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Social Robot Ethics Based on Situational Experience: From “Deception” to “Good”

WANG Liang
( College of Marxism Xi’ an Jiaotong University Xi’an 710049 China)

Abstract: The ethical problem of social robot” s “deception” is a hot topic in the research of robot ethics. But most of the traditional researches are based

on the view of entity attribute through analyzing the “anthropomorphic” attribute of social robots to get the judgment that social robots will produce the

ethical risk of “deception”. Based on the “situational experience” of the interaction between human and social robots Coeckelbergh suspended the “an—

thropomorphic ” attribute of social robots and then turned the “deception” ethics of social robots to “ethics of human good”.
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