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actively respond to the ideological interpellation of rural revitalization through mission—driven
entrepreneurship the pursuit of a better life and the transcendence of family responsibilities.
However challenges including platform traffic competition local social norms and identity conflicts
lead them to misinterpellation phenomena manifesting as self-doubt disingenuous participation and
burnout-driven withdrawal. The paper introduces the concept of remainder interpellation referring to
subjective elements that are not fully incorporated into the ideological interpellation process which
serve as potential resources for subjectivity reconstruction. It develops Althusser “s interpellation
theory highlighting unconquered remainders and offering a new perspective on mutual construction

of state presence and individual agency in short video platforms in rural areas.

54 - Does Expression of Vulnerability by Chatbots Enhance Artificial Empathy? An Empirical
Analysis Based on an Autonomously Developed Chatbot

e Zhou Min Zhao Xiuli Chen Feiyang

Although artificial empathy is an important foundation for good human-robot relationships how to
empower chatbots with empathic expression remains unclear. Given that the mutual awareness of
human vulnerability is a cornerstone of interpersonal empathy this study used an experimental
method to explore the effects of chatbots “ expressions of vulnerability on artificial empathy by
controlling the expressions of chatbots ( vulnerability: self-disclosure group/storytelling group /humor
group; non-vulnerability: control group). The study found that: ( 1) Chatbots expressing
vulnerability significantly enhanced artificial emotional empathy compared to those expressing non—
vulnerability. However they showed no significant difference in enhancing artificial cognitive
empathy. (2) When chatbots used self-disclosure expressions of vulnerability they significantly
outperformed storytelling humor and non-vulnerable expressions in increasing the degree of
artificial empathy in that order. (3) Social presence as psychological engagement partially mediated
between chatbot self-disclosure expressions and artificial empathy. Social presence as co-presence
fully mediated the relationship between chatbot storytelling expressions and artificial empathy. At the
theoretical level this article provides an empirical expansion of artificial empathy and constructs a
relationship model of “vulnerability expression-social presence-artificial empathy. ” At the practical
level it offers scientific guidance for developing empathic expression in future chatbots optimizing

the quality and experience of human—robot interaction.

77 * Verisimilitude: Information Manipulation in Impersonation-Based Online Fraud

* Zhang Jianjun Cao Cangiong

Focusing on the growing social problem of online fraud involving acquaintance impersonation this
study draws upon an analysis of 33 judicial verdicts from China Judgments Online and interviews with
17 victims to propose the concept of Verisimilitudinous Information Manipulation ( VIM) . This
concept aims to reveal new features of information manipulation in the digital era. The findings show
that the online fraud process unfolds in three phases: orientation evaluation and control. In the
orientation phase fraudsters appropriate and impersonate online identities to mislead victims *
cognition of social relationships. In the evaluation phase scripted narratives are deployed to bolster
situational credibility manipulating victims”cognition and emotions. In the control phase fraudsters
manipulate the decision-making environment fabricate behavioral evidence and orchestrate social
scenarios to control victims”decision-making behavior. VIM is defined as a systematic manipulation
of cognition emotion and behavior in cyberspace enabled by digital tools and comprises three
types: identity verisimilitude context verisimilitude and behavior verisimilitude. This concept

transcends the singular focus of traditional information manipulation theories on information content
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