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Abstract: This study examines the effects of Virtual Pedagogical Agents(VPAs) and their persona types on learners’
attention, performance, and cognitive load.120 students were randomly assigned to four conditions: no-agent, animal,
robot, and human personas. Results show that VPAs significantly reduced intrinsic cognitive load, suggesting their role
in alleviating cognitive burdens. Furthermore, animal and human personas significantly enhanced learning performance.
These findings clarify how different agent personas influence learning outcomes, providing empirical evidence for the
optimized design and application of VPAs in multimedia education.
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1.5l %

MELERKE SHFUFITROGER, AMFICRASREFTREZT LAGFEI T X
(BILRE, 2020) o KR, FBHAINF 3124284 NG 5 Bl Kk Aol S N TS89 Bl %,
(Mayer & DaPra, 2012) o 4% fi#iX — 1A, EASR T 5] AN A3 K32 (Virtual Pedagogical

Agent, VPA) #IAH RAITZ A 28977 X (Feine et al., 2019) . X3 AAXKEEZ#® (Social
Agency Theory) 89 % 3, %3k A VPA B3 BMA LA K ET L. EF) , g
FIH B R EAAZNANALEITE, K KR E A THRAF 3] %R (Mayer et al., 2014) .

A FAEAT ) 2R T R PRI Z A4 AET 5 5] 697k, AL (Anthropomorphism)
1B VPA &t 69455 4 #5387 F A R G945 48 B0 AL S B T JF A £ 524K 8947 15 (Williams
etal., 2020) o FF 50K 2, LA & AL SR & 09 RIZFS o hb B E 3585 5] & a9 444 4 & & (Social
Presence) , #tmiest4eiRif4% (Castro-Alonso et al., 2021) o soh, HFEREOATLTH LS
BFERNEQERME, ARKREZOFETEREEN, LRERZRFEIHGEIE) HRAF)
I (Liewetal.,2020) « A, AT RBEMARES (AR, 4. ME) AR —FRIE
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BTGB, FRMELESFN, LARGEHEEBWMBRZRFHRFIHEZENGNR,
M P A0y IE R X FE,

RAECHARIBT T HFREGBRBAER, BHEEATHR: B4, SRALELTE
—H % R E GG EAIT, HZ A LMART E (oshdn, ME) ARNFIFHEFTA
AR Aatb, Lk, AAFALLZRY A ERESTER, BV ELHRFiEIZ (Eye-tracking)
BRI E TSR] &5 5] H AR ZRER R T 6EE ) o BAE,

AT, AFFREBARAGHBILEMARF T, RARFAEBIZHER, sJLLKE, A
FRIE, N RIBRIEARENFE ) HF D342 CEENHE. A AR AR RN
e ARG EEFRBRT LRE, doshipKILm, AHRIZE, WEARELEFL
HPRIBAHE &R, PRXEETRFIGARETE N AN THH], RHHREL S
B IL TR FIERF. AT AL EE, AFRREATH OB

RQl: REAIHFREMBER G A FHRFIFNFI ALK ITINGEE )R SELE
£ %7

RQ2: RRIHEFREMERGEFRFIFWNFIRNSTEIEZER?

RQ3: RRAHEFREMERGEFRFIZNNH AT LRI EER?

2.5 5%t

2.1 #&

FEFTERFAFE ST AFKRT RBEA MK 120 &, HF %4100 %, B4 20 %,
MR LR A 18 £31 ¥ (M=20.87,SD=2.03) , HXiph %, SAMLFE. AL,
HHEM, RiFFTLF, ERHKFRERFFRS F b, @K IBA7 69 3F E X7 3% KT A 4%
RARE A A 45 3] T4 R 95 BB AR £ 4eiR o AL RAFEA A EF o KA AL BL
Flvin (Fm 30 A), Bpisdlm, ABMNKRIEE, sh KA AR BEANRLE, A A RA
RILE R G I B LR B, X FHFE &,

2.2. EBEA

AFRHRRAEREZMRARRT, AT EHEMHFREOEA, BT EAHF I H0AE R
. FAZEKEENHEFIN CRRE AKX Z 8] 89200 18], ZAP A2 BIRE) URF
S0 5] R (A BP R An AL R MK o IR 2L A9 AR A A R B A e H R,
4RGSR R RIE, v A AGRILE LI S R AR
2.3. FEBRHBENE
2.3.1. FEBHH

R EIMA 2SR R MR B LB T X e XA, HFEAIRT RAAN T RN
BB R L ARE RN WRANEEREHGER,

AEEIRIL, RFERILT TORAMMA, SRR ERKFAR (REFKRE) |
AT RILHF IR, 34 R IZH F I BB RILHF AN, R FRILZ I HF AL
e Py KT A A E]

2.3.2. EBNE

A5 354E A EyeLink 1000 3 & X AR ALA 1000Hz 69 KA R iR A5 5 69k 3h 435
FALEFEZFRHO0RKNGEE, KFBALTEAMALHELE T, AL EEHBLAA
R LG EMSA X (Area of interests, Aols) #ATM&: AMEGAE X3 (AOI) Fot Ml ag
EMAMARIZ (VPA) K3, (AOL2) , AOL =HI LA 1. VAEALR ] F= 72 AL 18] o A7) 45 A AL
WE R AR AELEAR (Pietal., 2023) o
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MRS

Ela 4% 2N

Hlc #hippKIE AR Eld #uEAE AR
24. WELA
241 ELXF8/E

EAREPE LR RTARA ORI FAFIE, GEHRGE L, F, Al F2. %
b, BE I XF
2.4.2. A5 AR ] A&

S B S i 3K, 5] K R AR IR A R 8 35 TR Sy s iR 09 B RAZ L, AF BAR A R iR 2
FoKFo ZFA QAL LD FHBRERFEHHRIT R, &8 8 NEE, EARAHAKE
T4 ERMIE, WA E. AR AR —E M A H Cronbach’s a 154 0.64.
2.4.3. FIJ KRN,

52 5] A R MR T B K5 5] B TSI P M R 69 35 B IE 3y AR K s iR 69T AR s R . 52 5]
2R MG, 60,4 BP B X Ao 2 RN IK, BRI h A Ak F LT R R . BP B K 6L A
IB3EEZA (F19ANT) 11 EFRM (HAMX S AL | 2#E [HEMAX 1 E LA,
Bp B4R A 61 4, &M 4E B Cronbach’s o /A4 0.69. HERMRAF ] 4R T X G8t
7, EABEENNKT A —, ARIEFER B 69 —32H . %MK 6915 & Cronbach’s a {4
#0.79,

2.4.4. KA F 7&K

% B Klepsch A (2013) #9ikf R FrithE 4k, KA T EAE LKL, SAALEKS
R AT S AR Fm 01 BT An AR KN e B T AN o =A% Z 89 Cronbach’s a {E4 A1 4 0.81,0.86,
0.85. 3o Akm &5 3] Hildn RATAES
2.5. EBAESR

B ) FFAEZAT, LiRA GAGRILY R B A B F A, KR AE K8 S T Jn IR X
Folk A2 &P K. MUBHAIITRARE, WARKFUM. £FIZRE, HKHEZREN
A&, BARRAEAR 2 FT .

107



GCCCE2026

E .
FERERRRELEEF } 3min
A ) 10min
A A A1) T ) £
l ! ! l
fehlm AR 4 LB R i K 1L
| ! | ! 10min
A 3]

3.ERBEX

(LA 7t A 40 ) 6940 39 4 41 )

o 15
(FA£A, b #H) min

K2 ERfR

AT E LR EAFREA, AR AT S IR FNE G TR FAINER (324 A0
(RRIE) . ABKEAM, MEREANALR N REAN) HATE, FIEHEESD
DB, FARIAR NI RAAEA B R 2, 2 A SPSS27.0 #iT LN E 7 £ 54T, R AL
Giitdhe k1 . £ P R 4R K-FNRE 8 A B FaGmE £ % (F(3,116)=1.41,p=.243,
n’=.04) . XHLAFIF OB IR KFEANLEF, RRANEEHSH.

1 #HAERGEAEE (n=120)

i (n nEw (n A4 (n =Hw (n
M= 3547 =30) =30) =30) =30)
M SD M SD M SD M SD
A Bk Gt 5.52 3.50 5.58 3.64 6.44 3.78 4.46 3.67
&3] Bp B ) 9%, 36.12 7.48 31.14 9.82 34.90 8.43 30.63 9.09
mR 2E 3R 15, 33.80 6.96 29.90 10.94 31.97 8.63 27.13 9.92
X 7E AR A
Nz (;I‘)}L‘ T 223.02 4848 208.73 6340 218.18 55.56 219.99 59.78
Y
7 22 X JE AL A] b 47 0.93 0.63 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.49 0.97 0.60
AR X EALET A
(;:;Ju 1T 15.23 14.99 7.86 8.32 9.24 9.32 0.29 0.39
Yy
AXFE X AL B ] PB4 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01
A% AR IR & 0.45 0.05 0.43 0.04 0.45 0.04 0.48 0.06
. M AR NS QAT 4.43 1.00 4.85 1.09 4.45 1.05 5.23 0.99
N Fm . .
Py I N Fm R AT 2.69 0.88 2.84 1.30 2.82 1.33 3.29 1.51
o A g iNZe QAT 5.14 0.81 5.12 0.81 5.21 0.82 4.95 0.85

3.1. ZEEBEHHE
3.1.1. JZALALIE]F b 1)
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SHFAMAER, FRET EZ50HEAN, WABKGZAN LA EZFREXH (F3,116)=
0.36,p=779,17=0.01) o R8¢, w904k XA P 25 K 69 72 AL ] sl % A 2 F K A (F(3,116)
=2.47, p =066, 2 = 0.06) &

SHTFHFRER, LFRETEPHEAN, WARKAERERWGEAN R AELE 27 (F
(3, 116) = 11.88, p <.001, 2= 24) o M F KL XA 3 —F %it LSD F /& b m 47
U At EMN A2 ES TUEAL, ABASERME, S AL AR AEHKFNK
HEAN B R F S Ti4la (eE 3a) .

L BELITH

K 3a (EALEFIA] B 3b JEA A
(F: *¥*E R p<.001, **&XFp<.0l, *&F p<.05)

IR, BB E £ AT R AW AR A KT R 6 EALE I Ll B2 B F £ (F(3,116)
=9.52,p<.001m>=.20) . #H—F 2L LSD FE KT LI, hiha., MR AF AN A E
mwm%ﬁ%i%%%ﬁ%ﬁoﬁ%%ﬁ MBEBFe AT B ZMZ R H XA RHFEF (B
3b) o WERE LRI A SATLE RIS —HEY,

312&%%%

PREAGTENHERE T, AWAEREMH N AT S, FI IR PHRRMENH T S0,
WA R R AR E Z R (F(3,116)=5.66,p=.001,17=.12) . #t—F 2L LSD F)55
DATRIL: A, AT AR IRINE B E AR T 4= Hl 48, HLE 6902 AR SR F A B 4K T 45 4
Mo HEHEATAGZRMEANKIILIZEZF (WwE4)

R R
e o
2

-

RIS
(F: ¥R p<.001, **&Fp<.0l, *&F p<.05)

3.2 FIHR

AFEHEWRERGAARLT S, #TELAEZ T EZ0W. LRE T EZH5H AW, QWHEBIKZ
RAEESFEEZF (FG3,116)=2.89, p=.038,12=.07) , a9 AR E5nEH
Feizh A2 MM B R FE F. MBEE, AR EFeds B B AN B L F £ 7, t— i@
i LSD FE LB ;AT AN, SIEF I HFNFIERALIFF TS Bledssla; mahiniah
ATGLABRME A s 402 XA B F 25+ (WA Sa) o
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I, AFHGERMNARGAREE, #FERET ENH. ZRRIN, WAFIH
BESFER (F(3,116)=2.89, p=039,1=.07) . #t—Fi@id LSD FE5 LB, LA, 3
WA AT RER G M R F 5 T4, ShhafATBALIAIEEZF (B Sb)

—_—
s
ELT wEn AfjL LT

E 5a BpEf/E M

=
&

JE Ao

L
2

60
*
; . :
#Hha s A £Ha

K 5b 2ER 5
(F: *¥E R p<.001, **&Fp<.0l, *&7 p<.05)

SEIR S
5

=

3.3. RAK A

¥RETEMAEAY, WABKRGNAERNF LT (ICL) AREZ2% (F3,116)=4.04,p
=.009,1>=.10) , SrEINF 77 (ECL) A=dakih% i fr (GCL) XA R X £% (F(3,116)=
1.25,p=2951=.03 VA& F(3,116)=.52,p=.668,1=.01) ) . #it LSD Fi5 L&,/ 47 LN,
HA B VABRATS 889 ICL ¥ R E KT 41248 (B 6 FIF) o

8

o

1CL %) % 1% 4

e nE AdffL E-LE

K6 ML R# (ICL)
(Z: ***k 7 p<.001, **kFTp<.01, *.7 p<.05)
110



GCCCE2026

4.2 51t

RFRBLRERIFRT, FAFRTARE I PRREMEFKE (FH4. AT, BLEA
BARIZ) SMFEIFEENDB. A Q. FIXRGR R, ZREN, EHFIAMNT X
NEMHF R, METAREGELILT, REFRNFIZNEE) TR, BAF
SIRARFERAN L INFe e X—RIVE N XHFTHFRLAESEARE ] P ORMER, B
BEAREERGOME, REFIEIHHELSHFIAE, HFI)Fh 2L R FHEGR
i A

HEENDERER, EMEFREGEAARBANFI)ZNC EEESNLER R, R
R, SAFIENFIAZRGEABFRFALEE 27, ARG FEFKI RFEX
MR R F RS IR L, KA, EHRFRERLE, KREAFRGEZEKRFEZFST
RHE, HAERAZ RSN R R T, AP IRMPE I E R S E N AE G T A% R
e Bh, RTAIKREREL, BEALRRFRGRIZIUE S ) HF LA AL KE, Amik
NP SO FRAHRIETIER LT (Mayer et al, 2012) ; Hk, HFREEADSHAREKE
¥ T ARG K2 E K, 18485 3 F 8 T K2 RN R R 44312 8095 44 (Schroeder
etal,.2013) ; &G, Afm THREEMERFREEML, FIFLEELSREENRGEL
Zem I, KA TaA#ERS, £ L@ e kAR Afz B3R (Recarte et al,.
2008; Wang et al,. 2018) .

HEiNFm QT @, AMAE5shhmey ) EAF R fr (ICL) S F K T4, XRFLEL
T B Fo AR T RIZRIET H ik F 2R, @ddETiE&R 55 $FI%R
BRSO HA, BT CEEA M ZTF (Mayer et al, 2003) o FHRZ T, MBAKIZTRE
B4 5 A TS 55, 5K, AT Z AT R A, HH T HEARE R
EHE AL,

EFIXEFLE ARENE R EFGT ZH ZRERT ., 9 K IL LB BTN P & IR,
o JE B X b B 4 48 5 A 403 B AL BRI ILAR R . Baylor $5% (2009) #95F 5%
¥, IMHEZFRTFIEMOTEELLENBERGERETHERLY, IMHHZHARES A
W TRENTREE, #miFKEE N LS, i, AARBIETHEL-NE—RKHRN],
BT HFMAT R A PRGBS IREH, B EEFHAITHRORARZSAREEFTTE
F A xR B X, BIKT A REEE (Veletsianos etal,. 2010) ; A AR IZ N B 5 &-1%
GHFET R, RIS T AREER,

RERFRFBET —RINAMEN LR, ENGE—2 Bk, Ak, WRXBARHERT RS
&, Z0E K12 ARAKE ARG EEEA FIRIE. Lk, BRFREOHwTHFTESF
S) ARG dE &M AT (Domagk et al,. 2010) , A X HARANF IR LT AT LR
. Lk, EAMMFEI) P TR CRRAEK, ket zaxt5 3% &K (Leongetal,. 2011)
H5E (RT%,2018) A& 1 &%) (Saadé & Bahli,2005) ¥ X SMMF I F IR EER
FAEYR, RALAMETFPINEMBEFRERGLAIT I RF RS R X448 8
Hoh, E—FEALEERERFRFH—F KT "B, ARFARLEZRXIANRE (EEG) Rk
22 9h (NIRS) 4 4 52 & H K, AN b ZALHI AL A i — 7 BT 43 KA 3t 3 i A2 09 B

47 LRTR, AAFRIER TR FRIEAKRNEZ ) BAL NI m TP 6T EMAE, 4525
MREERFAFZILEETEOREERN. FARERN ZRERHF R RBET RiEAE, K
R RBRER] ZOF X TRERNRAREGHFEEF A EFZINNELRELXF,
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