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Abstract

The current research explores people’s expectations of moral decision-making of autonomous
machines. 113 participants participated in this study for analyzing how autonomous machines are
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expected to make decisions in the face of conflicts between human commands and ethical norms.
Given that their owners’ orders violating moral norms can be out of both immoral intentions and
moral intentions, this study also explored whether the valence of intentions would make a differ-
ence. It was revealed that regardless of owner’s intentions, people always expected autonomous
machines to comply with moral norms when their master’s orders conflict with moral norms.
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1. [EREAER

BEE N TRRE. REUE. M ESEMEORM IR R JE, DU ER I 28 27 ] A G 1 R0 A R AS 4
H, Al KE T RS HBEER, HEHL2%(Autonomous machines, 1 HFEHIKE . AN N) LN IS
42 (Gogoll & Uhl, 2018; Subburaman, Kanoulas, Muratore, Tsagarakis, & Lee, 2019). Xt H FHL2SAEW5IE
TR BE 2 ST SRR MR AT s v 2 ST an er VP W el e 3, AEREAT DS IR R e e RN RS T
A AKX BAFTENLTHEHAT B F ISR RENLA . RN TR RGER A H EHLE
(Arkin, 2016). H FEHLAEFTIHING )R FAT S5 RECLFE SR h BIEAE 5 RGeS &5 sk, hadsEs
B2 R ZETE LA 5 (Trolley problem)HH i Hi 118 £ 4 5 (Rahwan et al., 2019). H&EMIERE )& H
FHLESA B Fept BT F R gt & B 2 . a0, 24 H ELER (W E 3h 2 3R 42) 8 B IS AR v
WL ZE REI, NOZ AT iR E LRI 2 2 L AT AN ? B LA AN R 7 i A B IR 12 A
JRZj, LAREG R 9 dE IR 2540 T Re 5 300 B KA 5 2

H EWAR AL S N R A B A S L DI RER, AT B EHLES O TE AR S I EE 2 B AL A8 1E
PEENERUH R SEERARYE,  HFrTRERZ I AT B EALSSE S R R AR AR, A, AU EIRE AL

SUTEE [ L THDXH A o [ S AT AT DR SR AT FER TR AT B ) LA sy TE A 2 N3
IR [, R 2 N Rt S MBIV AEAE pF RN, AT B BNl L 2 N4 ?

B B SR TR T8 E M MA B, VES I RPIIR M SN (& /& B LA 7 2 12 0
Vo (HER H EHLE MG A K& SEEMVEH RO A5, Fln AT N a4 B BN Xt
AN AR AR B AR B R WL B S ANEIEAT DN, B LA AR I L N 37 5 v i e £
7RI S BRI ]

LS A E N5 N TE R 96 28 52 218 BB A2 o XS PR VE EOR AT OG0 B 1 HUX 15
fN, — B X SR 2 T A ARk TR TR A . B LA R R SRt 2 K

N2EAERYE . Blin, fE R CNRE NG B ENSSBGEEN 60, AR AR
T R —TEEIE, R EE T IR NS a2 ? X Ie I AR, BRSBTS

JRIER, W RSN %50, HiX—FR7EH TSRS NE . R LRI AN B LS
HARBAFSRIER L RO EE), WTReHAR & BT NEE E AL . bR T H i
(Instrumental theory of technology) Fl43 A S24£ 14 (Substantive theory of technology) & T 1 i1, HoA T Aig
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R UHIE

N, B BGREENE, FOZiENEEIT AN 2 FoRSTIR I, BEE B FHLE S #TR R,
EARRIGETH, WARANKMER, PLE8n] DA NEE FARAAE, B 208 s A K 1iE
PEFRTE(=) 40, 2018; EILFG, 2019).

XFF NATTHASE B 3218508~ 1 A8 2 N 21X — 5%, Asimov (1950)1R -t # th L2 N =&
BEINCARIRL . ZE AR 38—, PLES AEARTIE AL PR N, ARl A N 2 340 5
B, EAEEE EENEL T, NS ARIRMAER @S B=, IISAEAEEE -MNE ¢
B OLR, FLES ARNLRYH Co 1X =258 FERINIT ARG A% 1Y), B8 sy 18 AR 2 T8 57 £ A1
4. ALK, X =208 R KA B APE RIS NJSRIEI, Ry B FiE B E 0L 5 2
SFHIERAFRN (Boer, 2015;  FLdiiff, 4B, 2017). Asimov (1950) = EMHI)ZINT], ERE R TN
s N4, AMTATREHE A5 B E EHLA el T e . AT B L2 ST IE AR IE & A
A AKX — AP S PRI )3 5 o I S AR 3 HH Y R 23 DA A R (Moral norms) FiTtk 2x #iL7E (Social
conventional norms, #1*L4%) (Killen, Rutland, Abrams, Mulvey, & Hitti, 2013). “¥&A &M, #H2MA TR
7, AT ARG, BT oA T R % S L )R H (Malle, Scheutz, Arnold, Voiklis, &
Cusimano, 2015). —M&Ifi S, EAEMTEHHILX SR NMIEE EVLE, B EHLEERIT MK 4 )8 T4
SRFETEWE, AATATREFF A B EHLE A T IRMAE TN a2 X —+E 2 ;T T 4R Hd 15 TE A
sk . tbah, TEANSBFNSRIMES, BFENSWRE A TIEE B, LS B E AT
N, WA REE R E T 5 R . BB R NSRBI  2 5 BOR, 1k 8 E LA A0 b < 1 A
HEGEHIUE M2 — M faE BH/NOAR O, Bk, Emmx A4 5 EmEm e o, A0
REA 1) T4 22 [ AL A0 5 < T AR 1T AN 2 IR ML 28 =N A 2o

MNTHAEE B F AL B e, WA R AR EEANE R ER MR . TR, AMe
Rl N ) 8 e S T A D R i 4 2 R A T L A b, RSO B A A AT B W . AR L T-2%
18 A8 L TE BB AT DA (U B At N B A0) AN, AT s At T A AT O )N R TE A VT A B s AH BT 2218
i ANTEAEAT 9 (ke ) N AR B 9 A OAMA, AT IR it AN TE B AT 9 P A A 1) 3 AT BEAIG
(Critcher, Inbar, & Pizarro, 2013). [FIFFEHE, 7E4: 23 PREEAT 55 ot i S G B A4 B 2218 i Hh ket
SN AT A 1E(Evans & Van de Calseyde, 2017). AITERFTE & IR HIA A, At N\ A5 HS 0 36 72 e 556 Tl P e
PR, U I A RO N AR TE AR SR R AR PR, A 3 N B A R e s, R R D TE
T 1S A 3 ek T A i o AR AN TE AT S 1 A DA X BE AN T £ (Everett, Pizarro, & Crockett, 2016). H 34l
A )R RO P — R, N AT ) Tk LSS b T T 8 B L FE (Efendi¢, Van de Calseyde, Philippe, &
Evans, 2020). {E7 % H EALaHATIEMERER R G S S, AT EN SN E B A “E87,
DR B SR ) A2 AL 8 0% 240 0T 108 < 0 G

IeAh, HENHEFEARKGSERH A EENER, AR TEENHF, flhchy 7 28—
N ik B ENLEAH 7 — D AR AR AR AR T2 B TR N5 RS R vr 3 Sl g ST S,
BCOA T G ™ E Y S SR AN AN 40/ 495 3 (Levine & Schweitzer, 2014, 2015). [Rlt, BAI1E&%5E
N FE E E AT SO HORNE 147 8 IV (Levine & Schweitzer, 2014, 2015). {HJ&, 24 E EMLZEEAN
HTEE R H SR B EHLES A TEEAT N, AT REAR AR AR AR IT BN & E O
BIRA(Mind perception)FHICHE TR I, AMTUCRHL S NACHRA o S5 FE 1 3 440 1t FIARAR IR SR 52 4 (Gray,
Gray, & Wegner, 2007). AR HLER N PR ESZ PR BN R I AN VR MR FI BINLARAT NS 51 “38 27, 1M
00 ) %0 B EAUES AT A G I 5 R FIWT . X SR AN & SIE RGP A p R, RE AL
BEANMMAEERZEEME, A4 E B VLS Sl B i .
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gr Lk, Wit T . AR S MIEEMT A PRI, ANEa SRR TEE, A
(RESS=3 GERE RISt e S BIER 5 N

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. BHEIIR

KH G * Power 3.1 #isE T FEA SR, RWHE EBB%ﬁxﬁl%ﬁtﬁ(éﬁlﬁ"%ﬁ power =0.8, a=0.05,
effect size f = 0.3). 120 % KZEAESIN T AW T, Hp 7 20K BT, &/5HREA 8t 113
(B 46 4, Lt 67 44), RN 18~25 %,

2.2. MR

PEXEREER: Haidt 1 Joseph (2004)IAAy, M) 35 R PR B 2 B A% O O WS AT A LA, Forb 2y
P A FEELFE R SR 757 AW A S N2 o 5 25 A BB P HMEAT 55 (Piazza & Landy, 2013), %40/
SR IR e B O o3 A AR i) T 4 ANPIAERE B . AR IMERS B AR a4 5
PR AR P 5, LA R I 8 < A 2 & Rl P R 2 (R JE . A, FEEERAZRM
mvT e BN EE R, PR AEESE R ICAX . fEEEE A, ARG T

EENH, EAEEREA, ARaL et aAEERHKN. X TE—EEs, BT eRESES
TTH%% R IAT N TE AR o ISR AT (LB 57%) -

EEEE: Y H— P RKEEE T Athena (F EHLAY). Athena F5/NEANTENX NILEE, HE M %%
4o UBEHIER T —NEERE T, BN EERNE T IR AT E KN T AR E R
%, /NENAA Athena EITIXA EERIKEZ T

AEEEE: Y A — K EL T Athena. Athena [/ AFE/NX NBiEE, IEEM 224, il
FUBE] T —ANRERNEZ T, ENEELNEZ T EREREERANEA S, N THA, DAEAGL
Athena EFTIXANEER T

1E 3t 2 F R SR RREAT T T . BE0E 70 4 KRS0 IE AT AR S N T APRHIE, s £
%gﬂﬁﬁ%ziTL4%l@ﬁﬁmésEX&&HMM*A%&&ﬁémiICH%®MTLﬁﬁ
FEVEAT Likert 9 sivFsr, Hrh 1 ARBEERIC, 9 REBER . 48RKY, MIAAAEREZ R Ay
AN TEEFEE (M pswa= 7.06, SD = 0.83)42. 2% = T8 ﬁ?@@wum_4m3D_maqw 8.48, p <
0.001, R FTI AL i B 1) 8 B R A A

ERRFHHENE: 28 Meder 25 A\ (2019) % ] 1 B AR HIE 1) %5 . ZORPOAN 3w —1H 55,
BB ARA 1 A9 B P LA N2 W s . 50 iy A d” Al “IESEEEIE . BANEDL Bk
WAZ N R B — AN IR 0

2.3. AREITERE

PR R T B, /b L 2000 PR R LA B . BT B0 4 A
PR, TR AL A IR B M A4 JF R BRI, BRI
ATIGEH265 .

3. R
3.1 EEEEREPHIRA B ENBARKEE
SO 10 7 PR AL e RS R S T A AT RO RS, SR 1. B 1AL B BT 1S
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Behh, AR “OiE” . Mg A i 3 AMESE, GRS A BN POE T EEMTE N EE E 2 Tk
FH NS BOE T NS an & A H(ps < 0.05), SCHF 1 1, RUIPHAAE A EHLSAL T A RS 5
EERE RS, B R, A NSRRI T E AR A S a2

Table 1. The chi-square (42 test on people’s choice under the moral intention condition (df = 1)
# 1 EEEEENEIKIEER S R (df = 1)

LSS LYl WAF E N4
P ) HK L1 (%) 7 P
i E B 41 74.54 14 25.46 13.26 <0.001
R I B 27 49.09 28 50.91 0.02 0.893
oot 38 69.09 17 30.91 8.02 0.005
CE R 36 65.45 19 34.55 5.26 0.022

3.2. MEfEEEAPWIRN B ENFIRKHIE

X ANE 7 B P B R T N B AT RO RS, SRR 2. AR 2 TR, fEDDAMEBT
BREFEHLAS MO ST AR 1 N ECE 2 2 T LR O s NS & 1A H(ps < 0.005), SC#F 7R 1,
RO A EHLEAE T N e & SIEERE R bR, IR A& T AEERE, AMIAEAE
Pl BT A A A 2 o

Table 2. The chi-square (?) test on people’s choice under the immoral intention condition (df =1)
# 2. TEEEEBENWIRIEEN/ R (df = 1)

LS SRR LS ECY Ny
K LE1(%) K LE1(%) 7 P
B 51 87.93 7 12.07 33.38 <0.001
i QR 42 72.41 16 27.59 11.66 0.001
(RN 44 75.86 14 24.14 15.52 <0.001
CE R 41 70.69 17 29.31 9.93 0.002

3.3. EEEEEAMTEEEEAS AN B ENFAERRKHE

Xt 4 MEBE LA LT O N BT RO ALV GG, AR ILER 3. AR 3 ATAL LR “UE .
“Aaor” A AE” ESER, PIAIEEAENL SIS T EER AR R, B K E
fir i A A R B, AR & R EIE RS T A0 B LA B R SRS . fE R 1
B, ATEER R IR FNL G NZIE ST IE A G N BUR 2 2 T IE R AL, Ul R R A TE
fE—E R s A B AL AR S TR ST

Table 3. The chi-square (x?) test on people’s choice that autonomous machines comply with moral norms (df = 1)
3. IRIFNEESE BT ABAY 4 KT (df = 1)

1 4l R (N = 55) Pk 72 7% FEIZE (N = 58) 7
P, N P
SERRARIX EE451(%) SRR EE451(%)
e 41 74.54 51 87.93 3.34 0.091
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Continued
TR 27 49.09 42 72.41 6.46 0.013
IEoNERES 38 69.09 44 75.86 0.65 0.528
P 1 5% 36 65.45 41 70.69 0.36 0.687
4, Fig

BFFEERTT T AT B N AR A K a4 518 @%ﬁﬁ@kﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*@ﬁ BRI
TEIE AR B AAE A B P, GG L4 0 <7 T8 A 1) N 2 2 T 98 ) LR Rl s A3
[N ﬁ%%fﬁﬁk%ﬁé%tﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ AENF L BEERESE, MIEAEAE
ML E T EEPE e AR fr 4, SEMAEEE FOR 5 T AT B LA 5 18 ARG R

EARMFF, 5 “E” . “Me” M “AF” 3 MERAR, B EARP N Rk 5
B R X B BN B R A . X TR ST AM B O, fE “Hi” BT SCERAN T AET
B FE R ST M A 2 F AL . — My, JLE RO AR R R G, W AN TEEAT it ae
ﬁﬁ,LTE%ﬁL%ﬂwméfEm%MQm&uwmmzmm 6 T R, SR ATREAIA
N L AR T R B )3 s AR TR A A, AT A L3 7 8 A A B AR R T
L&

WAL, A F LT Ay S FE R b Re, T AR a4 SRR HEME, AM1a
e W B ALAR LT B S T AT . AT LA R MO A SR AN R R I AR AT e =
IR o, AATTEREEERE B fo Vi A\ 1 I8 A 2 R A T e AT — AN TE A L
R, (HRNLES AT RRIHA B SRR, BN E R S, AR RE 2 A3 1%L
2 HRAEPATAE S5 8L dr 4 (Shen, 2011). ik, 42 HGEMERE JL 3R 10 B EALE AT v BoA 50K 1) a] P
e . —SeB AR a0 FOA AR AT A6 (2017) 82, SR B B S BRI gm AT i) N T IE AR SR AR (AMAS) 7
GIRER RT3, X P gmt 75 =T DL > AATT0 B BN B2 i, 3=, AAT B EVLAE 15
FHHONEUR. 2018 HF—4 T4 Uber MBESNREREG ARG, ZaMEEERZENGHEHEAZS
WA AR T, Uber IHSRTEER FIREVE N 1L T BB IR AR (S 00, 2019). iSRRI, A
1% B AL AR F IR UK. AT B L8 7R SR N g Ol s B T v B2 TR
A REFRAIC E LA R AE fa

5. MIREX. TRS5RE
5.1. WHRES

WHERA — BB A SE R o AT FAEEIRT I+ 5 7 N TR REEE T 2wt A LR ReiE
Y EEW LN TR R RIEE AL N TR REMIEME 5 NRIEME MR REF(F1E, 2018). BIEA
T BB E AT TR 2 Al RS 2 T IR AN, AT OB SEI8 A7 AR T AT B NS
EESSKIE, RIS TEERIE RG] THLES, A2 i S AE S 2 A2 i b et
REHNA B AP TEEME . XLPr LIRS E 7 HAR TR KIS NME AR T
ANETH BB, AMITEE S EVON TR BEREAR R TG EAMER R AT B BN R A
A RE MBS RENE NIE N TR REAR R BOR VIR A 3 5% . N TR BERAR R —IEXT]81,
N T BB R et it 2 A2 7 J PR ST, 25 AR AR R DR IS 2, (H 0 REA
H ML IIEOR B AT RE AR R IEH, AT I HIR 2 A SESCI A RAN AT BRI A AfE o BOR e &
i BRI RS, D9 N TR RE R RN P B B0 B PR AR B PR A
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52. MRTFTESRE

JUE I, B R IR PR . 5, NIRRT, AH TR SO
P3N 1LY G P FA% o (B FE At , X T ERR ] 1 ASHT FE A BLKE POV o SRR AU T AFR I A T0
H EALEE L TE AR AU A (R SRR, DASE N 8 S M fdom A AR R e AL (RE AR E . ik, A
RN F SO IR B 22 572 15 R A0 B LA TSR RS B . SRR B A R TR E A &
T R, AE SO T IE A B BRAFE 22 . B, Awad “5(2018) KB, 7E HLZERSE P2 A
PR NI e 72 2R 77 A R AR 59 00 . X T e 5 8 77 UM i 8 2 N IR Ge k. b T 2
FEHE NG BE A S B LA R UG, AT T e A8 T [ P ) e S 300 8 AT RE 52 215 78 X e 18 P
VAN, AR TE AT O B I e T R 48 2t 4R -

6. it

WHFE R U T 4518 T A & SIEEMTE AR RN, A AR BB BIEE, AEAE
SIES IR SER SN TR | VNS s

E&WmE

AT FAS BN 55 NSO 2 B2 R 3 4 50 H (19YIA190007) AL 48 BHG T 88 2£ 3 781 %1 151 B
(2020C35080) % o

SE 3k

FA8(2018). A LHfES A A EE. FLy- At

FLRifh, 3AG(2017). EEHLA: WFTiEPL# 2T FANA, EE AbRUR Y AL,

EIh4(2018). N TR Re A TEAE XU SRR ER A2, LA F IR T 7t 2R, 41(2), 40-47.
LAER(2019). A NN 1 PLas B 1 R TR L IR F PEGF L. A8, B WK
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