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HEER AR E: ILESHZARNEINFTE
EREXMILELRERZNE
BB MmFE' HER® FLTS

(" EIEXANE R TS R, B 201620) C EiE-LEVE BRHEABRA T, EIE 200080)
C BHAE K 0B RE, L 200438)

W E MAEAIFRORERLAR LEEMNBANEZHE ZME, ZAROFTFRRRTAEBILESFIE
AWINIR ., BEh, AR LZHNILEL RN AR ZALIREAITELE, ARRL, LELEHEIEALM
AACSPILE S|, A TR RIREIBEA, FEBMBAMAEGREAGIR, ELZHP, LEZREEZT
MBAAFEZHKAE, BRHOLFRIEBEERRP L, BLTRAKAMNEA, B 5MEALF, LEHIA
JnfeLikFm e ) . F I M, AR RERFEFRAFINT AL, Kf, O THUBALEREE LG FTF
B, BRREATRAILEGELSBEEF R @Y A, AREZHRMARLG R FrRE, LRt
AT A ACHE R, BBERAE T ok, RARTILESMBALZG O RAfER, FEETRINGLEFA,
KPR LE, HBEA, AMLE, LELE

HEE B84

1 315 5L A B TSR E A
FEAPK, RO 1) A B3 TS 4 T X
PR JLERE — HEAR AP BEGK, L TV ST XL
= 548 A 3I(CRI, Child-Robots Interaction)fit
WFFEALA . A TEHE B /AL B0 2 2 HE 2,
WALRT . o ft s, mpae o A BULALE ARGIL JLE S hLE
IR, D kg IS BUUREALEXLRR R ST
o MR e e, Iy L CRISURMOGESAURIE R, ASCER

Fi#E N T 5 i (Artificial Intelligence, AD)FIHL
IANBOR CEUL R, HXT A RAE R H &5
WA TR BN, &L AH
W T SEHTHE AR R TIRE, A0 A ARIE S S

%/J\E/J}Z¥ﬁéiﬁ, ﬁ%&ﬂiiﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ@%%m E‘Jﬂﬁﬁﬁ!%‘ﬁm%ﬁ)\ﬂé\‘@ﬁ?’fﬁi@(Robot
23] AR L AR L2 K Social Presence, Chen, Liu et al., 2023), #4¢, JL
WUNRELRER R b i — (A, iy hLp T S ECRIRRBLAR L, ST XTHLAR A )2
X RA 2 WL A # MR R (Pashovich, T4 JFHIILTAEXTBLAR A0S AL 2505,
2022), FRXI%E T A TENE: Hrfign  LESPHEBARIFLE ., &ff. BEh T
9\ (A8 RS R 7 R AR A —REUR Y % AR g, FFSHLE AN KA SRR | H B AR S5 AT,
RAEN: LR O RIEN AR, ey AIIIEARLIOR  RIRAGIE. BR, LS
BB AT 30 I3 B0 T e 10 B A PLES A B B 2 S8 TR IA 0 | 2 S Rkt Stk &
IR &5 (Langer et al., 2023), Fitk, LI THRILE J&, B ) LB A RN R AR OC R I T

¥ 18 Onnasch I Roesler (2021)$218 A 43259,
R T 20750100 MBI BFSET 2 NS . BLIB MR
* [H5 [ RRIERE AT H (72002123, 32100852, 72293583). SCHIN HY YR A SORF BRI — 3, A L
WEVEH: 224 T, E-mail: 20701641@gmail.com AT FEBIRL h 2 E L MR AE (A4S . . &K
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FERERE . SURH 5AF) . Hlas NmRetk (s |
WAL | A EVERRBESF) LR DI S H )
SRR I AT R PR RO AT | 0 SR AR T i
SE)TE CRI A o X Bl 20 Hoks A B T B AR L2
LA N TS B FARAE, AR A %) )L
BRI o TR, BHfs A BT e i 1k
T i) JLEE AR BIL A8 A il BT A 4 S AT £
XEPERY R, LU i 2 A TR L B R, I
H B AATTE S HLAS A0 E Bl b S SE A 24 )
Ko

2 ILEXHRAIAR

5 1% L 3E 55580 A5 = W) 30 Y 0T D R HE A
(Digital Play Framework, Bird & Edwards, 2015)F1JL
% 547 HHEYE (Children’s Engagement Behaviour
Framework, Rennie & Howitt, 2020)#F 12 HIAIRAT
“h(Epistemic Behavior)/2& JL 3 4] #8759 1) & 45,
RULE S R T X DRGSR 47 » 45X
—HELR, A SCK LR HLEE A X — 1 i IR
SN EAGE, BUES IRE M. W
JLE @ BB LA AIEA . Bt sifESSh
FOARRAE AT R, LAt 7 6 AL 2 A 40 25 1 B
%o MRBIRILEL G A BB MT R, Eidis
SRNRAE, TTIR T AL A TAR R . & A
TN, M THENE, RENWEEEW
PR MR R, XA B E T SN
65, [6) e 52 3 L 0 N FE S AL = S i i 52
W, IS, SEAE BT BT DA — R E IR
TN, AR B, JLEE S AR
BB BOSAE A5 BN E 5, T8 T HLES A TR
A AN A AR . flan, JLZE AR A T AL 28 A
TR E TGS T AT, B )L O 23 B DL
NFRAN 58 AT 55 19, DA R HLs A B8 1 A sy BR
TEMREL SRSk, X AROREE . BRI AR R it
BAMUZILE ARG AR AL, d2 L= 5L
i NI it — 2 T i .

LR ILZEXT AL A AA T BT LR 25 0A
SRR TS, Z B, AT g%
. 2 5 8 57 % R 21 25 ) B DN BR A (Gelman,
2009) JLZEXTHLAR A BN TR AT TR 2 38 2 WA AL
e NBISNERIAT R, FFRE LA NRRR SR 6eE,
AT 2 W00 S T AL N R SRR NS B . 7R X — i
rp, JLEAUUR B 2 5 HLEE AR G

TR, T R S S A AL AN RS
(Charisi, Malinverni, et al., 2020), & tt, #F5 )L
XL NI IR A B, & 7 T i L 5L
NEEAR B — .
21 JLEXNBFANYE

JUEE I8 5 X8 45 S se i a AL, AL as A
VB —Fs MR, AR T R M 2% . van
Straten 4% (2020) & Hh L 5 HLAF AN B 31
S-O-R HEZEIA Ry, HLaF ATEAMIL b B o0 R AIE A
HF AT AR DL G A8 v g SE IR B 15 8,
HAETE S T ILERZI S —EN R, Hlas AryHL
WREA SR 2R, B AwLE O R i 24
MNEFHE(Tung, 2016) IAALFFIEFRHLAF A5 A
BEHIREE . TFoE B3, 7~14 % JLIEEXT /NN
LGN NAO (/23 B DL N AL FREE
WY AR AT 25 B, 35 LB AR R BE A8 12
JLEXTHLAS A 09322 #2JF (Barco et al., 2020), {H
&, X FESGNEZT, 9 8 U ERJLERIET
“RUMi 4% (Uncanny Valley), A Aid T2 AH)
PLAF N 2 ik Al AT /8% 3 B 5 PR K (Brink et al.,
2019), AL, X FHEKILEMF, Hlas ANIIA
e AT R E I BRIAACRAAESD, JLE L 2>
TR BIHLA N BYBE . AR 5] 55 R RSP
X7 ZILEMMIRAREY, ST s EA
NGIFNESEHT . SRR I LR ARSI,
[FI A L L LA AN EARDE 6, 7T REEE
FIX SR — Rl G BT LIRS AR AT AR E PEAR G
B {5, (Oros et al., 2014), I H, RFE4ERBKZT
I T X HLEE PRI A 22 5% . 3~8 S YL
HAE SIAMENFHER LA A NAO HYE. 5l ik
R el - Y W A= T K] e N N ]
AR R I L FE (9~12 24X BILAS A 53 0 I 4 22
SR B 2 (Sandygulova & O’Hare, 2018).

YER— R NI &, MLas AR AR B
AN AT LR TR, Bl bt L LR
X ATEHLER A Robi ATA] Z 43S TE 45 A Keepon
HEAT LB R 4 SRR W], 725 — YO 8 F 1) 5.5
W), HLas NBev) AT 2352 LB X H A A
(Haring et al., 2016), 5% 8, Hlis AFTJRRIY
HHRE . HF o a7 hSEEH AR
M2 1AL A A AE B R L EE X Y i 4
(Tung, 2016). 1%, 7L X LA A B+,
HLAS AR L JEAT AR 21 P 5t 2> )L 38 3Rk
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TOMAR IR R IE, I HARILEE SN
) 28 H Ak 2 2 B £ (%) Sk ¥ (Cameron et al.,
2018) %} 9~14 % JLEE 5T LB, HBX AN
Furhat JE/RPRFIERT, JLETER G VI A
FAE . EKAA RE ST, T Y L AR R B
TR, JLEWERZ NI ARATE . A
E WA BE J1 B (Calvo-Barajas et al., 2020), H:
W, B TMHEAEHESMPLEE A, JLEE SR
H5HETEEEI PN . R AR 5~6 &
MLE ., 59K AN A NAO W B R R
A S AT S, SRt LA Y
5 (Conti et al., 2019) %} 7 % JLE AT A LR K
I, S R AE MR N Pepper (A MBRIE T
IRFFPUGAR . IR S, SnRJLEE
Z K EME Z(Jewell et al., 2019), &, HLEE
AN & Rm Mg m ) LXMW KR E . 6
m, EEIEEY, AEHLEE A Alpha figi@ i IR
BRIZ Bl (MR FBLT 00 DR R 0 20 305 28 Ak ) Rl B 44 By 7 TR
5] JL# (Dou et al., 2022).

MEERE, EILEX P AR, Pl
NP RAE 22 45 L B TR ZI S — %, L
B EWR AR ILEE A, EXTAE L SR UL,
it FERU A 2377 S A A R0 o [ B, AL A
RIHMEF R . BT ORI R EIE S
LRG| JLE MR, 8 JLEXH ™
A LTI
22 JLEXNFZANRE

TELE S T HLas N L SERRAE A AT R R,
IFEESE T X HLER NI L N RS, ATt &R
FXHLE AW i — LR ER, @RS AR
Aok T DI RE AT MBI, A, X AR
KB W N GAT RS 06 . AR T, 4~6 %
HILER ST @ P3O A Tega iF 47 A 5214
g, ik, JLE & B AR ALER A R K
T 5 AR T BE I AL, M1t E S S
AENEST OC AR, N H B AL A A IR A
45 1 (Kory-Westlund & Breazeal, 2019a), ZSLIHh,
XF 8~13 & L 1t 3ZHl# A Miko Z [BIFI UK H.
SWFIE RB, —LeAHXS 25 5 H SR 0 TT AR
555 (B G Tm) 2 3140 (B B sk S e ke 5 ) vl LA Bl
JLZETE A b PR ML S DO DI REFIAR AL, IF4R
AT%FBL A8 N B AR 09 00 50 R 42 32 J (Lee et al.,
2022), 7R R, JLELERRYLEG AR E K

FF A C TR RADGER, T A 2 IR & % 1 i [
RS WAL, X 6~11 2 JLEMTFIT LI,
X F AL AL A Haru A< A, ILEEE
WAE S LA NUMERG I 55 b B BB AW
FHLE A AYTE Bl (Charisi, Gomez, et al., 2020), AJ i,
RXFP B B 2l 77 =0T DL A M R L EE B 2SR
Fht, s I pLEE AN R R A,
IR RS RS Z AN RGN, o,
ETMEREREREANGIR, BRLEHE,
JEHRMRLE W 7, MR HLEE A RIIRIRER
JUF- 02 AR N BE AR T #1700 . BFR R 3R,
AR A B N B BTEAR KRR E B | L#E
AR EAT R WALk AR AAEDLAR R CHLas
N5 5~16 Z MLEBIZHT, B EXHLEE AR
BRI, IBATEG T BAENWBER A A S, L
XL A B BT o W . SRR
“EARFNL R R REX PG, A L & —
FHAEE 25 R AATT R 5 MLES B B B A B 09 A
56 #1115 (Beran, Ramirez-Serrano, Kuzyk, Nugent
etal, 2011), FFH, 3~7 & M JLELENTE T AAE A
LA N Tega 400 —Fhat S 4K AR (A &
AN RS, A2 T8 B E LS A
R EB RN AR W, T S % AL AR N Bk
(Kory-Westlund et al., 2016). W53 th % BL7E JLEE M
BLES AR i i, A AT ) 52 B AR A2 3 A A oo
L HLES ATE RS XTHLAS A B2 00 70
GOSN FEXTHLAS N B 2 R AR A, D) 3 o X 1
PRE SIS IR L RLE SHLA AR PR3 A,
RZ, JLESTE TSR B RS AR
(Brunick et al., 2016). 7E )82 JL# 5 Amazon Alexa,
Google Home, Cozmo %5 — RIS HLE8 N HE
i), MREM 3~10 & M LEFENL NG T2
R R, X EEDLES A 2% LB AR R 5] 15
T 455 N RS BEAEHS By )L 3 2R kA7 4 T sl R
AT IR) S A 3 T G HAE A, AR LIE S HLas
N3t 5 AR FR] (Druga et al., 2017),
SR UL, FEILEXT LS AR E S,
Ml fr] 2338 5 5 LA N HELT W7 S0 BB ok T L)
fig, WS R EMEE TS T L8 A
i, REEBANGIRT, MITSIFRERVLS
NBIFTH, MR HLEE AR H i, L
RIS MRS fiR R O, IS B S
B RIS B, R JLE X LA AR



2322 O B R 2 ot B

%314

RMARME iR,
23 JLEXHE ANERE

MR RIG, ILE B I B ILEE A
HEEAR, FEAE DL R4 PRI . Bk,
JLEXT LA N BIA R B B A BE A AP . TR
K, JLELE 3 F I LS A=A T R EL
NARAT ) . A4 %38 A S ILas AL i
AN MPLHR R, WA Ty —F
EMRG, WH B0 SRS ARAG MwmAeE
By 47 AE 048 9 (Belpaeme et al., 2013), #E—E 5%
K, FEFEFRK LR JLE(T~10 22X L A
NA, LA AN W BEA A A A A2 TG
Ay, EATEILEA STRES 5 2B ikt 256
Z ) SE R (van Straten et al., 2020), T 5~7 % )L
XML AN GRS AZH A i &0 E s &
W, fEEEPEN s, JLES TS AFIA
BV iR VY Ly ONE et Brivk 2R NPS I i D0 B2 e BN <K 11
] T B R IH 4 AZ5(Flanagan et al., 2021),
LR IR R T ILZEXTHLAS A HR R AN T T Y,
It H X HLEE A B IA TR AEAS [F] 9 4F % AN 50 & e By
I N

A2 LE S XL AR B AE 2 oo T
AN LA A R AR 8 B B 1IN 0 g ) 25 = 1 3,
R A i 2 R i L ZE X P N B 0 B R
(Stower et al., 2021), 7 W.ZS AN S0 % S B BE B
e, LM R SR R AT LAy BRE B By
B, iz . BARZE B R is BB,
TEAR A & R My B b L A HT AT A 2 AN
[RICEEAaT, 224, 2020), JERENE BBy B FIHTE H
BBy L v AR RAT S . RIS B 4 A
L RE, PR AR 4 L R R A T WA
RL” (Animism), MATE0 = F T I A ik
DL 4 iy A1 & iH (Beran, Ramirez-Serrano, Kuzyk,
Fior etal., 2011), F Z W5 R M, 40y JLIEARAE
XA HLgs N2 B A, AR iy L3 A 55
i WAL, I HX R A AE ISR BLER N8 AT
5 LA A 3 5 R v 2 N Y (Cameron
etal., 2017; Okanda et al., 2021), SR F] JLZ X} HL
HANHEB PSR, AT ERFE 30 B BRI RT
BB BB LEXT LA A RIARE A TR, X
SR EOEAEY L E ST MEZ LN, B
BSOS N AT B B, IR 4G IR A A S ik B
(Burdett et al., 2022),

R AF IS P, LA A BIEA T B
Wiz H W B RIE SR B, FEX WA BB, L
B0 HL S BT T 0 5 0 5 2 R AE, AT
PR AL AR T B A B A dr i 920k, T2 IF
B PR A AL A T AR R BRI RE; At 4R A
WL AR REIAE A 2R, T A28 1k
P F AR T 1Y (Jung & Won, 2018), B, 4E{
JLEE RS2 T AT S LS N Sy
X, MATHIEENLAE AR Z et ST R,
IR, APEAR Y7438 )7 % (Kahn et al., 2012;
Kim et al., 2018), b4k, iXABr B0 LI IF IR BEDS
PRA ML A0 IE GRS PR AR, AL A A BUR,
NZEXTHLER A B 52T 5 (Woo et al., 2021),

MAERILE F, 025 5 I R Wi st L
X AL A BR AR X 8~14 % )L HEAT 1 5256 A
S T M AS R BEAILRS A B R 0 B A
KB LFE X NTEALE A DA 0 R0 B O 1A B
BRI 22 5, H2 5 X MLRAR 2 W0 A LA A 2%
LR = s R T - 2B I R=3 Y @ = 1% PN
HIBLES A (Tung, 2011). KL EAFT LN HE
SRR, 8~11 % JLEE XML g A B A I PR 31
THERIZES . LT S EA T & o EF SRR AL
a5 A% RS A G R PLER A (Cheng
etal., 2017). #F— 2L BFFRINN, XAIREEH T&
FZAEA I B ) AU St bR 25 2% B R B 4 T
MEE T B 1%, H 5 P %0 g EL
28 A+ 2 (Kory-Westlund et al., 2018),

gE Lk, A4 L E R A P A A
MRS, SR T Am RN, X5HEAAGE
TFNHR R B G B IR g, L
X HILARE N 0 B 2 T N . AR I LB T RE X 4
BLAS NS4 A A 0SSR 1 25 55, [l sl 1k b, T i
ML SHLA AT LS A A BB RIS B o

3 JLESHHEANES

TEILEZMINF T EY R, A14ET ok
AT B SRSZEE), SRR MIE, ®
A B < T BE X A R PG M 47 7 (Bird &
Edwards, 2015; Rennie & Howitt, 2020) £ A#LZZ
H 403, van Straten % (2020)LA X Onnasch Fl
Roesler (2021) A BT SEHESRAR I N A ML Bl (1 1 7
AT LA AT S MLEs AR 22 5 Fn T T AL Es A
NRAIR, JFH, JLESHFEY S LR
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Sk —FfiE A i 2 (Wynberg et al., 2022), 5 A SC
e, FEI B, JLEE s S T IE
MM AT 2281, SRIE XTAILES A A Ak R A
EFMRAS . EAERHER IR, JLE SIS A
FIFAE BERE Y, JLEXTHLAS AL o7 A4 — Lk
1 47 A (Yamada et al., 2020),

X—JJLE SIS AN EIEREMFGESIA
M r . B UHEJLE NIRRT,
AR AS N TR RRBOR M R R T ILE 51645
YR EIER, B TS REME
AR A AR AR TR, JLETEASRE LA
SRR T A 2 B 22 P AU R 38 R DA R S i (o
Wk 45, 20205 PREE 4, 2021) YRTHAESSHLE
AIIRESR R, RRRCAF MBS ANZAT R (TRER, 2022),
R L EE S AL a8 N AT A S M AS AR, A1 4T
ARG X AL Ay 5 B B i N S 14 ) B
3, DK HL s AL B A 2 Ja 1 i S A4
— P, XA E S RS LI AR S L g AN
VECR, FEBBAINAEE 527 R
(Peter et al., 2021), [a] Ay, L2 4k PR g B A A ek
B ARG AR FIIE BT E R APk, 7E M R
JLET] e 2sZ & F IR 5, XFHLas A 96 T
Tl BIR, RSO BB =T EH 5 ILE
Hhlds NB E it 72
31 JLEENHFANHSEE

Er TR, JLZE XS LA A BN a0 AR A
WM, L ILEE E TR X AL ARG EA
A AR o AEIE 2 R T X AR A R A RO 1, L
IR AR N—FEX LA A=A v Bl . &
4 NBROCER S J7 WU, 120 2 4 ) T sl
Y 4T A7 o 5 AR A R R LA A (Burdett et al.,
2022), M THEFAIRDLES A B8 e e A
IR S BE, JIF HLXFHLAS A4 52 BB T
K AL 28 A AE R BE Th ] AR L R FEAR, 7l
xS B3 R g LA & A O AR (de
Jong et al., 2022; Michaelis & Mutlu, 2017), £
TR LW, JLESTEMLEE NN E S 5 2B
RAE SRR N, 5 % B LEE S YL N E 3
B IPY V1I% /NG (0] = i 1 (D3 B 091 BN i [ e
RIPLAS N Sota M8 4> %47 N (Okumura et al.,
2023), Xf 5~16 % JLEH5EAX AR AR G D)
W R, JLEE 2 B ok 35k H bR B 50H 75
TR MY S LGS, I HL EE R4 PEIR L

PLAF NTREHE B, LS Anfal 5 Bix Lo H1L4% A (Beran,
Ramirez-Serrano, Kuzyk, Nugent et al., 2011), X}
3~4 % JLERT B/ AHLER A NAO Y E 5
KR, ARE L XTALA Y [R5 18 B Bk T HLas
NFRAEFBWAT R, AR A B BUNRRE,
W RIS LE A LA A oA, AR R
TN, X RS JLE R R AR b 3= M A
% (Martin, Maclntyre et al., 2020; Martin, Perry et al.,
2020), XFILE S5 HLEE AL GRS R 0 R
Wi /R TR A LB IS HLA A — A Z ]
M ELE SHLES NS, HLEsAAT XS LR
R AH Y 3 0, JLEWIR AL BIHLA A 0R
SRA A, RJLE A BRI TE 2108
#1247 Hy (Peter et al., 2021; Tolksdorf et al., 2020),
HE—2pHh, R R BAELE S48 AR B Eh
t, JLESUCHILE R — DRI, A
EBE fhn, Sk A BEAE L, 8 B 12 & %
FAIEE WA A iCat —i2Ht, RN, #%
FATEPLAS NS FE AR TR S AT N 7 H RS
Fb B He %2 i} BT 5 (Shahid et al., 2014)., A #F55 14
BT 10~12 ZJLEMAEEXT A F AN E
IR R, R TFAIRR T 508 AN AT
22 MBLEAL, X ML A SEAT TR 428 B
TG L HLES AT LU 0[5 45 A AT,
[RGB fip B R X AL AN AR RO 75, X AT RE 2 W T
JLEIN A PSS AReig st by | FIEEM R
(Cagiltay et al., 2020), A5t EMAEFH 2T,
7~10 % LR =ML A NAO 4R A FIALAS
NA K H C BB L ARME SR AR B A DR,
AR L E N A LA A A A IR E P (cognitive
perspective-taking) Fl # 13 & 2% [ G 71 A1 [5] L .0
(van Straten et al., 2022a), {HI2/E Mt B, B
JLE S PR AN E SR AR RIS AR B E R
WEE, fln, Xt 9~12 % JLIE 5 AZHLAF A Furhat
B R FUL R AR 1) 2 B L Sl 0 LS B I R A 0T 5 & B,
X FEWES), JLEX RIS ARG fF T
o 25 SR NE 2 13 YA 1S I iy 4 fin (Calvo-Barajas
& Castellano, 2022), [Alif, *f 7~10 % i L K H,
WA TR EIHLAE A NAO [WAT K2 i
PR RS0, WAL LR AP B ErEMA
RN 2 AR, MNITTSE I T LB XL A0 B4R
AT 2 B 4t A2 B & (van Straten et al., 2022b).,
M2, BT ILEXTHLEE A IR I AR A
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4y, R ITEE S8 NHFITIRA A&
2, XMAFHLEE AT LU LE B APE . (B2, L
AR ZMP AW ANRRAE . MAHAE
Wy, BrTLL, Bt ) L EE A A S ML N T AT A
7 B NI RRE AT 2R .
3.2 JLEHE AR IE R MR

Rt JL2E SPLEF A B EEA, JLESR
A BESXT AL X At 2tk = A 2 ) . IR
BRI IRAURAS . 55—, JLESX LG AR
INPEEL . P FETRRAT N, AR R S )
s A —HE, MIRARI, 78 7~9 % JLE S5Hl4
¥ AIBO ZZH Ay, JLEE X HLAS M fgoh o
WIS FIAnPEBL . IUEE . EVPRIRHL, MBATA
i AIBO R LU A, TAE AR $ M A DA ok B 2
RysEgh, RERILEINNPLES A LR,
BR Z ILEARE E AIBO HA MRS AIHE 2
P, X R ILEAEMBE AIBO J& ATl & iIAH
IV A BH 1 AT AR 20 09 A B SR B R ML M
(Kahn et al., 2013), 2, JLESHRIPLEEN, OF
5% K B4 A A AR SR /D RLAJEHLER AN Keepon
B, 3 2 A4 LESIAER ERiiE sk, R XL
28 NP Ak (Kozima et al., 2009), [FIEF, JLEIL
P ARE, MR A 7 2 H12 5 59 JLEF
BLES N 3 X 0 B B I AN 2 TSR A Be gL, %A1
S A < AH A2 S AR RE, X R LE
XML AR 2 AR B 9 1 )2 [F] (Constantinescu
etal, 2022). 5 =, JLE S ML A FRIGEAZH
FUEFE, R XA AR, W58 R 4R
ZR10 B LA IILEFEA T 90.2%) 378 AR Al
T8 AE SR A LA A ATBO BB F 43 st T 47,
H 2 AR AR I 25 B D HL B v R, X )L
XEHLER AR A & IR 09 1% B AK 2R (Weiss et al.,
2009), [T, 4 5 22 ) LE S LA AR S
LT XAF LS AE Y RS S R, NSRS AR RMK
W, H LR AT BE 2 SALAS Ao L
NG, IR LA AL B & Y% K (Borenstein &
Pearson, 2013), £, JLEHEZL W Hlas
NS FHANRAEA, W5 & BUAEXTHLE A 04 JR
ek, JLEE S & R X PLEs A AR, SR, 4
JLEE B AR BB AT HoAh % 7 Ag ik 5 X A 2 A
[m) 0 R BB, L 3E S RN, RO R T 3]
AT 22 18] ) 56 22 FF A2 4R ) (Law et al., 2022).

TEILZE 5L K R AR AR R,

TR T3 R 2R . AL 22 A 3
WriH iy 8~12 % JLE S5 HLEE A iCat HEFTHCM
Uik, &b 9 PR E T L 3 AR, 9 A
M EEHLER A BB Z F i 22 0y )L, RIS, B
SR LE S HLA A B I, JF B ROR
O Z B G R o K H o [ AR B S e L
S 5 AL N AR D AT R A
AR R 1 SRR A G SR, WIS A A R S
R ZE g R R R fif 2 LB A & W WA
UNESE T NEEPIRE-3 5 ]I i) Y7 =Y
b AT B A 7 P BAEME FORE R H AR, b T 7R 4
AT 55 Th X Bl A Y A G- B B B £ (Shahid et al.,
2014), WAk, FEVRE I THERM A KRBT
BLES AR EBL, 5 8~11 % Mgy =2 JLEEAH L, 10~14
BB KRKAILEST LA AT A N i A B,
AT S HLES N .3 1 SCAS A 5 B 4 IR 3 ik R
BRI IENL, e B RAT R b i
T AL S N T A L E AR R
PA] M BIE 9 3 DA A 3 AT BB F T R KOR SC Ak B B il
TE 4k 3Z B = BLAM ] AT (Neerinex et al., 2016)
AU, LB XS LA A BB 3h 22 2] T b AT AT
KA SCAL IR 9 1

ZE b, BT L XML AR RO DA R
BE, ILESTESIES NG s e 1R B %
WAty . PRAFARER . SR )Y 2 1% B A2 T R
e X—id WA ZBILERER . PLAE AREE
TEFRE SRS A5, JLE A B Brib 6 SCb 3R 35
WA EHFZENEERE,
33 ILEXNB/ANGEITA

AR, JLEXN LS AJEAR S
[ X R — %, WESSIEdE R, ILEAE S
BLASF N By Bf 4l 2 3 B — 26 X HL 2% N B9 67 1 A7
Ko FWFFEAE H AR — R B T LR,
R IAEACBEANAE B 30 B FEAT NP, 5~9 % 1)
ILE S TR B R 7E ATEHLER AR B, it
WG 2 0 LA, AT 25 5 xR A
47 E ¥ (abuse), BIMPHMRALES AR ), H &2
R T BAEHERIALEE A . ROl A
SRABATTFE 1R XA AN R AT, AT 5 s 2B X
AR, B A AT IR E 010 5l AT A A BE Ik
THUAT(Bragic et al., 2015), Xf 5~9 % JLEE X%
NIE LR it in sE 7 i A i oe & B, R 2801
2 5 BRI AT Lr A5 BLAS A KT I AT A 1 )5
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N, A AT S IR R 5 E LA N R AL (HZ,
WA T4 ILEIEIA RIS A e — RN LRI
BT, AL AR BUETF . X T B H T X
S6 LB Z R, MATIA I HLER A BB S BRI
TR EREAT y, B AAT] = 32 JE R LA N1 i 72,
IE AN 4% 1 23 JE /N 8h ) —FF (Nomura et al.,
2016), #t—#HMFFE & B A TE 7 1 L nT fig
& H AR LB LA AR IBCE R 1 =5 5 J I &
IF B HAb)LE S 5% A7 00, BEs LB XL
ANWERSEERAEFBH IR sl
PLF 3 N, ILEXT LA A B 1T I AF
T 25 M A FOAR B4, X Al RE S i TR R B
PREE B BCA S SR 1 (Yamada et al., 2020), A W, JL
FXT LA AW TR T 23 32 3L 0 R A R A
AR HR Y B

o H NN, EEAINRETHARET, L
HH B LA A ST 2 H AR . BA L
WMAH S NI, I FRZBMEEE, ML
NPT R LB R T, A A
O M, KR, JLEAT EH EILA
NIFEAE 2L TE R, X ARG AT e & S EULE
HHIMANER FIN R, XFXRITAESRHA
Rl LT S5 HLEE AR W R JREE L, Hlin L3 ]
Rl 6 LA it N 22 ) sUERE, 2 ILEATRES
KHLEE A B O BGE, I e A0 & 1
MR AC B4, KILLIAE, XMILESHLEA
(4 AN R T RE S BEAT JLEE 5 HoAh A 280 sh 4
SRR A RS OC R, I BRI B, f HL
B RS KRB, R LS R T
FHIAE J1(Kahn et al., 2013), B, 3L EXT
BLEF NS TEAT S, —J7 AT DA kbLas i,
A LERIREPLS A A RGN A S,
e AHCHEE. AWRIFR T8
RUR T L # E R AN AR AT REE, bl
e NTEERE R AEZ RIS SEIEUE ] T X —
T 0] LA SR AR L DL BT A & R
F(Brici¢ et al.,, 2015), 75—y, FKAE&MHEAbAL
AR R 2 S Bt o) 1k LB L A R ATk, il
15 )L 3E 2 R BB B R R ML AT S (E AR R
#4947 A (Sanoubari et al., 2021),

SRR, WP LI R R R AR A
FELCFHIBBE 1, A ATTAT R RE 25 BN A AL 28 A
MAER A AN o TR R Z R A AL A BA A B

JLEARE Gy w3 B8 A, TR BOA B 19757
HORM FRALAR A o X, BT 2kl Aix
S 2 I LE R AT, R SR B i
T, AR JLEXT LA BB IR A

4 SHSEAEFHRNILELZRATMN

55 JE PR AR 5 114 g S DL B A ok R v ) 5
g E, PLas AMEN—FR R, B4
ILEM MK Z h, IR0 T ILE2E ] fAE g
i — A EEH A (IR AF, 2022), AN
Jiik, JLEHE F S ARRRE R T & Rk, T
XFERT, HAHES AT ILEATE PR Y E R
LT A G Ak E R AL iR B 8 e, SR,
5 g 0 B B s BeAmAH L, HLEs A BE NS T 4y s
UKL —f fa, Bsi s L E< 8 sk
B, JLEE 2R ALER N Y PE A R HLE B 5 W
X G MG BRI, JF HLEM T B A ]
JE VL fE T RIHLAS N EAT 2R 2], i HLALER AR &
G L BT 8 A R AE H 8 %% (Breazeal et al.,
2016), W WL, @A PRAEEE B E SR B, VLA
ANHEF R SEMELEN LR, BTk, &
SCK B S HLEE N SR LE A, 2T BE
Fiah 2 M & R s )

R AN T T AR A — R A . A
JEPLS TS LB I S PR B Y T Bl S I S A
S HE R B I, XA SRR R A AT Y 2 > e
TR R, Mt S Sc b B R 1 3 R —A
et R, W S E SR, JLE
RENE 215 38 = A O BE DD RE (10858, 2014), ANRETE:
ik, Lo NBERS A L ZE ARG MG . 700 R
Wt SHEE S, ESIEEANE AR, JLE
FE A5 AT P00 B0 S T AL 1 3 5, B I A A o A O
e, TRIEY, MLES AT LLGE 338 B G B i A s | 52,
B B L 0T AR AR A | 2 SR R 4L R
BeAh, Hlas NGB TT LIBHIA PR B 3), ik )L e HH
& A IR TR S S VAR L B R R 1) Y fig
J1, Wi R RS AR X RGeS . NILES
LA AN BB St i rh, L3 REAS T 4 i £E A T BE
DA BN VR R AR Yo s e s |
KA RME LI BRI, BT JLE
KRR NTEZ
4.1 JILEINAFATINANEZ BRI

WRTETER, HLEE AAE D —Fh A R e s |
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IFFEEY, TR EIILERR NSNS
SR, A B AR S LE I T, A% AR U
B RE 7, o BD A aE L EE A A R R (Kalozi-
Szabd et al., 2022), 55, HLAFATT LURAA @A
FIH 7 2ok 2 BE B, XA B e LE
Bl AW T 5 MES S, T
6~12 % JLE SPLE A NAO 153X Ee{F 45 iss 1
FRELITE], 4550 & K 2803 T A HLE AR
TRWEZ 5, I B AT TR 5 5 U
BT 55 b i s ) g kb, sk R L A IR
A Rk 3% (smail et al., 2021), Hk, Hles AR
i O b i B2 58 b2 ) bR, DL RS AR L E Y242
F1o WEFEFRMA, HLE AT DL 2k 8 A R 1 1) 1
SR A, B BN R R X B
FMATA R B EAZ T BT LS AT DA o] B
(2 At S (5 B, Fr L e T nT DS Bh % T 17
B IE R EHEHEAT R 2, T E— 25 s L i
1ZBE J1(Chu et al., 2022), #Ja, Hles An] LABR{L
— R AHT 2 A, R R R A il
FEL AR TP i A P PO 3 Ry K NS A i
SEM TS5, JLENTRELE . MR AT T
8 X o) Oy 2 URT DU & 24 1T 0 32 R oK
-, TR AR A 4R T AT AL BRAE B L )
BYBE 1 (Anwar et al., 2019; Neumann, 2020),

bR T e HE LN ATRE S, PLEE AR T
JLFEXT A C B2 B AR AR T RE g, R
HILEM TGN EE, AMRAET—18H
KindSAR Wy#E22HL4% A5t B A T4 By 4 LI i) JL
[ %, ML AT LW A E 5% L A i xk AT
Sh R, FRmMAE TS MILER AR
Bio HBFNE SR AR AT S, FHE
TE—JRU 7 18 K 58 AT 55 B9 2 1 B T0UAT: 55 19
HbR LK [ O AT Se i o 2 I i 45 53R B,
KindSAR il LAFE B L2 T i A & R BL,
T4 v AT FE O A VAR . JCIA R Y LR
2 K0 sh ML R 7 1 Y I 46 4 4% (Keren &  Fridin,
2014), HHE 1Y B F 5 o 3R B AL A8 A T LA i
PEOEELARTN L 24 2 35 Ry o 192 2 RSk g ik ot
INHUR R, RS PR NBITE B, JLEE T A8
TCIARN SR SRR | M43 A PTG AT 2 2] S 2,
VI By 45 | L3 N S8 A 55, mtk, JLEERY
A 3 W FPEAY e A B BB B T & B (Ozkan
& Toz, 2022).

R L AN 5 ST N ATRE T AR TR AE S L
i NZEH K R IE R . LA 22 2]
AR HLES A 47 4 (Ttakura et al., 2008), JLFETE
PUATIE S5 Z 0 S LS Al Bk 2, b ik
A Al AE 2 ML g A8 3h /E (Sommer et al.,
2021), I HILEMBTAS 23 XA HLAs AN 14T R 2
AREIRE] H Y, B LB HE AT A R0 3R s ok
IR CE I, AT R R R IS R T G AT B
(Schleihauf et al., 2021), KIS FRELEK LA
AL A CE ] IS L E A A s 7= A
W s e, BLAS A AT LA o R AR 10 S R T
KB R ILE IR R LB Z) 1, IFH B AT &
TR A FO MBS, [, YL A8 T
VISR AR AR 1 B R0 S RE, 5 B L 3 o IRk AR
FEHAR BT, AT R — 25 L b AT 4 1 R &
DA (Park et al., 2017), Ak, HLES AR A] IRt —
P2z AT G R ) B BB R EE, ()L 3E BE S AR AT
AT A AU 1 155 0 22308 Sf ), R TR 1 3
BiA BT LB AR R R M A2 o0, IR H A BT
AR et & J 25 AT BB (AL et al., 2019),

Zi b, M LA AR IR —Fh AR . U
T b H I R 0 BB s, X A L IR R IR
N HHE B (B M % P PR R DL A, ISP A3k
) S8 AT 55, 3 46 5 HLR N B 3l i DAAT R4 ik
JLE N HVRICIN AN & 8 .
42 MILEBZIENEBHZIE

XEILET 7, 24 20 & AT K b i 52
o JLE R 2 68 72 A8 AT 348 B A 1 R
OJHRRIRE T, WA T . B RIE AL S
8, L I A AR BRSOk K AR
AR 2 FERE IO RE ), xS o] fig ) ok
MR T AT AR R S T A
LAY LAY (Sommer et al., 2021), BFF EH, S5HL%
NH BhBEW R L E LT RE T . 1 REiE S fE
J1 b, ik 5 ZILES 5IABURE SR s pLEs A
MERFE S, #ZPITMIRFRe HE 3 T4, JFA
fES LA N BB, 19 R T A1 ARE,
Il FH B 52 2% 1) ) 1R A R AL N AT Sk A A
flfiT E C AR B (McDonald & Howell, 2012). #
— WA R I 5 1 G BT A s T B (i A
SRR L RO EE, S5 /NVEIZEABLEE A NAO H B
AT IBES 5P TS, W HE %2
W £ 23 B % B TA) B4 4 B8 17 45 0 (Konijn et al.,
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2022), HORFERCARE S b, WFSEIESE T HLER AAE
R THX LI A R, Rl R ERCA AT
D, SHLES N SEAT E ST LB R LT S
R 55 rh g 2% 8, AT 2 e B R 3 14 o
%% (Brown & Howard, 2015). A#F55 it T —4
LR NS, ZEXE 7~9 2 IL#AYSLHH, Bl L
BT LB 7 i p I AR I ] RS T A0 09 8 R
PR, ZALA AL AT LLH ShR il 45 i, 80T
DR B A 15 2 100 - g e n ] ok X BB 4R, T
BLES AT 00 o N2 B g BT BE . A A e, A
WP EARRE 158 T A 5038 F+(Hindriks &
Liebens, 2019). fJa L a¥Fae)s b, HIRHE
WAt T JLENLE AR, AN A NAO,
Robosapien N AMES ) STEM #2¢, &S558
(I LE N 5~11 % fE)LEBGHIRIA SR, L
NI IR A (0 S 53R, LB T 2% 2] Wl 45 7
RV 15 LA 0 08 0 2 B, I BT L RE 4 b
PRARHTH AR (144 ] (Barnes et al., 2020), 7] i, 3]
A G HLE N3 2 A X LB B 4 fil B B
RANGwFE . HLAS T A A T AR A A BRI T
RAFF- 7, AT AT LR E R R4 &

TEREFRILE 2 2D RE B, FLER A
AT, dnl IR R4 . A5 BRI 2L
2ER A SOV (protege effect), b L EE M
] NIEHLEF AN NAO B2 FiR R4 fE, L ds A1E
Syt 5L TR . X Rl BT 2L E ST
WA IATIR AR RS, IF AW Z AT B s
AW B SRk, DRSS A e
PR . ARl NGRS, JLER R T HL
i NP RTRI A5, 3R 4 256 T L3 i L3
X T 2R N A IR A B REAZ, JREE S AT B
{5 O FE 45 7K 345 (Jamet et al., 2018), AHICELSHE
SN T HLE NAER SR LI 2E 2T 66 B 4 ik
s (i g S B PR PRI ARAT R, JL# ]
DL T S R e SR R Y, I A S i 2
A VR D R B RE D (2)iE i S LA AT E),
JLFE W] LAAE S92 3 v 2 35 U] 1o %o A [] )15 58 APk
0, DT B 75 B 1 i e [ R BB 05 B)BILAR A
AT AR AL — A EL A Pl M R0 il 1 A BR85Sl
2k 22U ARE Ay ik, R AT A B 1
K (WL ATE Sk ol LU k24 A (4 A 1 i
TG, R AR AR A 1 P )RR D T AT 1
TESER T, Xy AL RIVER, g Rt T —A

KE SR8 3 e 1) B IR 58 (Gubenko et al., 2021),

Bz, HTHLS AR EREMREN, 1
AALRERSE AL ILE2E > | BB i )L 2 7 figk e [
T AS R, T H AR RE S SR AR S A Sk 2 S L
PRI 2, PO AR 3L 3 X AR 5 v A B
o AT I, BLEs AME D —FBiEE TR, ik
JLEEE S RE T W) R JRARAE T Z A AT et o
43 FMILEHSERBHZIE

JLE S R e LB K R &
WeE s i 5 NSO R - AH LR R A VR
REJI. WHTPTR, JLEASHR NG shidfEh &
WOR AR 0 Bk, W3 22 ) 25 R AN ) LA 1) 5
WRFR . BRI A=Ay, TR I B AR 55
b 2 & S 8AT W EE WO M SRS, B
&5, 2017), HJLE SHLa AR RYEE S A AT
eIt SRR . IWIUA B 5T 2R ok
B, H—, YL# A A AT LU 5 L ) ek P
SRR AR HE AT A 4 58 R IR RS B ) A R TR L
WE R 4 % 2247 0 LEE SHLER N Z 6] 1)k Al R 25
B R UMR L A se Bepe fn b ae R B, JIF
A BT i L2 I PR £5 18 55 7] 8 (Borenstein &
Pearson, 2013), FHICHIFE WIS /N ATEHLEF A
Zeno W] ISR 2 () m] T4 RN BT A9 A U(R 5
M LB R AL AN A&, IR 5L
AN kR AT P4 38 BE FIAR S e 71 (Elder,
2017), S, MLER AT IR B L L
Mg B fig, ARSI S B A & T
PR WFoE BT 6~12 & LR UL, 5
F AT HLAR N AT 138 e 3k T LA Bl L 2E &
g ge, IR phEE . AR . IEEWES,
T HAE S ML A BEAR I JLEE 1 28R KT 7 4%
A H PR ME B, DU R AT 92 5 B (Scassellati
et al., 2018). HE—BWFFTt A Bl THLA A A
AL E T 22, RN LA
A PR R 2, 2% S A a] o0 M AR T Al A
(Smakman et al., 2022), £=, HLas A AIE A LL
PRI RS RF, 5 B L3 T L b, 2L iR R N % A
Pt B . PR R ML A ZE RN 12~16
ZI)LERBBNEAE . #ESEReA WE A B R,
A WL AT LLE i 3R L EE P A5 O R AR L
BRI MSY, W L5 JLE AT E S AT
Fik B O RIEIERZ, KRS JLE— Bk
B 12 2] S VE 4% (Kandlhofer & Steinbauer,
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2016), XEHFFENAERD], St Lo AT
B B By ] UG JLFE (4 4k 23 1 R 7= A BRI

SRR ARTE , AL N5 ILEZE I C R
T 2 g — AP X ACTE M AR 8L (Niyholm,  2020), #1328
B NAAZ A5 N A 2 155 S S 10, A T A,
TR I T R AR B R Y 14 BB AN B8 I R A
7% 6] B L 1F 35 72 5B (Matthias, 2015), X—3
S BRI N RRASHE Ot — B F B AR
A, AREATS BIE MK Z R0 6 RATRAETE
2280, P, JLE 5P A Z 8] B 1% el ok vT
B & E L E WA &M & B (Smakman et al.,
2021), B, LA AAA SR AT T4 E AT B
A5 L3 B S LA N 3, A S AN
77 #E47 1.3 (Sharkey, 2016). IA W EM, hT
HLES NS EB L E M ERETE S, FIbE AT
FREIREE T KR SR LB AR A BR o6 R AR BE 138
FIARXES T, BT LS HLAE AR5 2E 5 3k T
Al 23 3l L B 5 i A = 18] 44 £ A1 OC & (Arnd-
Caddigan, 2015), [Alf, 5 AZEMA AT H 3 AN,
ILE AHLEE N B F TR S BEfE, AATE
“IE R HLAS NI AL S MR A TR, X R
T RS E A SR DGR, PR L
K 2ZJa K o AR 5 AL R b, ks
fiiHE — &3 19432 7] {1 (Kahn et al., 2013; Sharkey
& Sharkey, 2021), B L XS HLE8 A 7 1T
KRBT, TR 2 O s e
JERFAT R, BT RE Sl LB AE e AT B 1 245k
RIS, X FHURA T 1) LE XX S i 1T
A A I 4 EY 2 15t (Constantinescu et al., 2022),

AL, AR AN —T7 1] DL i )L E A
LRSI RE A A e . WL ) E 2
AL RE, IF ELE AT SRR LD ) L3 5 4
LA RS X 52 2 BAL S B, X Se A B T L
kPR R o (ERS—T5iE, i THLas AT
R IE M N A — B o L2 42 P 2 34 55
s, P )L S LA AN Z ] Ak S RE A P55
(4, XAEARHLAS A AT BE 2 H L2 A4S0

5 E&ETRE

ASCH )L E 5 LA N B B R IE K BB 2
BILANE 1. 42T 3k, ASCK EEULE SHLEE A EH
Bl — SRR AL ik, DAY TS R
Xzt ) JLZE AL AT SIS R o
51 HEMRAELE

1E )L E AL 8 N B 3hixX — 5 G, A
SCUERFFE AT LA 43 A i e i R SE g P i 2s . 3
H R MR B S AR 2 L S AL AN T B
AT T, W50 F R WA AR
Jr AR MR B . Bl An A A st L X AL A
JE4 (W 15 F RV (Cheng et al., 2017), H#ATU7IR
PLT g L2 X HLER A B A AL 1252 (Kahn et al.,
2004), S E KSR UT A4S G 1Y Jr L5 sk
JLEXT LA AN AT A, ARG ViR L LI NI A
7 AR R (Nomura et al., 2016), FEX AN
R, X E S BT R S, FEAT
Y T 14 5t W ) /7 5 (Schadenberg et al.,
2020) X LEAAPER BT STRAR IR, AR
Z X 78 B DA K A R PR R, R I i

ST . - DMFERIBRS A | « BLABAGRUET —FA B, B, |
| e | o L] e |- EmmmEmRGREA || WA g s
- BUHERR Dol e |- SBUSUEBAMEASED ) B - EABRLEERE. 2, |
Wit sze P - BB L EARRITEIAIRE ) %
. EREAEE. ETmRA | | - HBBARBUMFERATY || B AT B L
o Eﬁf’ﬁ TR b |t | - PRI/ NEBLERA ; Ho#d B FH AL 2R R Sk :
U | st s | 0| WA |0 SEREASRIRER L B - SURATLUGDRAE R,
S Lo CBPHBASHALESE B LR AR T R
CRBANRRIESR | | | e || | TR RS
R I T S I BT UTIV N el el Bl
LRG| RTINS | Pl
JLERHLIE ABGA }—{ JLE BT }»[ LA TR LR RN

B LR SHLE RS RRE B T 5 45 2R
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Aie A B 1) 45 R AT B 4 A7 B335 3045 rh EL A A
RITIE, BN Z K AMBFFE A G 8 ) I 7R X 4k
R, JLEXHLEE AN E LT N2 52 8
FNFEY A3 (Beran, Ramirez-Serrano, Kuzyk,
Nugent et al., 2011; Michaelis & Mutlu, 2017)

XS, SCH s R 2 0L, B
ARG ) T8 S g i T DL T ML SHLE N
B AL EAT M Z M E R R, HFR
T XA AR T HEA TR . AT BEAIL 432 N SE 56
2N BRH b g, IXRh DLPRLSR A w5 e 3
FiE 48 1L B R 48 M ™ A8 19 PF Al (Jung & Won,
2018), M T IJLIE S5 HLAF A B H 3t R AH X & 4%,
PR] I 52 3 P 0T 5 v 9 0T 5 3 AT 1A A SR TR B vk
FIPAL L2 S HLAR A B B Sh A7y, #il4n Shahid 55
(2014) Y AF 5T b 2 BL SR LA A 0] 2647 A R4l
&, R B8 R LA A AR IR AR A A SR 1T %
WL, LA KO0 BBl R i AT S DL R T B R
SRR T M ILE SIS N B TR,
Cameron 55 (2017)3# o FF ik = [al @1 | PRk A28 s i
R T M ILEXT LA BN LA R 3 81453
BERA N AT 3 288 A o (R X BB B 1
HEAT BT g A T HL AT AL L2 XTAILAS ARG 72
MR, B SRR, FRFMSHE
HIa Xt g LT IR, LIRS JLEXT LA AW
ik, 325 EWUAIAR DL B 5290 N 45 (Haring et
al., 2016). SRE, YT S PE AT 2 R
mTt, (CF ER B RS N LE S5 P8 AR
HARBL, XLE A 5P A S AN 5T
SR I . IF B S8 % R $EAT RIS ] 8 A7 2
SRR DL R AE N B I T T e, PR TG ik
fif S N L ZEAE B AT T AT R, o B AR SR
FE5E .

515 B A7 AE )8, BIFFE & AT IE AR 5% 70 il
et o B el LG LB X ) N A TR AR A
2z, Tung (2011)2 X JLEEHEATIE2H A9 UL HA Fnds
S, HHSEFZWEBIRESM R, FEHd
SIMAGE G LA B 5 MRk 7 LU AR L
TERE UL UERG BRAR A8, Kory-Westlund 45 (2018)#
BT LIRS 4 A DR B LE SHLEE A Z K
WA WA AT R, B (1) B a5 )L =X L
N B B AR A TR 1 25\ F A F84F % (Inclusion
of Other in Self Task), XERJLEMN—HE FHF
HEE - REAFRMIT SV ZE R E F;

Q) BTE T ILE SHLEE N Z B B3 A R At
A2 % Z 1R (Social-Relational Interview), P25
FEILEWMME FRILE A . A S5 HLE A S0 L K
ARSI NP AZ A 3)BAE T il L X
FHUATT S LA N Z 8] 5C FR 00 B F 2R 35 58 7 14X
R M 3R (Narrative Description), H 23k JL % f
—A, Hd & ] 5 HLEs AN Z Y H B
MR, OHBETHILERBTEZMIG N SR
A AN NE BAE R B A R #2455 (Self-
Disclosure Task), HIiL#L#8 \iF L #E RI& IR =
MFIHEDT? i IR B A 47 7S FAN R,
XSk AT LA B AR SE N L BE AP T R AR 4 L
S ANZ T RBIRR . FEREM AR E
&5 AR Ak, DL RCR A K B BIF 5 4R At L A
i . Kory-Westlund F1 Breazeal (2019b) 1] $§ i 3£ T
(& R Y 1 R AT R 4 A5 B 45 5 ol L 3 BT LA
BEABATTER A B 2323455 (Picture Sorting Task)
5t24%3Z [ #:(Social Acceptance Questionnaire)Jé
A LB XTAL S N H232 B DU KA R B T . X
SO 5 PR A R A b A 4 L 2 AE 22 U Al L A ik
T PR RN R OC R AR AL, B —Fh A SOTAE LE
SPE AN E STk
52 EiITEEILENYEAFTREETENES

SRILERARENEM A EN, LT
i JLE S PLA A B3 2 SRR i, R ROE
i 1 7 1) BT BLER N LA 2 1% T T B i 1R A
TR AE R (Fortunati et al., 2015; X5+ & 4,
2022) ZEHLAIFFEIN N7 i PR IR AT Lo =
BB, BIFEASGE)Z i (Visceral Level)r= 4= X 7=
EhAYEE —EN 4, 7847 4 2 T (Behavioral Level)¥R
AT fEFNAE FH = DA R 8 B TRoK, e B R
T (Reflective level) B2 7§ N IR 4K 4 5 HLAH &b
B4 25 58 HL R R K47 8 (Norman, 2004) . M ixX =4~
EH R, ASCESE TR I JLE ML AT
i B B B

HARAEARZE, HTILEEE SEILEA
MHT A H Sy, IR T HAE G RRIE, O HJLEXT
PLES NI — B A1 32 B ML NS UL BT 1Y
. B, PLEs ARSI TR 5 L EE B 427
DFGEE I, b FILE R H52 HAL B {2
Wo NILE IR KRR, REHE . TR 20
SR, IF HIE R AT E M TMHLE A, FhNfess
W5 1L T 2 1 R AT T A % T o
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HREATHZT, ILEZEKRNS 5%, &
BRSNS E S 5 T T g
WR Sk T LA AR, JLEE 2 258 i 5088
NS W B gy ok X it — 25 T f#f 1 (Weiss et al,,
2009), WFFEEM, B TILERN S OEEL TR
Z, BFPILE SN TR AR EEFEENAER
BN A I HL 38 N 3E 4T 2% 3J (Breazeal et al.,
2016), L, im LI HLEE A B ZE B TR A
BT, B T RRAR AR, JF BRI S Y
HEFT LIBG5R L ) S 5 AR (de Haas et al.,
2016), JFH, HLEF AL RARHE L 1Y 75 K F6E
A PEAL 19 T SRR (Park et al., 2019), MilifiE
AT R B ALK

e R BE, JLEA SHLS AN E S
577 S BAK AR, T4 S ML AT A R —
B, YECAMRERS TS ASILE
ZEE SRR, FTLALE AESZ 4L
P AZFRNT, DRENE R IR KIS, BRI,
FE R B 1 (Uluer et al., 2021), kL, 1w JLE
B ALAS AR T 3 E I R R Ny, T R
R RMR T, AL AR JLE AP
R A . [FIBS, Bl AR AL 5 (5 S A
2= S R, LA 2 JLEE /Y 44 0 A1 3K A1 AR (Toh
et al,, 2016), XAEM TP EIILENEERSS
FEAZ, FESE AR A Fn & R

i bR, Wit 5 JLERR EMILS ANFES
FEILETEARE . A7 AR B JE T B iR o i
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New playmatesin the age of intelligence: Characteristics of children’s
interactions with robots and their impact on child development
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Abstract: With the rapid advancement of artificial intelligence, interactions between children and robots
have become increasingly frequent. The research outcomes in this domain can be summarized into three
processes: children’s understanding of robots, their interactions, and the effects of these interactions on child
development. In terms of understanding, children are more readily attracted to anthropomorphic appearances
of robots, tend to explore robots based on interest, and often perceive robots as living or quasi-living entities.
During interactions, children are more inclined to accept robots as intimate companions, seeking emotional
comfort and a sense of protection, but may also bully them. Interacting with robots enhances children’s
cognitive and metacognitive abilities, learning interest, social willingness, and empathetic skills. However,
due to robots’ inability to provide appropriate reproach and feedback, there is potential for negative
implications on a child’s social development. Future research should expand on design, methodologies, and
depth, attempt longitudinal and cross-cultural studies, refine evaluation techniques, delve deeper into the
reasons and contexts for child-robot interactions, and be mindful of associated ethical issues.
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