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Abstract

Embodied cognition theory posits that cognition is not independent of the body and environment,
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but is formed in the interaction among cognition, body, and environment. Immersive virtual reality
(IVR) provides a technical means to explore the influence of the body ownership illusion (BOI) on
cognition. Using a single-factor within-subjects design (synchronous vs. asynchronous conditions),
the present study examined the influence of embodied standard humanoid robot avatars on indi-
viduals’ moral dilemma decision-making. In the synchronous condition, participants could freely
control the robot avatar and develop a sense of body ownership over it, thereby examining the in-
fluence of embodying a standard humanoid robot on individuals’ moral dilemma decision-making.
Results showed that the general preference for inaction (I parameter) was significantly reduced in
the synchronous condition relative to the asynchronous condition, whereas sensitivity to conse-
quences (C parameter) and sensitivity to moral norms (N parameter) did not differ significantly
between conditions. These findings suggest that embodying a standard humanoid robot avatar can
weaken individuals’ general preference for inaction in moral dilemmas, providing empirical impli-
cations for moral decision-making in teleoperated robot applications and human-robot interaction
design. Future research with larger samples is needed to further examine the underlying mecha-
nisms.
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1. 53|

BB, BEERT B 250 0 BT, A S5 IR g 40 AR it
Fo XAk ARG RRRE R COIRRAEA 2 B AR 7 [T 5K (Foglia & Wilson, 2013). TR,
B \AH &S Z B AR M ESRE . KIGX—W A, SMEIE —MESWAENE AR T 5 &
PRIGIRARES , AR 2Bl 2 o0 . PR 2R SE (Immersive Virtual Reality) 12 & A5 IEIX — #4832
BETUISE AT R B AR IR Bk A R 8 (HMD) B R4 5 a0 AMR G Sk gl s e, JF
P IR ) 2 AL £ (avatan)iz 3l , SR R A L B ks, ki A B R IR L. BRI R
5t (Body Ownership Illusion)fi M4k S — & AR R AR B & S0k —5 5 B8 5 (Kilteni et al., 2015), £
BT (RAN LI 2 A e il e F R T & 24, 1ERIRFE T HIeT . 535
FALE RSO, b5 FEE BRI ESETFS5%RT, SRZAPIRERRFOIHET B S 514k
(Botvinick & Cohen, 1998); % i F 52 BB, B 50k 2 7= A M N 1) B2 J2 45 RE ) Wi (Ehrsson et al., 2007).
G, R — P uEd RIS K R E 7 R4 S IA AR, MR 2 &
(Petkovaetal., 2011), JEFIFH R R 88 —158 =00 G B0/ J0 58 56 5 VBT e Hb B S 4 B I TR O
HE T % 22 HH AN H1 54T A R 2 (Petkova et al., 2011; Kilteni et al., 2015).

1.1. L BHEEA MR

B N TR BEH AR A B IUR IA, R A8 NG R RN N A3 1 &N, A A AT TR S 7E &
WAL 7 BN, HE M NHT EE. SR, ORI SR T et s B A A S
BRI HLEE AL B xFAMA [ 520 (Nishio et al., 2012; Aymerich-Franch et al., 2016). Eufn, HHERK
M, EPmPENLE AN MRS XA A 7= 28 S AR B St (Alimardani et al., 2013), 171X —%44 & e

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610488 233 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610488
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PRIE, RRE

UMIAMARIA R TR SIS, DT R B b . BRT, W70 E A HLEs Atk B e AN Ao
. BRESSEE MM RETYIPIRE . Hll, Aymerich-Franch %5 A (2020) &30, BEIfEAL#E A
WG FE ST AR A G, Ol EB X S, FEn T, am s l, PEsA
15 A5 B T3 AR AL 28 A (948252 1 (Farizon et al., 2022); Farizon 25 A (2022)i#—5 K3, S{GETH
fi B 8 A L B B, B B [R5 1 6 Bl 4% i) K (sense of agency) A & el AT TR LA NS
MOCHE. EAERIE, BB TELEE AL S v G815 K IKIE 1T Jy(Shaheen et al., 2025).

12, EEMRMERER

M, WTNKILT-RB, SHA VLA S 0B SR e s AT 48 IS S 42 i, (Hi%
RN RE AR T BN R A B i e SR FE WS 2 X AR A SR AL E 1K b B oLEs N 1S 2
AR BB PSR 2 R HE RS, R AR N KB E N AR TE, 9 AATE i P28 A
U SFERE, AT RN A=A R SR BRSO “ R XA TN &, REa
U A AT (T A I

2 ML HEAS N R SE A R M AR IR B — BRI L ZE IR B A TN N, AR AT DA 8 ) = 0
AN SUE R RGE, R 5 — % RA — A ANWIE; Rt rT DU, 1k AN ABET:
(Foot, 1967). /5, Thomson (1976)#2th 7 & s BN N BER M AR . IRUGFERM b, B B4 RAEHI B
R AN, AT CUER B — AT HE N LIRS, MO R — N AR AT DUE A, kR
AMNBET . RS E TN NS, TR S R B SR i B R e 4 s R e R DA TR 32 . AR
fil by 7 ALTABN 2, BT AR AMNEE . T2 NN EGIE 2 AN NN EE, D) &0 v T4 2> $ L
PR, LSRR 25 1 KAk 5 A 1 B /M (ML, 1992); TTHE I8 3R R AR 5 455 T4
AR, URARETC VR AR DU B B A AN AT O (A, 1957). BT AR FEIA A, TEAE ANAEE
o, ARG T DO RN R B, TAAEN NS A, AT 2 & U3 . Greene 45 A (2001,
2008)/ %1 33 P Fft AN [] f 3 190 M0 17 12 HY T Xk A 3 18 (process dissociation analysis), & i T H i Bt
FEPEAE AT R VR, SR T BB 2 SCIA Ay T8 ol B B SR 5 4 R . 2R, ThA
TIIE PR 2RO A, B R A SRR N T8 SO IR RN 2 B B FR IR B
AN NS 2 5 R E R PRI 28 )N, AATEAS N B s ) 118 g . UL R4S 2 T AR 2 0
TSR 54 FE(Koenigs et al., 2007).

SRIM, DAHREMEBUONRR R NIt 2 8] 7 — S e i sE, o R a2 A
S, AR R (Bauman etal., 2014), PLATEACK AE RGEHRMT AL R SEEMIE . HELLX 73 KT
Ja BIAS [E OB FE (Gawronski et al., 2017) . PLRMFIRIE A, B alikH4E R EF AT Re s T =F 5 —2
X TE A2 RAURME A, R TE A A VO SRR B, X b R R ST DA R DR A e ) RS, (H
AN DA VAT ] e 58T 5 R AR S5 R A% G R B E OEVE X 0 (s ARG 35 =Fimr e, BIAMA R
AR KRBT A G, AT EHE TR FRE SR i BRI A dr, IR0 R A BE 8 SN Ih A
wHiE . AEAERHLIX 7. ORISR E S s e, Gawronski %5 A (2017)#&H T CNI (conse-
quence, norm, inaction)#5iY, 1A% G 1 15 PR 455 4% P A4 B (17 45 OIS R T B /N T A, T f A D)
NERILECEAR F) o DAL 24 ANRIBE: (1) A5 IEMEREAE RT3, MAT S0 Bk 248 I AF b K FAT3h 1)
FRAR s ()25 L RVE AR IEAT BN, AT B0 B AR AR W R D TAT B RUA s (3) BUE MERVERLE 4T3, T
AT ENRFEARSEAR RS K TAT NI AR s (4) B MERNERLE AT BN, AT B0 B A SEAR I & /N T-47 30 1)
BRAR s B 2 TS T =N AT A BRI BUBE(C) S A A U (N) BA B — A
YER (). ZJ5, Korner %5 A (2020) 975 #h CNI BERILEAMAZE Rl & IRR, K NEES 788 48 /.
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H AT CNI AEA Ol 32 F FB i de Sk i 5E(Lu et al., 2022), FRIGEIL A0S IR 5 5 [l S AR HES) T IZ AL
563% (Gawronski et al., 2020), AHFFE R 7 CNI ALY 2 G2 B L& AR AT 1 e S 5

1.3. B 5EEHMERE

KEHS W TRYE, B R R 35 508 AT AT oSS LT . AMITHE
UUR I VR B B S A AR S 03 R RS S5, RO B s ok 1) L By B IR0 AT ik, ReASAE—
SEFERE EE AR BFEME S O FEIN T 7 R (Yee & Bailenson, 2007), AT 512 R I K151 2 75 o
filhn, FEREAURREEH, fb B BCh 72 DT nT 3R AR BT 55 3 (Banakou et al., 2018). K4k 5 &4
(T2 5m, AR 0 B R E AR B B O B4R, PR R FUL B AR B0 o A A A e 5 3 7
AT RMAER . AHORBR ORI, FEVTR SOREAUPA L A B S B AT N - AR I Bei v 2 5474
(Persky & Blascovich, 2008); %i#L#s AL 5555 N2 N A Z [ A7 72 % V) Gk (Dang & Liu, 2024).

SR, IS R A G TE A R A S T AR S AR YR AUE AR B R R
AMA R R SRR SR, S RREE A R L O R AE PR B 84 #E A KN (Pucci & Gagliardi, 2025; Salagean
etal., 2024). SR, IA W ATAAEH RS SR A 60 VR BB 7T 2 R A TR NUGHAR A
B 15 8 BB ER S K2 S0k B Ja 1 oF T A M R SR R S R R . DB TR SO B RN I FE AR
RAFHARE LW F TR A AL S AR T E A8 e S b 10 A B e, E0 TV O I A TR R 45 IR
(Salagean et al., 2024); S5 A BT RIS 24k B 19 5L S 3G XN VA 1 12 9 e e 55 TG I 3 1 FH (Frisanco et
al., 2024). BATIE, AW MAKIFRE ML S 208, X — R aeIE T TR : H—, LA
RERAF VRN EMEER AN, WERGEARE, UM RMMIEEN TER, K=, &F
Wt 23 FH NS &, =0T 9E NS (RIS @ PR S R .

NIRAS FIRAS R, A TR B A A AE R SEIR AR HLAS N B AATHIW N Z 1525 .
N ZRIE 8 AR AR NS, 1A A (0175 5 o T2 38 4 R0 S v 11 2 2l (Gawronski et al., 2017
Korner et al., 2020). #ELrTHEN, AN SRS A B 50 5 HLAS AL 5 S8 e G R4, 3 B 31
S5 )N T RESZ B, 4 T A AR T R R R, SR TE AR DR S SRS . A, A
HUE 8 LR Fe it — B AR S 3R 4 T ES S 1% IR E CRAHE T I AN EHLE AL HUEE
PRI Hh S ) 22 S VP4, R I 28 Y 5 IR 55 8 ) 5 TR 3 2 U 09 AT TX 79 28 2 AR ¥ TE A V7 A (Scheutz &
Malle, 2021; Malle etal., 2025). & FIX—iNFwZE, BORTEAL S NVERNG, H—BEAERNRIT T RES
RAWAE . I, AROFFKFE CNI AL, MIEERHEHURYE . ThRIZ R0 5 AME R ar = A4 32
AR HL: LS A B 175 1 B B A0 2 FRAR AN 1) 3E AEANV BURR PR (N, Sl HE B ) T i R D )
NP H2: AL S HLES N 22 Hl 55 AR 7EE A8 R B (1 — A E i (1) ks ss Bk, AT
FR R RN LI &, AR E AR LA A B = AR B R R D, R BE — Bh B i R D
B\ N R 5 e W b S8 2 1
2. MREFHZE
2.1. ik

AL G*Power 3 (Faul etal., 2007) AT e f AR Al T, Be5E S 2N i (d = 0.5), Ziih R /)(1
—B)=0.80. EEMIKF a=0.05(RE), HHEAIFrFHEATRN 34, L5 40 LH0k, b 2 LR
KANFAEB WA G, AR 38 LHik(18 & &k, 20 &4 BHE), i 18~24 ¥ (M = 20.47, SD = 1.81).
Pk im i KR ) A S, AR, N TE SRR AR TS T 60~70 U AR MR . B
NSRBI AR b 100 S H ARG o AT ST 2R UE B K O PR FAC B A o o A AT v
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22. ZHRE

A SZIGTE AL Sz 9206 = Hh HEAT, i Vizard 6.0 7 &35 @R HELEE AL SC I8 3R BE, FE45 4 HTC Vive
FERNISE Sk 25 AL RIS S TSI L3S AL S SR A RS i RN . RAAEH] Vizard
6.0 B IFRE N T AR, A SIS R A Vizard 6.0 P9 B ARAE ATEHLES N, B8y (1 (0,428 T
&, Bm5255 KM, KA EIE, KRB, TSRy, THENRmS
BR, WEN BRI, BAREM bk, e KB PSRN LA NP . k£
RRAR G EIE N ARG S LG RN . TRV, HLEs AN TR AL, O
BRSNS, AT AT 45 RN R E T U AR NTEALER N, AREE B RIS, BN
Bk AE TR B R IS G RINLEE NG o TEFDE AT, B LS — AR At N7 55, (KSR B
B SRR B LA TIHLAR AN IR HLEs ATk Bt RUE 5 XURE 35 mT S i BRBE A S ik i2 3)),
WERT 5 B R VES T, 4 iR % S LS [ S ML A A BRSNS E (L 1] 1)) RGeSy Hli 42
PkE . U RE NS R, FRS WL A B 7= A 58 A [FD IR AR BN, AT s i H0 i 20 A B
(A5 VG RC SR A 205 R S PRI B SE (LI 2). A IFFE R, 55— NFRAL A 4 5 B PR30 B o
A B OB S A (Petkova et al., 2011), PREAHT S @M 5 F2P R4S & i B SRS . fE 5B %4 T,
SIS AR VIR 5 = AP (L] (b)), RIS %A T P AL S AT TR E 801k, Hig
FEWIRA B LIMET TR, LA RS S R4 B 3 1Y 7™ A2 (Aymerich-Franch et al., 2020).

23. BF

Pokphssese s )a, EulHMIE VR Sk S5REES, BN EMER. H5%, PalRiEirties
RIKTEER B G VU 5E A — 70 b Rt B s d e S s AR HE s B #EA DD 20 Bk B s s BL 78
DR GHINA B, EIOR PR B IR BT BRI (. AR UL B i N AR
Tiorbhe Hor, [RRBARAT T NS AL 5 AT S DL BRIz 5l ol 201 T BOBLER A AL 5 U Rr it
ITEEERE A, SR A FIEsh eI R . PRI RN GRS RN, AT T RS 06 2% 1 HEAT B
BRI P A PEHOR S5 e RURDE AT % TRIRGE — J 5 B R B350 % S iU 2D 2R AT 5%,
AR IR RIBUF SE i SE S . IR SHRAGE ARG, Boal 5 S R S A G DGR A Xt B
Ja SEPRIETEPIMERFEAE S5 s T Bk ] K% — i B GR [l S =, el ) — SEER AR ) A A S AR iR

Figure 1. (a) In the 1pp condition, a participant saw the robot through the mirror in the virtual environment. (b) In the 3pp
condition, a participant saw the robot standing along with her/him

1.(a) EE—AMRAFHT, S5FBLEMMEPRRFEINSREAN. 0) EEARRBRELGT, 55FF
FMBAFEC—REE
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Figure 2. A participant wore the VR HMD on her head and sensors on her wrists and ankles, as she made a specific movement
(above). In the 1pp condition, a participant saw the robot in a mirror making the same movement as her (middle). In the 3pp
condition, a participant saw the robot standing along with her, making an unrelated movement (below)

E 2. —fus5&LE VR LB, FHRMENRLHAERS, mEEMITFENE(LE). EFE—AHRABEHT, &
S5FBIRFEINBAMSHERENNEFE). EE=ZARMARGT, S5EBINBALEDEDL, B5K
T XBIaE(TE)

24. AZE

24.1. EBRBER
BAVEL 5 AN H M EYGR N E S IAE R, BH % HSRUENLSE AL S B S S % E
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(Aymerich-Franch et al., 2016, 2020), KH-3 2+3 1 7 £it40(0 FoRh L%, -3 RoRmPIAFE, +3
FoREFIFEE). W45 65 B R4 12 ) #(mylimb. mybody. mirror). 4 il 8 il @ (agency) LA K 3 i) 1r] 5t
(twobodies) 558 H ; Forr, B RHHA S H H T8 8450 HLES A AL B 16 B 44 BT A BUES 5t (Botvinick & Co-
hen, 1998; Kilteni etal., 2015), mirror # H % 24 AL 518 2 SR AL N SR 50150 8 B 5 & K (Petkova et
al., 2011), FHIEER H 2 22t 0k g 3 10 501 ) B (Farizon et al., 2022); ##IfEH T 2 2l e 5
RIGF] “HHA PSR (Aymerich-Franch etal., 2016), HAEZAKFAERIFP &4 N RARFE— 3. AHE T
RN BIEEEN a=0.938.

2.4.2. EERE

AHEFURH Korner 55 A (2020) 34T CNI A8 2 il (1) 0] F TR 22 et L1 48 U 1 N e ji e,
B rp 44 AN IEASEEMPRE, 3 2 B T30 B8l PR 485 (abduction dilemma) i iiF SEps) & BB A . ok R Tl
TE 5 e S i) (Korner et al., 2020), AWFFE T UAGIBR . B WRSEE H DL P 230, Bl 75 2200
B AT R AT B2 I . RRRUESE UG, BHRTRA 15 SRR BV AUk
FN WAL S NFERE o NG AR A 557 R (1% 55 AN 5 98 0 30, sSRieh i & 1 70
SRR, RESNRE B A R R G RRE. SR RRREFEERINEE: A RIE
IRV I i W e N T S e S B N = 27 £ A St 951 AN Nl 1 WO ) 1 1 v b N7 N )
SR SiE. RSN LAOREE . AW FCIE E-Prime 2.0 4R 1C 0 A0 8 78 v SR AT N B

3. PIhEER
3.1 BEBHAR

NIAEFR . 5L PR SCIs 6 F S sl B IR I 22 5, A0 O B S i IR 2 Bt 47 S it o)
Bro BT HE AN 2 S EOS R AT, AL A (R D150 e AR &, 0 1) 46 4 H 4500 ik
47 Wilcoxon 7 5 ek, SRR, B S A T0E B H £ PTAN 1T BAF A2 235 22 57 (p < 0.001),
AL 2 A BB SR A 0 B3 i T 5ol Ao R TEGETH 4 R AR W], [RDD AR T [ 36 2% FUE 70 v A 4L
T 1~2 2], Herh il G o b A B R (h A% = 1) Fob s F T~ 2808 RS20 th A0y -2, 4260
B HON-1.63. LIRSS RAESE, [FD A& 1 #l L Es Ak B (A kel ue, i ol A
RPERZE RS RY, AU BRAG R, SRIE 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and Wilcoxon signed-rank test results for each item of the body ownership questionnaire (N = 38)
*= 1. ASRBRKIC)ESE#ASITS Wilcoxon FFESRIGINEER (N = 38)

i ik P WEE RME Bk RN g;;‘;%‘g’;g
mylimb k7 1.5845 1.14786 -2 3 2 <0.001
mylimb 7 -1.4155 1.44026 -3 2 -2 <0.001
mirror EEZ 1.3629 1.33869 -2 3 1.6974 <0.001

mirror b —1.5540 1.56732 -3 2 -2 <0.001
control [P 0.4488 1.60153 -3 2 1 <0.001
control 7 —1.3560 1.50964 -3 2 -1.6316 <0.001
agency ]2 2.0000 0.77110 0 3 2 <0.001
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agency 317 -1.5263 1.51545 -3 2 -2 <0.001
mybody [ 25 1.4155 1.28137 -2 3 2 <0.001
mybody S -1.3352 1.75532 -3 2 -2 <0.001

3.2. EERE

AW S Korner 45 A\ (2020) R 48 e S0 20 e 2, 0E B 4t i P T8 22 1 A T 55 i adh A7 4
Gt AR LR AR 8 BT NARFR, B& 4 BUT NIRELS 4 DUNME e E, WM 11 B N 5 1%
Bi, BB IHRRRIFY XA 0~11 4. FfiJa KM multiTree fF(Moshagen, 2010)#0 & CNI i 1 pe S i
B, SAlE TR R . BB NI R BURE(C 5. EE MR EN 250 5 — AR E A
i1 %0 (Gawronski et al., 2017).

AHF TR FHECATAEAS t A 50X L RPS2 3646 4F I CNI =TS 5 7, H i B HME 2 71 95% B (5
X ] o 25 R BIR, | AL B3 SRR 2 5 [RDE A I ) — MMEAE o i (M = 0.622, SD = 0.231)
BECT 325 %M =0.713, SD = 0.237), t(37)=-2.174, p=0.034, Cohen’sd=0.367, %7 (FHD
- 526)8-0.091, 95% CI [-0.176,—0.006]. C ZEAEHF &M FLREZER, t(37)=-0.679,p=0.501, d
=0.110, FHMHZEFH 95% CI [-0.056, 0.028]; N S % 7 FRIFEARE, 1(37)=-1.024,p=0.313,d
=0.166, 95% CI [-0.113,0.037]. BkAk, Hf a0 18 8 e 54T 55 1 = WHE BEVE 7 (p = 0.733) 5 1B 455 N VF53
(p=0.078)7EWFh &M P LW E = . ARG R W% 2.

Table 2. Paired-samples t-test results for CNI model parameters under the two conditions (N = 38)

< 2. BMEHET CNI ZES B HA t 11845 R (N = 38)

¥ Hy) PHME PRAEZ t p
C A 0.331 0.173 -0.679 0.501
C 7 0.345 0.154 —0.679 0.501
N k7 0.368 0.308 ~1.024 0.313
N b 0.406 0.349 -1.024 0.313
[ A 0.622 0.231 —-2.174 0.034
| Sb 0.713 0.237 —2.174 0.034
4. i

B TE G AR TN A AL S 1) B A TR 5 0 A B P AR R SRR . BRGS0 45 RE R 11K
TS MR XL NS 7 A4 4 5 S B o (Farizon et al., 2021; Alimardani et al., 2013;
Aymerich-Franch et al., 2016, 2020).

B S, AT R AR HE N BHLEE N SHERD 5 R0 6 TR ZER . B, 50
755 SR RE S B A A R L B B DA, T AEALES AR T AR S iR Rtk . 5 BRI “HLES
NIETE” ASHER, RKFRA 2 (H KR Bl AAK) x 2 (FP152) ik, SUmAJEANZ A,
(= pupiEEe
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JoR 3]

FW, ABEF R DAL AN A 1B S AR50 53 5 AR — AN E s s AHER T RCEh dE Sr B ik
A SRS ) [R5 2 A e 20 2R A (TE 5 PRI R ) T B R I SE BRI ANME i, 1245 R S50 7 AR
W H2 —8. Xk, 2B/AFEE =M R B EA B R IR . H—, REASZIRBHIMA: S METE
G20 26 AF T X HLE8 AL 5 T8 LS AR A RS i, B IRERAE S LA NI R AR R, MR T #E 2t
MLEF NAT 30 77 200 0 —— A A4 £ TR AL 25 A TE 0 28 R85 vp 2 SR Dy 4 31 5 1) (Bh R AG) 1947 31
(Scheutz & Malle, 2021; Malle et al., 2025)—— fii FEAK B & [EA BIAE M mAER DA, ik
SN E S E NN, FHRKEB T - VARG, FULORE T 5 AE A R .

H=, kA EghizhlEK(sense of agency)¥iffi: [Fl5 5% Rl 24 St B BE I T 1 10O ML 28 AR 44 1)
R, & 1SR EIIEIRE WA FED R T R ST 5 s B4 i R g A A B A
[T UATA F A S 2 58, R348, midEssh S M fE, A BEIRAE S hlf . X —f#
Feth 5 Farizon %5 \(2022) 1145 16— 30——23h 1 [R5 & 16 32 3l 2 B (1 FE SR 4k iR 0 o L B8 A2 e A
WX HLER NS FE AT A i oCh . X2 R UL, LA AL Sl R 4 5 B 5 0%, Refig hor 145
JENE(C) 5 RUTE RUBRME(N), SR T AMATE G AR SR “ATBhIAMTS ™ B HERRAT AT

H=, JEEM 5 (moral disengagement)th 7] BE & —AMEE fRE . EAEM SRR ST . BN
PRSI, 550 E BTN 5B R IR, AT B A S it 18 75 AH DG AT I Rl 5 W
P& (Bandura, 1999). fE Al B RA e, BEAE WA H, 9 MEHOBN T8 f8 R Guik A7 18 4l
W, REETT P RE R BRI AR B &, A7AE 7 ATE R 25 1 XK (Volkman & Gabriels, 2023). 5226
oL, Mt AR BN L E AR O O8N LB, AT SRR G R A T R
SR BT 5  F0 S LA N, AT R A EE&RT “ A7 . XM F A EEE RN 55,
ARG AN A ST 5 2 ARG RN SN, AT B — e R R T A 5 . /I e B, SR
ATENEH EIRE E i E . T AR DT, Sl SREL M TE S RO K, AR BRI T AN s
M— ER AR, 3= 2R AT 2 B o B 0 9 205 ST ARG 055, AT 31112 B I 10 4 B AR FH S AL
M R R AT IR, R NRITREZ R %o MU S A R O 4 RV A AE R IhiE R
B RIA B IFDE AT, AME RO FLER NI R A BB RS, AE i FeAs T 7E 2D %A
T, BRRZALLIE I E AENEN, RREBATR - VU8 NRAERS, TEE NSRRI, N
B 7B KCPRIAE N R . EAERE, X—fF S Aymerich-Franch 25 A (2020) &8I “#k &5t HL
NG I RAGAT R BN PFER MR IEALIRTIE: H—, ZHBRNTNERAR, #38k
JOAT U B At N B (1 B AT, T G A 2 T A R 5 0 % A T S A R TR TR, i 3 B 75 ) fi A BRIV 11
ot K, WIKIINEZ RAEET ARG B 17 NI SR B, i
PR TE S B FRE AR, TS M SR SR M 2 T RN R By, ST R B AT REAE YRR R AR
YRR . SR, WAZRE, AHE TR BN E TR GEER . NIKEETIAE, R
SOAF G, ARAE N FRISE 18 . ASRIEFU AT 7E PR 5K 5 S RIII & 57T V3 8 (W “ 1% 4R 5 L el 67
T2 7). TEMEBEFR. NEINS AR - W ERE, R T AL,

SR, S0 A UL 21 P Ff 2% AR TE 45 SR BURE (C 80 5 ITEHUREN 280 LI ER, Z4 R
SR8 HL AR ST RAHE o3 w7 T RE . 55—, &5 MBI 5 R0 AU AR L — e M AN E A D
U, JB T ARE IR S, B LA B M AR (Luke & Gawronski, 2022). HL&§ AL &3 K1)
HL B RIGAN SR A 00 S B, L TR O AN 2 A B i AR I 45 R T 5 e T, 7R
EIRHRE, X4 R 50E VR AL SIEMETT SR M —5: Salagean %5 A (2024) KA EALAL B AN ST
A T g T AS SRS A A R SR A5 B, Frisanco 25 A (2024) R 45 Ak £ b o TG 4 M v S G B U . X IR
ARy G AR A P SR R T AT R AR T AT sl S RO RIS AT N R T, e DA g R
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RN AR AR e sk . 35 =, [FD AR T I S A A SR o mT R B B AR AR 11
HAFFIELEN . KEMFIESE, BB IRT MR IS #E 71 (Seinfeld et al., 2018), 1 317 7K Pk
o PRI A 1 T %o T8 188 PR B3 s A A 90 58 2 1 17545 SN (Cecchetto et al., 2018) . Ak,  [RIE 4644 F i A Sk
B R I SEAE IG5, P RN S A R B 15 2 S B RIS, HE R AT, A&z TS A S
G T REAEBE I AN HIERL, N SHCRI0 HL T R . ABFFEH, [FRE & IS4 AN VR g =
TP, BERNLSEE(=0.078). X—J7 A& SIZMEN—8, aTHANVIEH . DSR2
Ro R, BB IR E N EENE, BT RARM R A il ol NS S 48
I ZMRREANJE R R, ARVEN N SEERE RN ENS] . 2T 45 R HURE(C), R MAXAT
NG RN AU, = BT 25 SR A5 B R A I SRS B HL, T A FE R N SO IR SR AT B A Ak
SR RIEIM AL R EA S, Hit C SRS RE AL TN . Z26KE, WE RS TRk
SUE CORTBATH” WA, m WU S RS RNE B TR TR A R, X —4r 5 CNI
BRI = RS HO X J ST 1R 18 A — B (Gawronski et al., 2017).

KW FAFAEE TR E %, AR E N G X &, B T0VE 76 RS8R T “AF
TR AL B RIS TR “BLas NJEIE” RS Mnraert, KRR ARG 5 a5t A, LR
TEHLEE NG R R DTk . ok, AR RN E TR EERE. K. BRIARSIE, Bt
PHERR ST R BB BB L] AR TR R 240 S 28R IR, IR RIS . Bk, A
FAUEFH —FhbstE ATERLEE N, R RGHERPBINFEE . THISRAE . ERIG . MU S NS . A
FEAS PR AT RS R AR OIS, R KA R EEHE BN A & . BeE, AWF7TrEs
PISEAT S5 LSRR N =, S AR BRI B R bR, SURSEAT St bn M L7820 #a 7 i 4 5 i
P2, RRATDALE A R 0 3R & AR PR (Salagean et al., 2024; Pucci & Gagliardi, 2025), X AH 72 () R
5N TENLHI AT 2 XRIE

BEE LA A B HARIZD BN H AR, O NN A 547 N IS fE s i 15 5 S 2 OGTE
K FCR N NG T HPEE PR, UE ST B A A R L AT AR AR AN I — A N I i - 1%
SERW AR IR N TEARANI B sEbRig S, 75 2 B AL & H & i AMARAT Bh ) 1) 283 1
F, AT RER %280 B AR5 NE Jo DAS R AT T

EHEWmHE
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