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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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212 gam 1,2
ARk ", A%
(L. TP A0 B i ) 330022 2. VI PG5 2 bt SRR S0 VT PO K2
AR S Rl B BN S ST, i ) 330022)

W EASALEER R emoji A PR AETFTRETHAGERNAIGE A RE R
BB HGH A, LW RAGE AL RITTI, ERAA, AW RAZLGIREZA
ARR AL EE PRI emoji H R FRAXIWARSRFE RGBS, LXE BB HE
L TR E A emoji BT AIMEBAL WA Z MM B EF, MEBHFET KEARE RL
EF QiR E AR, R IARG T A Al BB R L H RENR TR, &0 MRst A
AL Bide £ F B, MPAMKEABKERUNAEZABZEh, AR, ERXNALEGHL Y
1 7 emoji A B F ik £ oot HAb M4 R eg B

KB A LEF# emoji; AR B REAK AN AL

HE 5y 25 :B848 KRG A
1 5|5

A FH A WD , N T4 BB (Artificial intel-
ligence , AL) IR REBH AN HHEHTE. 5
TR MO ] s A A SR U AR R R 3G R AR,
B A T AL R RS L TR E 2 A BRI E
TERHEAT B 38 B2, AT AR U BB ) VB
AL B 5 AR BAME R X TR A, H, B
ChatGPT ML FE M KIE S A (Large Language Mod-
els, LLMs) , FEAEHR A BYIE 5 A AL T SCAL 3 R
77, REEIRMA LM B AR X7 (Ray,2023) , HAY
T ZNHATE2NEE DI FEL R,

H A T fEHE 4 LSk, #1A # (anthropomor-
phism) — MR EXRTENERZ —, F7E20 it
43 50 A, B A MK B YR L E IV R B A
ARNE R EE M, KA EZ2ES BRES
XA AT BB B RN” . BEERARNAR A
&, Al RGEWAMERI G L RE I AW iR, AR
B ELIZA SRR TT, B A8 T RIE S HEE
FIXERGE, ALR BN ALBREC BERA.
EF MR A, SURE B AT RIS AEAT N
AERRE B 5 AKER BE B PIE (Mei et
al. ,2024) ,

NN R, A BRI 2 AR R
G5 BATR 0 B S0 K AN At S S

XEHS:1003 -5184(2026)03 - 0195 -09

MR HIEP B W AT T SR, W R G
AL TR TR W7 5 17 48 [0 6, 3k b SR R
“HEHZR T A2L” (Computers Are Social Actors,
CASA) {7 (Nass et al. ,1994), 4, HFET
LLMs W AT BBE S MEAL BN HIE T RUEA
75 BE UM (Peter et al. ,2025) , AfITBEA 5 R
FHOR SRR, N5 R IUAALH 03 R ( Ep-
ley et al. ,2007) ,

TEANRAL A, 4L 25 A 58 (social percep-
tion ) 5 AL 5 fib N B )BT, I It 2 R ik
NBEJ) B IE 4 S B B BRI AN, AL &A
B A 40 (Fiske et al. ,2007) , #R4E 4L
AL 41 58 3E 98 ( mind perception theory) , BEZH (a-
gency ) FIZ: 5 (experience ) & AfT1HF3E A 8L 1R
R ANB W R LA ZE F (Gray et al. ,2007 ; Waytz et
al. 2010), A FERISN SRk 4oty BB b A
NAL 25 R 9% O 45 B 1L B ( warmth ) FIBE JJ ( com-
petence) AH % B ( Fiske et al. , 2007; Gray et al.,
2012) o Mo, R R BRASATESZ B BRZ B R
ORI FIZETIRERE , RE IR T HAE AT 55 58 Ll
BAHE FRA RN, Ak, FIFLG (empathy ) 7E 41§
AL L 35 A BN AN AR b AR 48 RS A
RS HIBE T, WAL 25 34§ (social support ) 15 2 B fiE
PEAE L, SR IAMAAE B 3l B B R HAS T 22

« BEWBA IHEHEREMUEELN" 2R §ET LRSI TR 2 TS IS (21QN007) ,
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BB PR B Al BB

VTEESR , 31X 86 A et 2 1 R 5 1 BB B 4 SR
BT AR LSRR, JUHRTE AN TR BB A
PLEas AU, WFFERY], S AT ALEs
BT A SRR T B RE ) SR 4B, X R G
AL 2RI, AU S T2 BB 5 A J& 14 (Me-
Kee et al. ,2023 ; Scheunemann et al. ,2020) , 40,
NNV AL IR RIAR ) , 78 [N 5t R 58 b e
A HEE (McKee et al. ,2023) , AR ERM, x84
Y B T ZE XS BLas A 47705 A F B IR i e
 (Scheunemann et al. ,2020), R, E AR X
B, 4 ATRIUBBBRNS, H P A 552 LRt
I3 (Lee & Hahn,2024 ) , 5 S 5T ik — 20
ULHAAE 2 SCRFTE DAL AL Ak 2o P45 0 A9 B 2841
BEAh , NSRS 55 T7E AL 40 3% 50 3 i 15 18 70 [m] 38
O, FETTXS HE7 A 24, Kim 1 Hur (2024) 76— 55}
SEh i ER T A R E R ALBIREAE,
GERRI, 4 ATIRALAS N\ RIS = 1A
PAPERS , B B 68 ) A B B 35t - Ho™
AT R, #MEZ, AN LE RS RS
BN, FEET HAEE S RAMEE T U RTE
By T RN H R IR R R 3L 1R S ek SRR B R
WeAh , B RFIEEXT AL FASSHAT T XS, R BL AL A4
BT B H A28 AR R A9 T B B B LR R A2 B Bl A
Wr, H ALFESZER R IAGE A A, AW,
HEYCE T RBHEER B ALTIAR AR, AT
s B OB 2 BEA IR (Yin et al.
2024) . XFFJER, AEXF Al FETEE ZI AR 6P
RN HG AR SN E B ENZES,
AR AL FAETT BB 2B E R . RE
EAWFRNALE AT RSN b2 ek
11 THIBARR (HALT LLMs B9 AL 383 E 44T
JRFTIEY) , ST A ey B AL 25 M B B 5T
JFBCHAR, M E P REMEN IR G S5
ME,

TELk b BATHIMAE F T, emoji /Ey—F
BB ERNIFE SRR, C RO g itk
RPN E RSBV P R IR RBE LR
—(Danesi,2017) , Emoji 2REFSH—M,EB
FIETIL 307 BN B/ . XFhRIBR
S RVRAMTEUEA SZ W BT 5 2R MBS T
HEA: , BT A 1 ) 0 B S8 A 5 A Wi 1k, 23
T & THARRE B E S TV 2 afE FHHY)

%%, fENIEETAS  emoji AMUBEB ML b
ANBRE ) HiE S SRS, A R I SRk
TR E T H 0, X B S 4 19 3R IA 22 HE T L I RK
B F(Fischer & Herbert,2021) , HH, 71 7 emoji
S SCATE B B R B PEM BE AT, IR T emoji ) 5
TEAY B IE T ( Neel et al. ,2023) , 208 emoji 7] DA B
FBUEHRWCE X CAE B REERAL. HTENE
G SRICR | emoji FYME FI B A R L HALAZ T 5,
RemE B BB KBOR (Al Rashdi, 2018) o XA B T
Hef R IR FEFHNCE Z B HAL 2B R, R Uk
(1) emoji , 5 Bl T4k 5 X5 18 o I 15 B0E 4%, 3 I B3
FA) I B SR 35 2% B ( Pfeifer et al. ,2022)

SR, LA WFFEXS emoji ZhBE R EEAE P
TEANPRAZHAESE , % T HAEAE A E b By R ¢
R 78 ALRS P, JUH 2 AR SR 4L
Tl ABLXT G BRGEH , emoji WHATRZ M A % AL 25
PR R B Z RGP . DIMER—TBFFEER
B, AT A AL % ABLAE B TR R i« AT
IR DL ATEE S BAL 838 7 0 e B & 48 7t
HoAt AP A IR, I 52 e B P B B3 B BE (Janson,
2023) , Emoji 7E 1% 5 B3R 15 J7 T 13 B & 4R A 62
( Fischer & Herbert,2021) , [H 1Y, 7 B & 1A emo-
JTTRESSHEIR AL B4R, BET R 0 P X AL /Y
AL R RAF W EE . X HEWER T
TR S HF o Yu Fl Zhao (2024 ) JE i H#K emoji
TEAPRREZ S AN ESPEMFENNER, K3
emoji B} RASRFF P X W0 % 52 R R B , T L3k
—IEREITE AR S B B, M7E AN 55
AR . IF EL, emoji XTHIRALAS A FIBE 7 1% 0
BABEZW, AT, %R FERETEEN
AL GET NLP FE IR KA A , AR EE
BAEBYER)AZ 0 BT (VB 52 T 34 ) emoji 7]
BER R S AMEDIBE, EitL, BiE BT LLMs 1)
Al RGERBEE HRGRN 5B S B AR
e om, EHTH A emoji 76 A—AL B.3)” L)
BERAEEE N,

HERAS EIRAR R, AR RGEH LT emoji 18 Al
ESE P A SThEE , BARSC I A AT 2w FE 4 AT
BB RATLAS A B AL 2 PR B A0 SRR, LA R B ) IR
B RIHLL St o SR, AN, X I T A X T
AT AR B R  G2 F0 A ZRAE g B R % R I R 32 ) 22
Sto WIFRTHA: MH L T A emoji 1 [0 &, fitHF A
emoji [ RIS 4 2 & Inl B E BRI BRI BE ) L IR
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0 RO a3 i, BT RIBASXAKR
R MR MOR B EHF T RIS A (Yu &
Zhao 2024 ) , AR B 3X — R TE A [ 5 5 0y
BF . WO, BB AR RIE LR, #E PR
TSR A P i SR R R e . B
H, RO 5 %0 35 6 S ) ) B g R R BT IR
K, 2 S AMAE 46 A8 8 MRS 28 B i AR B A
5% (McCrae & Costa,1983) , BT I, UFR BB IT AL
PP G BIX PR R R BT o W2 1R 1 X AT
Rt 2B, BT RS R AR AT (3t
P 5 I R IR, M SR MR RE
B e R A BURR R, AT BB X emoji BN, ILAh,
R SMIEREAEE 23 LR ER S EE)
) B AR ) BS54 (John & Srivas-
tava,1999) , X B4R T F 2T X AL A28, 5 Al
BN mMNER (T EM B RN X
HRER TS , B BBk = TiRe A 103 TR IR0 AT 1
AR I

2 HiE

2.1 X

BB G - power 3.1.9 B it & (Faul et al.,
2007) , WESE Rl KB /DN BAEA RN 54(f=0.25
=0.05), ML LV S A RES S LR P
74 2 (38 4, H k36 &), FRIFR 21.64 +
2.24 2 B0 IERL R HJGH B EAS . Bl
LU0 SE UG #5458 10 ~ 15 TTARZE R . B 5
BEEAPOF WAL T,

2.2 #&#

KA 2(emoji: 7\ J0) x 2([EEREIRLE AL
A WIRG LRI, Hh,emoji kAN LR,
] SR YR AR 2 AR s B . BRAR B X Al 42
FHHIRE T IR BE L 130 Jekk 25 S HF BB A IF 41 o
Emoji F#R4% 38 3 7 18] B2 SCA PR M B A BR emoji
e SZI s TR 1B 45 ) e od 4 ol i i 3]
B ok B AR AL LB, #d7E e UL R G
WHEXT R KR ER, P RZ MR EREE (R
KENHE) &, MR 229047 o
2.3 HH
2.3.1 AR

R IR AREE Jy £ 2L Rbr R, R Py 2 4L
TR IR B AT E R BT B SCA S
ChatGPT(GPT -3.5) A i, ABA R AR L 45 14 T
BIEANREFEERE BERIAKE L -8 ARLZ

BRI VE B A : — A4S emoji 1R J 1R 3C
A, FB—NNEH emoji A, & emoji WA H, &
BIZAE 3 ~5 4 emoji, BTIEHIH MR
B emoji & TR FE I 5L 7] B s 1T EE IR B (B
4 (Robus et al. ,2020) , FF A L5 41 B emoji # &
TR FHARRE,
2.3.2 METHAE

RAEERMW & EH LN NIER K, B
(competence) I IE (warmth ) 5 [5] BL.0» ( empathy ) K]
WE ST I ABE P B 8 3R (Kim & Hur,
2024) , BENVERHER(a=0.78)F N4 MEH, R
P P R 1 30, AR B 3 MR L Bl
AR RIRGET” . EBRBRAMER(a=0.76)
FE 4 AFE B AR RRRE” . [
FOBAER(a=0.79) 0 3 MEH, Bl “ X
MR R AR R RAFREFT K o A2 LHF (so0-
cial support) EF (a =0.69) W F 1k H Hu % A
(2025) MBS P E I B R, 208 3 D H , fildn
“FMZ B A AR, U ERRERAL A
o RARMTIRE,ERN 1(CEEAFE) 2
TCAEERET) o

KRFNER RS B K T A7) %5 17 2L (CBF
-PI -B) (EFTM 5,2011) #TNE. ZHER
ERKTABTE HNE TR, 8% 40 5 H, 405
VIERE L VRS = AN @ 3 A 1 e
$epE, BOEEAE 8 AUIA KA 6 il (1 =
FERAFE 6 = BRMFE) o
2.4 ZBERE

TRMESE T Yin A HIF (2024) 581
& b HT, B, ML EIRB IR
RN A FAER , R P — s 8 & A B
PEFE, FEXS I I IR AT VP2, BFEE S
HRAE P 25 SR 59 B TC BB (A PR Bk 2k R IR A
FEE RS 5 , BN R R e R B
HEATL IR UL BT, JF R ECBEAL 2 22 A4 5L AT
W7, XFERT AR [ 4 B 7E St R AR
Fe—8 MiE, BB A EE S, £l
WS B R A AL K AL Y (8152 1 7E i
BT AT AW RITERE , Fra SR E ks
FRB RHRETAER

TR H AT B SE B AR 45, 2 10 1m] A2 B 2R R
RGP0, I ERHgOAIR B MR E Sk A AT bR A
K, ERIEMAETPNRA, BIE emoji JEUFITG
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emoji it . BFRAS 1) 2 BN 48 B | 64T T 1
5, A S B ENE emoji B[R, 7 —F
SElENE A emoji MBI, B EF R E A
5, WE IS PR ERE AT, VP N R R
FRETT REE (RIBLL A3, LR AR RR R
2R, iATEEE RIE ERGRGIRM.
3 #R

R 2 (emoji: A.70) x2(BIEXZr%: A
K AT) W E & J7 2250 Hr 0 BE 7 L IR IR | [ 2RO
A 2 SRS B 23 A T 2 A o
3.1 &4

Emoji LM FHN BE,F(1,72) =23.24,p
<0.001,n, =0.09 , M Lt FEA emoji BF (M =5. 46,
SD =0.99), % iF P emoji Bf (M =5.98,5D =
0.64) [MEECHINATER AR, FHREMNEES
M BE(F(1,72) =4.30,p =0.042,7 =0.04) , 4
FeTHR%&h AL(M =5.56,8D =0.68) , 1% i A2

S0 (M =5. 88,5D =0. 66) ik iy B HA fE
Jo Emoji LA B X R ZEAENANRE,F
(1,72) =1.48,p=0.190,
3.2 B

Emoji ELER M EE,F(1,72) =51.92,p <
0.001,7, =0. 21, #H L F A emoji i (M =5.23,SD
=1.11) , % iEHH emoji if (M =6.13,5D =0.56)
[l SO IR R, B X R E RN B,
F(1,72) =10.23,p =0.002, 7, =0. 06, # Lt T-Hr%
9 AL(M =5.43,8D =0.66) , b4 A Hy 18] 2 &
BH(M=5.92,5D=0.64) g iA A EIEEE, Emoji H
MBI EXNRAAERERZ AR, F(1,72) =4.64,
p=0.035,y, =0.02, M & BT R I :
BTG emoji Z5fF T , NI IS A N 02 B IRIE 0
(72) =3.84,p <0.001,Cohen’ s d =0. 89 ;{H¥E emo-
AT, BEXNRRB N ERABEE,(72) =
1.11,p >0.05,Cohen’s d =0. 26,

Hemoji Feemoji Hemoji Femoji
""" p<0.001
1 Emoji EESEEMRiFEX BABMIAES (A) JRIE(B) FE(C) AL ZH (D) R
3.3 BEs 0.433,
Emoji [ EA M B2, F(1,72) =19.66,p < 3.4 b i

0.001,n, =0. 07,41 Lt T A emoji Hf (M =5.48,5D
=1.03) ,5HiEH A emoji B (M =5.97,8D =0.73)
B2 SN ERARBL . BIEXNR FHNE
BE,F(1,72) =6.55,p =0.013, 7, =0.06, AL T
¥l AT(M =5.51,8D =0.74) , % 8 A8 1 [l
FA&R (M =5.95,8D =0.73) il h B EBA [7] 2
Do WEXLHEMAEH, F(1,72) =0.62,p =

Emoji {FF EM W B &, F(1,72) =17.89,p <
0. 001,77 =0. 08 ,## lb T3 emoji A (M =5.43,5D
=1.05) ,%HiEH A emoji I (M =5.96,SD =0.73)
[l H SPIA IR T B4 H, BIEXSR
EHBE,F(1,72) =9.06,p =0.004, 5> =0.07,
T HREEN AT(M =5.45,5D =0.70) ,fr% 0 A
FKHEEEN (M =5.94,8D =0.68) piA iR HET
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FEMM X F, XEEAARE, F(1,72) =
0.88,p =0.350,
3.5 KEAKKGRAFTHER
KFLGERPUBE REFEEELH
ER, BERTAMBRE TR M Z R T RER
P emoji {8 F X EBEIRR A M, [RIES, % R E)
emoji PR N &, 2% LIEMHFE (Judd et al.
2001) , eSS R 2 EEEE (1“4 emoji - 0
emoji” [FIIRIEPE4r2518) B ZE B X AR B I .

%, SR BN, BN TR RS R N 37.6% , 1
THAEZ K TG 40% , R LR BB AFFEILR
T ZE KR o
3.5.2  [EXGARE RIR SR I AR R HIAH
KA

PRDITERE R (R L), AWH T AR
RS AT ZERAR L Z B RRR,HE T REA
A6 2% B T R JRR R P 22 IR B B R HRAH SR R B %
I B0 GARBE R T IR R 2 BRI S

3.5.1 FERIymEs R AR . RIS B 5 E X G2 IR R
fii ] Harman SRR IETHE B RER  ZEIAHERX,
Fx1 EIEXNHIFEF emoji 5F emoji HHBREEBESAEABERSHHEXRI

e M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 BB xR 0.51 0.50 —

2 HREE(E 3.60 4.36 0.25* —

3 MR 24. 80 9.12 0.07 0.08 —

4 REMW 37.10 5.28  -0.05 0.05 -0.57*** —

SEAE 37.28 5.43  -0.17 0.11  -0.32"* 0.40*"" —

6 FFHiE 35.28 6.27 0.06 -0.15  -0.47*** 0.56***  0.26" —

7 SMEE 31.81 6.70 0.05 -0.04 -0.56""" 0.54*** 0.17 0.75*** —

. p<0.05," " p<0.01,"**p<0.001,
3.5.3  RFNMERE BT [ 52 %5 G b 48 R 30 1y
TR ) 2= (E 95 VR T B
K BB RRIGR AR N B A &, IR IR 2= AR N AR
2, NIRRT AL B, SR e bt e ab 22,
{85 SPSS 4% {4 PROCESSv 4. 1 [{HEHI 1 43 BI%f R

RS R BRAR TR TR I8 G5 RRW, AHE
FEER T, FF R (Openness ) 78 5] & % G 78
XA 5H A emoji B (KB HIRIE 25 (B 1 K R
PRAEERFTEMNGEL).

R2 FHEMNEEXNRGESEEZENATER

- o HEIRILAIEE B RS E
HRER TR R AR? F 8 LICI vICT :
0.19 0.51 3.74
BAHNRBE R Z(E [Ip=Bop 3% 2.25 0.07 0.95 2.33"
Fr et -1.01 -0.46  -0.0007 -2.00"
] 5 % 2 AR x FEHeHE: -2.06 -0.93  -0.01 -2.04*
TR B A Mk — 25 W (18 2) - ETF O AR 08 —— A
fRAKF-( =1 SD) i}, AT [8] 52 rpr 2 54 1 emoji X i o o, —
BRI EL A 0 2 5w IR T B S R A AL i “
emoji MU/, 4R T B & B IR BB (b =0. 99, SE 04 _
=0.32,0=3.07,p =0.003,95% CI[0.35,1.63]). =, .
MAEFF AR R ( +1 SD) I, AN B2 (b % _
oo e
=0.04,SF =0.32,: =0.14,p = 0.89, 95% CI TR 0 ""%}.ﬁﬁkﬁ
[ -0.59,0.68]). 02 "
it AR BE O 22 57 SMITHE BB LR B s i
PE) DA RARZRAAS AH R AR B 3R Bom B B2 i
OV o 2 FAHENESNFEESEREENBTER
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BT H BITE TR emoji A FHXS I BT AL
FEE PR R IKE I , TR 5 %5 A [0 &2 ) B ik
T, WIRERERY], FERE ) IR | [R) 3.0 At
LA YEE WA emoji B BIE BZELT A
W emoji IS, FHLL T AT |52, A& 32 5|1
TS, AN, TERB LR I, emoji 5 9] X
RINERZHAE BE EAKBE R T RER
I emoji X BT REMABL/N, TAE AL IR AT
5N emoji BE R T IRBRRA . MK FFHMEA
X XS SR A5 5 IR IR 2 M X R B A T E
AL RIFREMSOREA SRS AT 15 22 6 1R B F
EFREN,

PR R BN, FERIART (81 &2 ARk b, AZAH
LT AT ZERE T VIR B | [FIB .0 ANt & SR B #R RS
THRRWZ, X285 Yin %A (2024) B985
SEEEIE— 3, #E 2R B AL A5 28 W) RRF A 20 Bk ED
R, RN E TNy AL Z 2 2 A 2 A R
RO . XJe R AL e I8, BIAAT
AR T IR A P 1947 T ( Gray & Wegner,
2012) , 3R IA N AL Bt = 15 % ( Gray et al. ,2007;
Jacobs et al. ,2022) , X FiR DLE WS mA T A ]x) AT
VR BTN . ARYE OB IR, AR
R R A SR THEEAF LE R
T (U 2 A T | o I BER A% L TP AT ) A ik s 4
(Waytz et al. ,2010) , i AL ¥ #F 1A\ 5= X sb4s:
BT, B SRt p B A T MAh X —
SRR T B VA T MRS A 45
A RBARIC IR NS, AR HAT T RE I PF
MAEE ST (Waytz et al. ,2010) , HBFIEEERAT
HLEME AT ERIZ A ESARRE—F, B TH
“FEAEK" B IR KA B ART HAL S P
BRI T B, SRS A 1 APLIL A B A
ARWMBE.

Rl , ZEXSHE A emoji BB 2 2 32 7+ 93 %F
o152 2 GEJ IELE | IRJEC DA Rk 25 SR B . X
—RYGREXT emoji 16 CAEE P IIEER
PR AR —F Neel 5 A (2023) K I, emoji 23 i
F WU SCA Y 4 B, BUR B emoji 2 2 iCH
X1 S RS2 B AR, TIE AR 1Y) emoji JUJ 77 A AR 2 11
ROR o Pleifer 55 A (2022) Wi — 2546 H , emoji 4 Bl
THREGESHRE, WEtSES, RAXEL
MREZRET NS AZEBEZ), HIF5E R, L0

WBRWER TS ATRES), ZERBIXFT
“BEF B S (Media Richness Theory) , Bl 32 i
WA PR S AR M (WREMS) s
APCR Gt 2B AR BN F B E (Daft & Tengel,
1986) . BFSE4ER s, emoji BYHNA B T 8
EXT AL 8152 B 28R, W] BB BB Bk Rh T 304
WA B B ARG F S 1RE BN R,
AT BAFEEA “AFRR" A AR o

A, emoji I FRMRVE FE4E “ IRIE” X —4EfF |k
MRIIC A E . BAETE, 7ERA emoji M1E L
TR AR I [0 52 A Dy BB AR , T AT
WEHIA emoji J5 , XFPEEH BIHAT o Emoji i
i R FTRETE B AL BB T HIE AR B O kit &
JEYES e, T X5 15 BE HE AR R RIBRAE . X
—HERIFF T EIER T AR ER Y ALR
B BAE AL AT o (I R B RS
&) AL F B 34 T4 & PEBIR (Nass &
Moon ,2000) , Emoji BT AZE—ERRE FIEF T Al
A, AR SRt E MR E RS =
AR o X —545R 5 Yu Fl Zhao (2024 ) FIBFFT 4R
A B, MATHBIRBR , emoji XA B # iR
RIS W SR T, T AE TG T R AL A8 A B TR
ARE, BRI B LB E LW, MHRA
BTG B emoji MR FE T X AL BIR LA A B
TR, X AR R K, X — 2577 fElR
THFEG R BRI, Yu Fil Zhao $ AL & T &R
S AR5 IR , T 2 AT LG BT RS
Rt R E SR R S, XU
emoji [HFEF W] RESZ BIEE R 15, RIEB IR M 1Y
WA, emoji BT BEREHCHAR #E5C R B AE, JUHAE
ATFE R TS B, B A 5 R T A2 1 s
BEJ17

B, SREAS —BR R, EXMNERES
emoji A JoXT BRI BE S1 . RV ERL FAL 2 X R5 Y52 HAR
FHERAS B2 X T BB 2 B O A ] Ak 2o Mo o 70 %
AR PRI R RITUARF . BEJ PN E 24K
BT EEANEAD B RIS Tk, TR RRE
72 ( Glikson et al. ,2018) , Kim # Hur(2024) F#F
GEET T SEm XA B AL 258 R AL IR YA A
AL AU AAL B8 115 T I8 B8 ) A EVIE , A
MP=A T L, PR IEEIER 31T fE ik
B PR ERMIENZ —, FFELO A SRR
FIRETR L B AR E R AR SO S 8, 7E R L )
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B IE] & (¥ emoji {5 A A BEAS L LAt 3 R AR 3 4
B

TR 3T R B, K TS i o b B FF
SRS 22 AR WA KENEM X TRITR
AR AT AL B BB (.3 32 emoji B TCHIRS
Wi, ELAKYE, AT v emoji B3 T T LASSE im0 %
TR BRBEES . SR, S AT AT f TR R %
HIMAZZ emoji A LW, X —BFFKH LT
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Emotions Beyond Words ; The Influence of Emojis on
Perceived Social Traits of Al

Chen Yingbing'” , Gong Mingliang'*>

(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;2. Jiangxi Laboratory of Philosophy and Social Science—Data

Science and Intelligent Psychological Assessment and Service Laboratory of Jiangxi Normal University ,Nanchang 330022)

Abstract ; An online experiment was conducted to examine the effects of emoji on users’ perceptions of the capabilities , warmth , empa-

thy, and social support of a generative Al based on a large language model, and compares these perceptions with those when the chat

partner is a human. The results showed that,regardless of whether the chat partner is labeled as human or Al,the inclusion of emojis in

responses significantly enhanced the perceived levels of these four social traits. Particularly, the use of emojis in conversation completely

eliminated the perceptual gap between AI — generated and human responses. The present study further explored the moderating role of

the Big Five personality traits. Individuals’ openness was found to significantly moderate the perception of warmth in Al responses. Indi-

viduals with higher openness levels showed smaller differences in their evaluations of AI compared to human response. In contrast, the

other four personality traits—agreeableness, conscientiousness, extraversion, and neuroticism—did not exhibit significant moderating

effects. The research demonstrates that the use of emojis in generative AI’ s responses helps improve users’ perceptions of its social

traits.

Key words:; artificial intelligence ; emoji;social perception;big five personality traits ; Human — Al Interaction



