER IR AL NS REAEHE i F R R R,
(7] bof -, 5 98 i G B N7 T ARAR I R
BRG, MRAOC ZR Y K R A A P P S 40
2 5 ISIs, i B ATAL, DA PR R SI A 1 4 be
i HCRs & LA T RAF AR, Jf02at
T AL SRR RN B, (e 13
WA — 5T, A RO AT T e,
Xof W R AL A P AA 23 45 B FE TR 2 AN 5
HAnAMEIE 4 . Sl ERIAYE) . 5 —J7 1, 1

KA N B RC . S, BT o7 D8 2
] T — AN R < TR AR — A B RS2 B ) H
TEARF M A <P, X TP S5 e
il te, 5N, 7RO = A
B, AR ZE NP AR B IR A2 BE D,
M AT L 2 NI N PE, IR 4 5 2 F 55 28 I
(Waytz et al., 2010), Rz, TFRitS#m. e
PR A n S 2 | AR SR AR A AR AE
KRAPREARNIOR, WREMHERE ., e
% 5 1SIs (Y FE % [H FK (Epley et al., 2007), I,
#FZAf HCRs 155052 Hhgom, P 5550 B
S5 AW E, MRS AT ZEH iR,
P AR BN R Ik, P AL 2 3L
ST A P RER IR AL a8 AN E— 2B A1k, B
WIZMFHEC L BE 5 EEHZE L HE T E
IIGFmR 45, 2017), JF 5 EMTEARE LRk
i A By 1 AT RIS B B AR 2L . S840 M I 12 (Xie
& Pentina, 2022; #4Jik %%, 2012), HCRs )& L
23 PR B8 A0 58 100 52 97 5 1) TR A (Epley et al.,
2007; Pentina et al., 2023), JFiE—E S HM MY
Z 5,

25 ERTR, SN IA R RO T R M 1 4 7 34
WA S5 1STs B BIE R, A2
TR Y A PR TR BRI IR PR FOR R #E T h E
ERER . Hitk, FI RS sh L ER s T 28
W0 KA N 3 — 25 AN 5 22 S AR AR Al iy
TEABATTAA 55 3 57 22 RO A3 26 1 [W] B, HCRs W8
M) TR —— D\ TR e 9 2 PRk 8 TP X
IR AL N AR ARG 78 2% ISTs 4145 MR, b
IR SE A ) F A . FRgii S 5 Hip (McGonagle
et al., 2021), fnuk, REWIRHLA A T 0B i)/
OHAYT 5 R H AR T 4675 DU B
24 M 4: Ba¥FiRTHR

1797 B B8 (Therapeutic Alliance, TA), EJ#ifi
R UIE S I Z B S ECRCRE, 1165,
2011), J& VA7 A0 AY A3 4 T5 00 (H & (Flickiger
etal, 2018), A —RINFIREI, TA SUBRF A
HANZIE, ANFEAWRETCE 5 R #0085 e a7 1
WK, MXFPEE ISIs 1 Py I C R,
B W Z B iR 97 BX W (Digital Therapeutic
Alliance, DTA), LRI AZS SR FRM“GIE" L FR
(Berger, 2017; D’Alfonso et al., 2020; Darcy et al.,
2021; Heim et al., 2018), A W55 & 8, DTA A{H Y
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TA EA5 HE & —E (1 (Conceptual Invariance), fij H.
HLRE T 3% A k35 (Luo et al., 2022), I4h, TA
eI I TR A B A R AR AL L R B A G
(Mallinckrodt & Jeong, 2015), MiANZEARAR, H
SEMIEERMKAR, W52 TA BYZEAY5CHE (McGonagle
et al., 2021), #t% ISIs {F3%H, Hertlein Al Twist
(2018)t & B, [RERY ] P AT RESARTGBR . (K25
(HEFF), £8P n] g 2 2o 34 FH AR (K -
L, TEAKZRSE R MR [, i) DTA AL
fi#t HCRs (i — 20 & 44 T3 i ISIs 1H 5

Yo, AT, KB DTA K EF T 1SIs HArf
Ko 55—, FESCBR IR OHE ) h, i Sk 5
AR BT G R, 1E ISIs P AR A, 5
=, FEST DTA W SUHEATE TR T X AL
N HEAZ I L W, T T 5 A 8l
PR B MO . 55 =, HES7 DTA REfH ISTs Ay
BEAIFEN, RS, MRS AT S H P
TR o S B 28 H bR DL K A0 {a] Y& Hb T 28 B,
I3 A 1 e AR B B L I I A T A
(Law et al., 2022), FULTAT L, DTA 22— &
B ER H BB AP R, %F ISIs
14 B b 2 (5 P 0 B ) A DL ks, Rk,
BB N T HCRs A&7 M, IR HLE NS
M@ DTA. BRA1EXR R, Mk AR
ROANAA . 1R

HWR, Diai = BB EEat, #ar DTA 8k
Koo HTF AN TA 2 X, TGigEg il =445
(55— B bR — 2 IR A) (Bordin, 1979),
IREJE DU GELEF R RLE . R . AEXRR . WK
#1717) (Agnew-Davies et al.,, 1998), #BHL & TIA
AR R VAR, FEXTIRYT B ARA
R4 WA AT IRy, B AR fh 17 JR Ik 25 i A
MRS, WAHEART . 52, §HE, X0, HF
SECRIB, 6T, 2011), e I1SIs 1, A%, 14
S Al [A] B BN R g2 AR #E DTA 1Y OC ik AR
(D’ Alfonso et al., 2020; Tong et al., 2022), —J7' I,
SRR XV UNEISYERES wW=a1a8: Kl [P Er PN T (8
et g BRI RE R A
I WT )T 10 2R AL 28 N2 75 T A HL 0 A T
iy, SR B TR0k k. 59—, RS
HCRs Y% &, FIPORE St R AL g A 7= A 7 Bk
A, HET S A A 1 g ST . BEF Uk, HCRs 1)
Wy Btk & FoKe ) DTA RO HEST 2858 KAF LR

)5, EiEdE DTA kK, PS5 Ed0%
WP . 12 DTA 7, Y MAZERE X
L SCRERE S — A TR B O X AT B 8, H
B AR B N aR, fUARI5 3) Bh R B 1 Jek
B, AXFEMAEA RN . REhER, MK
M)A % 4 K8 1T fig 43 3B 5 A O ' AR
(Bowlby, 1988; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2020; Nanjappa
etal., 2014), R, 38 1 19 5 20 42 B0 38 B IR
AT AR AN A BT, LA LR A 1 SRR A
MifE#E DTA K&, Xt T EARMARL T BT, WS
RIS H LR TA RN, I RHLE
ANBIHF LTI RRERER 4, 2023), filhn, 7E
RGO K, E TS A B
FOF TSR SCER VI, E Uik R IR
T {dRRHb & B (Rogers, 1957), [AlFE, Skjuve 4 A
(2021a)iAhy, WIRHLES NEEE S H P . RR
DTA, foRiEmdiagn . MM . REH L
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HCRs & JE B4, RS ARG . FIR4EER
b JH P W 3 B A H SR (Kim et al., 2021), IMi7E
HCRs ZRMTEH, EFIBLE . LRLERE

s T EEE AL, B, RSR BRI AT
T % WA 48 OK B (9 40 o0 3 & 2 (Digital
Psychometrics; Latynov & Shepeleva, 2020) A J B
KR BF 52X HCRs B[] [ B A ™ s 1 A%
5, MR Z AN
32 BEXMPIRVFBAZZENEE

HoE, BRTZE 1SIs BT T R AT
F R RALER A, B AL RN BT R %
i, WFITE TR A I I AL A A TC R R AR
WA, T 2N T AL RN EE M (Chong
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The effect of human-chatbot relationships on engagement
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Abstract: Al chatbots can replicate human guidance to improve user engagement and efficacy in

internet-based self-help interventions (ISIs), thanks to the rapid development of artificial intelligence (AI)

technology. However, the study of chatbots’ mechanisms is still in its early stages. To deepen the rational

understanding of this issue, we propose a theoretical model based on the human-computer relationship that

adapts to the ISIs situation: chatbots can develop human-chatbot relationships (HCRs) through the four

stages of anthropomorphic attribution, utilitarian value judgment, attachment relationship development and

the establishment of digital therapeutic alliance (DTA) to improve user engagement. In future research, there

is a need to further enrich and evaluate the key HCRs theories, construct chatbots based on the HCRs theory,

examine additional variables that affect HCRs, unify operational definitions of engagement, and develop

appropriate engagement measurement methods.
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