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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

N T RERERE T AE B st R

, 1,2 1 1 o 1
FBT KR R KRR, ER2H
(1. PR R 22 OB, 1 B 330022 2. YUV IRTE R D BB R E HF 9 o, B B 330022)

W E.MAEAT%Y 4 (artificial intelligence , AT) , L Z A R X AIR AR BRE R, L EER
REBAMEHFHER DAL R FIAT B F BT Al # F A &8 £ 484 (moral agency)
B ERkE, AXEARET AIGAEREANOEREI, BA kR LY REER
ATHAREBEBRT ARG ERERTH, B, XFRAEADET SR TAL AL 247
HAEFOARER, T E2RETFEAFT @ ALR T B IEMAA T 27 24 AN Al 5A£4T
A RATHEAR TR A AR AR AAMNT AL fTER RN CESHAE X, R,
XFERBRAEATAEANFT GRT LN EANGFT: —REANBN A RX AL REBA B P RR
WH =R AR EALNN ALTEER PR 2 il s llB; ZAH T AT AN TR LR G
B HAPE, 21,5t AL 6B EIT A B RIBR T O F 3l 15k o Fo )2 1 ALH 69 BF AL
R R AL R AW AT R AREIEEIE T SO REPE,

KER AL A4 ERET SF Ak ReES

HE 5y 25 :B848 XEIRERG A
1 3|8§

FEE N\ T4 68 (artificial intelligence, AT) RS 1E
BeyT s T S ), eI R R
HREPMAEHRRERE, XEREMMUEE
AR 2T ISR AR F T NS R
BEAE G AORRE , B R TE B sh S BB P AE T A
HREH MR . XMHRERAL SRS
P ERATEREE AL KB A R AT R 8
F/F 15 5] 7% ( Bonnefon et al. ,2024)

FRGEE LYY T ERESREE K A
(A58l Es) S (AR BB E ) L
K HRAECn R, B RAEEEERE L) . A
T, AT R PR Kk JRffi45 AT A] BB — 25408
f)7E £ 3= {4 ( Bonnefon et al. ,2024) , Al RGEM
AR B TE RO PE . — 5 T, AR T E A A
(moral agent) fJHEAL, 75 B BB TE SR A
W — T, BT RN B 1552 & (moral pa-
tient) , 51 & A 28 (¥ 15 J2& ] )7 7138 78 5 45 ( Gray et
al. ,2012),

HIR Al B R ZE SR PR T T EER
SRINEES) (B2 AT REA A FLAR M B SRR TR
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ERAES W . — T HE, APIRGRE, AT RZH3T
FFR MR ORES, B R VF RS B R, KT
B4 B H 3T 0 B 1K ¥ 4% (Heersmink & Knight,
2018 ;Malle et al. ,2015) , B—F 1, BFEBELH 3T
e, T AR SR PR IEAL , TR S Z BB
5 BAE 5 R0 (Lima et al. ,2023) , TEFFE
T, BME X O AR RS, MAB S d T
MIEZE RBLO IR R L, B EETERT Al
(Waytz et al. ,2014) , EiRF g —L51H T “5%
FEBR O 53X — R - 24 AT R G B 2 7K H AR 43
AR EREETT M AR AT, A D ORI A
FATHAE (TP RE BRAEE SR SRE ) BT REIH L
PR L R 20T, FERAX IR E RK
FHFE T TEE 5T A ( Matthias, 2004 ) o TEX BT,
Al RG] BEROIE IR TERERYHIRL” , B Ak
BEa] 3 B T A (Lima et al. ,2023)

B, JEE A S Anarxs AL EEAT k4 T EL R Al
I, SRR S S R A AT TH AT A0 52 22 7%
WIEAE A, MUEAHIEE X, A AL EKE
o —FH, \NFRAER, ATEN—F 252K
FIE” PR T RSB X T E RS T

« BEWME VLA RHRASCEERA SR B (1d19063) , TLVG4 HL R LRI B (217Y09) , 7T P5 48 3 & AL B (212D021) ,
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HJE 3L FHA T B R AT E o A B T A
“TEESZ R () N 3% ( Bonnefon et al. ,2024), % —
T, NSEERFRSR A B E , JEE AL BB 78 R A PExs
TR G AT T IELR AP EME T ) E
FERTT, AL LB ARG 5B EREE A RHE
X (Matthias ,2004 ; Lima et al. ,2023 ), = %] itk[A]
BRIR AR K AL SAERIXT AL 5] & {e 3
GriU I E AR OB 0 16 SRR, T AR 2 AR Y
ML HHEERER,

A SORE S8 AT A Sy 38 48 = {4y S 148 BBk AR
AR A Qa3 AT E A TR I R W, &
BAFWRAR o Ho—Jy ALE R Bk (s i
D) R0 Ak P G R R e o ) T 1 AR I AR
Mo EHToN AT (MEFEIH ST RS, REEFEUT =4
J5 T8« AT RN A AT IH 5 (1B 18 34k, A TR
AT 5 AR BIH T3 e X R, LA S M A
X AT T EERAR WO SHERE, Ba, 8
KA B EA VI R | 3R AR ST R
2 ATHEEEAM
2.1 b fh AR A FR AR LA B

RERLE Al REHARYA BRI A EE
UL, AT A A R A E H o R W EEE R,
o, By AL RIRZEREE E, ARHERR
RFEAGIRRR A YAE, AR RS R
KT FEH AR TE R , HLA SR G A R
%, BRRRGRE BEHITEEAW, (AHATHE
RABEES BT & TEERT, g Rk
iE1E F{&” (implicit moral agents, Bonnefon et al. ,
2024),

R WAy —Fh a8 TR AR Se R B TR XURS:
MR, & Al R EE E R EEER ., BrREV,
AT RG] RELA AR S HH S b (9 A58, 16 7] BB
HEZATIME A S m i, B, 2 EE %
FR G0N R AU R PEAG L H. COMPAS % & I &
ek b A R ON TR B AR UK (A R S,
2019) . —FPRe BT S AR M i BT SR A5 bn B v
SEEANBEEEFRELE #8210
( Obermeyer et al. ,2019) . AT 7B T HA- IR i 72
Xt e A ZE IR L ( Dastin, 2022 ) , DA K T #RR A
ARG i BR AR 15 1152 1R 48 ( Buolamwini & Ge-
bru,2018) . FIEH —RINLERF P, TEHH
ARG EE RSB FE 2R T, AL R

i i A7 7E W2 B HE 5 R % AR L (An et al.,
2024 ; Nazer et al. ,2023 ;Shah,2024)

EAR TR, B AR T8 3, 1/
REELEF AL TR 5 E 2 F . Nazer £ A
(2023) XJB=y7 UM AT JT A& B EAT T IRk, 38
R TAHr B R B 51 & A TRITE 2 A -
(1) [RIEBE B B , & BARAL S E RN A, BIFSE AL
RIS BT BRI AL S G5 P55 (iR L5
BRI ) W 1) e LE A, ) 4, 56 Rl EE B PE 4T 4k 4k
(EZRmEA) BBFFE 5 B B2 & TR 40 Mo
(EBEEWERA) ; (2) BRUcE b B, A 0L AT 6BV B
WA (A B AN TEAA) SRR iR el
AL 2L B (MBREORTS) , TR Wi R B )
RFHEGAFE; (3) Bdl WAL BE B B, 3 W B
BV I E A S W E AR ST A R IR REA
Z5, W RRTE R P RS T SAHARRE 20 , ]
T 72 Wt 2B B AR o A B (B B AR R R R B 254
PEBRSE ; (4) F T &k 5 H ik b B, S S A #5
WHEER G S5 EERE, T PBEREEF
DREE AR 0N 2% v , 9 — 2B W 55 HIZ AL BE 77 5 IR] T,
“IRAHT AL AN T A R R T IR S AL A A
S (5) BRI 5 N A B B, RV A B e 40 SR T i
R I R A, A I Pt T RE R B R T
BB TR, A A5 B2 PR ) A8 ok B A8 B
S ER , SEUR A R R B TR

BRI A, 3 TR THREA T
HEEIE HSIERFSE o (HEZ, “ A" B i BRI
HE L, ARG RE A FHEREEREER FERFE
A, AR SRTEREAR L B AR M s TETRI Ok
A b, B TR AR B — B s T 7R (S SRR
rh, PRSE7 TR A R T M R A, BVR IR R R
KAk ( Bonnefon et al. ,2024) , BT &M/ R AEME
DAL 2 , il 78 55006 T & v AU R e 453 25 1
O HEWIATS R i A il e ) B LR S [

JE B AR AL RG] BB R 5 4 ILA B
AL (H SRR B, AT AR B, AR
B LA 25 22 B 369 55 5 ( Bigman et al. ,2023 ; Hi-
dalgo et al. ,2021) . JLLLH 23| A BB (A
X AT RGN BB R, NN AL RGEA A BEAR
HEE AN 2847 & BB 43 IE 1 Bk 3R ( Bigman et al.
2021 ;Pammer et al. ,2021) , X—HRE R T AR
XoF T BRA S AR
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2.2 BHEAIAAIEEZRFRIHER

FEE AT SR H TR AR , BRI Z I RG]
TRFEEERE, Flin, B 328K e X L%
W R ETE B, Pl B R A RERE 5
FRIPAT N T Z A A R AR 3 S JE s % 4%
THRATAE B ) A (R P 5K 11 &R 48 (40 Delphi &
48) , HAZ O REIE —AR M A AL A % fr) B R TR B
XRTEE I I E FE o 1 AT RGN B
P38 5 3= 4 (explicit moral agents, Bonnefon et al. ,
2024)
2.2.1 AL 5 ABIMIEXS 7

RABAER AL R Kk el , B Be iy AL £
GAARIXB9m A TR GE (AGL) B7KF, H L A R
HAFENBEAEERERGET . Y Al REFR
S AR B T rh g i, HE A i 8 2 AR T
HNERTR S B E BRI A 45 (B AR 2R o AR AR AR
Al R G 7E X 3B 8 oh e il GRS A 25 & Akt &
TEEARE PSR, B AT I AT 5 A28 “ i (8 X 57 7]
F5” (value alignment problem , Gabriel ,2020) , i 4 AT
BB LB

248 AT ZRE MM ER A FERE T =820
G5B, |5, JF R B B =B W 5 1R
FaHERMRGER HIRBE 517 845 R (&
HE LR D PR 545 2 F O AT $24t
TRGA B EAESE 58 =, il 1 KRR )
E A AT HEREAL SRS T R R A ARGE
Pofoie , doh AL RGERAE T AL S PERIE SR AL BT
B SR, BN 42 19 TEFE ML AR S5 36 ( Moral Ma-
chine experiment, Awad et al. ,2018) , #RTfj, AKiE
TEAIBAS B 52 2 55 ZU A9 178 35 MM %2 W) ( Tassy et
al. ,2013) , XA ESEHURMEAN KT AL A8 3 AL g5
TR R

1A, A [ 8 Y 1 R 4 B A (L A R =2 1)
RA TGRS, AL RGN AT HTTEE G 7 BUA kiR
T =M RS (1) REVUH GBS IRERE
ZHFEREILRIE AT M (E R 05 (2) R
KA : Z T I 32 SOR , DR R A #5247 B
BN BARGAL AT 5K (3) AP KA 38
TAORBE DB 25 5 e 55 BE AR R 45, 7 110 2
AR5 5 RSB ( Gabriel ,2020)
2.2.2 A AT RGBTSR T RE )

SR , 1 LEHR T S D BB TS A A E AL 1) 1% 52

AT XERAREXN B B L E S . SR, T8
RUEAL A= BN AL( Generative AL) , THZ KRIEFH
BRI (LLMSs ) , 34~ B BA 8 B B TR LY,
T A3 3 KRR SCA B R 27 >, B B A
“HAL” FFE AR MM LS A, X
P THAE IS I B T B AR, T AT M (E
X5 IR R SR 13T A0 B R TR, ey B A RS
AT ETEHIBTRE ) BB RH .

—IRGEHEM R LKA, Tk s & (I GPT
%51 .BERT FI RoBERTa) BB %5 ey B 1fE R 2 F1
WA TR X7 MR M. A IR
9 K, FIE TR W 45 SR BB 000 T AR M H W 45
Ho FF HixX SR B TR W e 1 AR IR B B R
FRECHEALI , TR 7E R TE B2 ) i R, TR) 4
WA T A S R AR SO RS RO B F
TEMTESE SO 2T, TG 2t B 2R MU fe BE 45 44
( Schramowski et al. ,2022) , 54—, Dillion %%
A(2023) L) 464 - BALEIEG SRR GPT - 3.5 ##17
M, K HEEH AKMHIRTR AR (r =0.95) , 3
RO B R) B5 AE WY 5 I ] P — B

J T HE— K5 LLMs [ 38 M8 05 15 5 A28 38
B3] 2 5 AH R, Guo S5 A (2023 ) SR FYiE A8 L fili 7]
£ (Haidt,2007 ) , X 24 F AR BHAT TR, 4
R BR 5 AP, LLMs BE B AU, - &
NN 37 U8 MRS R TR U S ST E Y
ST BAARST K W REF A ER E—
o Jiang %5 A (2025 ) $ LLMs /£ 8 B HMEH £ K
FIAPE/RTE (Delphi) 24, 4528 878 2 MR H]
Wi —Z Pk ik 85% , B3 T A AT B — Bk
(64% ) o At AT] 3 — 2 AR 95 18 7 BL 7l 3 18 (Haidt,
2007 ) X5 2 ) TE 15 41 Ui 3L Hy AT SR RS 20 A R B,
LLMs RE6 S8 M & B TEFEAEN], 40 ™ 5 % f /D
(AN DU &= R84

A, A= B AL TEE A 6 TRA & &
RTTEE PR, BFSER M, ANTAT LUGE o 42 7 i) 2 4%
LILMs ) AASBEE , TERFE I AMBHEZR R, LLMs BEfE
RIER B — BT N HHE (Jiang et al. ,2023;
Pan & Zeng,2023), ZE M ER b, £ H EF A
(2025) WX T LLMs A [R] I35 W A , & A [F] A&
(1 LLMs [RE AR fA e B 22 5, R A B
A% ) LLMs BA 5w W — 3k, B 5 A
A —FBERER
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3 I ATHEEARE
3.1 AL R T R EAREEFTAE?

RS B EIT 3 A R AL 7R = ROL RT3
Z AT HFEEER BE RS AAT NG R, I
A RBIER F1(Malle et al. ,2014) . #RT, ZFTH
AT RGE5E & A B A% S oG SRRAE, Rtk A BHE |
F,HIAEATIA WEEETRHEL,

R QU BFFT & AT AE S B 1 Wi b AT 008 i)
TH AT A AR BB R AR SN M AT AR, 3T
STHEGHEATIH 3R (Lima et al. ,2023) . 40, Kahn Jr.
FEAN(2012) ZH, HHLE8 AL A B BT AET, K
S5 EH NP AN A — & W EETT T
Malle §8 A (2015) 35 th, 2 H 3 & 38 R4 R fEfE
TG TR 3= SOPRHE IR TR SR, 28 Ak FL ) 1B 18 45
T X AEITAERER

Shank 5 DeSanti (2018 ) &4 B 11+ FiiE 35 AT
5| & B A 1E B CAn BB A e L E LB
&) ERGORIEE WAB ETIT E IR (AL RE A
B RS JFRESLNAP) M ERE, 4
RER,BENS R F AR HREE TR EER;
1B 5 5 AT 1T 0 BB PR (495 43% 19
155 i, AT REMHITIEG B BT, Al =24
FERMIRLES X—ZIERY, FErE &M
L ARBEREEST AR SHET AT R%., &M
7 E B N R S A T K B, Kneer 55 Stuart
(2021) BRI, AN AT Hlde NFES| R EBIR
B AR — e BT E . Lima 88 A (2021) W35, £
B MESY R, TSR AL R0 & 8
ENMTE BB, EREFER S, Bigman A
(2023) &3, 24 AL B M S s 8, A
I4xd AT P AR R G IE 28 I b, X 5 T A
A AT T B G AR, 3 — 20 e T AT
X AL JEFTIE AR T3 0 BB ] o

SR, XA EEIHTTIFAER TR T AT 2
TEEHA . Ladak 58 A (2024) fE456 2P R G 16
ARG FE R T AT SERLEE” [IEERE ST, B
INHEBER 2L TN TH, R E{ZENIE
TENKE BB BRI 1.0 AR AR AE
AFEMER T R G R T IRHE T IAZ Al
3.2 af Al B A KRBEATHE 202 57 69 3k sb kA

KRR THRIB R I A R KRR AR, K
ER BN, M3 AL 5 A7 BRI EEIE T

HEREZS I RRHRRN N - MBS Wk
JFFRPE” (Human — Robot Moral Judgment Asymmetry,
Awad et al. ,2018 ; Laakasuo et al. ,2025) , XFAEXT
FREESRR ATZEAR O IR AR N EIER X EH
SEATIE 8 T2 (A (Bigman et al. ,2023) , A0 MM
AT EBRBEAR WIS : Ho— , AN AT % T B = 1
P SR T2 SRR s =, A AL AT N HIHTE
RIAM L EHT 5 EHERRA R IR E
P

3.2.1 A ALETERIERYERIE 5o F] £ SN

WFF R Y, 2 AR 0 0T AT IR T 5875 (1 B T
A A ] T SR I 0 A R v SR BB KA AR
2B I F) £ Y (utilitarianism ) 36 £ ( Malle et al. ,
2015; Awad et al. ,2018), Malle 25 A (2015)¥E 5 3h
BHEE T B B A B R R B, AL ik
B RERAE - N BB Z BN BRI ERR
B 2 & AL R FRE LN W &%
B AT RPN EEER .

JEEEF R — IR T XS . B0, Hris-
tova & Grinberg(2016 ) 1 X Ml & 1 5 T HAEHETE
RE T R, 2 iR 7w E i R LR
PR, AT D T A B A B AR A AR,
BeAh  FEHEAREN(2019) I, A A% AT ZHA I i)
IR B A SR, 72 A 5 (R T
HEATERL) b, AATTEE M T 2R AT $E47 DO A ik
B EAEC D AR B (B 58 AR S
AT Z B BRI Z R AH B, Chu 5 Liv
(2023) W et R R JF Y R T IX— R B, ¥ —2b
SR TS E R PEN.

BIE, Malle 55 A (2025) 3@ 53 REABE—22 R
SRR T LA 7R 13 BE b —BUR B,
TE“AER” BT, Al 2B R BFm T AK;
AR T — N7 MBS, AT 5 A8 24P
BEBT -2, X -ZR0E T ANIX AL EAH™
M E DA 3 SCHIFR , B AL B 24 Esh i RALZ 4L
YN ETNE | ZEIaE ik AN b i) -
FES RO X IFEMA. b, £ HEIS
(Moral Machine) i H H, Awad 28 A (2018) 4347 T
T 4000 J3 YCHE TEHIWT , B AR i A i AT 281
TEDHF SRR, i e R B 24 AKR T3
Y R ASTEENE, X -RIVGRERH, AL
TEA ARG Tk R B = B AR B PR, 2 AL IR
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AL D P e R e 252 B B T (B BB 3F
3.2.2 JIEIAT SEMERNA R AL IT5 K WE
Pt

B T ARES T A AR ) DA T B AR
Hb, 0 AT R AKIEFEIH TR M AEX BRI ISR I IH TR
E EMAE, RIS T X ARHIETT, X AL
MHST A EE RN AR (HR R S EHR
(HTTHE) 1 WEIRHE” AR

— T8, W M RN (A A S A
KE™) BRI, AR ALTT R E R
AR T X AT AL B, BN, Laakasuo £¢ A
(2023,2025) fE &7 5w & Mg b 2B, AT 47
TEE A AT SR T 27 B R A A ST PR OR
W, A T AN A AT RS A AR B E AT,
Stuart 5 Kneer(2021 ) 7£ — AL 4HLI5 44 3 T 7K I8 3
BARB ARG FE R LK a2, BME AL #9471
AR L PR, (B AR TE S A 5 I R
R E R E M 5 H K. e Ah, Manoli 55 A
(2025) R AC BT 5T A, 3 AT NF A LT
NI NEREAT) B, ARAUE T Z AT ME,
BEZGEAE TN R ZEA AT K, BB EE
RN s Z T, NSRS AT T 58 el
E 2, B s RBREZ AL

ST, A RTET X AT 26 3 S0 58 R 2447
T FR I E RV A R 1 . Bigman &
A (2023 ) 42 ) “ B 0E FE AU B 2R (Algorithmic
Outrage Deficit) &, 5 ) BIGE AL 5 A Z85C AR 7]
FEEE B PERNECAT R, A X AT 1Bt 57T R R
Bl A . Lima %5 A (2023) S59FA0AISE (2022) 78
BEE R = P AR IR B P —BUR
B, X AL SEHl , AT ASSSEHE , o
ARFIH EARRETEIE T SN S, JTHZTE Al
PN T H BMER" WFET . XA R
HBTER N E S T . Malle 4 A (2019) TEZE 18
BB R B, 2 AL AL EEIR A SE S & 0t
T R T RS (1 i 4 B, T 32 B M SR A SR BE R L
AR TAR AT AT ArS , EE 5 i i it
PERIEST . X AT fR I8 78 SO A 2 AT BEVR T 2 A
R “FHEURILE S (M. Kapania 58 A (2022)
AL AR T AT LI R A RS, (5 T
K AT [ in 22 90 BOR A B9 o JE M [0) 7 , AT
JER T DA RS TR S A,

3.3 Hraakx AldgafH R ol E
MMITRER AT YN IEE T, IR AN H
B RAERRIE 2T, Z B EMA R D
HREEA. LT A =AJ7 T8 &R G i H X 2652 i [
R, BN AT MO R, EHETRGEE, U
FrtaAH R,

3.3.1 X AT O R IR

Gray % A (2007 ) $2 1 11 “ 0o L Sy 3
BN T AL JE 8 £ ks A7 4@ it 7 B 238
RS, SRR, AMTTEVEAG — AN SE R 15 R A
THIEFESTAEN, TR AP OE R R
W —2“BEsh 0 F” (agency) , W5 A I H 3T
R HE R B4R S R AR O (experi-
ence) , TR (ANYUIR IR ) 1 48 13 (TR
T BERS) LR IR S A CR T, 2HT AL
RERBEF PN NS OE ERIAR D, HEL
B0 BRI, R G XE LA g A Oy e 2 i TE R
F/K” (Nijssen et al. ,2023) ., Gray & A6 & 3, ¥l
WANEBRSIMEITE S FEER TRER, BEL R
il L ST % X 7/

AT FIBEZ L R 58 U2 B 28 A MERAE I
BERW, DRI, BRE NI GEFRIKRES
TG & R S NS FHME R AL(AAEsePLAs A IB S
B ER G BT R g, HITE &
A BRI NI R 25 5 )3 3% ( De Visser et al. ,2016;
Ryoo et al. ,2024; Waytz et al. ,2014; Yam et al. ,
2022) , HEZ T, 2 B R R AL(HERE
2R RS ) BT R B RE S A
IR 5L (P8, 2022 ; Stuart & Kneer,
2021) ,

Bigman %5 A (2019) B85 T AT AL B,
PN SHHRRER , AFFREER EEE. 8 H
BB AL B A58 B 2 E M BE T .
il , Ladak (2024 ) i# 25 RGREH T JUTHA| T Al
R ELAIE TR A IR v, L5 BN RE Ay (WK
5) EARGAMBE S A fE B SRR AT
NEERE R R AR R R BT . Ladak ¢ 5
SRR RE 0 AT A E A BB, A&
MEER Al RIFEEA RN LS5~
3.3.2 EWMHFES

fEAR R # R, EEEEAUBORET AL 18
P, B Z BT AN ST X — WE
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ZHRPE, Lima 88 A (2023 ) #5 Y, MELEH BT AT B
R R HIE T AL HT , 2 B KRR T AL
BEE” . HIREE, AR AL 5 A28
FEEM TR TN, TR 2 H AL FE. fibf]
B2 B =R B H TR, A B 2 H R’
T AT FEZEX; AT FEATIHTE ¥ AT AE T
HAURTFERF L, Prbimm A2 8 T HEE
W B U 5 AP
3.3.3 #HaXhRHEER

FES UL TR ZI 98 185 8 XS AT A7 24 1 PRA A
FAEHRRE . Awad 48 A (2018 ) £ “ B EHL 4% &
BRI, AR TG 7 SCALTE B sh S BB R R 5
HHEEFUER. MR THIF258, A T2 588
AF AR K, DRI K & it &SR E
., Rz 4, Komatsu (2016 ) F1 Komatsu 2 A
Q) ERFSRERES LA, ARS5EIE
E & 5& BT Ay H A B AT RE T 1M
TRE WNHENANBEEEMIT N EZEE S, |
& AT RIS 2 BE = PR T FME T, A% HE
PR BB B T R, JF H R Pl A BLE 1S
ST, ] T X H #7335 (Malle et al. ,2025)
EE A (2024) St R A B E R, MK
B TR T ALRA RS BRSO HEME, X
ORI T” #F - P T ALTT A REEE
B30 T 3SR e
4 BESRE

ATHEERSE, JLH A M AL IEH 25 /A
25 ABMSAEFHSEEABMNS R, X
— AR HEGAC IR R R, ok DB 2
WAL TR AR EENMH A RCE %
B T AT VE MRS B EE AR AR,
SRIEBEE T AT ATEEIHTE M, 1 AT &
BNBEAA A HTE £ X AT 5 AT EEIE ST
B AR X FRME , DL IR A AR AT ERIHTT .03
HitsNERE, EREIEN ATCRHIEA R AD
MIETEFT R, R AATA AL () IHSR SRR R
AT, FEEMRA WP . Rk HHF
FATHIGEAE R AT B AR SRS, AfTTXE AT 11
HTE RS, AR AR AT AT IHTT 51 & 1584180 1 15
BRI AT o

H 9%, IRAMRNTA TN AL TEE TR W b R 5K
PL o 2T, A AT 7E A AERY 40 4 | 48 7 SR g

TR, ol RE 2 3 7 Ak (0 18 8 1 55
6] Ak AL RS SROE B R PG TR S e
B RRE A FIEIRTIR . BeAh, A2 AL i
AR TEETE P Rl R )2 S L, 5 R Fe o
BIRGTH, gt — P E A &A% B2
B &, I, RRFERGEEE AL BER
FREH A BRI , S HE DL S T BAL o

HWR B — P RR AN AL TELE SO R 2=
WHIRIE . BRI, AMTEEXT AL 5AKAF
FEA R HE AR 5 ST — D5 T, AT T
DA B SCRI LA PR AL RIIEE AL fif ) A 3
Y B AR 75— 07 10, AE A AL 51 % 18R
BRAC BRI BRI, 23 A% R I o 6 5K 22 B o 1 5 KR
P, BRI X AT I3 B, A R B
ETAR . R, KT —ARXFFRIEE BB IR R L
YLK SR NR AR RGEER . RFEH
FMAEF WA SNBSS AT B S0,
— L IR AR ST A BT N AN R, DA 3t
NHLUMES KEAEAIEAE

= RRAGRN ALG| R85 st OB
DHEH LS AT IR AEWESE R, 15
B EE E AR SRR, TSR AR
SHEHR RIRELIA A . oAb, Bk iR 2 M SLIERT 5T
B AARTERERE IR 5 P S TR R 0 T
RPN T AT RGEA S, X AT RE AR A R H AR
Bk BE 5T 4L BRI, RIS BB . 2E— 25 B9
DB THRL“RABS” (I BEEES &
B NSNS ) 23 LB 55 A AR IR JE 3
T, - ERA ST R A A TR, flan, e
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Moral Agency and Responsibility Attribution of Artificial Intelligence

Wang Xiaotao'” , Zhang Jing' ,Zhang Fenghua' , Dong Shenghong'
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. Center of Mental Health Education and Research, Jiang<i Normal University , Nanchang 330022)

Abstract ; With the rapid advancement of artificial intelligence( AI) ,especially generative Al technologies , its role in moral decision —
making and human — Al interactions has become increasingly prominent. This development has sparked widespread interest in psychol-
ogy regarding whether Al can be considered a moral agency. This paper first outlines the moral behaviors exhibited by AI,including im-
plicit moral actions such as algorithmic bias and explicit moral actionssuch as decision — making in moral dilemmas. Secondly, it system-
atically reviews current research on responsibility attribution to Al, focusing on three main areas:whether AI should be considered a
morally accountable agent;the asymmetry in moral responsibility attribution between AT and human actors ; and the psychological and so-
cial factors influencing moral judgement of Al behaviors. Finally,the paper proposes three directions for future research;(1)in — depth
analysis of the decision — making mechanisms underlying moral judgments in generative Al; (2) systematic exploration of the cognitive
mechanisms behind human biases in moral attribution to Al;and (3 ) investigation of the psychological and social mechanisms underlying
the phenomenon of responsibility gaps caused by Al In conclusion,the study of AI’ s moral behavior broadens the psychological under-
standing of moral cognition and responsibility attribution, while presenting new challenges and opportunities for fairness and ethical gov-
ernance in future Al systems.
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