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HEFBEANXRNESIEHER

SRt HERD kA kO’
(PO 2K TR B, AR 611130) C A HL B, WA 610041)

# E 44063 B (Social Presence, SP) X ARALA A, £ —F 5 A —RGEER AT EAEN TG
HRAMKRZEEBAMAGZ AL TR TANEE, GF 2 FHAXIRBTRZARKE S LRI R E
M E R ILAANK ZRHEA TR, MALH FEH R Z (Human-Computer Interaction, HCT)F= A 5 AL FEA X
Z (Human-Robot Interaction, HRI)# /7 L AL /4 xtAL-A 06 3% 09 & M ik 5 & A A Rt A7 2 . Bl MAL A T &
TE, MBEEARTEE, Ao, HRE TANEEALEREE, HETUAHAABEGRATA T ELSNH
BAER, BB @HBANRK R GSENH, K5, FANXZRAEENEALCE ALED RGBSR
EIPEN TR MANEREG R =G mitiTT RE,

KHER AL, ANMXER, 2B, MAK, SE

LS B849: C91

1 5|8 ST A EMAFEBA Gk AE APLERRS
2 U AL 85 1) AL O3 [ 5 o) AL T il v
7% (Harris-Watson et al., 2023; O’Neil et al., 2020;
FLLT 4, 2023) i3k LAY AL Rl A U
TERARZ |, WS IAT . 15 EAT S5
JETT, 33X AN AT 3k G b A R A EXS AL G2 APLOC R Y
PRI LA R A e 3 A 10 98 3 R E 3R A (B
AT A, R, dnfer AR R APLOC R A R
FE 20 BRI TR B AT 0 R Y B S S

F2xl 78 0E AL R ATFE B9 28 BR300 15
W, WESEUE AT 2 IR AE N L I AT R
AR Z WA AHLE R 5% 3 (Cheng & Jiang,
2020; Epley et al., 2007), #r I AML K R KA A
HENZE, IR A R PR AL A 2
KFR o TN ANLHERE 2 K R A B 2 5 26 %
AR RIES AR AR, +E2x il B2 AL
KAV B RER, & REGS I8 B AR R
i, BRI AE 2 A Ry LSS AL 2 AR 6
REAE A P IR S 0L 55 N 2 Mk 0y e, AT ke 2
Fh &R R AL (HRSE, 2020), MABLR R
VO L 2024.01.00 Yo B SRR, X1 58RI 0L
© U1 AR I CBRL) T H (2022JDR0327). fRAE . RN BRI S 27 A A7 D O s
WAEEH: BRUKHE, E-mail: chenxiaoxiao0126@163.com IR AHLK Z& (Chen & Park, 2021; Fakhimi et al.,

N T. % BE(Artificial Intelligence, AI)IFi# 33
e B4 R 5 R OR N AR, RATEERE .
BRI WG 5 EESEEGATIE . JUAE H R, Al
1E# F B U P 5L (Virtual Reality, VR)-5 385 P 51
(Augmented Reality, AR)EEUFH A, H#EH &
8 E LRSS, S P R AT IR A TR K
AR, W, % GPT-4. Claude 3.0 % &2
Al ZGEnylat, AN TRBEARINL H 253558 19
LI RE, B LR FE s B RE, iR
ALREE 5 AN KHATE A E M ARt S8t S
1% & H 3 (Payne et al., 2021; van Doorn et al.,
2017).

FAR MM AHLE B R it 2 0 RN AR
¥, APLE 22 BN 515438 B (Human-
Computer Interaction, HCI) % & 2| N\ 5HL#8 A2
H (Human-Robot Interaction, HRI)F-F| A\ 5 AT
% §E3Z H.(Human-Al Interaction, HAII); [RIHf, #L
A R N 2 R AR Ak, LA DA Bl TR e R
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2023; Pelau et al., 2024; Pusztahelyi & Stefan,
2022) 0 X — i FALILIE T BEA B AL HAL,
R T RFE MBI E S5 0T 7 5 T EE,
AN S AHLIC R 0] AR . ShAS A Iy ) v
(Sun & Guan, 2022; Merrill et al., 2022),

ZHIWEIE & AR 2R 4k B X AHLIER T 1Y
2 BT T RO E BB IRE . ik
G AE N AW R & b A2 i, fEEE
FFR G AR FIALEL SRS J7 1H © A BE A
BUR, BB 2R IR, . AHLE
RUEAMEEERT, AW 231 8%
BES . TR 5 AME AT XS L SR A ks
I 373 S8 AE NI OE FIE b iV FH AL R4 T B A
IR L

FLTF M, AN} 2000~2023 4= Web of Science
(WOS) AU B8 45 g K v 1] 401 IO 040 e v A L4303
FE 23 7 B SCER R AT T AR e B 0 A R
WAL 1), EAVCREHNETFT,
A SCAHE T HCT S HRI A A AR 23 i S B 2

BR AT ARG . I A N AT AL
AR AR, A R AT A
HEERA R, T UAL 23 3 B T 2
RS VEBIISHELY, fifp AL T i B ML SE AR 100 B
Pl fe)m, AP RS HLa 208
Mol RS . NIRASNE R R AL
SRR (7l Thri =

2 AWK REH T4 & 5 B
5 B i T

MK RE AN EHRHZENLGEE HERE,
FOVIREE T AR DI RE SRR IS, E R RS
% B 4k & 0 0 BN B2 1 (Damiano &
Dumouchel, 2018; Fox & Gambino, 2021; Hoc,
2001), ABLR R RN L EXRAYMERRIE . Bl
ez, DA THEMMXERRS, =&
LR AP —IREE 2B, FE, APLE
FUWRSNERRER, 2B R EEOR AW 55
5 R R 22 AR (AL IR 1),

x1 wERESAN

T

HEf

B R mHE 2000~2023 4

KA I (1)Web of Science #% 024 &, SCI&SSCI £ 4fi 7
(2)H = 0 P S
Kz (TS = (Human-Computer Interaction) OR TS = (Human-Robot Interaction) OR TS = (Human-AI Interaction)
OR TS = (AI) OR TS = (robot) OR TS = (assistant) OR TS = (agent) OR TS = (chatbot) OR TS = (avatar)) AND
(TS = (social presence) OR TS = (automated social presence)) AND (PY = (2000-2023))
SU% = ((AHLIE R+ AHLZE B+ N TR B+ HLE N+ IR LS N * i 2x il 8
i 396 4R A1 (D)Ko 1 B A H0 . il . O3S | b | TFELRRE AR T I,
QPITFESA A 3T SCHRCP SC 18 i, JE3L 3093 Fi) o
QMR 2 RI4TI, SIBR T & 5 B3GR, 75538 3C 598 s, HC 15 Fio
(D — LA A | O S R A RSB TR HURL A B S SR A U Y S
TG, IEBA B SCRARA . I, xF 5T RS AT R S A bk
2 5 AR 77 SRR STk
> HCI > > HRI > > HAII > > RARATHERE >
EEHE . BUA (T, i felk -
= > TR Twanmas)  Smmetm FER AL
B > TH Bk ikt PRI >
0
APLRFARE ABLSYES BB NHREE R A4
\/‘\

1 AWLRFR A
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e, AW H % HCIL, HRI 5] HAIL =4
BB, BLA 0 AP LB T ik 2 R BE 7K 1B Bk
$8 N2, fE HCL 5 HRI BB, AHLKERRE
TEREEFEA I AHLOG R, 38 HLE S Al B ik 3]
WM AR ER; 27T HAI BrEz, Plan A28
REPE i 7 AMLCR KA T B s, AHLEREZ
M RAS W EZERIT, NEMPLEH
KRN ERREU ) FAE LR LR (ELLT. 4,
2023; FEE I, THEHE, 2021), DHHA AL
RGBSR, BEE S RIZMAAENESCR, IOf
fife T PR DG AR DA R A O 9 N2 A R A A Y
38 RV (L A 7 R

HW, PLas a1 65 AR RS KR
TR TE HCI BrBe, THEHLERAERORE T 64 Y
A, Bz A EME, EEAERNR AL M T
H, AWK R EHR N &R A (Nielsen, 1994;
Norman, 2013; Shneiderman & Plaisant, 2010), 7E
HRI BB, PlasC 2w RGR I aE ), B
5 5 N UEIL R 58 WUAE: 55 o LEs M (T R % A
FNKBAT, ALK F AP FAR S (Breazeal,
2003; Fong et al.,, 2003; Goodrich & Schultz,
2007), #£ HAIL BB, HLa% 0 &ReisILARH I
WK K, IS NRHAT R NIRE AL
oo L& B NS MR, ABLIE FRE MR
FE Fl 4 (Sundar, 2020; Wienrich & Latoschik,
2021)0 AR, AT R LA 2B L fiE
K2 R 1 R A T8 e i LS R, BN
I REAE AL P ELR A 55, R B AAIMES . AU
HLOHEJSRM A R, RERETEA R
R RIRME 55 Z 18] [ i e s Fn v HT IR, O R 4T
R R MR R, 5K8R, 2023),
X R A SN TR RETE S AR B At i R SRR S 4
IR, AL AT REAT ok A AP PR R, R
RAHLAS A @] BB AR BN T AP R BT
RE 5 78 MK AN B 3% 4 IR 25 (Butz, 2021; Dignum,
2018; Guingrich & Graziano, 2023),

ALK RNE BT E =T, Hosihigk
MIMEE . IRINZ T T IRZIIE A . g,
LI R IR T A bR 2 (B, RET A5 A
Z 18] By I O B T BE 5 RO A LS BEAE
BREBAR G IAACRE R T, A2 im0 E
S5 RGBSR AP E SRR 2R, &
XF AHLIE R ST 5T Bk 2 7 AL 5

HATXT L5 IR T
21 HCIMf: BETENS NQER, BHt

WHFE

FE2 G B O 2 B ik S A, B R
i Short 55T 1976 4R, #E A M ATEH.Z)
o AR B, BB R Ak 22 00 R W E R
27 B SCHR AN [R] AR 2 AR HE SR DL S K e it
&, FHEZMAR 25 E L (Lowenthal &
Snelson, 2017), #h&IZERIH EZ A TR A
SANZEGED) . B, a8, FE BiesE
FEBEIATIE A S . 21 204, Bl 3 M B
REGEREILas NBY K E, =8 AHE AL BT
FIA T H 2 m 7 EE

HCI BT~ RZH N2 A
5EGEEE, X AETER R EE | 5 IR R Bk
i /& %1 (Abdullah, 2004; Sung & Mayer, 2012;
Swan & Shih, 2005; Tu, 2002; Yen & Tu, 2008), {H
E A DI E T L AR N TR R
W, 5 H AR AR R S SR, X8 A
K, A Im AL E T AMAXHB R L A
S0 B BOR S 17 2% (Biocca & Nowak, 2001;
Lee et al., 2006) iX i AMLHER 29 R A4 @7 R 3L
TR BE o H SR T, A R AE T, A
BLE AR AT AR rb A, 3 T 458 5 ) 1Y) 7 30 X 52
PhoR BN, FEM T WAL HE N A
WE I, BB X A S AR ARIE RS
PR

1E HCL AR, BARZ A0  0 +E 2x il 17 J%
M RE SC M A BIAR S5 8 1AL, SR, X EE X
TERFEN LW R T R —E WR & . Bk,
LW B E SR BRAE<h /By J@ o, R R LE
FA NG ANZ R A TR, g HoAR
TEAR HEBR LSl A BT AR, 0 oK 5 B HE A A
AR Rt AR 6 IR, BT BURE SR
ZHOK 23 1 37 2 T Sy 52 B IS A5 ) T
AR, LT R R A A A 32 S, 1
B3 2 [E.0HEE R A AB FH % (Oh et al.,
2018).
22 HRI#ifa: S5 @ IEE N L] 5 A

Bl THEEHILAR B R AR M) 8 B ) v 2R g
ik, AP EIEAZ W28 HRI, HRI LA T
FE2x G S I SR T, LA B A
WS, T T — A e Sk, Hoi e &
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AR R — Bh 7 B 0L 48 B, AR B I AR
P AR B LT 50 . JF H, MR E S WA T
MHLR R WIE R E S 5EAT . RS 8T
T . #1140 Moreno Il Mayer (2004)K; #1215 3782
AE AR R, TS ZE B H R
B FAERBEIM S — SRR R R B AR
A 3E H Y R LS, dn bR AR . B,
Hassanein 1 Head (2007)iA Jy 4t 231 37 J8 S <74 18
WA 25 PR SR I 2 IR BB At & B 3h I B
Heerink %5(2008) A g 4t £ 1l 3 i8R AN AU R B A
B4 SR 2 A 2 B T YRR, X A 22 B T 19 Sk
HREANERS LA N7 32 B SRR, 2017 4R, A
sl ikt &l /8 (Automated Social Presence, ASP)
PIME BRI, =EATH A s bt 2 1h 7 8O L
R AR Z R FibmE Rz 55—t a
SLAKEITEAE” (van Doorn et al., 2017), H kit 2
GRS R, XS IE BN RE . B
At Sl ERE 25 e R S HAR, &N
N EMRE ., X EXNG T, SilhigmR
WRETANSAMEZ . NS0 E 155
CURNIIRE RS K i ] (77l Y E L DO DNESTiI R N
KN T REMAS TR B 5% o

BRTE, HRL LA T 425 80 e SCTE
S A R — FP AR B B, DL R AN S HLAS Z 1)
AR R . WIEN R B HERE NS N
W T ANGHAEN . BEE AN E 21,
PR HLES R AW R B, Er L ARK,
xRN e LT E 5T R E LT T
HAII 55,

HRI AR EBHAETRERE N2
M. A B R B e T . B, KAt
231l 7 2% R BR S — R AR A A 4T 58 B, X
B G SR U b S RIAT R, KRR
I3 T B AR A B AL AR A B 1o R 2 B
HHEARMEDE, PLEE R AT BRE S I A SR 0915
5 A B K AR T T AU 5 2K () G 5 R T
FPETHH SRR, X TR L5
FaamEd . ik, Mt sEEAmMR e HEE.
FE SCH AT 23 Tk R B R AR 2SI T I A 2
H 5h4 J5 T (Hassanein & Head, 2007), = X%
WFEAE . RO DA & e dt 23 2 IR AR
Weo BJa, RTZEREZ=MEMABARX k. 1%
Fh 23 7 B 8 ST AR A AR B R sl A 22 g

TGN, X AR Z A T AHLEE B A 4=
K, WA B Z M #8m E 24 L
Je Ak 22 5 B 52 (Heerink et al., 2008) .
ARRHEE BRI AW =20, HAIL LM A
THXM R RN AN TG, Wik, &0
YR 78 SO 22 00 BB I TR AR AL . 5,
Fh 23 1 37 B 00 8 SOF DRI AE e 314 s 3t
N, YA E SN EE T K BB G A A R B,
VI B A e FAS R 1. ROk, Al i@
ek BOT AR, AR . B EE IR
APE S LGS HT, RE T ER MU P i1
SR o OB R 23 7 B e SR G AT BRL A SRR
HUETE, PR35 AL P15 I8 P 1 221 SH At R [
REJ) o HOR, FERIILSE B iln R B, #es
I Bl 3 e S — A R S I AR 5, (R 8
YT JE AR B S R S T R . T, fi
BEAF AT HAEAS I, AT ARE 2 PN JoR B ST 44

3 #HLelnFRAARMBIBILERNIE

DAA SR B TR UG, A FIHLES Z 18] A 28
HEHREHEEANRMEG ., EEN . A, A%
DIHER, URAEHILA . pig. k&8
FE; N ERD, APLXRTFES B M
B, LR AR RS . P RRER
Fo MRERE S EE, AL R R A A 3
FLC BERE SR 5 LA A0 P B RR M 22 (8] (9 38 B R Tl
(X4, 2021), MHZEIRBEAPCR YA, XFHFE
12 = AR A Ry fal BEKE ML A2, O 4
MRS R R NN SHLER A R DL
e B ARG UK T R AR R 824780 7

T IS P B, AR SO = R ) A R
TS, FFRETAVRRNIER, WUT
FHESHSHGBEMSZRIMX R, HEBE
it 5N = R EIRE I TEANWI 82
fil i, UGS SCEE Y S — 25 (Epley et al., 2007;
BSR4, 2023; VRERAT 4, 2017). SUAALRIELSE
P FILFRIRS) T AMLK FR 1) & & (Pentina et al.,
2023) . K 5 5% # Y (Technology Acceptance
Model, TAM). H &P # it (Self-Determination
Theory, SDT) 4t 2s &3 IA [t (Social Identity
Theory, SITM& 7R T A [ A4 22 5 X ALK FR 15
W, MINHIZS EJZ 1, CASA JE Ak 2N AT B i
R T P R PLES A TS, I B B2 T,
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PSS B T N AT S5 R T R LS AT
SR ZEE, fha N ES T AL 1T
RN o KB 5 A sl b e G HR, @
AR RS T AN RER, 5T A
HLAZ BB 50 BRANAT R S o
31 EBFERIERMNEILSVHIRERE

AR RBAHE G, RPOR B M AL
EH XTGBT AL AL R BN G,
LR A BTN T A B 38 B B i, 1 87 28
BB RMEAEAN S H 2K AN TR BEXE |
TIERE . SEEANKEREMLIL, FRANKR
HERPANLER AL I AER . RH Y| AT
BRI, H ORI RS AL, bR
b, MR REAE Z 0], [N Ah 5 s i
KT N — O E 2 7R AP RIE AL
T E AR, B I E I SRR
&I EEEA . #1140 Sundar (2008)] MAIN
BRI BB AR SRR, Bm T HARMAL
Atk fb R . PRI AL R 5 R R

BIM L, ¥kt S0E7 G 30 (Social
Presence Heuristic), LA #2 B FH &% AR R
A N JE P (Epley et al., 2008), XFPEIG )5
SERASZANTKRER, MEESEEEMRT
(Hinz et al., 2019), #EMIXFAH, HEE. 1T M
B TH 77 4 4 (Araujo, 2018; Blut et al., 2021;
Go & Sundar, 2019; Oh et al., 2018; Yoganathan
etal., 2021). TAHN. TEE . 1T N MIERGAS BEAR
(Comprehensive Model of Attitude)s&—~H T
TR R TR A A X 455 2 X G 25 B TR RN AR A 1) 338
HESE . Z AR AR A T A G far X WL 2§ T BUAS JE 9R
WATS . NAIN I R A ST PR A0 T 3R, 7RI
SER IS TR T O R M BRI E M, 17 o)
BT RRMEER, @S AV RS 53 il
TRARHE OC R R FUR T o

FEF b, ASSCH HT AN RTE K, L
WA TR, MEBE R R R, e
I A AR, N, HE T AEER
SRR, WHET APLERTE M R ISR R
HEZR . ZAEZEHAR T AN RIE B 3L

BRmE, A RERTBEEM, S A
FAEFAECIAMIL . A7 R A R IR) TR AL
bl AN TR E8), Jash 1&gk,
il NS0T 25 5 SB35 R 1) £7 46 I EL 31 (Araujo,

2018; Blut et al., 2021), Ffi8 i ML k-2 37 8ok
fe 7E AWML R BYIE il (Pentina et al., 2023; Sundar,
2008; JESR 4F, 2023), tHAIGGIEBIE A PN,
YN ES3 ARk R R R (3 70 4
A58 T WL E B i) B SRR AE R R, iE
ERWT NS BERIT R, ENRZH,
SR TE T S P E AT, T XU
BN, FENERZ T, R T TR S RO 0 B
AT TWRZ WG RIS AT N2, Ea R
T SR MM EILNT N, MR ANIER
LB R, & A4k (Hassanein & Head, 2007;
Qiu & Benbasat, 2009), Ak, AR ZEXF 4406
Yy iy 5% i B 7 98 5 /E F (Hinz et al., 2019;
Schellen & Wykowska, 2019), /&, AHl. 1HEK
FAT NGRS AR, B ADLIE R BTE .
33 A A HUR R A HLE AR, 2 I IR R
T E SN IARGS, T AL AE LS RIS, P
FRELIAT R E BB, (N S HLA Z B A OC R
HLA & B A4 (Araujo, 2018; Sundar, 2008), I
2 iR
32 HRER: MALSHSIGEHE

PRI AL R B — N E SR,
WH R AR . ZhAL. B, D EDRE
FMRTAE AT L1 fE, AU & T A2
AL PR BE A, B T AL AL
RN 5 B (Epley et al.,, 2007; Pentina et al.,
2023)., BAT SCHR X HIL A LA AR K] 3 KA TT DLy
R E AL, WAFRERIE . R A BREE BS
115, DLRARE S MU, ARSI . 26N
255 WK 2 (Adam et al., 2021), FHLCTHIRH
REFEDNCERERT A M m b, e —Z ik
Shseh, AXHLEE A E S L R R
AL, RANLEATES LT, B =05 T
(A, BLE A FOL Ak X 22 32 R 40 28 D 1) 55 T
o WA B OCEARRNE B TR RCER,
FEAN LT L RIWESEE T, A&7 A4 B
RO T AE SR8 IR 5515 B R IR 95 % I A A 45 e
LN AL 251 % 0 P IR I 8 A% 67 1 25 R (Cai¢
et al., 2018; Duffy, 2003; Tung & Au, 2018; 1
2% 45,2023, TR 4, 2021),

BN RIE BN AT T Al D&k
RN, HA RS AR A B8 68, Hlas
Ji T e s i i B AR, 52 BR E RN



FE1l ST S T ) ET R ABLOC R B2 i 3

151

A2 H X4 HCI-HRI>HAII—

Plas s TR-RA-kH—

IHERRE: A WA —

AN T FABAT: wEMA kRS ||
N N N 1 T
L sasmEme, | (ML BME | 1 e , BHEE S
b HoBEL | IR AR | i
I Z 1 iy
Rl (BUEEZ ) : O, RN | | MERR HORBESZHO (TAM) |
] ? 1 | | N !
PR ! Wi Peixtr otmk | ! | BoRMES MBS IHARRE (SIT) | 1!
E;W3 SR ! AR R ) | kA ARYSEMIE (SDT) | |1 |
LR | : HR o H
LB 3 3 < HHikA e ; v
N I : ; | e ¥
P | o | ¥ !
N (HEHEE) /[> HRUMEHE ¥ EREBM 3
L N —. | Li i
b RESTMRRRREY T e i
Do . IR — = m e AT i
' SHIRIFIE. WO R ! = ¥
o ow ) (. wm ) () i
i ez R BB SR H
. GESUHRILE G 2216 S B (k2 5 T B 4] ;
o R CrE) B, HREWE AL TR B{RHER 5 RATH) %
. * ¥
o R R it % ¥
b ‘ L7 RO K ¥
5 Q2R TARF. i, 2 Gt 2 A % 2
5 puk, (12 pin SR 55— 0, B AN & B ¥
b AFHREAAEE AL T, RO R R A SE ML) s
! : R OHESBRARE) [532772.9) : '
CASAT., . _— .
1 Uy S TR swme
. (:%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬂﬁk ) (:mﬁﬁmﬁezﬁa‘D (;ﬁm%#iﬁﬁ&&;) i
T emews |

2 A B iE

K B, B AHLIE R T (1 — ot
SRR ER, AT, 2023), A THEZR
Minsky (2007)IA N “WE T HLAFERAT . U . BRARE
S I H A AR R IR RO RE ), S Y T
N TR REWFFE M 27w, RN TR e 2 A
THRRERIENT —BrB, JFXF APLCR 7 E WK
M (Bagozzi et al., 2022; Esmaeilzadeh Fl Vaezi,
2022; Huang F Rust, 2018, 2021), ZW AHL X F
e e e, WA R NS RARARE ) E K,
T AFEA RS 2 (Blut et al., 2021; Han et al.,
2023; Sheehan et al., 2020; Wagner & Schramm-

Klein, 2019), Epley Z(2007) (3 AfL = K £ g,
THET AP TE AN B 20, 8 5% EHE AL
PRPEATIIN R R, BFoSIACh, RS AL R
matfd, SRS 2, MiEA /AR
MIEENT o [RIREH, BEAR A (2023) 3 T 2B B G,
BT AWML R, BRI AL B S —Br
B, HPS3MNES 5l R IR0 R LRI
ANCIAE, FEiadth SR RS 1SR Blut
et al., 2021; Epley et al., 2008; Mahmud et al., 2022;
Sundar, 2008; BIEH %, 2023), XEAVLKLR
KRR
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RPN G SR EZ RN ER, K
2 AR A SRR AR K S AN 1 A7
TigiE, —h i, Mk, REEIALIR,
A €0 28 TR R 9 30 XA, 2 ok 11 3 Je A R A
PR, Xu 2Q022)WBFF, Wit THA
S 1) 54 55 5 1) A ARL Ak Y 3 XU X ik
R RE I o F S R B, k28 5 ) 14 V) 38 R, AESE AT
Bl R B R T SRR, AT B E RS &
PR . I H, XFPEREARF B A G
(AN N ff o 50k ff ) Z R A7F 7E 22 5% . Araujo
(201 IF ST IR T 3R 5 WA A4 PR AL
FHNHRE R 5] 5 Kokt 2 I b g e . 5T
T, BRI R Can A A R 1 5 RS ) g % i
ERTLH PSR

T3 — 7T, AL AKX 4 2311 3 8% )
W% ., Nowak FI Biocca (2003)HIHFFE &I, 4
HE 0L A 02 B i B AR ARAE B, P JEaz 3]
PR 2 I 3 B B, Kim 25(2013)42 H, FEA [ (1)
T, BUAAIKT-38 m HL a8 N RS T A 50
PETHH P At 23 I S B R, DT 38 A 1 A
WLAE T AKE . Odekerken-Schroder 5 (2022)t %4 B,
PN A 231 7 A BB R . B N T fE
ARG O RN, AR ML B KO 1A S

B, M =E B #1238 H 3l (Araujo, 2018; Jorling et al.,

2019). Gursoy Z5(2019) % B, AL B4 LA LM
BT AR, I BRIk s, AP
FFE S IR R . X SB A STERIE S T S AL
Bt IR RN E AR G, O A
GGEAE

A2 FALAFERF LS, B0 Munnukka
85 (2022)1A 8, A2l 3 18R 0 B RN RTAIL 2% A\ Y 4L
NCTREE IR WA G, IR A 2 I I BR A
IR 55 3t R rh ol B B0 1), AN SR T8 A B g R S5 AL
WNEBIE 2 AR ERW AT, XN, —ik
PR EE T AWM A B IR I8, Plas AT EM
NS, I RARES, 5IAANGE, 7w
S PO HLEE N BN PE MY, eIk RS
I 3% J8% (Mende et al., 2019; Mori, 1970; Mori et al.,
2012; Murphy et al., 2019),

XA [R5 A 2 2 TR A 5, 7EiB KR
OB S HERA R RGN, P AR AL AR
NAL TR B AN SR, W PeAR IR 45 5k 30 25 1K (Blut
etal., 2021; Yang et al., 2022), #iJz, 7EEIT . &

il A6 AT 2 R B AT, FH P XA T RESELA
FRE . — HIRER B 2, 0 AT RE H 55 At 23 i
08 K 1 il 7 (Yoganathan et al., 2021), R
A P X A 23 1 3 B Bk 3 R TS 5 SR i U
NACIK-, 5 PR AR AN DE RS, 51k N2
N 2% 5 (Diel & MacDorman, 2021).
33 HAII ZEEXTMAEZZMNEE

TENBZ T, AER—Tr B8R, MAKR R
F R AHLIE R (Hinz et al., 2019), BLA HFFE3T
BEAR S SZ A Je A 3o e BAe, UESE TR A
FEREIT . BOAR A SO LS R B 4E, R
TEARRIFERE F £ 3% /8 (Bernotat & Eyssel,
2017; Edwards et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2016; Lee &
Nass, 2005; Schellen & Wykowska, 2019; Yoganathan
etal., 2021), FiE AL FiAR KRR I REM 155 3 N
KRS, ATRETS & &R P 7 R4l . AN
1175 BRI S 2.0 # % v (De Visser et al., 2018;
Hu et al., 2021; Liehner et al., 2023; Oksanen et al.,
2020). FEIETAA R 2 X AL 23 11 37 B 0 52 Wi B
RN A RB ML . B 43Ik R S
AR RE o X — W 32 B4 2 By N R B e
IS E

PR AR [ TP BRI 1A
AE Gl 4 1T AAILAE B o i 4 23 e 37 S it 1 38
WAL . BORMER B R B, R TR Y
AR B SEERRT), T5 BB H AR A HIHE
5 55 IV, M AE 5. 5l v (A 6 3 5 R i 2 P 4 25
1137 /8% (Venkatesh & Davis, 2000), [ 3 ki Bt
RETMRDPL NIRRT R, b A ErE . HAE
SRR MR RAT A B o T 5 A
I A A A BT AL A 15 88 1) N TE S HLAR QK
X BERE BT RS (R E A A S G R R
WAL, R T HIER AR TS 55 A8k
#, T T 4 &6 3% B (McCrae & Costa,
1997; Ryan & Deci, 2000), [FBf, HEAT RS F )
GREAOC, AMAE R B IR BETTAYIAAT | BRERSR
SRR S A5 o 1 5 B R T B4R O, Xt — 2P
HET A RTE . BT R B, LR ER
BAFS P By, P B E AR T, M
ok T H P AEAE S TP AR B (Herse et al., 2021),

FE2 B Oy N R B AN E DR AC . B 3k ],
DA BN R e AL Bl v i 5% B2 44t 1 318 52
P Ah S B R R A% O SO AR R B 3R
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HEAER IR T AT A B @ 4k S B AR 0 IAR K&
TG A P A (BRI SRR S AT ]
% 2 B (ingroups) -5 fth ¥ (outgroups) iY 7 = R 3% 53
e 14 £ B4y B9 IE H PR, T AT g S 3
T AR 9] 134 i D0 1 44T M

O'Reilly %5(2024)i8 i3 2 R I v 28 H.52
5, R TSR S BN R A R
Pl R S At 23l i e R A o ALAT o 544
M (A DC B AR BE, % Tk 23 37 R 0 7 A S i (.
F . N, Yassien Z5(2020) A9 RTS8 1 4123 1 401
PUSEY SCHR, s T NHLAE 200 (B 0 A — 2ot R
i T P AR R RIA B P At SR . X
in, Merrill 5£(2022) AT &I, ET T REMS IS
SRAL SRR AT RS, AT LUA SCEE T P i A
BRI B, IR ALAOAT S 5 P (R
AH UG e B, 3 AR 38 TH R T W . Sl
Crocetti %F(2018)43T T A~ A Fikt 2 B 457 2 [8] (¥ #H
AR, 7R T 3% £ B £y 5o B dnfuf £ S5 e 19
% , Malhotra #1 Hoey (2021)#5 i, 7EAMLAZH.h,
155 T 73 A 2 175 855 1 B A 22 S 4 0 2 B i AL
FERREESE , fln, WFFE &8, B ScEREs v,
F B N [R) AT DL 25 4 v 2 2R 1 2 5 R R
A, NI B3t 2% > R 56 (Jeong et al., 2022), X 2UHF
SR, E TR iRt 2 B ALY AL R
gx, oTLUA AR THH P AL S I, Greenaway
SEQOIS)IRTT T 4k 2 B 5 A A B n 4 il 22 8] 11
BAK R, Hn T REAR A JE 2 o] 5 2 3 5 A 14
PR, TR Ak 23 0 3 ™ A BRI

gi TR, MR AR RERT . BRMER . &
PR MEDCE . B OrIATE], DA BB FE il 7
AILAE B H AL 23 1 A7 J8R B4 JER A 7= A 2 R )
TE AT AR AR R R ANl HAIL B3 T
Fh2x s, T LAk B A BT PG R P
By I o
34 AHMEM®
341 AWX R\ ILEM

KT NN AT REGS ML A8 NI 7 4
SRR, CASA {us, BIFRANE ST
(Computers are Social Actors)f # 4f 09 il % o
CASA Uiy S ml 2 R 45 R B e, IR
N5 A B B AR Y T e B A T NS A Y
HE), CASA JEAMEN NSRRI
— MEMS A RN 1T, A REAE B s

S5 NE F) AR A ) 4 2 0 (Nass & Moon,
2000), CASA B A~ N5 ITHE DL A
B EE SRR WS, BALRLE
LK N5 B B Ak s U, v T
ANSHEIMES S, IR BRI 2 E5 D)
Pk (Reeves & Nass, 1996; /s %, 2021),
CASA JEUMME S H AT E &9 i o bl 72
¥ | Bl AR 2:47 8 # (Edwards et al., 2016).
R EIOLES AR R, W28 BT A
KAT, WREHE I AT LA IS N, AR
LA ANt SRR (N, SCARRXUAE 5 5 XA
B NFFIESE), TR — & Mt can, LIALAR
B HHEAREE), XA R R, Tittsy
I 37 B ) SR SR A 2 A R R R B . R IR
52, RN SHLEE A S B AL H
PR & %5 F B AE F (Ciechanowski et al., 2018;
Lee et al., 2006), [N, <3k B8 (Social
Cognition Theory, SCT) Z Fpdg HLAER1E N NFE
Ffo AN 5 . F o0 3 22 G T A o A L2
B FIS T & B K (Bandura, 1986), L Z5E8% T 14458
TR FELNMIR R, 5IA TN, &
HIRA T AE A A BATAT A B rh, AR BT 47
MM, BRI, AT RESAN 1T
R B RS =K Z [BIBE B 45 2R, X — WS A
BT AR G, WA RR A B
W7o Bk, S INAENS IR A BT T I8 3 4]
3 NFEONE . AT N, BRI AL
sAk T AR, WSS ABIEZ . ff Rt
TR UL K AT B A 0 O L AT i e PO EE A . NS
AN EShY BB E S, AT T 88 (B A&
. BRE. CE)MEE(RIZLREE . Bime. 17
)R FN W — A~ A NI 12 BBl & (ALES ),
AT e 8 AT 22 0 1% I AAT S R . 6
Cai¢ F(2019)BF 748, BAENTE 5424 Bl
i N H ) B G B A B Oy R B SE A 4 Sk,
BN i HL38 N B 2R ok T A 3l it 21 3 8,
AT AT ) {6 O T A ZE A ah s D Ll (BP
15 B FEE 1) ok U A6 LA N B4k o T RE L,
Yoganathan 4¢(2021)#§ & 1 52 AHLAF AL
AT, 77 R A2 I A s A 2 A AL
K 5 ) 1R 55 45
342 #HLIEHBEIT AN
TEABLI )L B2 i, A HL B A T e g
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TR SEXS B B NAT R RN . Herh, (R AR
IWHZT I E TR . [FAEAEZ 0 XL
MR B, BE RIS P 4R e R, IR
HEX R M —4 L, Choung % (2023) MR 5T 45
th, AT BRI B2 W 3 s T O HAE R P TR Rz Al
1 i . Balakrishnan 1 Dwivedi (202 1)) 55 £ 1A,
ALTE 3 3458 F P 045 7T LR 8 F P B9 28 B2 R
H I,

Pitardi 1 Marriott (2021)#2 4<% /8% 2
TR KR LR, % 725 M IR 55 B T3 A7 26
I X35 i a] IR A 2xim 37 8 ™4, JFH.,
20 Jo51 5 SRR 3] 2 KT Ak 23 S R, %o R LR 55
Bl 7= A= A5 AT AR KA B 3R (Munnukka et al.,
2022), Lu %5 (2016) B 5T HAESE T 4k 2 I 2 i %t
HNT AR M TEL A O R oIk 3 o DRI A,
PP AEAE AL S AR I, B 1T HoR 54k 2 R 45
AR BT J#E N AELA S S T R
Qiu Fll Benbasat (2009) A58 & 3, 77 (R HLAY K
WEM, Wk T2k, BERE THPE
B AUEAT, JF 32 20 P R AR (A 22 75 5K 1 Y
(Ben Mimoun et al., 2017), 51, HH ZIWFR
WAE S 1 A 23l 37 B AE A HLAE B b Y G BEAE T,
IF UM 52 W {5 1T (Hassanein & Head, 2007; Lu
et al., 2016; Qiu & Benbasat, 2009),

23 1 3 B A I AR XU 8 0 T LA — 5%
Wi, W Ye FQO1)MIBIF LM, W7t mF 5
B R B B AU, BRI
S AT LALE ] P B B 20, DAl 2D R i 55 1Y)
TRTE XU B, Morelli Z8(2022)BIBFST & PR, 4
S Ak 2 11 37 JRR B B8 A AR T P 0 90 g XU SRR R
B AT H XU FO R . Chen %:(2022)fF 58 & 1, #t
e (R E ) | DRl ORtAB =8 N T -
REEARR D 0 X A S i o R 55 1 JRU: SR T

IR, AEFE 23 37 O XU S Y 5
WAFFEANFIM A . Fl0 Yoganathan 45(2021)38
th, EAMLE AT R B S 2 I 7 & 2 2 Bl
JH AR 1 i, DTG e AP S0 e 55 it it o S, S
R ALEE T BARA VLG 0 OIEe, (A58 7F
TE B AL RS O HE G, P AT BR AL IR 55 AL 2% AN
BLE B R (0t AN PR . — B P R
BN B BRAA KR, B &K 1A 2 i
SRR, HAE R RE B A 1 B AR 2 KRR BRI
(Davenport et al., 2020; Maroufkhani et al., 2022;

van Doorn et al., 2017; Yam et al., 2023),

T A S5 AW A — T T R T o A ZR L 2,
=5 HRRA B ARMER AL . AP N R
H) 1R At 23 I 35 B4 AT Be 25 L0 P 77 AR AN YD S B i
B, YLERARB A MR, 2B E AL B
KB, mixt FHEARMESE S EWAF, Sits
I 37 12 T e % 3 R AR 4 ZHAR FRF A, 4 5
ARV B NEAE AR ARLRT, 3 Al R EL R S B
. (Gillath et al., 2021; Lemay et al., 2024),

35 BREE
351 AWMXZREHFEREILEM

B = A 1 I AT LA B 5 #38 (Projection)
R AERE . B EIS R A IR OHE RORS il 3h o7,
Ji R AT 1) TR S i A S A B B TEAE B
TR I G R (Mayes, 1998), B FR IS 3R IH
ARG IR AR €, 7T USRIt D e 155 e A
TER S BIALAR A o SIS A S TR
WHCH ERENOHSBRMEERIAS I, it
ACKEM, BE. BE. 1§48 . HEECHERG
BRI E RN A X Y Rk s R 2
Ho AR A C AT AR AR IE B 2 4t
UNEROE iR RS PR DOE 35 SVA Y W
AT LA NS AL s A SER PA  JEA P R
M /775 (Bailenson & Yee, 2005; Pereira et al., 2014),
352 #HXIFHEIERE MM

T U2 J2 ) I A T I A O R 4, 4R
Xof Al N B S A A T e, Al A R R
KM AU B 15 B o TR) B 8 — ol R A0 0 B e At
NIEEARAWEE ], B Titchener (1908)5| AL
2GR, SRR, TREEC 8 A4k R A T [R] RO A
SRR LGy, I AR A A I B RE T, SR AR
IR Ath N A BE J1 (Davis, 1983)., T B8 1 [ BHLC»
JE NI MU IR R CHEEER, ARE W3
$EE PR AL B 1E B4 A (Kim & Hur, 2023), 7£
KRR R BL, 02 R 0 58 2o 19 58 P AR
RN S Al R, R HE APLE R A (LI et
al., 2023), 7E ¢ R AEFRFIT B, IR 192 0 [a] 2L 3 2ok 3
5 P AT RN B B AR, B B 4R R e N
Bl % (Roy & Naidoo, 2021; Shin et al., 2019),

KTIRE 542516371 2 &, van Doorn %
(2017) A Ay JB31 2 %o Ui I 194 J 0 72 B 3 R 55 34 4%
t B 2k 23 I 7 oK P B SRR A AR Ak, OF
XoF BT % 4 Al 55 435 R 77 A DE Il 52, B A0 AR W
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. S5 BE 7 (Cuddy et al., 2008), 24
N5 WL NiEAT 22 5, ANHLES AN B LR 5n i
IRIE M, XHLEE N A 2 AU (Byssel &
Kuchenbrandt, 2012; Merrill et al., 2022), [&]if, *k
2 5 O B R T W AR OG,  RIVERSZ B i 4t
23l 3 BOK O s, % T B 0 BT B (Lu
etal., 2016) . WF5% & B, 5 % 76 3l 412 JBT 2% 20 4] 2R A
A 3kt 2 G 0T E e A W3 . AR RE RS,
W EWEE - AZR, TAEANFEA D)
At IR oK T % PRS2 8, Ak
P23 0 IBOK T3 B, T SR e 8 i R 2
T, T R KT B T 1 TR R ) 2 R A 1 IR 55 4
(van Doorn et al., 2017),

[ B Sy — R EE B A 2 A 50 e
AR HESC R A, BOMEETT ., SRR
i (Wieseke et al., 2012) XF FHLER R HE, 5 A
TEERA, M AR E R LG, 2R RN
WA . BT Y T E AR, PLASE R kB
N2 — IR A7 B R 50 3 W) 0, HUREE o R 2
ARLTR] B 3R 199 Do BERRAIE SR ASE LA 2 [) B
540 2 B LR BT | B R A N SEUARURIER 32 1Y
REJ1. —ERE LA RS | LG SR RINE 4
fE YL BE /7 (Airenti, 2015), Liu-Thompkins %(2022)
P T ALSAE W B OB SR, 53 i 3 ks ) 3
LImts 3| A1 B LA EEH (Byssel & Kuchenbrandt,
2012), Y—A~ Al AP EA B S HHERE
MNNEEL AN, RS LIE SN
TR0 P AT 3K o 3 Se R B B Y AT B3k R 2
O R R AT B4 FUR P 22 (8] Y 38 BT o
(Merrill et al., 2022), 7E 5+E23 137 B 1] 19 ¢ &
L, —J7m, WFIAh AT Bk R B AT DL 2
PAE AL HE A IR, BE A SR
N, SEPLEE T NI H AR (Adam et al.,
2021; Bailenson et al., 2003; Guadagno et al., 2011;
Liu-Thompkins et al., 2022), 75—/, <63
B3R T 58 % 4R R B0 RS . B
Pimentel &% (2021)F 58 IE 52 T 41 2 i 47 2% X ]
P A 2 09 E R0
36 fTAERM®
36.1 AMXRBITAHEIREM

T T X B R R B Ak AL BN T RE A,
AHLIE R AT o BRI LAk v DA S 4t 25 S Ry 2R
1 (Social Response Theory, SRT), #1432 i Hlig Al

DU REE ADLSC B Serb, BV AR RUE L&
AARTE ML T, HPLa AR
B KR st 2R (B, i S A AE)
I, AN ZEARIR 2 s NS 23 3 A J U)X Ak
SN, IALSHFI{E 1% (McLean et al., 2021; Nass
& Moon, 2000). TEANLZEIELH, MAHT A
KE A2 IS R AR IS T B N30 i 4
VR, BMEAR I AT R R MRES ] & A
FE oI FRE 23 G 7 08k, AT AR A5 A A 23 T
T RN o B A A FEUE 52 B X6 00 R AL 2% Y
S 05 B Xo L ST NS S AR, R B A
AL B RLAALFRIB AR BRI 56, REAB Al &
Jo 2 At 2 G SRk, T4 B A 25 S0 ER AL S
VI NALE B h = A BR H 3 ARG . 7E
IR 55 i B v, BILER BE S 3 i AL A Ak S R
BB B % AL 23 G 8%, T ma A BLE. 3 AT
g, MXFRAE 5 AN BEATH S HF e,
REAE IR AMIL AR IR 55 5 AN 28R 55 Z A 1) 22 #F (Adam
et al., 2021; Chattaraman et al., 2019; Tsai et al.,
2021),
36.2 HLIGFEIITAHKMRZM
THRESENRARI, NHLERAEEZ
RIATT IR N REE R R, AV E LA
TR AML KR E % @S MR S (Chandra &
Rahman., 2024). Zhang %:(2021)% L7 i 55 15 55
S5 BLAR AL 23 I 37 S 2x 52 e o 5 i 4
], W% A ] BE 5 BA AR IE R 15 AR
MRS DLEs NI R 2506 R . XA —E B E k
WD TN E PRV, G SR T 5 I 55 Bl
AWrE . LA 91E L . Yoganathan 45(2021)
SRR SE, 5 % R 55 HLas Ao 25 D T4,
A B it 22 37 % RE U8 4 o & A (AL B
KT IRAEH2 32 5 R ANAT AR L
BF, A WESE A R R R ) 45 52 )
AR, HEE WL R T RO Z A, fEANS
PLas N B, Hlds AVE LS TARAATE R FRRE,
BPFE 23 G 37 8%, 2352 ) AATTRE AL A% A A0 88 0 Fn 422
Z )77, Heerink %£(2010)3 T UTAUT (A2
SR ERA BRI, 3 5200 U B R 232 11
HERAORIIREFE R, N AL 2 17 B ¢
ZOKR, WAk £ 063845 (van Doorn et al., 2017;
Wirtz et al., 2018), Chattaraman %5 (2019)IA N EUF
1R 55 B T 1 v i Oy e 1 P I A s I 3 18
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IR P LA AE J5 i 47 W . Fernandes Al
Oliveira (2021)%} Al i B T8 2 Wk f7 T 52
UEA S, GIESE T % £ B ghad & i i 4 23 i 45 8k
S E R RIEZ AR . W, R AIA T,
23 1 37 8% 3 2 38 3 A5 A R AR AL B2 32 Fn i
PRAE R o AFAT A R R Y B E R R,
FE2 G S IR A M A5 AT & B SRl AT 7 B B
FIREALN, A XA = A B 8] 5
4 (Fernandes & Oliveira, 2021; Pitardi & Marriott,
2021; Qiu & Benbasat, 2009),

4 HFRERZE

41 RS

ARSCIR T HCI 5 HRI M A T 2537 5
AR A5 P U HCTA R, MLE Ay,
R EZH TR ENS EET, x5
— 7 NEAEAE R W2 HRIMA T, il
B ) R — R AR B LT R, R E R
MLER A NS B, I L ML R 1%
VRN A 1 0 W N W P W NI BB [ s W a e
Yloe LR R R, FFRE T HALMA T A2
VMRS . NIRRT . ARSIy 28 5 7
EHA B TS EANIE S S —, NIFETE
FEFER

ASCNES I ABLHERE 4 56 R anfa £5 LUK
B G B = AN IR TR, DR T A DG
WIEAMLR RIS . i, T il F iy i2
AR, T & S5k 2 3 B E 2 0] (1 26
R, MEHE BB ANKR, BT REMCHRM
M, OAET —EAIISHEL, DAL MR
RSSO R TS S
HZIM E R FZ N OHELE, BT AV RIIE
B R R, ZHERR G T AMLC R Pt
S sk s O AR, B0 T UL R R E R,
PR NSRRI . BORUES . RIE | M {aIEhL .
B TR RUE 2 ) S5 R R R R . A
SCIE MR BT 2 B, AR A L R IR
AT R =AY B B o), 3 IE(T .
JERHTXURS: Vi A DR R AR 23 B A A 2 i 3 oK 7
AT AR, 3 — S 5 W) AT AR R A 2 i 1
RN . 528 B AL AR ™ AR, i an [ 30
Wz S5 RMEIBERNZARE TRk, F1E

HI2E HAEH
42 WHRREZE
421 ANXRAZESHRLSOE

Rl 5 N T4 B GO e ) 5 5 ek 1 R
B EL, LG Z A FT B T I AR A 1 28 4 5 4k
Mo YN T REMYE 1 5 AE 7 R N 2 g B A
AP AR TG BEWA T A TER—T7, W
KW E AR, T ABIRE . B HEHE
BR%G, LSRRG NNAH, £EETTF
RF LR RN ET S AR AN EITE L L
o MME EFAWILE, AEZHESEHNIA
J& A R A A S0 BRRLASE, B ARk — A IR R R Y
Ak .

HE, NS KLU H A 38 4 HL YT A
AT AR AN EE SRR 517 h B
b, N TR BE DN RS AE A 08 RS RO K Bl Y
R B . HaBONIm AN T8 6E, "he
RIEN—ES TN S DAt 0 80
SR, g Ba SR mEEE . N
TR AN E DL B AL G R T8 B ) B HE AT L PR AR o
422 #LSIGEHBRAEEREMENT R

WiE ALZE RSB AR —L R R, A TERRAE
BE AR R BB B S IR R R 8 T AN |
RO, #E SIS, iR MES
BN 78 38 A A A B, R E AN SRR
AR A B TR 5 B 4 S AEEIRR, ARk TT
FH X —H BT M WERT, HaihgEm
PR 28 T i — 2P R L S

JUFEH, fEN PC 5B HIRMNZ G 1 2H
BT, B—MRIEA T a8 SR B AR f 2
BB, AR S AR & B AR ), o
AlE TUUR RS . AR L 5 DL R s B A
TR R . AEMLAEZRT, #h S 37 B A
PR T EHNAEE: EATRRTFEREE LA
HASAEAIMZEXRR, MEEAZT A5H
AL FE A ANZ BN E B8 20, X Fh
2R B EE By AR T P AR R LR BT 1 I
RIS LSRR, AR A RIS SN S AR S A E)
SR e, SERE SR T OTFE A s E
TR . FH P BB AR T T J LB R (W SR 855 AT B
AP Ao . DME SR, XA R T T 5
SRR SR, Bk P A R R A sz 2
THIFARAMEZH S, XM R TWtsS
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Social presence oriented toward new human-machine relationships
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Abstract: The concept of social presence, defined as a sense of being with others, plays a pivotal role in
shaping attitudes toward new human-machine relationships. To comprehensively understand this
phenomenon, synthesising multidisciplinary literature and developing a holistic theoretical framework is
necessary. This paper defines the conceptual definition and scope of social presence through the historical
perspectives of Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) and Human-Robot Interaction (HRI). Subsequently, an
integrative theoretical framework is constructed, positioning social presence as a mediator, with
anthropomorphism as an antecedent variable, individual factors as moderating variables, and cognitive,
emotional, and behavioural attitudes as outcome variables. The framework analyzes the psychological
mechanisms underlying social presence in the context of new human-machine relationships. Finally, the
study presents three perspectives: the adaptation of human-machine relationships and machine social
psychology, the conceptual extension of social presence, and the relationship between anthropomorphism
and social presence.
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