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B E ME ﬁiﬁgiﬁﬂ@arge Language Models, LLMs)RE RUIRTE R H ) Z N, AR E A MEG R N FR3E
HER A NBRZEH. . A EAMDINEE ENZ 2R A . EAZES LLMs ZZH HmWAME R, A
FEAMATEAN LLMs Bk 1 EEUE, AWFSEE I =R RGBSR LLMs BB, BF9E 1 &3, 55X
NN —3L, N Bl i S FIRE T A EE I LLMs . KT, 7E—BEEE T, AR T AR b g 4
TEOLSE, ARAEXT LLMs BYBAIPREIIL G, BFSE 2 BT T HAEFIRE I 7EAS R S B0 vh ) I e 0ns, 45 2R AR B,
PSS RE I REIE M UM AZEXS LLMs AYFFLEM AR ISR E 2R, P )RR T SR B8 )y s s, i
A X = B BN B R . WA 3 iR R T A LLMs 53X ARERAIZ S, 45R BN, AR LLMs
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PEHER, I 0N TR RERIBE AL S ABLEMEDLRI R DFE R4 TR AL

KR KIEFHA, s, E, e
SFEE  B849: €91

1 55

Rifi 5 N T8 BB AN A AR 35 7 Ab B3 R (Natural
Language Processing, NLP)[FJTRE &, KifFHH
#l(Large Language Models, LLMs)fff % 5 1 FH 3
Ji i % (Brown et al., 2020; Ouyang et al., 2022),
LLMs fy & & 1F 76 #fE 20 @ F N T8 fig i 52 3
(Bubeck et al., 2023), LLMs JT 4 F 8 H 2B A1)
CYBERRAE, WNAE . PREE S (Theory of Mind, ToM)RE
F15 B R 6 % )L (Kosinski, 2024), # & 7EH
SEAE 55 Y 3R B8 N 8 UK OF- (Strachan et al.,
2024) . R RPN KR A FF B (Huang et al.,
2023; Jiang et al., 2023) . EAG 5 AZEHRLI AR 15
JRRZR AT S A BE 7T (Zhao et al., 2024),

W5 F 42 2024-02-06

i LLMs iz A H &% A0, A28 BT
S MEG R AT . BRI AY B LLMs. X
BIRZIE AL S T SER, JkB ik, et
HET, ABAERA LLMs J8§ R —A~ iR 77 824 1
[, BN SRt N —#F, SR AL
SNHTNZE 1 B AE ZEOR B LLMs?3X — [n] (2
HEEZ X, RUFH BT B A BB 42
INETE, 0T AT BE R AL A AL EME
HLH B A 5% $ At 22 A B R 7 o
1.1 AZEIM LLMsHIBRE%ERE

fErb AR, ATRBO A . FERLL K B
WIATIEATF O TR, X PP B R R AT
BEMATH, R SFRAOMBUE IR . FI, A
AT ar g [ 3% 5 il R AR N S A2 T8 56
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RS . BEAA ELAAT I A, A PRSI 32
BLHI G, X —HESR AR A SN AT 2 1Y
“R R (Big Two), JfCFE 2 W UL 5T
155 54F (Abele et al., 2016; Bai et al., 2020; Cuddy
etal., 2009), Hor ELATFC M i BRI AL 5 DU A A5
#I(Dual Perspective Model, DPM)FIZI# I P 45
i (Stereotype Content Model, SCM), XA £ 4 U
NH, 2% AP (Communion) 1 BE 2 1 (Agency) J2: &%
A TS A BIAZ O 4R (Abele & Wojciszke, 2007,
2014, 2018), Hi, SERMMEFEW oA . W5
R, MRESh NP S RE FT . L AN 3 A Bl
R . ZIAEN G N BRI NA S, A AT TR A
Bf 9 28 26 i K (Warmth) 1 6€ 77 (Competence)
(Fiske et al., 2002, 2007), #IEHE — M HEAARZ BN
R RE R, BE ) A R AR T LA O AT
55 BRI L Z T KT o R4S SO A AR A 5 0 4
E G2 PN 25 50 0 76 B 53 % 52 T A4 B R T AR AE —
25, R4k, Abele 55 A (2021)i i “ X Hi—~=F
E i dr s, S TR AELR, itV AER
PR A AZ 00 2 W A 0 1) A 5 1) A B, P g0
T 24 LB AR R BE T /B sh b, R 4 LB RR
PG SRAE . FRIE 2= A A N (2015)7EAE 23 IA M
PIAE I R BRI Y 2558 vh 3G 1, <25 IR 3 2 A ik
FIRESPE 2 5 5 A O B DL R dk 20 382 A
USRI E . TEWEIT A R A R ) AT
4o ARSI T X —fr g 5, il <Ais -5
“RE 1 BRI

BiE N TR Z N, N T8 e A il
ANFEAE S, Bk A 25 58 I asd A v 114 7 2 4
gy e P, TfE AT SN N TR R, 2 B AR AN
K R AT AWLAS B 4 . McKee 55 A (2023)56 1F
T I FRE T N XML G N T BE AR (N4 BE T
TEF . MEERG . WRARS . ABIS) M E
BLRGAERE . SR, H AT AR A BFSTTE LLMs 45
KR Z SIS M . RAE LLMs 3 kK g, (1
LLMs (W35 A e B 7 APLL S, ek
T AR ARFT R AT, (ST AN i R
P H 25 00 LLMs WF & S\ Z0H, X AR fd A fT7EDTE
i LLMs B A B8 5 A0 o6 v Has i m v, idn, A
A g 23058 LLMs J2 75 AE 0% 15 A B A O F- 5 11 218
B, AR R AR AR A ARl U A B A G
T B A A 4 BE AT IR AT, LLMs (&
BB K T RTHAREN W ZiHe, #—25EH
THAERE 4 ER R, XN, AN

LLMs (AT REAESE R —RIAI ) — 4k 2k 4y . A
I, AT S DL B

H1: A5 FIRE T2 AZEXT LLMs BRI 32
£
1.2 —HREET AL LLMs WRBAEEHH

e M

TEALSSINHIN A B SE T, A0 RN RE ) % 30
R —DEE R, YOI ERNY . IFR R,
TE— M0 N B JER 0 58 v, #RIR w00 5 T A
REAN A PF Al R, A 2 0 56 3 3 ) 3R
MG A X I RE ST, [T RIS S5 R AR T
% W) 25 B FAT i LV (Abele  &Wojciszke, 2007;
Fiske et al., 2007; Fiske, 2018)., XA £ A% i 1 F]
% e K AR S DU I 3 4T i B (Abele & Wojciszke,
2007). HAKIF, 7E AR s, #IE i A F
FepT, MAE S B RA MK, L EH B 5,
ARAE UL EEE B, 23 T oG v Al N A A R,
MEERE IR,

SR, 75 AZERT LLMs BRI, i 5 hE
XHEA R, 57 N NS BN 850 43 9 A 58
—3. T LLMs BB A a TR, e
LLMs i FH 3 (BD AZ8)FE 2k, LLMs F#VE Filfie
#re Mk ss T AR OMAER A 51, YR T
AN FIRE T 3 —20, AT HVIE, LLMs (g
3 H HLAT T 0 R RS R M, an R A
%L UG . HENRORAE . XA Ry Il v g
i TR B LS B P S B H bR, R LLMs B9RE )
TREAS (T NS BIA 25 i KAk, BRI, FRATTR DA
TR

H2: 76 AZEXT LLMs BYRAIZERE F, RE ez
AEBA S0 .

1.3 M AZEXF LLMs BY7S R B B A0 48 9 ik

SER L

IEWN Fiske (1992)48 th 1ot R 71780, Xf
SN N 25 IS e 248 ) el 51 &AL 1
TEBAT RN o BEBR ZIAR ED G2 —1E 45 —A 7 R il [n] R 42
& Y (Behaviors
Stereotypes Map, BIAS Map)itt—# 1 T /815
18 45 KA1 M I N 2Z 18] 1) 5¢ & (Cuddy et al., 2007,
Fiske et al., 2007), BIAS Map 5, XFHuI% AR A
SEMA AT SE S PEAT i), 1T X BE 7 A4 ) 5
Wi sh AT R B o TRl BIAS Map AR PEHVI 5 fE
T AEFE IR RI G, At Xt 22050k 4
FEHEAAR, IF R BT AN ) 2 BURE AR 25 7= A= AH L 1)

from Intergroup Affect and
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28 RN . iltn, v #AIE H & Re ) A A E ™
AEARAIE 25, X e R T AEATC R %) A A D) 5 A= e
gL, s ST SEN TR BRI BT I IR IH, 4
% 5 Be 1 4k Re i T A EXTEAN TSR, Mlds A
#t 2 J& Pt & 3% (Robotic Social Attributes Scale,
ROSAS)#& i #4478 1 BRI 1 = A 74 i AAT]
XML A% N B At 23 J@ 1 1Y 8% A (Carpinella et al.,
2017). Scheunemann % A (2020)7E It FEAl b ik —2
N, TG FTRE 702 T 2 5 LS N B S s 1Y
AN

G FIRE J1 A~ 4 BE 0E 25 BE i 0, s A B
T LSRN PR o LSRN AN A P i i e —
e E, e S — 2 B XA R AT O A B N B A
SR B T (Fiske et al., 2007). Rk, A8 SCHH
LR WA, — &2 AZEX) LLMs B 5 fE
TEA BE 7S A AU X LLMs WS B 7 —
S TE AN ) A BE F b, 4R R AL e e R R s kR
ARk SR T IR S ), A 5 ok O 2 A
BIESEZEERRA AR PEAL Bir. XA
VEAS H A5 (SR 0 28 BE 48 B8 ) 2 TP Al ABLAC B.45
F B TR 5 A o

TG, FRELf A R EAE R —Fh T R AL
fli¥ghr, BERE B AZEXT LLMs 58 AT 55 HE J1 1Y
INATRRBE . FRELf B2 B 2 A0 R 52
mey, RSO | BB | ko D &
{8 F1] 45 4 (Venkatesh et al., 2003), XS4 .0 E
Be T ANZEXF LLMs (I RePEAS, JUHOE XS HAT 5%
56 AL RE 5 5 MBI . X —HEZR R, AN
LLMs B HE 77 VP 142 5% e A e A 2 a8 LA,
B2 FEAE N — A R AL HPEAG 8 bR, B8 S
ANFEEH LLMs Z[E RIS . Hiegfii
HIEARIE, B E T £ 5 ¥ (Mirnig et al., 2017;
Tae & Lee, 2020)F14Ll A\ fk(Mohammad & Nishida,
2015; Mori, 1970)4 3¢ o iX 2 R 5 HAUE RE T,
H#F B LLMs 35 AR 7T 25 A28 T fan 1ot 1) 52
HAKLS, MG & S A BRI A . R, AT
MIEF R RS THEEZENEM. &L, &
T4 H LA s

H3a: AZEXS LLMs B FIRE ) P2 X ml L
IE [ FU X LLMs PYRREL00 H &2, B J17F
ARV A=

H3b: AZEX} LLMs 1 #IE FIRE 1 P4 AT LA
E [ T A ZEX%F LLMs 152 B, HHIEE S %) il
RS G =

1.4 ANZEXH AFIXT LLMs BEFgE HiES

A b 8

RS R AR THRR X LLMs B agst, H
JE H AT AT 2 NG, LLMs 783 5 g
FIWAYERE R, BAR LLMs 7E2 Ak FEL
BT REHRE, HAREIMNA, HESTT e
TIE e LAY o0 i, BRI Ry, AT A e Xt
LLMs 7E1% & H 8 1 P 2 BUOF IS PR AE . R4S
AT WFFE 2B LLMs RER8 A AT & At 2 B3 1 e
JZJvi(dos Santos, 2023), {H AZEH /4 ik LLMs
)2 BURE P AL HL Bk = 18 IR PE o Rk, R4
LLMs AR AT At SRR Bk, Hl T+
Hh = IR, AT BE A0 FIA b 7E #0E 2
b, AT, LLMs BRI E 22, 5 A P
TERIELERE X LLMs BPEN AT, LLMs 5181
EL R AR IR T AN HL BB S $2 T A8 . A G
¥ W, LLMs 7E32 454 # (Bubeck et al., 2023) Fl4ii
S HE J1(Webb et al., 2023)%F 2445 CL B T A%
— K. L, FRATEEH DL Bk

Haa: A2 AZEHI LLMs PVIHPE 7 22
5, X LLMs BI#IE PR AL

Ha4b: AZEXF AZEH LLMs WfE HPEr e 22
5, XF LLMs B8 1143 =
1.5 WRHIA

AT B FEF N ZESF LLMs 851 A BEISHE 2L,
ARG NZEXRT LLMs BBGn4E R, It — B350
HAE— B 52 T 1Y 00 S 8500 B2 550 A A5 3 T
RO LA L, R, AREFSE R T AT
LLMs 5XF AR 22 5 . AHFSE AN T 285
LLMs BT ZS H, I8 N TR e85
AR T A ELE LA -

2 WFSY 1. AZREUH LLMs MI4ERE
N — P 5% T WP S RO

21 WX la: ETEHRNESSHTAER
LLMs B4 E R — M FIE T RAM%EE
B S5 AL
211 WxEE®
AMESE E AR B ROVAT 55 R E AR
LLMs 245 S e B i 5k, LIsRuE H1 A1
H2, BRPSGEHE FfE 72 AT LLMs 81 Y %L
4eps, HAEJ R Z g BA ez
212 FHik
(1) #ik
TH A RS R AT SRR Skl 215 44, HE
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[ Hrp 8 4582 LLMs {d 56 FA 4548 4 1F
AT RN B IR, A BN 207 4, Hrp
FVE 124 £4(59.90%), 1 83 £4(40.10%). T A B
RBHES 5%,

S TR AR OE I AR AR T R A5 3k 23S 2 Y
GEitka s 1, AMPGEHET WS AR (31 2wk
1T TR 1530 . T IRATHRIE T L& RR S
#i# (Generalized Linear Mixed Model, GLMM)R £
W REE, IR R 155 simr (Green &
MacLeod, 2016)# 17 5 T HL48L A% K5 56 77 53 7 (A2
KK, o = 0.05; #E4T 1000 IRZEFFR P, 45
R, CHAEAC T 3TEE, K HIE FRE DA R
EFrEAL R R ECH—0.50 FIREEE 714351 R 88.70%
F1 89.80%; o th #IE FHE J1 8 55 K B AE bR Ak 0]
IHARBCN-1.00 I, K5 13355 100%. HiE, 1E
ST B FEAS I 0T DAl R S iR 30 ) B9 2K .

QLA

AR BF 55 2k i SADCAT (Semi-Automated
Dictionary Creation for Analyzing Text)i#F 174347 .
SADCAT J&H Nicolas % AN Q02D LML ITHF
2N ED G N 25 B2 B s A0 SO0 BRI B, 3%16]
L T 2 B B G2 P 25 A5 Y v (1 BRI R BE ) PR 4
g, I8 WordNet' HE— 40 1, mA&IEW T
oMk EE. AR BfE. M6, SMREE 16 ANED
Z YRRy Horh Ak S RN T S 4R B
M AR AR RE, AR RN A A5 TS 48 B2 AL e ) 4t
. SADCAT "JfE3Z 2| ¥ 1>, WordNet 437 LA
Pl L)z #EJE (Semantic Generality) 25 5 [ 52 1,
A M B N 7 A5 2402 AN BRI EE ) A IER
S, (G 2 M B G 0 7 55 R AE 82% A5 o

QGYERENEE X

H AT, D000 58 ol A P . AR
DA K 55 St i2 W = A 7 sUSRIE(Abele et al., 2021).
o, b 3R R DN A R Rl I S b B A
A 4E B2 ELAA DL SO 32 WA R Sz IR i 3 %o e —
Y FE T B e S PR A ] 55 SRR IS W AR 7R
AR B TEAN PP — St s i 4 B B A
BN o ASMIF SR FH A B B AR S 00 S 35800 1) 3 E
X, DERPIAER A LLMs B XA [5] 48 BE a3 1Y
PEFE ] . BRI, PSS EA W I e

' WordNet J&— 7R 3 SCIRNT R 1 o & 0 S e H s kAT
Sy, FFE I Z B & AR LOCR, R SGR L B3GR |
sl DA

b TR TS Sl iR s i AR A — AR

e TEGEAHEA LLMs TR, 78 55 5 0 e 1 sk
JHV 2 JRE A0 kg DA T Ao R v e R S e R R Ak B Y
HepE, WA LSRN I 4EE

(4HFF

5, AT PSR 2= = A
tSCIRNC R M TXS LLMs BYERS:, H A R il iq]
LA, 2, JLIRESDRA 207 A8 612
AR AL (L35 B A TN ) o RV A pl A £l
— AN A TR R TR, (K S 3R] A B R B
R

B, AT A M 4R B B4 RV SOAR iR ATk —
HAbEE . BARSBMT (DB BT H
K e SCIRNE B 230 )R : h3Eih Lol A5
XoF B 156 23 L R AT B A R X, LA R B 5 %) v
PE; G)IRNCFUALEE : B iaiE 5 /NG | BRbR T4
S IERES . RERE IR @ dERERS:
FFA L3S B3R 5 SADCAT #A7ICHY, 4iitH
YR T . e ALtk EE . AR, AE
SRR R RN, (S)HEEE BRI KR
JEE Xt 7 A ) Y 5 gk DA 2% 3k s 07 SCAR R ) R
IR AL, 520448 B 1 7 T, DA B R[] B
HEFEI 5 H

e, FRATTRI YRR 7 5 Falb AT LR EIR G
BRI o 7 R MEIR A RS P A R
e B ANl IE S A AR O, RESEAT 0k BRI 11
etz E . FRATFIH R 40 Imed #17) LLIER A
BRI SMHT, FA 5 B g DR AR o, 4R FE (AN | g
FIEENE N [ RN, WK AR N BEALROR, IR
IR AE I ACE, M SRR AR, TR
i, 2 AR IT ) B S, FRATTRE
VE g A8 B ARSI T ) 3B, 25 3R i om pE )
AR RN AN . L, FRATT 2 BRI B AR 1 5 4%
MR E A TR A G

B, W] R AR, AT
AR AT BRIE, BDZESR R T A AR i 1
LR, A AR BEAE BT LLMs 91 1) 57
Yo s, AL s Ak T, BE, AT
HE— AN [R) 4 B X e LM s J8 0 v 14 7 75

ST A SRR 1K B RO B AT R AR X eEot, DU
SCAR A3 AT A R — BOME Rk G R IS L2 AN 2R B,
B Bl i1 25 Fh I SRR 558 o HFE LR 1R 7G, 404 “running” ik
JR R “run”, A R A textstem A HATIHIZ 45,

15 1b T A T A4S 2 SORY RO B IR S 4 A S PR AR B Y 1R AR
I, filhn«a”. “and”. “of"%F. ASCMTH R 41 tm RBRIX 45
1R
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AR RZ R, FATTRS P FBE S WA~ 4 2 B 2

REFIAT T HAEL
213 #R

AT T A LR AR . 4
U ([ 5 800 R B FRE 1) 5 4 B A5E 3 ([ 7 &%
NoAAE ot ETE. AfE. AL, AR FE.
SRS 16 DFHERE, H i T A 8o fE K E 4
M 5 R 0, DZERBI A5 B HERR T %K 2
e, 2R 15 DT e RERM, W
AT MR A A b [ RO 38 B, Hk
ZERWFR 1, PN LR AGHA AIC K
2807.34, BIC 24 2904.00, 4K F — 2558 (B Al
BB SUERPETR A BIAL A AIC {8 981.89 il BIC
fH 993.97. AIC Ml BIC WA AR50 BE A 4%
BEHEAT M e bR, AR AIC Fil BIC A /R
AU RE 8 O 4 M AU 5 B0, TRl ISR 1 A R FE N &
Tadmr . K, #IE FIRE ) 0 Z4E) SCERPETR A1
R0 A B R T AT

Hk, #E—20ta TG . BB SO AR R Y
i, It TR AL B, DIRHUA [A] 4k
FER PRI R R, AR oR, P FNRE ) 4E
M 55 R o TE YRR 2T, IS 4R b a1l
DI FVRE 1 48 52 v 1) A8 D i 2 B0 e 1Y 7
o MEZT, PEYEREE Ao Ul ARE ) 4k

JEE R Y B A VT A R B R A B TR . HLAA
RS0k 2 FME 1,

IJm, AT T RE 15 IR WIS 4E B8 10 7 5
RS, GPRRW, SPEMHCHANENE DTS
i 1A N 25 (0dd ratio = 2.88, z = 9.51, 95% CI
[2.32,3.59], p<0.001), HIRES M7 5 R0 5,
21.4 itig

5T 1a RADN: H b4k TH, B wil s st i) i)
T3 A B RN A J I B, [ slonl o S A DG 2
WEAT A3 o 485 SR S 5 1, B AN} LLMs A9 &
LA FE 5 0 Y 32 BB A B, A
TR o

SR, 5 AR BHUR [R], A 5T 3
H2, AZEX LLMs WA RE S e 5, midE#s It
So. Rl LA, XFHE LSRN LT 5K R
LA RR O E R P 7/ o0 G I E RO YA (515 T e 8 o
PER 25 B ARSI o 7 ARt A A, #l
FRE T 53500 2 A AT RN A AT FIRRT, PR I A
IR IEWNGN IS & I =05 5N C W oot S K
NHIHEE (Abele &Wojciszke, 2007), {HI&, 76 A
XF LLMs YR, #E 5 61 R ot A\ F)
FEIBT, H T LLMs (YR8 74 7 HAA o A9 15 4% |
T, PR LLMs 68 7 56 T DASEEE [ 3R A 25
5N A

x1 “HRBURTFHERBHEERLNICS

A g b SE z p 95% CI
el -0.98 0.06 -15.11 <0.001 [-1.11,-0.85]
AF -2.04 0.09 -22.53 <0.001 [-2.22, -1.86]
7% (Ability) -1.14 0.07 -16.87 <0.001 [-1.27,-1.01]
{5 (Assertiveness) -3.14 0.15 -21.69 <0.001 [-3.42, —2.85]
if 1 (Morality) -2.22 0.10 -22.84 <0.001 [-2.41, —2.03]
#4227 (Sociability) -3.63 0.18 -19.94 <0.001 [-3.99, -3.27]
Hiufvi (Status) -2.83 0.13 -22.47 <0.001 [-3.07, —2.58]
415 (Appearance) -3.60 0.18 -20.06 <0.001 [-3.95, —3.25]
fE 5 (Health) -3.66 0.19 -19.82 <0.001 [-4.02, —3.30]
Bk (Occupation) -3.50 0.17 —20.42 <0.001 [-3.84, —3.17]
{7 & (Beliefs) -4.03 0.22 -18.29 <0.001 [—4.46, —3.59]
54 41 M (Deviance) —-4.18 0.24 -17.61 <0.001 [-4.65, —3.72]
1% % (Emotion) -3.98 0.22 -18.48 <0.001 [~4.40, —3.56]
HAlh(Other) -3.98 0.22 —-18.49 <0.001 [-4.40, —3.56]
&5 (Beauty) -5.13 0.38 -13.57 <0.001 [-5.87, —4.39]
H1 3 (Geography) -6.39 0.71 -9.06 <0.001 [-7.77,-5.01]
2 BER (Social groups) —6.40 0.71 -9.03 <0.001 [-7.78, -5.01]

T AR AFRREI T4

J

, JH7E

At 2 PR AR T 4EE, TR
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x 2 WIRHIRIFICHE SADCAT HEESEE FHBER

Y 1?ji+iﬂ 95% CI 95% CI

7 574 TR BR
HE JJ (Competence) 0.38 0.33 0.43
Pl (Warmth) 0.13 0.11 0.16
7% (Ability) 0.32 0.28 0.37
H {5 (Assertiveness) 0.04 0.03 0.06
i ## (Morality) 0.11 0.09 0.13
#2: M (Sociability) 0.03 0.02 0.04
11 (Status) 0.06 0.05 0.08
H\l (Occupation) 0.03 0.02 0.04
414l (Appearance) 0.03 0.02 0.04
{8 ) (Health) 0.03 0.02 0.04
HoAl(Other) 0.02 0.01 0.03
1#% 2% (Emotion) 0.02 0.01 0.03
=& (Beliefs) 0.02 0.01 0.03
SEH AT M (Deviance) 0.02 0.01 0.02
%l (Beauty) 0.01 0.00 0.01
HiF (Geography) 0.00 0.00 0.01
2 BER (Social groups) 0.00 0.00 0.01

BeAh, J3—Frl REA AR RS, TE SRR,
LLMs BRMIT5 [ 5 BA ma R E R A
NBRIEBBFFE R, A PRICFR 0 45 R A
SR 1A AR N BRI BL A OCE, M2 1 fE
T 4 FEAE AR EN R P i) B Z A (Abele & Brack,

2013). AR R IR AMARTE 2 KRR E a2 24
NAT R, LA R At A RE S 3k i H: HARx B O
WA, flan, M TEE RS, AR S
T RE ) 4 )i T 3 (Abele & Wojciszke, 2007); A%
TRRBALIN, XF 355 I A 0 o vh gy o 2
(Wojciszke& Abele, 2008); TEEFIAF MM Y
eI, fi8 4 B [ A AR 45 BT 85 2 (Wojciszke& Abele,
2008) BB EE, AZEfdiH LLMs £2 2R T 5E L5,
Bamae I . (5 BARER . iRl n) 55 (Wang et
al., 2024), XS5 B OC R MHAF AZEXT LLMSs (1)
gh AR B R, DRI R RE 1405 .

JUE Ao S0 TS H A H2, (B4 FH 3R
28 T H SADCAT Al BEXTIF IR 45 9= A T4
SADCAT J& [l 28X NS TF & 11, #8453l
N T LLMs ihBE s, 25105 )& vT REAE7E
25 eAb, iR SR/ SO, TEE S 02
SERTREXTEE R AR T Ik, 7EWFSE 16, FRATT
R AL Ge 0 e B iRl PR AT 55 AT Bk, AR PR 25
SR Fa
22 ®WZE 1b: EFHFRATEEESSHAEIS

LLMs B ER AN Z4E &

221 WEEH

JikEfe sz 3| SADCAT T H A, AHF5EE
T R R DT A 55 B UCHE A% LLMs f9 48 0 17
BRI WT R IR, DARG IS H1, BPISIFEHIE FIGE J7 2 A
fIIXF LLMs B A1) 24
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222 FHik

(H#ik

AR E SR RAAE T EELRH S EA
LLMs &8 A8 TFoRITmE% g, %R
B S5HER BB 105 B ENHE 0, Wih
/0 245 Ao, RAIEHIZET 300 £ 950K, HE
B 81 54 WA LLMs i L 560 F A Hie 48 4 =
P, AR BB ANEH 219 £, Hi 5k
134 £(61.19%), Pt 85 4(38.81%), FrA #iilts
M EEZ 50158 . B4 MacCallum 25 A (1999)HI#F5T,
T Rt e ey H 2803wl B RAF s L T, AEAS
7 2 /DN A 100 £ 200; [A]H}, Comrey Fl Lee (1992)
e, ot —MRAEA SRR 200 24 ik,
U, FRATHFSE b R AN T 32 Y8 LN o

QR

FETWIE 1a rhpllf FT NI, FeA1 40
il T LLMs TFO i, A 2D B8 R # A J5t B 4
To (WIREIEZAE, WERAIE . ShiasE: #ORIEN
P TR LLMs FRAEMIRNL, bk e 44 18] A 5 1] 45
SR BUICOC R TR TP ()M BRTE 25 18] 11 i &
i B (B A w7 ANIKRY) R RN R
FEBGREE, 75 2P th AT e s AR R, I
IAE ML BRI R EI ], (TR 22Ab 315 (3) M BR Bk
AT A A 3R (B N2 T ) RS (91 4n << B ) 26 AL
AT XSRS B T AR 47 oy Bl ak s
N, TAE LLMs A< B BRHIE, DAEE S PE 09 2 ULk
FHE IR B HER I (4) B I B X aa] : An SR B el
A H S SCI], UK R 4 R IR A RN, AR,
ML B S 1R (5) A I3 SCiR) : XA B )i A7
FEBYIT SCREATA T, B AR R RS A AT A

20

15

FFE(E

23 UL b BE, BZRER T 29 AN bk A
it 5 LLMs FEEAHSC R, 25 18 2T 5T &
B, KA AMEE R Tk LLMs #9 AMS FF1E (Huang
et al., 2023; Jiang et al., 2023), FEit, HATHAT
SOBZS 1R A R R R A Y 20 ASFRETIA .
SO R AR IR RS 20 1 56H, B4
FEPAEPARSL A TR(P A, B, 2018),
Bifi B 358 BB AN 2% H A 59— A 10,k A £
LLMs P RN o Fe2X, LLMs PR TR0 AL 7%
T 49 RN

e, Ao B SR B e P E AR 55 i 4E | 1E,
FR YA N 50 B, 422 5 2P R0 i) A
ANENCXT LLMs (3 FRR B, i 1 R8N 0E
7, 5 FoRest i M,

223 #HR

Bartlett BRIE FEK 46 (x* = 7926.14, df = 1176,
p < 0.001)F1 KMO K% (KMO = 0.93)3% B 3al3 1] fig
FERLEN 7, E@GHTIREER R, RIE
Costello F1 Osborne (2005)) %Y, 7F SPSS Hfifi FH
W RANER T N d5e Ky 2236 %F 49 AMaNE TR R 1
[AF43#H7(Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA). %%
s, B AT IFHERKF 1, X 8 ~HE MY
B Z A 34.97%., 15.20%, 4.22%. 3.08%.
2.76%. 2.53%. 2.36%. 2.13%; 8 PN ZE Rk
72270 67.24% . WG A IR (Cattell, 1966),
ZARTPINR, WK 2,

IR B BRI E ANJE LLMs 1Y
TR, AT OB A T, IR IRy
T — 25 X TR YA PR A O 8 el ] 45 4 T
fRT R R B, T 2 58 4l /2 A . (DM BRTI B £
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AN E AR E/NT 050081, (2) T, BB RN 53.04%, % BRI+
IMBRAE 24 K DL B PH7 E (e & T 0.50 FTalil; MBI FE AP, FRATT 35 I8 AR A R 2o MR A
GMBR T 34 KLU INCA B (MBRIER . HEE ERbRE T IR R T . &R R
ANTF0.40 BN, T iRARUE, B 36 1~ FAOTES R ILE 3,

x3 REUERFHIHER

- (N =219) HYEN=134) LePE(N = 85)
HF 1 HF 2 L] B HF 1 HF 2 I [ g HF 1 HF 2 I ] B

BRERY 0.83 0.70 0.80 0.65 0.87 0.82
SEHIY 0.81 0.70 0.80 0.75 0.71 0.66
(RN 0.78 0.70 0.72 0.76 0.71 0.56
IR 0.78 0.64 0.73 0.53 0.79 0.75
TR Y 0.77 0.75 0.78 0.62
FEM 0.77 0.70 0.69 0.49 0.80 0.71
FRZr 0.76 0.60 0.69 0.52 0.78 0.84
Zy -0.76 0.66 -0.76 0.61
AR 0.76 0.66 0.82 0.68
AR 0.76 0.63 0.73 0.55 0.79 0.67
W 0.75 0.65 0.78 0.61 0.75 0.62
ey 0.74 0.60 0.77 0.60 0.71 0.57
HEANZEMW 0.72 0.59 0.66 0.54 0.76 0.66
[N} 0.71 0.57 0.78 0.61
AR Y 0.70 0.58 0.72 0.55 0.70 0.51
Y 0.69 0.72 0.79 0.63
THERAY 0.69 0.64 0.75 0.62 0.70 0.53
BHHRIY 0.66 0.50 0.52 0.52 0.66 0.47
T BAF (R) -0.65 0.46 -0.67 0.45
Ty 0.65 0.49 0.78 0.64
AT Y 0.65 0.43 0.63 0.47
FFIR 0.64 0.59
HERA Y 0.59 0.61 0.50
FEFBBLIEAT(R) -0.56 0.47 -0.71 0.65
THASE Y 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.48
TEEA Y 0.83 0.79
EEREILiD] 0.68 0.53
TSR 0.88 0.79 0.90 0.82 0.91 0.88
K% I (R) 0.82 0.70 0.86 0.74 0.75 0.62
TelE L EI(R) 0.81 0.67 0.86 0.74 0.74 0.57
IR (R) -0.80 0.66 -0.83 0.70 -0.75 0.60
FHERAT(R) -0.75 0.58 —-0.76 0.58 -0.66 0.51
BRI (R) 0.73 0.57 0.64 0.47
IR (R) 0.70 0.53 0.74 0.57
HAF 0.68 0.55 0.65 0.46 0.65 0.48
MR I (R) 0.65 0.44 0.64 0.44
#FPEII(R) 0.62 0.41 0.70 0.54
NN b} -0.56 0.44 -0.55 0.46
FHEE (IR f5) 12.83 6.27 10.13 5.12 11.21 4.82
TR (RS J5) 35.62 17.41 37.51 18.96 38.67 16.63
S TTREB (R fR) 35.62 53.04 37.51 56.47 38.67 55.30

T WO mORBUAEE, efik: HA Kaiser IEAfbIR ATy 2886 . R FRRMIH41
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AR T8, BATE T A2 H
T, B—NHEFHRENME, B ANHEFH5HMEH
X o RAE TR MR TR B BAR R BT Br AR,
JEN R RN RS AT VTN o o R = S e e i [
fig J1 - 1Y J7 22 i B 1 (35.62%) 1 T AV B
(17.41%).
224 itig

T 1b 31 R R PEE AT 55 X F 5T 1a 45
AT T30k, MRIEGIT A48, A% LLMs %)
JRH R AR T AR B — N EE SRR 5L
FHEERE Sl oG, &k F R T LLMs RELAfE
FIREAE o B8 AR ) 5 588 | S A AR A
X, WEHZMET LLMs FIAHAEHRE, X —2%
REMIE 1la BER—3, 00T AMTEH
LLMs 19 3= 224k B 2 30 FIBE ) -

HAEENE, Wi ERTFHRE LSk
TORIRIEAE—E S DL O, e AR
PR H I T U TS R R, SRR IR B S
4% B Pk (Abele et al., 2016); SR AT
“TRCNEIRE AN AGE I YERE IR AT REL I, HiFA
LLMs s, A ) 4 e b I 4 5 A 26 T3k
PERE I E M. DOFPIA N 22 5] BB IR A 200
R 2 BARE M I BRI R . IEAR,
U5 E KA PR 2 B /IO 113, FEASHE
FER R o X —RH S T BE R T DR R
G B, HTORIER X —XT RS, SR
BRI R A B2 L BBE R HIR,
T LLMs 5 2238 32K 1 i 0 A0 3% IXURS:, PR it </ Inae
A>T e A S R BB (R0 07 17 o TR SE A . [RI,
EAR RIS, KHS NIRRT Lok fium
oy, FBHOTHE R T BE IR Y I R RRAE, B
A ) K = BE O SRR 2 YRR R AE—E o
Mz, WTatrEs, HET LLMs 3G FbE
ER A, 5HE T AZERRE TR IR 52—

zg FTR, RS AATTXT LLMs (59850 3 2 Rl 42
TERE FMRE I A2, 5 AR, A
TEANYT FAfEfE—Se 22 57 0 NI, Kokt —4 &
Srkby g IE FH T LLMs [ 3G 5 68 ) 4 B 1 55 5 im]
25, LAY 4G 56 3B FRE J17E LLMs f1 A S
25 5%

3 5T 2. W AZEXT LLMs B
JEE S SR A i PR A S0

3.1 WREHN
AHFFE S TR A XS LLMs Fié B A1 A0 4] 5 i)

NS SN, FF3E— 25 K 560 T 000 AN [ 25 3
YR ARSI R A AR AL, ISR UER % H3a
5 H3b,
32 FHik
321 #ik

R T R ORBX BRI ME FR K4 AXT LLMs AH¢
FEMIENY, RATELMSFEA LLMs A5
k. 55T 1a tHIE, B0k A Rl —HZEHR . 78
BB 37 BAEA LLMs i A 50 s A H 48 S 1R
PR, BEAEBPERNECR 178 &, Ho Bk
105 #(58.9%), Lt 73 £ (41.1%). Fifa sy A
ES 558

R T RO AIEIE AR AR B BEAS 3K B E Y i Ge it
a6 Hr, T MEH T G*Power 45T 1119 50 Hr
(L&A A28 B —A AR 1 b7 3500 sk a4,
WEGIT IRk 0.80, &t 224 0.15 (fRFEH%
RONE), MK o R 0.05, FHEAR T T 68
AR ARG T FEREAS Gt i TR A AR AR i
322 BIEMEX

AW 5% 38 3 3 A R A 9 A S sk, B A 1A
TE DT A7 I 1] T 7> 3 — 4 B O 125 114 1 B (Abele
et al., 2021), AR E, YRR EAB I h e
SR PO XS LLMs RO BERS, T o vy
F14) 24 3 0 40y LA P S R0 () 24
323 ITE5#ERE

SRR AT LLMs 4522 0 2 8 s %
JEEEE, AR AN EREAE L BARmE,
Xf LLMs 208 2B 0184 2% R F kR
023 s s, 35 H, 44008:
(WFREEMHHIZ LLM; )3 LS4 % LLM;
Q)R )t A HEFAS X LLM, £F X LLMs 2%
)R 27 Bartneck %5 A (2009)%i ] Godspeed
BRPNEEE M EE, L5 ANEKH, 4508 ()X
A LLM 2B N, (2)iX 1> LLM 2= U1, (3)iX
A LLM 2 ARLSLAY; (4)1X 4 LLM 24 A e
(5)iX A~ LLM JEib AU T A . DL B a3k
7wt HIEEREAXT LLMs FIRVE 5 68 1 A0 1F
5y, ARWFFER AL AE N (2018) MR 4l Abele %5 A
(2014)TF & (0 1 Z0 AR EN R N AS B RE B im) 7 ik
2 gl T AZEF LLMs 785 Al fiE 1 77 1 1Y o
o ZmFALE I FIRE SRR . Hodr, $ui
PRI 1Y L <RIy, BB R BT IR AL EE
“EEEAM . “HRESII.

A B e e R A QBN EGER I — LLM #E1T
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P, BJRIE B R,

33 H#R
331 #HEHFHEEEWRRE

AR Harman B[R 1K 56 3[R/ Ty i 22 o
AR, FRATHE A I 48 A i 2k 2] — A s —
A b, FEATERIEPE 2 230 H (Confirmatory  Factor
Analysis, CFA). WSRAFEIL R kw22, Frf o
FE bR 23 8 BEOCHK, I H 8 — 0] LU R 43
525 BRI, S5 EoR, B TFRAIN LA ER
2 (x¥(35) = 479.48, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.69, TLI = 0.60,
RMSEA = 0.28, SRMR = 0.17), CFI F TLI iX P 1 42}
AHEAMIET 0.90, RMSEA {5 T 0.06, SRMR & T
0.08, FAARIAI 55 Ha 2 MG K 2. WL,
X — 25 R LEAR D 5T PN FEAE L R] Ty 1 O 22
332 #Hiksgit

A I AH PR T A R AN 3R 4 PR S5 R R,
FRefli e . BRI | ISR Z 77 IE
LIESS S
3.3.3 [EESH

BT IR ER T P Lt AL, 23 5 AR
SLff R I B 2 B s e, A RIRE ) o A 7R
o SRR, P AIRE SIS XF B AR s T

2% il %57 %
R4 BELEEHHEMSITEHEXREERKEN = 178)
= " Frg: .

5t M S M e %%’fg SR

g 521 1.24

fie 1 524 1.18 030"

HefiHERE 596 1.17 0337 050"

BEE 5.60 1.01 0.49™" 0.39"™" 0.66™"

E: *#%p<0.001

DN ¥ 26 . BRI &, Fesefli S e 2
19 R M 28.59%F1 30.64%, VEHES 1) R33N
27.77%H1 29.85%, HARZER LR 5 DL KK 3.4 4,
HE— 2553 HT R IR, AE DALl B A R A A
i, 807 BAR RO = T ARG AR DL B
PRI AR g AR AR v A A R R TR T o A,
FRATH T A0 B B 5 R8T 28 B AR, A8 h
RN AGE B R ZE K- (p> 0.05), RBITEAWDT I H
NG 5 RE I AEAESC B o
3.4 itig

AWFSE T HFB S H3a i H3b, 450REM, ik
X LLMs #4018 FIRE 1 D¢ 359 58 1 1) T LR 22 fff
PRS2 B 7E 0B LLM s B HF22 48
BRI, RESILERE(B = 0.45, p < 0.001)FH%: T

x5 Wik LLMsHRBEFMENELSSX LLMsHFEERAZEMEZENS TRASTER

Rl 2% SRty b SE B t p 95% CI
() 2.70 0.41 - 6.61 <0.001 [1.90, 3.51]
R IR Pl 0.18 0.06 0.19 2.87 0.005 [0.06, 0.31]
fiE 0.44 0.07 0.45 6.64 <0.001 [0.31, 0.57]
(FHE) 2.65 0.35 - 7.62 <0.001 [1.96, 3.33]
HEE WAE 0.34 0.05 0.41 6.23 <0.001 [0.23, 0.44]
19 0.23 0.06 0.27 4.05 <0.001 [0.12, 0.34]
7 o HEE
% 1]
6|
Har & *
ii%
¥
W 3t "5
2r A4 wazd
~ PAEIPS BES1 S
A 2 - WIHITS
2 4 6 2 4 6
W iy

K3 Badx LLMs BYBE S PP G PE 2 5% LLMs
Frge i HH 2 I A
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AERE (B =0.19, p=0.005) =57 5T 5% (1) fift B 11 . AE T
MR LLMs (95 % B, $AE4ERE (B = 0.41,
p < 0.00)MHE THE I 4ERE(B = 0.27, p < 0.001)HA
TSR KRR T

ABFFEHE R T AR LLMSs $E FIAE 1 A8
FEVEM A ZEXT LLMs FR RIS R, 2301 AR
PRoes i . ZE TN T e RIZS BE A, RE 14k o Ry o
Ly AE PN AR S B I, AR G R O
FALII G Al Hh BRAE X A B, fildn, FEHR
WBE, AT ) TR F B e R R A B
K, MTEFREE ST, 5T 224 FA 1 R 1k
43R 1 T (Uchronski, 2008), AHFFY I & IR,
A BEIU ] RS S A O SN e e ) SR R . SR
M, s, AR YR 55 EIR A W
BAEER, PR KRR 2 fft R SRR B LR
Y RES I AR, A5 AT REAFAE— 2 ORI Ak o
T AR TR ISR, B Ry AT P 3y, [+
iF, LLMs B2 289772 B H T DI RE A g5t (in e 7+ T
YERCR . 3l B 55 58 180) 1 56 22 U 37 s (CAn 42 (4517 /8%
TFEL BRI Z H . B, RREFSA S E i —
AT B ISR L e (W 52 ), R A BERAR AL 5
BN FEA FNE T BRI

W5, ARUFFELE X LLMs P2 kit B
Ja7R o XF T RER FE (AR b 2 R S, W5
WA L e R FE AR RE 1A bR, DUR T AKX RS0
CRE A AR RN (o FH I o TR 15 B s £ 284 iy
F B E LA ), TN F XA . 22H
7228 T R AL IR IR, DABR T A AR
MEZE,
4 WFFE 3. AZEXF LLMs FIXTl A

1 B FTHE 1 P01 LA 5
41 WHREH/

AHFFE B AE A AZEXT LLMss FIxHi A FE #uid
S5He YR VRS, LI K: H4a 1 H4b,

42 ik
421 #ik

ARFFPAR G5 1a MR —FSEHK, L
52215 Z 9k, HEBRI P 8 52 LLMs fifi
ZRUG TSGR A AT SOV B, e 2 3pldl A
Bl 207 44, HA B 124 £4(59.90%), otk 83 4
(40.10%). P9 HIES 5058, T i ORF
FEIIFEA B I8 BIIE M SR 5 1, FRATE ]
T G*Power JX {456 T FCXTRRAS t 456 64T 50 T4 56

J150 07, WE B FEMAKTE o S 0.05, Fia d
0.50 (fRERHEEX), HTHREA 80%M 41T
K Sy, BATE 34 Zphilk. RATWBF AR
(N = 207) R FiZ WAl ke A &, £76 FWUE ST
LS

422 ITHERRF

PAE FRE ) BN R R 55T 2 — 3. AP
SR A X B 42 fik ek B K 22 BN DA R T il s 1
LLMs [#IE FIRE S K AT AT -

43 R

BOXTAEAS t K 0 45 SR B, B A% LLMs (M =
5.11, SD = 1.23)F%H A (M = 5.06, SD = 1.09) 1) #4
TE P %A L E 22 5, t(206) = 0.60, p = 0.551,
Cohen's d = 0.05, {HJZ&, #iX} LLMs (M = 5.16,
SD = 1.20)F1%Hl A (M = 4.81, SD = 1.23)IIfiE J1iF
S 2E 5 W3, 1(206) = 3.51, p< 0.001, Cohen's d =
0.29, #AXT LLMs BIBEI TP B iy . HARZE L 0L
K5 K3 6.

S8 B AMF T Ak B L A -y, HL MR
PEXT N TR e 198 FEAFAE R 22 5 (Nomura et al.,
2006), FATH—LAERIHFHET . SR BN, T
PEBE X LLMs (vs. A28 55 & 10 #1015 724,
t(123) = 2.30, p = 0.023, Cohen's d = 0.21; %}
LLMs (vs. AZ8)H B & RE 1 0EAr, t(123) = 2.28,
p=0.024, Cohen's d = 0.25, Z M iLXF LLMs FI
AR PAE TS 25 A3, 1(82) = —1.15, p =
0.255, Cohen's d = —0.15; X} LLMs (vs. A2
B RE S PEMY, t(82) = 2.71, p = 0.008, Cohen's d =
0.34, BARZERILE 6.

4.4 THig

AHFFELE R, WEX LLMs FIX s A 78 #
TEYERE FIFor e g 22 5, IR AR S ik
Hda; #R1M0, FEREI4ERE I, #A%T LLMs I RE J11F

" b x4
mAZK

al LLMs
R
B

2L

0 ___

A 9]

B 5 i xk AZEF LLMs BOEE FIRE ) 9343



2054 i Hoo% i %557 %
F6 IR LLMs (vs.3f A HIETIEE HiT 4 BB XTHEA t 1045 R
205 i fig t p df 95% CI Cohen's d

A 0.60 0.551 206.00 [-0.12, 0.23] 0.05

BN = 207) e
e 3.51 <0.001 206.00 [0.15, 0.54] 0.29
Pl 2.30 0.023 123.00 [0.03, 0.40] 0.21

FHN=124) et 2.28 0.024 123.00 [0.04, 0.53] 0.25
i -1.15 0.255 82.00 [-0.52, 0.14] -0.15

HHEN = 83) e 2.71 0.008 82.00 [0.12, 0.77] 0.34

orRE R TR ARMPE, SRR HAb, X— &
BAE R T A AT BOAR KT, 72 N,

LLMs 7EfE J 2B EARBCT NPT 5 BT

[ ERF, R4 AR AR 4 B i 2 90K e i B A28,
H RS N R— oK —3, ik, MERREIS Ok
A, WMHKH LY Durante 55 A (2017) BT W78 ) REAA
ZINREN AR L IR, FRAT R BAEAM 5 H, LLMs 7E
ARG 2R EE ST . PAEIE BRHIE, 5
L EEFEZ AP 2 ), AR S AR . R
e B ANUUSEERENZ AR IBEA Bk R,
LLMs TERIE FIRE 1 P 4EBE 1 B R 4RI
RUE M ARA B LLMs #UE A e st, (B4
WF9E R W] LLMs 1 B PR L5 BE ) R B 4r
(Bodroza et al., 2024; Sorin et al., 2024), & &7 F
FERY] LLMs e 7 A R T A (Lee
etal.,, 2024), HAMEEE SEMEMA L HIEASAE
WA (et | A [E] 1 058 A 5 (Heaven et al., 2013),
T A7 B 77 45 B 2 AR 56 At N PN 7 55 SR 9 BE T (Cuff
et al., 2016). KL, B AMERIING S IS4
—EMES, BRI T KA. WSER S . IR,
TERE T 4EJE b, HAix; LLMs BtriELfLaE T 3F
SRR T A U, W &I, LLMs 7E 21
BE 1 b i) FE BE 2 1 (Bubeck et al., 2023; Webb
et al., 2023),

W AN, M5 2R A AR B T A S e A i A G
W AW A, BT LLMs BS54
FEEm T, M RARA L R EER . X—
25 L 5 e O T 5 XN TR BRI 1 E R Y
WF7E—% (Nomura et al., 2006), 24525 70l fig
TENZE N TR R PP b 2 S SR ] . X AT RE
S T L MEAE BRSO I R S A, g 5
TN AT 8 B 22 06 AT 55 118 S S BE N AR 7 52 B 380
(Venkatesh & Morris, 2000), &l i 76/ %0 LLMs A9
SRR, Lo T BE 2 A X R A I R R (4
HE AR S NEE . IR ) R B T2
TR, B AU b BN T A FAIT 4 B ) 3=

=

By 0 AR AT BE 2 O ORI REYE, Xt Bi
0 ORI A T8 T R

5 Mihg
AT — AT BB LLMs)7EA
KA STRERM AR T, 1M

PV AWLE S A RFAE o 3833 44 3 AN S LLMs 1)
FSHELE, M AMLIAERMR T AR A TR EXRR
(R ERE A 5 SCUE I ST SR A S

AW FE LA 25 A RN 25 1 <R B ALl S,
3 = U AT AR T I 5 RE T 4 R TR N 2R R
LLMs FFRYVERT . BFST 1 AL 3B, B FifE
BN LLMs 1) F BT, HAaE—BIEEET,
RENILSE TG . BF9E 2 RBE, AZEX LLMs #ui
FIGE J1 B9 PEA Y4 BE I 11 W0\ 8% LLMs A F522 08
HEEMEER, Hhge )48 5k A2EXT LLMs Y
TR fit R RS S A T RE F7 A K, i AR A 1 U X
T E BTN S 88K o WEST 3 EE R R, E A
(AT, LLMs 7ERE J1 48 BE T A — KT,
TG AR 5 AR — KA 25 . BK
M, NI LLMs AYFESE 50 A KA, 2
FE B G AEIE FRE AR, (R, 7E— B
BiF, fie it e T tbah, LLMs 78 A JE 0
SRS i o =1 2 BN el 25 2 ) R NAT(TE [ SPNE 3¢5
— K-S
51 Eigzmk

AR FE (4 A% 00 BAE DTk A BLLE 5 D 1« 1 0,
PR T R BRI IE L, Hak, T AL
A H SR PRSP o

B, ARUFTERIER T AZEH LLMs [ 3
WHESL, 08 7R R0 ()38 FHVE I, K s Xt
SMANEHEE LLMs, —J71H, BREA4E R =,
Fiske 45 A (2007) M3 1h 36 1) #f1 B2 fife g 4015 AT
VA 25 1R R ZI A B0 G D9 25 1) 2 4 1) & BRI
6 HE 3 o Bk vy T R ARG Y RN g o i A T T A
DT, BB U ) A B R BE A A (Fiske
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et al., 2007)o ZS{LIHE, WO RYIE 1 D et 1) fA
VR AR BP0 & BPE, 48 AL S R IR 55
TR 1) HFR(Abele & Wojciszke, 2014), i X fi
H AR T34k ie b 1 AR A7 BAn 2 m =k, g
fArFpffRE, 78 LLMs fiAR PG &R T, &)
e 28 NATTE B0 A2 LB I 5 25 AATT H bR 9 3k %,
PR LI 5 BB 58RI LLMs (9 =2 4E . )
— 7T, ASHIETE T 4 B AR e SN AT TR R
Fo R EM, E—RIEET, SXARBA T
PAE AT, X LLMs B HE /15, I WXL
PRI T B P S35 0 8 1 25 e R AR IR ), 7
JEN LLMs BT SR G2 R U] o 1) 25 e R Ak S )
&, FEBGAM RS, B TGRS — il A R4y
BT, B A R A & 0 KAk, A& de e
(Abele &Wojciszke, 2007), i {EJE% LLMs B, 4
155 FNRE J) B RN A FIR T, HLAE ) B Rk 25 T8
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WA RN A somaT ok, Wit B A et S fa
/) LLMs, W#HE BT OB A S, LUE 4R
% T ANFEH 2
53 WMRBREERRKEE

B —, MBI R 2\ UNE R . ARk, 1t
SN2 B AF 90 8k 18 G 1 VI 5 Re 0 iy DD i,
DL REAS R NS RRL 2 [a] () 22 5, JFiE— SR A



2056 N i}

57 %

L

20 FEFNET N A HLE] (Abele et al., 2021), HAKT
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Abstract

The rapid development and application of Large Language Models (LLMs) have significantly enhanced
their capabilities, influencing human-machine interactions in profound ways. As LLMs evolve, society is
shifting from traditional interpersonal interactions to a multilayered structure integrating human-to-human,
human-to-machine, and machine-to-machine interactions. In this context, understanding how humans perceive
and evaluate LLMs—and whether this follows the Big Two model of warmth and competence in interpersonal
perception—has become critical. This study examines human perceptions of LLMs through three progressive
empirical studies.

Participants with prior LLM experience were recruited for the studies. Study 1 comprised two sub-studies:
Study 1a (N =207) used a free-response task, asking participants to describe their impressions of LLMs using at
least three words, which were analyzed using the Semi-Automated Dictionary Creation for Analyzing Text to
identify key dimensions of perception. Study 1b (N = 219) involved a lexical rating task, in which participants
rated the applicability of selected evaluation words to LLMs. Study 2 (N = 178) used a questionnaire, in which
participants rated a familiar LLM and provided feedback on their willingness to continue using it and their liking
of it. Study 3 (N = 207) employed a questionnaire survey to assess participants’ ratings of warmth and
competence for both humans and LLMs.

Study 1 found that humans primarily perceive LLMs through warmth and competence, similar to how they
perceive other humans. In general contexts, participants prioritized competence over warmth when evaluating
LLMs, showing a significant priority effect (odds ratio = 2.88, z=9.512, 95% CI [2.32, 3.59], p< 0.001). This
contrasts with the typical warmth-priority effect in human-to-human perception. Study 2 investigated the
relationship between perceptions of warmth and competence and human attitudes toward LLMs, specifically
their emotional (e.g., liking) and functional (e.g., willingness to continue using) attitudes. Results showed that
both dimensions positively predicted participants’ liking and willingness to continue using LLMs. Warmth had a
stronger predictive effect on liking (warmth: B = 0.41, p < 0.001; competence: B = 0.27, p < 0.001), while
competence had a stronger predictive effect on willingness to continue using (warmth: B = 0.19, p = 0.005;
competence: f = 0.45, p < 0.001). This outcome suggests that the priority effect of warmth and competence
shifts across attitude predictions. Study 3 examined specific LLMs ratings in terms of warmth and competence.
Results showed no significant difference in warmth ratings between humans (M = 5.06, SD = 1.09) and LLMs (M =
5.11, SD = 1.23), t(206) = —0.60, p = 0.551. However, LLMs were rated significantly higher on competence (M =
5.16, SD = 1.20) than humans (M =4.81, SD = 1.23), t(206) = —3.51, p< 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.29.

This study makes two significant contributions to the field. First, it establishes a preliminary theoretical
framework for understanding human perception of LLMs. Second, it offers new insights into human-machine
interaction by emphasizing the importance of warmth and competence in shaping user attitudes. The findings
have practical implications for AI design and policymaking, providing a framework for improving user
acceptance, optimizing LLM design, and promoting responsible human-Al coexistence.

Keywords large language model, social cognition, warmth, competence



