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[Tposinenue a¢dexra «3m0Bemmeld MOJUHBY y CTYIACHTOB C Pa3IUYHBIM
YPOBHEM CKIIOHHOCTH K W30C€TaHHWIO TOTCHIIMAIBHBIX YIPO3: aHHOTAIUS K
nurioMHo# pabote / Copoka Anekceit AnekcanapoBud; @akynbTeT dhumocodun u
colralibHbIX HayK, Kadenpa ncuxonorun; Hayd. pyk. A.C. Conogyxo.

Oo0bexT uccienoBanust — DPpdekT «3a0Berient J0JIUHBD.

IIpeamer uccnegoanus — I[posiBinenue sddexra «3noBemielt AOTUHBD Y
CTYJICHTOB C pa3JIMYHBIM YpPOBHEM CKJIOHHOCTH K M30€raHuio MOTEHIUAIbHBIX

yIpos3.
Heas wuccaenopanusa — OxapakTepuzoBaTb OCOOEHHOCTH TMPOSIBICHUS

s dexra «3moBernieit JOJUHBD Y CTYACHTOB C PA3JIMYHBIM YPOBHEM CKIIOHHOCTH K
n30€raHuIo MOTEHIIUATBHBIX YTPO3.

OcHoBHbBIE pe3yJIbTaThI.

['unore3a, cOrjacHO KOTOPOW, TMOBBIIIEHHAs CKIOHHOCTh K H30E€TaHUIo
MOTEHIUANBHBIX yIpo3 CIOCOOCTBYET MposiBIeHUI0 3(dekra «3noBeen
JIOJIMHBD), HE MOATBEPAUIIACh. DTOMY MOKHO HaWTH HECKOJbKO O0OBbsSCHeHMl. B
NEPBYI0 OYEpPEIb CYIIECTBYET JOBOJBHO OOJIBIIOE KOJWYECTBO IEPEMEHHBIX,
TaKuX Kak SMOIMU, TPOsBIseMble pPoOOTaMH, KOTOphIE BIMSIOT Ha TO, Kak
omnpenesi€éHHble poOOTHl OyAYT BOCHPUHUMATHCS OMNPEICICHHBIMU JIFOAbMHU, H,
BO3MOYHO, CKIIOHHOCTh K M30€TaHHI0 MOTEHIUATBHBIX yTPO3, SBISICTCS B JIAHHOM
ClIy4ae HE JOMUHHPYIOUIEH MepeMEHHON. Takxke U3 NpOBEICHHOTO UCCIICA0BAHUS
CTAHOBUTCS MOHSTHO, YTO TAaKUE XaPAKTEPUCTUKU pOOOTA KAaK aTTPAKTUBHOCTH U
rpo3HocTh (threathing) He HaxomsTcs B nuxoTomuu. T.e. eciu poOOT obiamaer
HU3KOM CTENEHBIO aTTPAKTUBHCTH, 3TO €IIe HE 3HAUUT, YTO OH Oy/IeT BOCIPHUHST
KaK MOTEHIMAIbHAs yTpo3a.

KioueBsie ciaoBa: DODEKT «3JIOBEILIEN JIOJIMHbI», N3BETAHUE
YI'PO3, ATTPAKTUBHOCTL, POBOTbBI, @ AHTPOIIOMOP®HOCTb.



Manifestation of the «Uncanny valley» effect in students with different level
of propension to avoid potential threats: resume / Soroka Aleksey; Faculty of
Philosophy and Social Sciences, Department of Psychology; scientific adviser A.S.
Soloduho.

Object of research of the thesis is Uncanny Valley Effect.

Subject of research thesis is Manifestation of the "Uncanny Valley" effect

In students with varying levels of propensity to avoid potential threats.

Purpose to research: To describe the manifestation of the "Uncanny
Valley" effect in students with different levels of propensity to avoid potential
threats.

The results. The hypothesis according to which an increased tendency to avoid
potential threats contributes to the manifestation of the "Uncanny Valley" effect has
not been confirmed. There are several explanations for this. First of all, there are quite
a number of variables, such as emotions displayed by robots, that influence how
certain robots will be perceived by certain people, and perhaps the tendency to avoid
potential threats is not the dominant variable in this case. It also becomes clear from
the conducted research that such characteristics of the robot as attractiveness and
threating are not in dichotomy. Those. if a robot has a low degree of attractiveness,
this does not mean that it will be perceived as a potential threat.

Keywords: EFFECT OF THE "UNCANNY VALLEY", THREAT
AVOIDANCE, ATTRACTION, ROBOTS, ANTHROPOMORPHY.
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