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"¢ |

MH: BEnsEN
rme owm ' OHEZE& k' TmE!

(VAR NS SR, VET 710049) CIEHE R4 &b, LT 100084)

OB AR A5 AL BN RBAT AR A iR AXERFAETEXA AR E,
ST LEEMTH—F R, BWRT HHAI, HETRLAMLF. TEH. REAFLepE. BANATA
115} 8 4 Befn R & ENMREF X —F MR LS ®, T ZBARN AN 2357 2kF. @idst
— R FEF R A B, AIIAAFHE R I ZRIAEAf(Geib KT H. RAFHE). HRACeRMIFTLE.
Bl A ) A T A (e iz E XN AT B, ARARTHE-FIRTHAGEER L B X 2 A,
EEIA H; TR, WAk EiE HF

HHES  B848

1 5|8 “BE”AYDESC TS Cuteness, M ia] 3 9k B3N
SR A T AR S, B B “n[ %>, Cuteness MARHFHE . AHEM B EO; 5

‘ iam- WX 2 A
B AE, BB SS  (Ya et al, 1)) (Merriam-Webster, 2018), BH) AR £

2016y, “BriEH IR ey O R RS e Cadoms T

N . . e Becker, 2013), “Bj

T CHEAEREE . HE R AR a i ms
YRR (ERE =] e «HT SO HT
EAERRE, “HBERHERESIREEEA A, ERFE R X AT W LU

WO T AER S TR g 0 o NIRRT, i IR o 2 6T A
M. WA TR A M Ty PR PUCTTATA R SR
R N s L e SRR E R, SEhr EIRATR AN M AGT
SRR E D] T 9 O, ok Moo T, SO, BRI, L 2017). S
F U R T 4% T4 RE B < W) B AR %, ke & 5 HAFE WA P R 5 il “cuteness”
ST TR W SR MR AR IE 2 M2 AR E e T, D B AR “cuteness™ 1] 135
2 BRI LR A A OB, AR sen, o OB EXTRROTOCR . B4 X0
TP B 20k 4 T 5 RE i TSP, 7833 A RAPIRASHBE . <o, FZRh ((UUmT) ). H
HIE SRR I, B A2 — R, IR B R S 2 R, SRR 2
Ak, BEa, WFTEMTIET HC Sk Ja SRS SR 2 IR =4 B, TR
R Y & ZEN S BEmM Y 074, erR

N B30 (CALiE- A4 D). ok, WIEFICAr i (&
iﬁcz;zﬁ%;ﬁ;gg%‘ﬁlﬁ9(71501105)0 AT DR DU BT, R RS AR I
W{EME#: HE, E-mail: yufengx@xitu.cdu.cn; A, B TAE SR Z A, 8% b R AOE 4517,
J8 4K, E-mail: zhouaq@sem.tsinghua.edu.cn LIE B4/ Al Z NS Ol H b2 J5) o B

s, T EYRRAEIE TSk, JEsE A ) XA 2 H A Sk T g R,
g{%gggg’gé\&i;i%ggfmﬁiﬁiiﬁE;Zjlj T H AR 535 %E ) ACG (Animation, Comic, Game;
e ° e SR L Rk BB 3 A A

MG, AR T B IR HE 2 5 7 R 88 89 A Br G &, BN ) .
IR 2 75 /4 1 % B R A A A E L R R 1Y — PP AR 2 2 18, A AR LS &

HZ
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SCBEBZ AN T & SN, BB ST SAAH
JABRT ACG iR DL M, MRy RE—U4Y)
AN ATBMNEI(FRLT, TI595, 2014). I,
B B A SCRI 5 S /NA G, (R 2 TR 45 10 LAE A&
A AR O T X —

2 FARVERE

S miE X EME R&EAR, ¥
(cuteness)TE2A AR AU E CARXTE MW . B IX —HE&
Iic i i Bl ) Bl W) o7 52 BRE 7 7 - 3% A€ 2% (Konrad
Lorenz)#2 !, F LAMESE— 251 i A0 ok J8 0 i 22 L
HMREAT N RFIE (Lorenz, 1943), X — T4
YL FR SR L BALS VI G, e mT UL g
B R AL e AT A E R P UL < 4 iy
(Kindchenschema cuteness), XFP4hag, Z3AH
AT R W IEA, WEMFEHNAR L, @
SRR NS = SR RARE, 3R
Y 1) B R REAE AL FE 55 /1N /N ) B R AN 8 LU 461 18
o KRBT REREG . WG EE . RRE R/
BTSRRI s ES (WK ). Gk, A
FEFFE T — L AR RAE, ANk 2R
Bk T G 2R DA BN B L /N SRR T
% (e.g., Hildebrandt & Fitzgerald, 1978, 1979a), 1M
M T A g SO _E RIS B URFIE, DI AT
of — A~ SR 9 A5 BE A SRR R L =2 B SK

PR B UFRAE 40 S5O A i s e . — e pF 53R 3 2
i 2 1 B P s R 922 ) LIE] 2R (Kindchenschema,
baby schema)F i, %55 % 2L E A0 i e
B & NATTX B ARSI (Alley, 1981; Borgi, Cogliati-
Dezza, Brelsford, Meints, & Cirulli, 2014), %40
Alley (1981)% BULEAEFS A A MLURHIE A AL 19175 B
T, AN fi A T Sk IR AR R AR 2Lk
7i8) A AE 8 A AATT X B A9 AT, Hildebrandt 71
Fitzgerald (1979a)H %2 LI v VR S50 4 BE, &
PRHR R | 800 Sk DR /NG5 THT S RS 45 a5 T 1 9 53 AH
*; Glocker % A (2009)fi i a2 i 5 RS B fb Ho 45
INEL LT AR LRI B, FIAESIE T A
TN v B L PR =X (o TR R v 8 S ) LR AR 22 LI
A B FICA L) B W5 Little (2012)3 13 %7
Bfe B R LA AR AE RN, R R TC i 2
WL, MR 23, AT <22 LK
Fe BN R T L e A, 3 A W50 3 B B LARAE X
N YRS TET DR A e i N D i R S D 19
PN ZE 2R, AN TR 1% 1952 W (Hildebrandt,
1983).,

BT A LA, AR R A A B T Y
5 AN —FhHERE . #RHH (whimsical cuteness), 5485
9B LRRIEASR], R 5 3 — b R 4504 7 114 il R
FH7EZ 1) PE % (Nenkov & Scott, 2014), #iln, —4>
PeRE & AME AT F l— A8 i AT F TR, i

Bl 1 % (Glocker et al., 2009)
TE: AU e 002U i B L P QR B o e, ) I e of S ol
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— A TR AR B IT BAL L — AT T B HLTE B,
RO AT B SN & A ST (LE 2).
Nenkov £l Scott (2014)i% & BB 19 7= &8 3
TH 28 56T AR (fun) 1.0 BERAE, (HETE ML A
I A s, DN S BUE 2L R hAE MEE 2
(indulgent consumption). Jf H i $& -1 2% # 1
AN i R B A AT A SR S ) Sfe £ T L X
H & KA NP TE, et AE— R A [ 3] B
MR 1 X A S S (Scott & Nenkov, 2016) . il 4l
TEH H—~ 52586, Nenkov 1 Scott (2014)%5 =4H
Bk = R R R R (L 454 1) 13 B A
2) I EER U R P EE ARE), REik
AT S R e B BN B PR
i — L AH X AR AR Y L 52 1 — SR X v o Y HL R ),
SRR R B R A i S S kWA
R .

»

__

[ 2 i (Nenkov & Scott, 2014)

MR T RS W I R, AN R
JURRIE M Bk 45 A, LA LA T T 85 i i
ARETHMWWE T H. BAa, XETEEE
AL & — Fh 4b F W ? Kringelbach, Stark,
Alexander, Bornstein il Stein (20163 i [A] FiAH 5
BT R A AR 2B R B, WO HE R R T e
FRAE, B n] DU R 2 A BB I, 2L
RUSE RS | IS 2#1F (e.g., Riem et al., 2012)H: ES I

% (e.g., Porter, Cernoch, & McLaughlin, 1983), 4
mn, A TR B L R AR AT % 1 A S R
T4 N R B 7P 8 (A9 o 19 78 PR Lo, R B
AT 3 W ol 7 5 8 2 7 A PR B R B 1, T
HA 32 5 02 A5 S N A2 B Y 52 T (Parsons,
Young, Parsons, Stein, & Kringelbach, 2012; Parsons
et al., 2013; Young, Parsons, Stein, & Kringelbach,
2015), SR, P RS IX LE T AT k1)
JRSEAT R e REXE T B T K SR 2 AR A e B
IEME ATy, B LA A 575 BRI 15 K T 2 B ¢
AUAL 2 H 3147 (Kringelbach et al., 2016; Nittono,
Fukushima, Yano, & Moriya, 2012),

AN i 5 AWIAR LG, BT A0 e A R R A B 4
BT O, RE X I A T R A v ) R i A
KM FEARAL R BR T 85 453 (Nenkov & Scott,
2014; Scott & Nenkov, 2016), H T4 M 1k4k
023 & T WY 22 AR WF SR vh T H R W 1 5E X,
B 55 2 LA 5 AR AR DG i 4l i b, PRt A SC R
SR Y SRR SN (R SN A € L SR
WA G o

3 EERYRREN

P T R B S Y A R A R S R At
PR TE AT DG RO BIFE v, X i A S R ) R 2 4%
T B RER R Z — o X — [ & 3B
Jith B F1 A2 B WA T, B S O BRI Y
TR, SR A 22 5 TR RN T I — i
SR A 22 St T AFAE Y QRAFTE, UARHL
TEMRLEJ7 T 7 V5 Z2 W50 Bl 8 1 46 (0] R e T HL75% 3]
THARFE ST, HW, X Rur DIAE &
HW R 52, AT LI Rt g 5 |
BB LBCE AR R DU e 364
W ORI 455 A B R 10 2R R, B g X 42
R LEZ R 2R, X W25 2 Ih R
(CHI 6 B ) Y T A2
3.1 RHMENIMER

TERBAZAH KRBT, T AT 8
R R 2 AR AR 22 S i — TR A AR 5
HEME. BFZ, — B SR AT
A9/ 22 5 (e.g., Lobmaier, Sprengelmeyer, Wiffen,
& Perrett, 2010; Sprengelmeyer et al., 2009), [fii 53
B — R 43 BIF 58 ) 2 i i B Bk S 5K A 44 22 S
(e.g., Glocker et al., 2009; Sanefuji, Ohgami, &
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Hashiya, 2007). WA ERIE, FSEX— Y
IR T A B IR T o N T # R E S
WA AE JLRE A7 18 N R DI A A 15 LASE 22, 1
Z Y asE N T M FEE T A
SRACHE . T HAAE b 5 2 LRRIE B A O A A,
A 32 A R R — Bl R 5175 & X A AL B AR R
Y SRS (e.g., Lorenz, 1943), 1F &M Fi§7EAE
Wy A R n] R AR B X R, AT T
PRAE B R EE, BAX RIS ILGEE
DI AR SR 0 2 5 M, iR, X ah
THRFREE DA — M 5T e . B —Jr 1
M5, HASEREMNIF SR R TEA AL
TR B RE, B2 5 th ot 2 R 2 SR A sl
ANEHEHERN AR, A7 ZEI N X RES
T2 51 b g ) S AR W IR ROE i DS —
JrRUL, BT RAE L AT R E SR it
A2 HH S T O Y A {4 (Lobmaier et al.,
2010), B I A i D 2 1 1) M e 2 SR i A
REFHCHEHEE,

— 25 DA AT B BRI A A A 22
5t JFE MR A S R B T 6B 0% S X — 29k 11
SC{EUEYE (e.g., Lobmaier et al., 2010; Sprengelmeyer
et al., 2009), Sprengelmeyer 55 A (2009)F] H H, fizi
G AL 3 AR AR )L FEd R, I iEAS
AR 2R ) e [ B MR 2 M X AT ), SR R
@%ﬁ‘@(19~26 Y PHE(19~26 2 Fl 53~60 %)
X B ) AR RS, 45~51 % I L AT AR )
REUR, (B2 53~60 2 2ot 5 55 P X i i) fak
FETC I 25 25 s 5 I8 B e RN TE AR ) A 7 447 1
h 514, HOOHG R B 28 i 1) Lt R R 2 2
B (N 3 T2 B3 FME I ) Lh B 22 J5 SR
IR P 38 2 247 1 L Mo i P BORR B TR R, AR
ATTRE A R B T g 32 380 Mk A A 8 R Y R
. Lobmaier % A (2010)[EFE & B0 T BHIH (1) 7%
2SS, MY EMP AR ZILE R A, B
2 gk 3 el A 0 TR S R TR ) A T DR A
HRAE TR B A — KT, ZHEERS
e LR WA R, WA SRR AR L B
P, 25 XA 2% (Lobmaier, Probst, Perrett,
& Heinrichs, 2015)i— 5558 1 Lotk A 28 %k
RSN S, ATk L 3R A AR HE D A
B HA 58 BULE B A (R BB RE A L AR EE/INLA
QR AR R ) 2L = 55 . BESE R Rl — A3

BT A B L2 BRI N AR I8 T /DN, A R BAT: 55 Hh
P B LR &, X — S5 R HIE T Wi BB I &
B HE IR TR, IF AR Es R ik R, Lot
FEHE I LG 7 5 1A 0T B T PRS2 £ R AR JAT B i g 2
JU, T &R SR T L R K 12
A, 1 A 7 2R R L R O A R TR R
FIX & (e.g., Brunton & Russell, 2008; Heinrichs,
von Dawans, & Domes, 2009), [F it iX B & 1)
7S BTS2 B R 2 M IR B ) R R AL,
Cho, Gonzales il Yoon (2011)if & B [E 71 9% & Xt
T iR T 0 90 L SE L 2 TR N Uk,
X F2 WYX i A SRR P BEAAAE S 22 57 o

FARL, 53 50832 2 W Rk o AT
WM BE 1R Se R AR AR f5 K 215/ (e.g., Glocker
et al., 2009; Sanefuji et al., 2007), Xl X} i it Jg&
HURFEAEA R 2 5, X RIOUL A [ REAS 3] 1T 252
HERFSE M BRAE . Glocker %5 A (2009) 4 5E & B
SRR T HMEME, 2ILERES 5] kot E R
MM HL, (B2 0 H AR PO i AR B B OF To
2 S WA UL, X — BRI, AT R
28 SR IUAE T IS S5 A 1 MR T AR X B 114 8 R
b, BI5SME R L PRS2 Nk BE LA A AR B A L R
M, HELhBEEEENENSE L
(Glocker et al., 2009), i L r#E B2 HEZ
J& BB S rp RO LG T R RAS e B R sk A 2
Y % P4 (Sprengelmeyer, Lewis, Hahn, & Perrett,
2013), %5532 e 30 5 26 1 30 B A VEAN A2 TE ST
20, BFERIFNZ, Sprengelmeyer 55 A
(2009, 2013)H P A WF 5 B8 R AR 2 X i R AS i
FHEZ 225 1 Lo PR R AT HO A, AELJE S BIFFE v T R
WA IR AESE 42— B — b g
A i DA SRR A ) SR (O B PRAR ), T A A
F rv A PR AR Sk DU S SRR T 1 DA (R B IR, X
02 38 AT J5 P BT 4 R e 1 SR R A . it
Hb, A —SERIF T I 4 SR AR IR A 3R T 5 M R A
X B LT AR A BLE (Borgi et al., 2014; Little,
2012; Parsons, Elmholdt, Stein, &
Kringelbach, 2017; Parsons, Young, Kumari, Stein,
& Kringelbach, 2011; Weisman, Feldman, &
Goldstein, 2012). Bi T X & 75 7776 B 25 5 (1 %
ZLSL, A ERETHERER, WMk
IR 2 i JL BT 1 A W JLF- 5 N — B (Sanefuji
et al., 2007), 42155 AF K LB X 14 ORI A

Young,
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{2l (Montepare, & Zebrowitz-McArthur, 1989), iX
— D7 AN T AR 22 S A TE, 5 — 7 Tt i
Xof B 4B AT R LA, A 32 mR 32 Sl
M, FRATAT AR I, b iR X SE A Sy BT A
TEA A 22 S (R AF T 40 5 45 T X i 88 B g g, B
HAMETERTR T Lzl AT FE—1
X RPN I 22 57

BMEZ, HHRAEGEAENRERX —
[A] 250 3 V8 A6 A5 B — B0 245 SR OF UG 234 AT i 3t
W 18X A SCER A AR B A BF S R AT, A
ATIX W P A R R B PR T T, AR
22 5t FUAAAE T i 0 3 B2 (Bl RUER B ix — A
m. HEzZ, WAV oL L h TR
rh R 0 22 S, BIVRIE R AT TR 7 =2 SO 1Y
B R A, TR HE I Y L % i Y B
JE T i (e.g., Lobmaier et al., 2015), Mi#F5E AMT%}
SRR 2 A E PP 19 27 2 U O oK e BRAN A 22 57
R Z R MR, X R0 o BATY SRR IR T 8 1 4
i S, RV RE A% R SR [R] AR BE (Y i 2 N
AR, HEm FAZMMERERRTLETESR
ML, PRI T A BRI )
3.2 WRAEM LM

PR B A, BB 2 1) 2o A 2 ) R[] A
W TS EHMTE R WA, BRI 8 e
SUR— RN B ILFHE, B4 B/ EwRE LA A
FKBILA SHIRF N7 B R WRETEMN.
IS FoR U, AT A — 5 B4 T B LARE (40
FRHRHE . /NRSF 45 ) 1 SE AR ER A AT RE 4 Ja 1 A
T Y 0B o B AR A R AR, BRIV B 2440
ARRFAEEIL, MUy RERAN. 1))
T T A SR AN A

5T, T I ) NG B R R W . 44
RS, I G R A TS e B A LT AR Ak 1 A
6 (Zheng, Yang, Peng, & Yu, 2016), i 5
BILFIE S UIAEE, EIL AT ESIA NI
R LRI I AR AR B o 33X BT ZE R SR R 1Y
— i, NG (babyface) X — S EAR ST LR
V), ABIEANTT LUK W (] B4 ] , BRI, 1
GERG — B R, RN —E R, 1F
WFRATAE L SCrh BT 4R B0, B8 AT DUR AR 8 AE R
WA Z R IARRAE Q075 ¥ . KK %) . McArthur
1 Apatow (1984) % B3 Jin A T 3 17 22 L4 AiE
TR R | 48 e T A B S 2 AR

B AR . Z 5 WA R, [RIAE — 5K B K
MR, AT B R g o B B AT B2 LR iy
TN HE AR A B K BE i (Little, 2012)0 B
SELPEMAT TR R TRBIEE LR AR
ELEBEMN Y IS HE ARG
(Kuraguchi, Taniguchi, & Ashida, 2015),

HWR, s P i R . B
12 AE MBS W] AR I 275 102 NZE R 3l 52 52
3ttt (Lorenz, 1943), Z WAL MANI L
B H W) (AN N FE) (e.g., Borgi et al.,
2014; Golle, Lisibach, Mast, & Lobmaier, 2013;
Little, 2012)EHI N HT, Xf HAT 3 2% JLARAE ) %
Yyt A7 55 ZU A i 4 (Archer & Monton, 2011), Jf:
H5 AR AR e, AT 208 T A S G4 1Y
A %0 5 B (Kringelbach et al., 2016), Golle % A
(2013)F1] AL 31E v J 2 (visual adaptation paradigm)
PRE WIS P R0 0% 0 1, AR5 2 I 4R Bl g Y
NEEILSUN A Fr, SR 5 BRI 55 oh—
ANEILBE R, S5RAEM, Tt EEF TN
NEBLILIE 2/, HB 2% I B2 W 7= A R A5
Mg, 3% AT 36 K sl Wy i 1 R A7 72 N TE
MU E A ARBLE, B B 2% 0 B A 2 ) o 1
M (Golle et al., 2013), MAb, BN ERFEZ
AR 2 O B — SR gl AR AR AE, PR AT AR H
B AAR A, 91 G B0 025 L e AR 22 AL dc i
MY, EARRREEE I DT AR RR A RN L
AL AT R 77 2 5 SRR 4 A

W, JoARAR B SR AT DR . B eI
OB B Iy B A 6, DAk A5 TS R
R it R i 2 R ST BTN /N % A7
RIS T3, A5 I 80 i AR 2 & o X AR &
115 B (Nenkov & Scott, 2014), £\ T AEAL
AT RN 7= BT I T A TR BE Y i LA
SIS, A RAUUE— D — AL T R (%
A BENRYHTREESR), A PRS0 kA T
TR Al (AN ABOR BT AR AR, Herh L
M (Hello Kitty) . Z%iill i€ (Teddy Bears) K & K
(Mickey Mouse)il &4 H B 97641 . BLAEM 2
H 7R =W % 2\ 7 (Sanrio Co., Ltd. )81 3& () —~ 1< 18
B5, — 24 g s XUBE 4 R, TP 1
MR AR, R = RS 2N B — BN WTTEE BT Ry
RHIE R, H R A — MR U052 0
HIT BT A L A0 S = G 2 W) Ok T E R ),
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{2 2009 —A4FEH], 33X —RIEITE G B3k 1Y A0 i ki
B AR EBN—F, AREREREHET
T WAL B AR, JE AR
&, L AR B Y 52 00 BE L BOR BT Y TP 4
WA BB IFMCR . BRIl A S
BJE . FEAR ., HARRRM ., Habik, &
RN — RE SR, S 1 LA T,
ZJE W BT T LA A K AN DR B RRALE,
WEREAY . F M E AR AN AR [ (Dale, 2017). %
Tt REFN K2 B A AR AR BT S s JUAS B 8 il
REIE 4 S RATIAE BT W KR, BF R
— kAR RE, 5 N B LA AT AT AR L 2 Ak
(Legge, 2016), il W | [ HER & A 2B 112 9
TEIX AW, A KK K FR 3 0 & 5 ok
—H, BRHIRRERIELE IR THENE
R, MTEAE B oK A B RS FORIRIG, Bk
Fifj % T (Dale, Goggin, Leyda, Mclntyre, & Negra,
2017) o 7 b I SR A AR PR T 2 00 A T 4
SR, kR IE P 4 B A A S AR S b B T
ATTE B AT DA JC AR i S A rp B B0, LA ST
TEX TN E %

4 FHRER

FETE I BN ES IR AT 4R B, BT
Sk — i il 8 U & A0 BE AR B 1 55 2R (Lorenz
1943), F I EFRASA R = AERNERFE S5
B (nurturance) 3¢, ELAR AT LA AN, 1R
AT H=ATD5H
4.1 FARDIAFRER

BT 1A SR R ZORIE T AT 2 4L Z)
BREPG, Wk 2 ud, 4 AT mxE By 0%t R ut, 1
A2 A SIEH 5 B LA & B4 W . X 2240 L
X FPHERT B AL 2T, EHAE—RAEXR A3
T 2 4 B ek e B 1) BN 2 7

NI BLRY R G 1 Je 2 e 55 . 2/ NR )
W, PR 2 0 BE M) W 23175 & e 55 7« AR M A iR
MR SE B T W, BN, N B R HIR B 46 e e R
FRIE S RRAR AT HLAA Ty oAb 3 fig ) R 1K
HIEN 4 (McArthur & Apatow, 1984), MiXSff B
SKF, XTI L AR A R AN Al SR s AL A
SR, e e T A SR 1) R R 55 R RE AR 1 B
ST RE R —Fp P L AN St e G [) P BB 408 R AR
AT g i PR, 3 RN CEO ik

AT —Fp i, AR AR R ) T — G
YEH NG Bh T2 A CEO BUAS i, X twlifx Ay
Z= it A& %L WV (teddy-bear effect) (Livingston &
Pearce, 2009), BELAN, B R 55 1 AR OC 1 HE W 4 B
R, A P A R R OCTRAT Sy i DG B
(Jia, Park, & Pol, 2015), HILARR —HETIE

g TRRAT )L R ZIMR NS, 15 B30
VA IR T W BN KA e . 3 ROFR B
o AN AR AR LG, T e A BN B
SRV T R E . o AR 3K (Keating, Randall,
Kendrick, & Gutshall, 2003), 72\ I lE—3™
HIWAILICR LN, K CEO H SR
CEO B FRAMNTEE, Xt 2P 4 T
TR 25 B 37 & AT I S5 1 18 AT (Gorn,
Jiang, & Johar, 2008), [FIFE, ¥ 2% & % i 09 7= fh
SRR HEWT, 4 Windhager %5 A (2008) 1171
WEVPIM A FR RN, 25 R R B A 2L
AR RO YR (N R IR 33 ) 1o B2 )L R &0k L /R
X R ER LA ) 23 BT P A O TR AAT
HEEH,

4.2 FHRYIFRER
AR RZIL, BEYESH AR BSIEAR
o A A, Wi g S 0k R AR 1 IR &
BT HRHR I ANTER BZILARHE,
SRWAEEA NI AMIAN < H 3
(Hildebrandt & Fitzgerald, 1978), & i (¥ 3h ¥ F1 7=
fr(Miesler, Leder, & Herrmann, 2011)[F A F]F
AT M. Miesler 25 A (2011)38 i #24
TR T 1 R B OR B B AT THE R BI04 I Y T
TRAG AR, R KGN 2 W IR L,
NATEEE B 8 IR 40T, 5 RS 48 A SC iy THI
LR TR M E ), X — RIS AMTEE 2
S LB B BN 2EARL, WE B T AN TR X 4 1Y) i AT B
FURNTH RN G 4 -

o 1 167 R B 1 2 LA AN, WA 23 5] K (R 17
(compassion) fll % 1% (tenderness) (Griskevicius,
Shiota, & Neufeld, 2010), [F] 1 & —Fixf fh 35 =7 48
1) 5 B F1 2 1Y 86 5% (Williams, Dalgleish, Karl, &
Kuyken, 2014), 52235, FAH J&—Fh 2 A1 H
WF 5] 0F % 1) & 3¢ (Kalawski, 2010; Buckels et al.,
2015), X PRI AT _EHB 5 55 1 (vulnerability )
A, 55 R0 Bl 2 R 7 AR 1 OG5 R K (Ovets,
Horberg, & Keltner, 2010), X555 A% [E]#E
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JE NG 77 AR B E BRI B (Dijker, 2014), 1 H T
SR NAME R Mass M W, AR S5k
iR I ES =N

4.3 WAMITHRESR

WY B AT Ry e S 32 R B 7E 1 3 (attention) Al
K (care) AW o B IE, TEAFEBALSH,
BT 00 22 L2 LA B RTIR 2 H 19 Z2 L RE I 5 | A
ANHy7E R (e.g., Thompson-Booth et al., 2014); 5
BASSAREE, AT LG A WA . i 1 i
[ (Cardenas et al., 2013), T H S EXHEEATL
Y73 & ¥E R (Brosch, Sander, & Scherer, 2007), H:
W, LA 275 & N TR B S Bl AL
(Glocker et al., 2009), it BESEANHAT N A9 40007
J& (Sherman, Haidt, & Coan, 2009), XX} 18522
U E B e fe G 1 N R B AR AR B 2 1 3
[i(Keating et al., 2003); %t T zh#kii, iHdaE
BOMAATX O RREE, iR R, shynyig
SR A BN B — sk, A
175k B A 48 17 45 T (Zickfeld, Kunst, & Hohle,
2018),

i, AR R ALAT 2 R WY T R N %
J&#1 25 PE (sociality) 1fif 9 3¢ 4 (Sherman & Haidt,
2011). HEMWH L, thatkx—MEE iz,
M~ TISIEX —W &, Sherman F Haidt (2011)%1
T2 HENPRENZHE ., ', AEKRIL
B A 06 AR A T S B S, W AR B LR I
il 55 f i B FRORL AR, AR << R A 200 0 0 11 BT
2L 6 4~ H (Sanefuji et al., 2007)5f 10 4~ H
(Hildebrandt & Fitzgerald, 1979b) R HyIHE, Hix
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Cuteness: Perceptions and consequences

XU Liying'; YU Feng'; ZHOU Aiqin®; YANG Shenlong'; DING Xiaojun'
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Abstract: Cuteness is usually defined descriptively as a range of visually perceived physical and behavioral
infantile features. Recent research suggested that cuteness might not be limited to visual infant
characteristics, but could also be found in funny designs, positive sounds and smells. While the
generalization of cuteness has been universally acknowledged, whether there are individual differences in
cuteness perceptions is still controversial. In addition, cuteness can evoke a set of cognitive, affective and
behavioral consequences. Future research might be mainly conducted on dimensions of cuteness, as well as
the relationship between cuteness and morality.

Key words: cuteness; anthropomorphism; morality; consumption



