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1 5l

MG AU KR . AT, BOkBEZ 1Y
VLW & 0 FFE R HE A AT AR TG o rp B Bk T A
PRI, 202348 [E T R 2352.012 2 (Y
Tl g 45, 2023) o ATAGUK W AR ] 2 1
PR, S FN A O F B S B RG RRE (K
e, 2010) o EYIRE KRG, TERM L AT
Kef@FEZ5 4L (Dasha Grajfoner, 2021 ) , 4Nk H
1524 (Janssens, 2021 ) , 43R FMEFEE (Xin et al.,
2021) . {AIRIFERYA S WA, BYHES NNk
WAk, GfFAEME I, AT 5] & T
N 7 I L T e RN e e L P I i<
2010) o BUSEATE i N JE e th ToAEMERDE , W

1nf

BTINE: MEnREHXSUHFITIIINE (XvC52025080) .
EEEM: BN, TEWEASHESE, WRAA: NALE,

RNPRIMSEREEhEE . RIREM AR A O K
RANFEMRIZFE, GIEANGOFE G RS
HY . BT TS MHREABINNH O
HH, ACHEYIBCA RO A RAT R, AP
A N S5 7 AR TESER . 7EA S SR WL
BT, ANEBEWRPBEZTRERIA AN BT G
PERI ST B R4S

HERE ( Gilbert & Malone, 1995) ZF8AMALE %
A C sl AT R B BT R B 0 R G R, A
B TG B p M 2R (56, 2020) . fEZIRES
(Jones & Davis, 1965) . SFFRBARE (SR,
2009) 4%, XFLRYRELE DGR, AR
W1, B XA A S R R R IR S AR AL

WESIA: BN (2025). FEEHIHDANBYISIEHIBEVRI0. OE/EZEZ515, 717), 827-833.
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HoZANNMEIEN (Brambilla et al., 2012; Goodwin &
Benforado, 2015) , #EABBHARMAINZIR ( Castano &
Giner-Sorolla, 2006) , #FifiiAl e~ EAR LT, S
WM B e R e S i E R AT, A LG T IR R AR
IAVEHERZ S 10 PR AR T4 A0 2 1) 28 A A
PR A 3Tt B2 TN 8% e/, TR A M U PRI B 1]
THBRERANHER (AT , BERERINEE (i
A ) (Shepperd, 2008) . XLEHZEARH W] ferE N5 w5
FEI AR TR H PR AT

b, SELMERRSE, BRATANFREZD .
REORA VR JE A ARTE R o g€ i vh B I R 9 £ 2 R
38

11 FEEHWARPRSESRIIEG

SRYMMHLEES, AITREY R EL T —F
BB R A . #I/R L (Bowlby, 1980) 2 HAYHKAR
SRR IAR S LS FEIREEE (B8R ) AR
JEAKAS . {HKIX ( Meehan, 2017 ) BUBFIE AP0, FREN
SRR EKER R, FRASH B EE
BRASXSS, BEE 5 R YA R ] 3, XM
FHEMH B 5EZ], OHEEEE (Bailey, 1988)
INAFERAAFZ BRI R, RN a4t
TP RIFN . K (Carlisle-Frank & Frank, 2006) .
AR R FRENE M T A C B EEERMbA
(Kepeng Xu, 2023) , KEFREANEY ISR N
B, AN (2023) 45 35T AT eS0T
BIFEIRN G R NRER , HETRIH NRHAR S (Tajfel,
1971) o WIREAR A& —Fl R G MR LF B O T 7E
FEFRE A B 5L T AR S ( Masuda & Fu,
2015) .

AR PSS (Baron, 1992) AN, ML TN
A B 53 183 T B A AR B O R B B, S AR T ] X
AR IE R B 03 (9 18001 25 T BRI AL 25 PR AN (R,
FEFE, 2015) | PRFARIRSF A Rk PR A 1ETT N
(Balliet, 2014; Everett, 2015) o {40, FE—IPRKSL
B, MWCTHRESHAEY, AL TRECE
¥ (Kepeng Xu, 2023) ., ZHZH|F (McAuliffe, 2016 )
BIDFTE AT A5 IR 2 th ST B AR 43 - AR 5
Ma, A HE AT A 1 P AR A B AT Y B T PEAR T D
DRI

MR SARI S, MK A 2B R — ARk
W, ZEEW BN H O SRHARA HAB R R B, &
AN BT B ORI A FRBOA R, R R
PRINTE] (Tajfel et al., 1979) o FH—J5il, MAREIEHE
MBI, fFEEOIRRA, B AT R,
WS N REAR R S BRSBTSk
DA, DX PIBEA R 5L M YE %Y ( Baumgartner,
2012; Fatfouta, 2018) .

BRI, AR ST HEI S T8 AT T i € 4 4 W T
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RESZ B N R AR 2 O R2 I, X A 1 7ESRAT A A B
i FAR MIASE EAE RS TEY, WEHRIAR L% T
FAER . FRATHINL: Mm% AJ8 sh R FHR, L
AN X EE R THTEIAN . FREA AR A
FEPITATLTE D, RN %7 BET .

1.2 BRERIEN AR IDRSEEIFREZG

L NG oS s, BGIE . 28IE% TR0
REE, (ARSI R A DL SR AR T 0 EAT I R
R, Bl BiEaE . B EeRRIRE R, N
FETE RS B ARG B DATE DI 45 0 . ARG R (R
I, 2018) , FEFEMELORSHEREAT SR> (P 2,
2023) . BKIMNE, BYLEANBHREL, BARE
Y ESMGE A, FEA R A FE S Pkt g 4 b
(E#5%E, 2017) . BRI R RPN, {H4
B TAT EARENFAAN . 7 AT op 2 PR G &
WM, ST ARG, ARSI AR RS . B
FIWE; AR RIRAL, T A, AT
SARIE B A T T

T R R — N R, AR T
PRLAR G ZR RN T AR A s 1) 355 T B2 R 4 B2 A AR BE ( Phares
& Wilson, 1972) o AEHEPHTHEERZHE: —&
TP AT R, AR A 5 R
(LN =2 LN 5% 1110 v | LN =B = % 10 o]
SRS LA, Y S R, AT RE
SARIENANGE . ELREH TR EERE (Heider,
1958 ) , FlANXTEIAIAR . XAMEIL T, HEATRE
INFEW, FZ =AW, K Eg Ty k. H
B, FRATIIN2: RS EE b AT R &R,
AR Ry, LRI A Az .

1.3 [AERERERR

SR 2 1 S LA B O it A AT TRAE TG, T
YRR 2 A E . BYRESRALEAE, XPRE b R
fi5, PIINERER IS (Janssens, 2021) Fikgsg
WSEARIR (Xin et al., 2021) ; {HHRAARATEGHLT] %
B B R LA BB TE W A1 XUBS: S5 At 23 TRl (5K o5
1, 2010) o TEHSAENE T, NEpREFH HATHEX
SXELLIET S 2 A PR op s e nhge . 1EA B IE
PET , NI ATHETE 2 R E T A Aot 21
TR R (Gilbert & Malone, 1995) . XA
TRl RTE RS A 2 s fh AT M BT AY RS MERE R, fi
mFEF MO SRS ARESFRE,
Xt R R AR A FRAL R R (ZBIE, 20205 Jones &
Davis, 1965; HhR4E, 2009) .

ARG, ARSCA R IR 5 2 01 I B A
WP SESE 0 A AR S vp 28 F 44 P ST A B (i g1 2 2
N, WAV AR, SRR, M
FAEFEAN, FENNNEDTTE LD,
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2 SCHEERR

21 R XEMHRWEE

(1) T E/K

K38 05 N\ SCF AR A R0, (IRBDRIAL AL 3¢
FEREEW, AR SERI R TR SR,
SELUEA

(2) ok

HEWAN=28 (FHE6 A, @22 ) o BHlFER
21 ~26% (Mage=22.00; SD=131) .

(3) THEME

BRI AR E SR (MBHRPRELZEI ) |, B
S A3 DU S A e 18 AR RE A (R R, G 0 S B0 4 il 2 75
AR

(4) [m)s

AR ZIA L, AW SRFEI RS
o (1=ARHHE, 4=AE, T=IERAS)

(5) wtssitER R (R4 )

OHLLHET S WIR, S ENED WG T
AR

QBRI E BRI M — R B, Moed:
JEHE AR, R LATRE, R T M.

(6) fREIRIHAAEL (5 )

Ok L EERBRHEEN . KLY ZEENTS
KTk, BBl EAS L, G T EANTFE.

QEAEFRT—LKEYM., FH, 2 REE]
FEVI, TRV RIEABE T, B R 2 e IRl
HIMEITEML, SEhZ BRI ARz 14,

(7) 5rbr s

RHHSPSSHEAT AT, A4 R BORIAA Rl 4 5 v i
“A=TNHRET WATIRREARAG LS, A RE <4, WK
O, MELLHIWTR A . g5 a1, MBI, 2.
4.5, 6E<4, RYFEEBIES, oTHTER,

F 1 BEMR— ARG

Table 1 High ambiguity materials-single sample t-test

M sb ¢ p d

R 1 2.86 1.58 -3.83 <0.01 0.212
R 2 2.89 1.47 -3.97 <0.01 0.214
R 3 3.54 1.69 -1.46 0.157 0.193
A 4 2.86 1.82 -3.32 0.003 0.207
SR 5 3.00 1.52 -3.49 0.002 0.209
IR 6 3.11 1.73 -2.73 0.011 0.201

IR, PO RBOE TR R S T “4=ANH
SE” BT A . HA WAER T4, NRTRIET,
SFIWHEN . SR IMNA2FR, MR RFER T4, X
HIBPRIBITENR, T T 584
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F2 (RN —RRAHO T

Table 2 Low ambiguity materials-single sample t-test

M SD t P d
AR 1 5.82 1.47 6.57 <0.01 0.251
fRASEH 2 5.36 1.55 4.65 <0.01 0.222
A 3 5.18 1.66 3.76 <0.01 0.212
fIRAEH 4 571 1.41 6.43 <0.01 0.249
fIRASEH 5 6.04 1.35 8.00 <0.01 0.277
AR 6 5.46 1.86 4.18 <0.01 0.216

PO AR S S A m s R (1, 2, 4. 5.
6) PR B TRCTREARAG S, ZIAR A RT &R
HIRZ A B3, p <001, FUIE., UERIHRERR
B

FTOLARASI AT RL, SALEBIATRL (1. 2, 4. 5,
6) SR TR EEAAG S, MR PR —EE . BRAKA
ME2x5, 3x527BFN, HAGRYARE, XMW
HAAIR G . AR AT AT R — KA 46

g, CFEMRER AL, 2. 4. 5. 6; K
BoIATEL, 2. 3. 4. 6 TIERSL,

22 WR2: FEELHSBESEHIMENARIPRD
REPEEVE

(1) BrFEEM

WIFFE 3% 08 28 7 515 5B X 8w v SEAT 05 B
AT

(2) Pt

SEIG R G*Power 3.18K/4 ( Franz Faul, 2007 ) 314
SIS AR REAR R . = 025, @ =0.01, power = 0.8, fif
T ERREARE N 128, EAFHSEHGR150 N (BP0 N 5
Mage=25.86, SD=7.97) .,

(3) #rgEit

K2 (FREBLATT: FE. EFRE) x2 (IR
M K. B IRESLIREGT, 4Rz hRER,
H AR RO TSI, AR BN ST

(4) THEME

B P AR SR, P SRR R, I
R

(5) WrFT e

BRI 4 SCFAE AR OBUFREAL ), B 5E
— USRI RIS Y T

OREEMIE S A EETEYeT, g Em
WIAvCAs T B oA DRCEERVNXE, Bk
AR

QMBEMIE S, Kk LERBEEN k%
YIS RN YD & Rk, BB — M E NS b, I T
FNWTE;, ToRERT—FEYM., ¥H, 4R
FOE TV, IR RS AR T, B2
ARG
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(6) [AE

FYZTAEIE (F8)) IR (78375, 1=
SRR, 7=5842FE) .

(7) ST AR

Xt E AR AT 2500, LASRIEL T N4
[AAS b, SRS I3 R

* 3 BRMREES

Table 3 High ambiguity material score

TR FELZ] M SD
FR 3.42 1.57

YT
N NIRRT 4.36 1.50

T ESTEE R W, R FR W, R
NN EW R (M=3.42, SD=1.57) /INTIEFHEA
(M=436, SD=1.50) . WHEBHIA R T 2204, L
FEL A R, ARSI 4 fR .

T4 (REMMRES

Table 4 Low ambiguity material score

IRASERY) FELZ] M SD
FIR 4.01 1.93

FEPIFo
v N 4.81 1.55

T2 R TR, FRBET ERA B,
p=0.242,

3 ZEVHE

DR REW, RIS T, FRBLTE N5t
ERRE, METFEREAN, FRAARIGANEDN 5T
W MEMEMIER T, FEEAZMIAEIERHE,
NN i s R T N i AU NG g e

SRYMMAL SRS, AITREY R EL T —F
FRARPIFN Y A . B/R L (Bowlby, 1980) $2HHAARZS
SRR L S FERECE (B8 AN
BURAS ., HATT (Meehan, 2017) BIBFSERIL, FREA
HRYWAT LKA R, FRASH BT
BRASXSG, BEE SRR R R 3, XA
RE IR S5HZ, OHCEEIE (Bailey, 1988)
INAFERAATZ BRI R, RN a3t
T RNFEAN . Mk (Carlisle-Frank & Frank, 2006 ) .
AW SR NN T A S YA EEEALA
(Kepeng Xu, 2023) , FFREANEY ISR K
. BRBHIHAEAN (2023) 48 HFRBAE AT B LKA
RPN 53R N REAAR T 23 I AR 4 ( Tajfel,
1971) o WIRFA R A& —Fh RGE M w LF B O T 7R
FEACFIRER 53 L AN RE R LR (Masuda & Fu,

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0707132

2015) .

2R A RS ( Baron, 1992) 1Ak, FHLEL THMEE
A B 5% B T B A R A B O B B, A AR i T X
A RER B 03 B R 5 T AU AU AR 23T R T,
B, 2015) . PRBMIGEIR N BRI B KA TR T N
(Balliet, 2014; Everett, 2015) , 0, 7E—TRyk$ss
5, MHTFRESS AN, FRBAEM R TR
¥ (Kepeng Xu, 2023) . McAuliffe (2016 ) fRF5E 1S
WEEE . BN B AR TR = e, i g
FUAT R ) N BB PR AR W S T PRI T /L, TEAE 5 B
W RAEAE SRS, MK A QAR R — AR
W, FEFRI IR B O S EHARN AR R —B0, &
N HEFHIT H R B = A B AR, 2 P B
&IAE (Tajfel et al., 1979) . H—J7iH, MEREGEH:
M AR, Fa% MR, WM B AT R,
T H AT R R ShHLSE AT A B Ak 4
AR, ST B R BN 552 ( Baumgartner,
2012; Fatfouta, 2018) .

BRI, S RENEMRENS, BaAREYE
S A, FAJRAA T Sh Pk Y s (TR
HE, 2017) o BARGEAR R ICHMA, [HAHR Y BT
AT BARE KA . 25 AT w2 251 (0 TR SR 56 2R Vb
ST TR, ATk AT IR . BRI AW
FHEMR R ERRAL, T AR, ATk 2R 4
A & AR T T

TS R AR E— =, AT TR
DR SR 5 28 RS AT U1 i A0 3 AT 5 R0 W f 2 A BRI ( Phaares
& Wilson, 1972) . NEMEFHTHELMEHE: —&
TP NSRRI, RN EY R G 5 e
fA, R AR B o SRR ] B
FEAFERLE AR, YR S R, AT RE
SRS NG | TEAREIA TR EIEE (Heider,
1958) , Bl FEH RN, SXFMEBLT, U3 N Al AE
INE, FL AR, KTHTIRE TR S

(1) BT, FHEHANIEY R, QEYR;EES
Ti5 TR AFOTRT T AR B 435 Fe it Hore
o s ] S EL ST R SE M . FEP IR 3R TT REXT T
7R A R N TTTRE, O ATrT RESE T e M
PR, QBRI fA 6. W R
WvE (L R ST EENM RN, B8] LI RER
[ B R AR Al B A R AT, LA AR TR
Wi PR ST E T4 A SaMEEE

(2) ML, OB THTIRE, THTH
R T B TT AR F & 8 AT R T TR DI SR A AL
G S HE, R IR STTIAR, AT RA B A%
F, WO WRMIRG, QBEEYEAL, WA T HE
A B B T g Y mE A Z e EE , ERMRR ST
HA BT AT G- B Rl ) 7ok, R TH Y
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The Impact of Pet Ownership Experience on Responsibility
Attribution for Injurious Pets

Yan Jie
Department of psychology, Faculty of Education, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: With the rising number of pet owners, the bond between humans and pets has grown increasingly close. While
pet ownership brings various benefits, it can also lead to social issues such as pet-related injuries and public disturbances,
resulting in frequent human-pet conflicts. Due to the unique nature of such incidents, assigning responsibility can be
challenging. Drawing on previous research, this study posits that pet ownership experience and situational ambiguity
are key factors influencing individuals’ responsibility attributions in human-pet conflicts. An experimental design was
employed to investigate the effects of pet ownership experience and situational ambiguity on responsibility attribution.
The results showed that in highly ambiguous scenarios, pet owners, compared to non-pet owners, were less likely to
attribute responsibility to pets. These findings suggest that pet ownership experience can shape how people attribute
responsibility in human-pet conflicts.

Key words: Human-pet relationship; Human-pet conflict; Responsibility attribution; Pet ownership experience;

Situational ambiguity
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