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BB A 1 &I : Thank you for revising and re-submitting your manuscript xb14-085: " i fA i 52
A B E RN fEEE. 25 1 have read through your latest submission
carefully as well as the comments from reviewers and your replies in the first two rounds of
revision. Although I found much strength in your paper, there are still a number of problems that



need to be fixed. Therefore, I will invite you to revise and resubmit your manuscript. Below |

will explain my concerns.

It is innovative to study the effects of context (1%4%) and shyness trait (% 1%) on the Proteus
effects in a virtual world. Also, it is creative to manipulate the attractiveness of the avatar as a way
to examine the Proteus effects in social interactions. In the paper, you sought to examine three
research questions:

1. “FESE A SE ALy, A6 S R A FE s an T s e AMA R AL 5247 2 2

2RI E TSR T Z EME R E R GEZ B MAMERZER (FERKE) B

3SR T, WAL MAER SRR TP e A 5 Z BIN S R R IR, A
Ty KA B E RN, B B N A TSR .

However, your theory and methods (as they were presented in the current manuscript) were
not adequate in addressing the three research questions.

=0 1: First, the overall theoretical framework was not convincing. To resolve these problems, |
propose the authors to revamp their theoretical framework. In the current paper, the authors used
deindividuation (Z:/™E4L) to predict the effects of the attractiveness of the avatar and the
participants’ shyness trait on social interactions: “Reicher, Spears 1 Postmes (1995) f] 42>
INFARRAL (SIDE)INY, FERMEAIRES T, HIMNAMEINFERCF R 22l R/, 3t
TR IAT LRSI, IS 15 BEbR A — B 47 97

This mechanism is not convincing as deindividuation usually occurs when the self is submerged
in a collective/group. The fact that participants with low trait shyness were affected by the
attractiveness of the avatar suggests that it is not a deindividuation process. Rather, the low
shyness participants seem to put themselves in the shoes of the avatar and thus were affected by
the avatar’s attractiveness.

In comparison to deindividuation, role-playing and self-awareness (H F£%1%&) are more
convincing mechanisms as they have been well supported by studies on behaviors in virtual
contexts.

In fact, the self-awareness argument can better explain why low shyness participants would be
more affected by the attractiveness of the avatar than their high shyness counterparts. In particular,
this argument in the General Discussion is convincing:
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W Nie

The authors can consider using this argument to setup their hypothesis of the Attraction X
Shyness interaction (in the third aim) instead of using the ‘deindividuation’ argument.
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&0 2: Second, the authors have not adequately tested the stages of interaction. The second aim
was to test the effects of stages of social interactions (135 A Z [#L 32 B Bt]). However, there was
not much discussion. How would the attractiveness of the avatar and the participants’ own shyness
play a role in the initial and later stages of social interactions? The authors seem to predict
different effects of attractiveness and shyness at different stages. Why?
R : WL XA ORI R SR L, BRG] T AEAN R BRI AN R RN ? X
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AN, TR YERAL SIS BE J) o (EA FAESSE S A, AMATDN F A SSAT 55 AR HL
AR AL 2E WS P BEAFAEZE 5, MR I H AN [R] B0 00 BEAMIAT AR 2 o 7R IE N A A2 17 45 T s )
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P, (S RREX BRI EE . 78 3.2 FHh s AR N Y REAE A B A F T3
NHAEESE, G B ) 3 BT  E A i R, IR E B MR SR AR A B
JIX— R R VR R, W S IX— MR SR B RN S, AL BB AT REAS
e
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TAF Lo MR IG5 SR 2 B B AT B S IE LA RS 5 HAZHIE O
(Yee & Bailenson, 2007), [t B 305t FE B R0 LA 5E,  Ab B 7R IR — 15 B HH (R R8I 3
MAEAERF A AT I 1 P B o 1) 2 BT 45 R e AR P i R B, X — AT 45 &5 AN B St
AEREJTHATVRAG IR T, AN BT () B SHAE RE ), I AN RIS, Rlidk
B AR B ES . 1B Leary () 32 DHEIS FT R ALEE: 15100 & AT AR 4k 50 L
P2, RO B 3R 2 IR SGTE (Schlenker &Leary,1982).

L FBEH I 7 — A 08 ] ZE SR R A B SR SN 2 A A 2 X H S AT
FRAERT R, 515 5550 T AR AR =M A, H R R, FhaRA
AR A TR Y o {H 25 TETE A FB B AR R I AN R AORE, I (& AR AR 56 J
DU — N H BRI — 5 B — 8 BE R B BRI FRAT AR 1350 23050 7 A . 1) B3

16 2.5 T TNt “SEIas RIEREIE B ZEIE M TER, ZEPKFEH R
W 5T S 5K TR R, B SCFERE 2. FTRE A& E TS+, H
T B AR S B R 25 A E A BRI sE b B 28 R (0 5<rE, RL#l 78 4 2 21k &
S, A4, Gk A BRI K, FEM AT ERA RS ook, X —isaT
PAFERFFIE 2 AT RG>

16 35 T T N ihit: “SLIGss FIERIT, 4t E S, HEWKCFRT TS
LRR XA R IR 52 - ARZE 1 MATIR UK B2 5 2 A6 B 26 R s, AdFH i 5|
IR B B 06 B (9 15 0t R B 3 s 1 e 25 15 MR WA 2 5 32 A B 2R R 5] o IX — &
RCFF T X E BTN AR ® . SHEAAEEAR, E4ERet B st SREREAME
1R AT ERZE AR URI K.

18 35 T T N BRI ZE A A AT LR B RS, EARSEES 1
FHERATIE B IX — TR, (HIX— BB AESL I 2 FISLEG 3 (45 SRR RS0 Fr . BUNTESEA AL
TS, BT ESRE RN, SEEIKEEARD B R R LR, 5 RN
FE IR TR MR Z B 1) 22 e 5540 o AR NYERFHE SIS SRS, IEWIZE AT I iR 1), 1S5 B
TRAVE VA MRS, X PG OL N TR R T MR, JRESLES 2 FISLES 3 1 4h
RAPRE T HF 7

Were the participants in Experiments 1 and 2 the same? That is, were the participants in
Experiment 1 also participated in Experiment 2? Why? Were the two experiments conducted in
the same session? If that is the case, the two experiments should be combined as one experiment.
Because the participants were the same, the authors can analyze the participants’ responses (after
standardization) in the initial and later stages as repeated measures in a MANOVA. In this way,
the authors can test if the stages indeed make a difference. Without this test, the authors have not
addressed the second aim of the research.

IR : B SR At NS R . OB, AREEIN B T, KPS
Bl AR BE G B A sz, W SN E R T Z 7%, B85 7870 A I AL A2 1 R Y
RL o X — RIRATS AR TR R, HRARR R 1 LR 2 FEAES & IF, &AL
TR EAME A LI R AL . XA BT AN R 55—, MWFTE RO A BER UL, 546
1RSSR 2 S WIRGEAE PN SEI KRBT, Ja RIS SE96 58 BRATTE I . PR AN
[FIHE AT BEA & E HIRF A AT RE 2@ A S BN AN R o BRI, AT Rl o — AL AS I B5G



SRIG 70 5 SN FE SR P R 2 I AL, SRR G2 5 HAF A AR RO, 28—,
TR RRE S 1AL 2 VRPN ST R BT, R SEER TR 5, Bl A2 REAL
DECAE NSCISREF B2 AT A5 » R ik, ik, SRS 1 ASEi 2 it
[, S APRHBAR LA, (ER T SE06 2 B B, I AR/ A s rh 32 Ak B
WEBRANF o 2T BL BT, BATANEZA S AE &&=, BAEE TR
BN EEMEN T Z Ik . ik, RS LXMWt P rwiE. HREELE R
ML, XS FATTAKRAT FLARH AT B«

=0 3: Third, the hypothesized Attractiveness > Shyness interactions were opposite to the
findings revealed in Experiments 2 and 3.

Experiment 3 has problems: “A<fiff 75 A A IG5 1A A 2 18] B 22 e 7= AR TN R i, BIIRZE
PR L 2 TR MO B 2R B EAT 2 AR T, SR8 3 Kk — MR
RZEENMEE 5 Z I S LRI, MBS L RAGEZHINT, MR MRS 2 S
LRI, WS LRE BN T XRFERE L MEZ MM ZER = E T E
I, SCRF TRBE2.

First, why did the predicted Attractiveness < Shyness interaction change in direction from the
original one proposed in the Introduction? This discrepancy can be resolved by changing the
direction of predictions in the original hypothesis.

IR L SR I X —J I, FRATS ML R E R Ay 7 P, {445 3 sk
56 H RS RIS R T TR AH — e H T A R e R L TR e L, R X )
BB SAE B N I — I Sy AN I, 52 W E W — [l B

Second, the authors make claims about cognitive processing (IA%1f1 L) of high vs. low
shyness participants: “i56 3 45 A 77 HiiE BURZE EAMR L 25 15 MO B 2R R T3
ZHPAFIINT, R SR Z L AMA X b 22 3 I R AR A0 2 Dt e i A

However, the design and measures in Experiment 3 were not able to test participants’ cognitive
processing. The dependent measures were evaluative ratings (positive vs. negative) of social
situations (X} 4EA2 5 35 1PE4). How would this measure link to cognitive processing? The
authors would need to explain the logic or dropping the claim and wordings.

[B1RY : FFH R S5 I A3 — SR8 A /e AT 4 S 3 A Bt A B 4] 58 25 A A
SRR, S — IR R A A L. ik, FRATTEE SR 3 kb 7435 PIASREIIE,
F DR B AA RIS AR IR 2R, By <RI B R AR Jof RIS 5 5 B B TR
IIEL R #5855 B BOAR RN AR AR FE AT VRO, T DA B4 a0 4 52 3 S
AT R e BT B  SANLH ZIBR B GARIR 22, 0 AR BN R R BRI SR Bl 1 R A S
WA, BAAGARD. BRI T A (Bargh etal., 1996), X 34hn 1 k0534 5 ZIHR ED G AH—
77 SR FAGE BT e . BITEA, A B AR SR AR 2 2R B SR 0t 2 51 R AR AR BT AR ) 1 R
o IXFPRN AR IAE A2 75 B F s AN PP - (Pefl, Hancock &Merola, 2009).

HA, LB FIEEW SR AL R Bk, y PAERIA T I, JAT SRR R T
Rl 4.5 R IRE I TEREMEAT 7B M. “SCERSE TR B A AR I N A N 2
52BN FE KT IS, ARZEMA S AT S A8 SR 5 2 B B 2R IS, A SE BRI
HIRF: ML T, mZEEMES A SRR S G R . KR % 1k



A IZS A TR, SCRF TREURBE.

=0 4:Finally, Figure 11 needs to be changed (e.g., dropping ‘deindividuation’) and moved to the
Introduction.  In addition, the arguments in the Introduction can be streamlined and trimmed.
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