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New devaluation effect: Many exactly same faces induce eerie
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Abstract

It is highly unusual that individuals with exactly the same
face are together in the same place. What impression is
formed by them is still unclear. It is important to reveal
people’s psychological reactions to the individuals and
objects with the same face such clone humans and humanoid
robots when the mass production of them become possible
in the future. The current study investigated what
impressions were induced by a visual scene in which six
individuals with exactly the same face exist. In the
Experiment 1, 121 Japanese people were participated in the
experiment online. We presented three kinds of stimuli
pictures; pictures of six individuals with the same face (clone
condition), pictures of an individual (single condition), and
pictures of six individuals with faces different from each
other (non-clone condition). The participants rated the
impression (eeriness, realism, and valence) of the pictures on
a 7-point Likert-scale. The results showed that the pictures in
the clone condition were significantly highly eerie, realistic,
and unpleasant compared to the pictures in the other
conditions. Therefore, it is suggested that individuals with
the same face induced negative impressions. We have
discovered a novel devaluation effect—the clone devaluation
effect.
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