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Exploration of Factors Influencing Gender Appearances
Expected for Nursing Care Robots
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Abstract: The study aimed at investigating about what type of gender appearance was expected for
robots acting in daily-life fields. For this aim an online questionnaire survey was conducted under

the assumption focusing on nursing care robots. The survey asked for both participants whose

occupations were related to nursing care and those who were not, to answer gender appearances they

expected for these robots, reasons why they expected the appearances, and their anxiety toward these

robots. The results suggested the expectation of gender appearances was influenced by participants’

gender and relationships between participants’ occupations and nursing care, and anxiety toward the

robots was influenced by relationships between participants’ occupations and nursing care.
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