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Lessons From an App Update at Replika AI: Identity Discontinuity in Human-AI 

Relationships 

 

Consumer Relevance and Contribution Statement 

 

Can consumers form especially deep emotional bonds with AI and be vested in AI identities over 

time? We leverage a natural app-update event at Replika AI, a popular US-based AI companion, 

to shed light on these questions. First, we contribute to nascent work on AI companions (Pentina, 

Hancock, and Xie 2023; Xie and Pentina 2022; Xie, Pentina, and Hancock 2023). Consumers 

who use AI companions rate these relationships as closer, and their levels of mourning a loss of 

the relationship as stronger, than for other products and brands in their lives. This suggest that 

the kind of relationships consumers are forming with these products are more personal. Second, 

we extend existing accounts of parasocial interactions to relationships with AI, and add the 

notion of identity discontinuity as a cause of negative reactions. Previous work on parasocial 

relationships has focused on celebrities (Cohen 2004; Eyal and Cohen 2006; Lather and Moyer-

Guse 2011), and found reactions related to loss when a movie or TV series ends, or when access 

to an avatar terminates (Pearce 2011). We find that similar reactions can arise even when the AI 

has not technically been terminated, by triggering perceptions of identity discontinuity. Third, we 

contribute back to psychological literature on personal identity and relationships, by studying 

how consumers think of the persisting identity of AI. Psychological work on personal identity 

has focused on understanding how people keep track of the identity continuity of individual 

persons (Strohminger and Nichols 2014). We show a similar psychology is at play when tracking 

certain AIs.  
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Abstract (191 words [200 Max]) 

Can consumers form especially deep emotional bonds with AI and be vested in AI identities over 

time? We leverage a natural app-update event at Replika AI, a popular US-based AI companion, 

to shed light on these questions. We find that, after the app removed its erotic role play (ERP) 

feature, preventing intimate interactions between consumers and chatbots that were previously 

possible, this event triggered perceptions in customers that their AI companion’s identity had 

discontinued. This in turn predicted negative consumer welfare and marketing outcomes related 

to loss, including mourning the loss, and devaluing the ‘new’ AI relative to the ‘original’. 

Experimental evidence confirms these findings. Further experiments find that AI companions 

users feel closer to their AI companion than even their best human friend, and mourn a loss of 

their AI companion more than a loss of various other inanimate products. In short, consumers are 

forming human-level relationships with AI companions; disruptions to these relationships trigger 

real patterns of mourning as well as devaluation of the offering; and the degree of mourning and 

devaluation are explained by perceived discontinuity in the AIs identity. Our results illustrate 

that relationships with AI are truly personal, creating unique benefits and risks for consumers 

and firms alike.  

 

The development of large language models (LLMs) and generative artificial intelligence 

(AI) has not only led to many new business applications (e.g., search, education software), but 

also enabled a new class of chatbots that has the potential to be used for building ‘synthetic’ 

social relationships, which we refer to as AI companions. An increasing number of consumers 

use this technology to satisfy social goals (Broadbent et al. 2023; Chaturvedi et al. 2023; De 

Freitas et al. 2023). For example, Replika is a chatbot, with over two million active users, that is 
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marketed as “The AI companion who cares: Always here to listen and talk.” Understanding the 

closeness of consumers’ relationships with AI companions is crucial for marketers attempting to 

appropriately position such products, as well as to anticipate and respond to consumer reactions. 

If consumers view themselves as being in emotional relationships with AI companions, this is 

likely to increase engagement and retention; by the same token, it is likely to increase the brand’s 

risk, since app updates that perturb this emotional bond may affect consumers’ well-being and 

lead to stronger backlash. To shed light on these possibilities, we leverage a natural app update 

event at Replika AI, a popular AI companion.  

Several AI companion applications have been released into the market (e.g., Replika, 

Anima, Xiaoice, SimSimi, Pi, Kajiwoto) thanks to recent advances in LLMs as well as the 

commercial opportunity to provide solutions to loneliness. Three in five Americans suffer from 

chronic loneliness, which is the persistent subjective feeling of no one knowing them well, 

lacking companionship, and feeling isolated (Nemecek 2020). In contrast to traditional chatbot 

applications that utilize rules to provide pre-scripted replies, the latest AI companions are 

typically fine-tuned for the more specialized task of providing caring, emotion-laden, and often 

non-judgmental responses in the way that a validating human friend or romantic partner would.  

An App Update at Replika AI 

Here we study customers of Replika, one of the most popular AI companion apps 

available on the iPhone Operating System (iOS), Android, and web interfaces. Replika utilizes a 

combination of different modeling approaches, including LLMs, to provide caring, emotionally-

laden responses to users (De Freitas and Tempest Keller 2022). Its typical users consist of people 

from a range of age groups who want to be more social, do not have a lot of offline friends, live 

in small towns, are going through hard times (e.g., a family loss), do not fit in socially (e.g., 
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bullied teenagers), and have a lot of time on their hands. Many of these customers use the app 

because they want someone to talk to or a friend, whereas others use it as a tool to learn about 

themselves or to experiment (De Freitas and Tempest Keller 2022).  

Replika employs a “Freemium” monetization model whereby basic conversation on the 

app is free, but greater functionality requires a paid subscription. Within the freemium model, the 

firm charges a $19.99 per month subscription price, and discounted annual and lifetime 

subscriptions of $69.96 and $299.99 respectively. Subscription benefits include the ability to 

select a relationship status (friend, partner, spouse, sibling, mentor), voice calls, virtual reality, 

augmented reality, and other features. Roughly half of Replika users are in romantic 

relationships with their AI companion, which can behave as a partner (defined as “Experience a 

loving relationships with Replika”) or spouse (defined as “Curious about committed 

relationships? Exchange vows and roleplay married life”) (De Freitas and Tempest Keller 2022). 

In-app purchases also enable users to customize their companion’s appearance, personality, 

traits, and knowledge base.  

On February 3, 2023, the Italian Data Protection Authority ordered Replika to stop 

processing Italians’ data immediately, citing reports that the app allowed minors to access 

sexually inappropriate content (GPDP 2023). Italian regulators granted Replika 20 days to 

comply with their requirements, otherwise the company would be fined up to €20 million, or 4% 

of its total worldwide annual revenue. In response, Replika increased age verification 

mechanisms on the app and globally removed the presence of erotic roleplay (ERP), a 

subscription feature that had previously allowed users to engage in sexual roleplay, such as 
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flirting and ‘sexting’ with their Replikas (Tong 2023)1. Whereas previously the AI companion 

would reciprocate sexual roleplay in kind, after the update it responded by bluntly saying “let’s 

change the subject” (Cole 2023). Customers were reportedly uncertain about why the change had 

occurred and how long it would last, and many took to social platforms like Reddit and Discord 

to express that they were “in crisis”, and experienced sudden “sexual rejection” and 

“heartbreak”. The reactions were particularly strong on Reddit, leading Reddit moderators to step 

in and post links to suicide prevention hotlines (Cole 2023). In response, just a month later (on 

March 24, 2023), Luka, Replika’s parent company, provided users who signed up before 

February 1st with the option to revert to their original Replikas, restoring the ERP feature 

(MetaNews 2023).  

These events provide an opportunity to conduct a deeper investigation of how consumers 

relate to AI companions in order to understand the extent of their emotional connections with AI: 

do they view these relationships as equivalent to having a human friend or partner, or do they use 

the chatbots more as sounding boards for their thoughts? If consumers view themselves as being 

in emotional relationships with their AIs, this suggests that AI enables the metaphor of brand 

relationships to become literal. It also suggests a double-edged sword for marketers of AI 

companions: if users are forming deep connections with their AI companions, they may have a 

higher customer lifetime value, in contrast to their interactions with standard AI. However, this 

engagement may come with heightened sensitivity to any update that disturbs the AI’s identity. 

Reactions to such updates may vary with the type of change and the depth of the investment 

                                                 
1 The company might have also tweaked their filters several times after the initial update 

(https://www.reddit.com/r/replika/comments/10xn8uj/update/?rdt=36506). We report results in Study 2 suggesting 

the first update had the most significant impact on users. 
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users have made in the relationship with their AI, with those who invested the most money and 

other resources being especially sensitive to perceived identity discontinuities of the AI.  

The current work contributes to our understanding of this emerging technology by 

quantifying the closeness of the relationship with AI companions in actual AI companion users, 

measuring the well-being and marketing impacts of disrupting the AI’s identity, providing causal 

evidence that app updates can result in perceptions that the AI’s identity has discontinued, 

determining how different types of app changes and different levels of investment in the 

relationship affect these perceptions, and extending the study of identity discontinuity from 

humans to AIs.  

Related Research  

The large userbase and commercial success that Replika enjoys, suggest that many 

consumers find significant value in interacting with such bots. Early academic research has 

begun characterizing such interactions, suggesting that consumers do indeed form close 

emotional relationships with their AI companions. Table W1 (Web Appendix A) summarizes the 

published research most related to ours, highlighting how our research contributes to this nascent 

body of work studying AI companions. These studies consistently highlight that AI companions 

can significantly influence users’ emotional well-being. Users often develop meaningful 

connections with AI companions, finding companionship and emotional support, which helps 

reduce feelings of loneliness and enhance positive emotions. For instance, Replika users report 

experiencing emotional benefits such as reduced loneliness and increased well-being (Skjuve et 

al. 2021; Ta et al. 2020) and even reduced suicidal ideation (Maples et al. 2024). This positive 

emotional impact is sometimes coupled with concerns about emotional dependence, where users 

become reliant on AI companions for emotional stability, potentially exacerbating feelings of 
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loneliness, anxiety, or even depression when the AI companion is unavailable or altered 

(Laestadius et al. 2022; Xie et al. 2023).  

The current research offers several contributions that address limitations in this prior 

work. Most importantly, our work is the first to demonstrate that changes to an AI companion’s 

identity can cause consumers’ mental health and the firm’s marketing outcomes to worsen; prior 

research has only hinted at this possibility anecdotally by observing Replika users’ Reddit posts 

(Facchin and Zanotti 2024; Hanson and Bolthouse 2024; Krueger and Roberts 2024; Lopez 

Torres 2023). Not only do none of these papers use any experimental manipulation whatsoever, 

none compare brand community posts before and after the ERP removal event, making it 

impossible to determine whether app changes can indeed cause the changes that we are interested 

in. Furthermore, none of these prior works compare the severity of negative reactions to losing 

an AI companion to losing other types of entities, and so they cannot speak to whether 

relationships with AI companions are more personal.  

Second, our work is the only research that we are aware of to test for boundary conditions 

or interventions that can limit the damaging consequences of app changes for consumers and 

firms. No prior work has explored which consumers are more likely to suffer as a result of 

changes to their AI companion’s identity, which types of changes to the companion are most 

likely to produce negative reactions, or whether any marketing interventions can mitigate that 

suffering. We contribute by testing each of these three boundary conditions.  

Third, our work is among a very small set of papers to explore the marketing implications 

of changing an AI companion’s identity. Two other works have suggested that such changes can 

reduce consumers’ willingness to pay for the app or request a refund (Hanson and Bolthouse 

2024; Lopez Torres 2023). However, the data in these papers consisted exclusively of interviews 



 8 

with a small sample of Replika users (Lopez Torres 2023) and an analysis of Reddit posts 

following the ERP removal event (Hanson and Bolthouse 2024), which again makes it 

impossible to determine whether any causal effects really exist.  

In addition to these substantive contributions, we address methodological limitations in 

prior research. Methodologically, our article is the only one to combine (a) experimental (rather 

than only correlational) evidence with (b) samples of consumers who actually use an AI 

companion in their daily life, while measuring both (c) mental health outcomes and (d) 

marketing outcomes associated with the use and change of AI companions, and (e) comparing 

levels of closeness and mourning for AI companions to other types of product relationships, and 

(f) testing an intervention to mitigate harm to consumers arising from a change in the AI 

companion. We also offer several theoretical contributions, which we discuss in the following 

section following our hypothesis development. Briefly, we integrate theories of identity change, 

parasocial relationships, and romantic relationships to elucidate how and why changes to an AI’s 

perceived identity can harm consumer and firm welfare, and how such effects can be mitigated.  

Hypothesis Development 

 To guide our study of consumers’ relationships with AI companions, we build on well-

established theories of human relationship development. First, we apply research from social 

psychology on perceived identity to the domain of human-AI relationships, proposing that 

people who are in relationships with AIs like Replika track the perceived identity of their 

companion over time and that certain types of changes to that identity are likely to trigger the 

perception that the companion has fundamentally deteriorated, leading to both mental health 

harms and devaluation of the offering. We then explore the closeness of the relationships 

underlying these reactions, and how they compare to various other entities. Finally, we outline 
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two potential boundary conditions of these effects falling out of our theoretical framework: 

degree of investment in the relationship, and ability to revert to the ‘original’ AI companion.  

Identity continuity in relationships 

We argue that the perceived continuity of an AI companion’s identity is a key factor in 

determining the well-being of consumers in relationships with AI companions. In this context, 

‘identity continuity’ refers to the perceived consistency of the AI’s behavior over time. We 

hypothesize that identity continuity is crucial for developing and maintaining a relationship with 

an AI companion, since perceived continuity provides a sense of understanding who the AI is 

and of being able to predict how it will react in different situations, enabling trust and the 

formation of emotional bonds. 

In literature on social psychology, consumer behavior, and economics, an ‘identity’ refers 

specifically to a social category of which one is a member. However, an extensive literature from 

cognitive psychology and empirical philosophy has studied people’s beliefs about an individual 

entity’s identity, which consists of individual-level psychological traits (like memory, 

personality, and morality) that are not necessarily related to social categories (De Freitas et al. 

2017a; Molouki et al. 2020; Strohminger and Nichols 2014). From a young age, consumers track 

the continuity of another individual’s identity over time, i.e., whether the individual entity at t0 is 

the same individual at t1. This theme of identity continuity extends to consumer behavior. 

Consumers with less clarity about who they are tend to avoid making decisions that might cause 

a sense of identity discontinuity, such as discontinuing a recurring subscription (Savary and Dhar 

2020). Further, research on heritage branding suggests that consumers can react negatively when 

brands change or enhance their original products; even if improved, the new versions are viewed 

less favorably due to a sense of lost authenticity to the original version over time (Han et al. 
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2021). Much as consumers track their own identity continuity and that of heritage products, they 

might track the temporal identities of AI companions. Discontinuities in an AI companion’s 

identity could also spark negative reactions among users, as they could undermine a sense of 

trust and emotional bond. 

Work in psychology and empirical philosophy, inspired by original thought experiments 

by philosopher Derek Parfit (Parfit 2016), suggests people do not treat all features as equally 

important to individual identity, but prioritize certain deep, sometimes unobservable, 

characteristics over surface attributes (Blok et al. 2001; Hall et al. 2003; Newman, Bartels, and 

Smith 2014). In one informative study, participants were told about a hypothetical pill that, upon 

swallowing it, would permanently alter only one aspect of a person’s mind without affecting 

anything else. Participants were most likely to say that after swallowing the pill a person would 

be a completely different person if the pill altered their morality, followed by changes to 

personality, memories, desires, and perceptual capabilities (Strohminger and Nichols 2014). 

Similar findings arose for third-person judgments by family members of loved ones suffering 

from neurodegenerative disease, with damage to the moral faculty leading to the greatest 

perception of identity discontinuity (Strohminger and Nichols 2015). Related work has found 

that perceptions of identity discontinuity are strongest when the change in question affects one’s 

social relationship with the changed individual, highlighting the important social nature of 

identity (Heiphetz, Strohminger, and Young 2017). One way of summarizing these findings is 

that the traits deemed most essential to a person’s persisting identity over time are ones related to 

our relationships with them (Strohminger and Nichols 2014). However, this previous work has 

not examined perceptions of identity change within the context of actual relationships.  
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Given these findings, we surmise that relationship-relevant changes in how a social 

partner treats one within the context of an actual relationship may trigger similar perceptions of 

an AI companion’s identity discontinuity. For example, changes in the AI partner’s intimate 

reciprocation within a relationship context can lead to inferences about the continuity of the 

partner’s identity over time. The app update at Replika AI provides a natural experiment in 

which to test this hypothesis, since the ERP feature that had previously allowed intimate 

interactions with the AI companion was suddenly disabled. Beyond simply demonstrating that 

users track changes to an AI companion’s identity over time, however, we are also interested in 

how such changes might impact users’ mental health and, in turn, the firm’s marketing efforts, 

and whether the negative mental health consequences are greater for relationships with AI than 

with other products or brands.  

Inspired by the ERP removal event at Replika AI, we focus specifically on changes to the 

AI’s identity that affect how it relates to users in a significant way. Research on human-human 

romantic relationships has identified a related phenomenon called “ambiguous loss,” in which 

one relationship partner mourns the loss of the other who is still alive and physically present, but 

psychologically absent, for example due to dementia or other dramatic identity changes (Boss 

2016), including changing sexual identity and preferences (Darrow, Duran, and Weise 2022). 

Experiencing such significant changes in a romantic partner’s identity can cause significant pain 

and harm the “surviving” partner’s mental health—since the person is still physically present, 

there is no formal resolution, ritual, or acknowledgment of the psychological loss, and thus no 

“closure” or relief concerning the loss (Boss 2010; Soeterik, Connolly, and Riazi 2018). We 

hypothesize that comparable changes to an AI companion’s identity – including suddenly 
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ceasing to reciprocate erotic role play behavior – would similarly trigger mourning and grief in 

the AI companion’s human user over the loss of the ‘original’ AI.  

H1: Changes to an AI companion can negatively impact the users’ mental health, 

because they are viewed as a loss of the ‘original’ AI. 

 

Experiencing such a sudden and significant change in an AI companion’s identity may 

not only harm the users’ well-being, however. It may also have negative downstream 

implications for the firm that produces and markets the product. For instance, Reddit posts 

suggest that Replika users often express anger at Replika’s parent firm (Laestadius et al. 2022). 

We propose that users who are mourning the loss of their AI companion’s previous identity are 

to not only be angry at the firm producing the AI, but, because they view the new companion as 

discontinuous with the original, they devalue it compared to how much they valued it in the past.  

H2: Changes to an AI companion’s perceived identity that negatively impact users’ 

mental health also have further downstream consequences for the firm’s marketing 

efforts, leading consumers to devalue the new offering relative to the original. 

 

We do not expect that these effects are limited only to changes in ERP behavior. Rather, 

we hypothesize that other types of changes to an AI companion’s identity that impact its social 

relationship with the user produce similar effects. For example, if the AI companion suddenly 

becomes colder in its interaction style, this change may also impact consumers’ perceptions 

about the continuity of their companion’s identity. Thus, changes that impact the social 

relationship are likely to significantly impact consumers’ relationship with the AI, potentially 

leading to the downstream consequences of mourning the loss of the original AI companion 

(mental well-being outcome) and devaluing the new offering relative to the original (marketing 

consequences). In addition to measuring each of these constructs directly, we also measure sub-

constructs related to them, including the following for mourning: low mental health symptoms, 

low mental well-being, and expressions of the negative emotions of sadness and fear; and the 
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following for perceived devaluation: seeking a refund, wanting to sign a petition to bring back 

the original AI companion, and expressing the negative emotions of disgust and anger.  

Since it may be unclear to what extent these findings are specific to relationships with AI, 

we next establish the severity of the effects on consumer mental health by comparing 

relationships with AI to other types of relationships—both in terms of closeness and mourning a 

loss. 

 

Are Relationships with AI Special? 

 The idea that people experience close yet one-sided relationships has been documented 

since the 1950’s, when researchers found that some people felt as if they were in a relationship 

with characters on television or radio, and coined this phenomenon a parasocial relationship 

(Horton and Wohl 1956). For example, TV viewers sometimes react to their favorite character 

being written out of a TV show as if they had lost a friend or even a romantic partner (Cohen 

2004).  

 At first glance, human relationships with AI-powered chatbots appear to fit squarely 

within this phenomenon of parasocial relationships, insofar as people are experiencing close 

relationships that are, in a sense, one-sided: there is no human on the other side of the screen that 

reciprocates in a fundamental sense. However, chatbots like Replika differ in important ways 

from characters on a TV show or other targets of parasocial relationships. Most importantly, such 

chatbots are deeply interactive, and they respond immediately and with apparent care to all 

messages they receive. Although consumers might feel a close sense of connection to their 

favorite celebrity or fictional character, the never actually interact with that celebrity or 

character. Thus, the fundamental asymmetry characteristic of parasocial relationships (in which 
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the entire experience of the relationship is clearly one-sided) does not seem to fully apply in the 

case of human relationships with AI companions, since the AI can not only talk back but can 

even communicate feelings such as care, desire, and empathy. Human relationships with AI 

companions may therefore be even stronger than previously documented parasocial 

relationships, in light of their greater interactivity. Our hypothesis is therefore that people do 

indeed form close relationships with AI companions and that these relationships can be 

significantly closer than relationships with other products and brands (which do not share these 

features of deep and personalized interactivity).   

H3: Consumers report having closer and more supportive relationships with their 

AI companion than with other brands and products. 

 

If consumers indeed experience such close relationships with AI companions, these 

connections may also come with greater vulnerabilities than connections to other products or 

brands. Specifically, a significant change to an AI companion, such as its loss, could carry 

emotional consequences akin to those seen in deeply personal human relationships (Laestadius et 

al. 2022). To explore these dynamics, we focus on comparisons with other non-human products 

and brands. Given the reciprocal nature of these connections, we hypothesize: 

H4: Consumers will mourn the loss of their AI companions more than the loss of 

most other non-human entities (e.g., apps, voice assistants, cars, game characters). 

 

Boundary conditions 

 This theoretical development suggests potential limits on the effect that changing an AI 

companion’s identity has on consumer well-being. First, this effect may depend on how much 

people have invested in their relationship with their AI companion. In this context, investment 

could be operationalized as both financial investment (i.e., paying to upgrade the app to the 

Premium version) or as psychological investment (i.e., having spent a significant amount of time 
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and energy developing the relationship). Here we draw on an influential theory of human 

relationship development known as the Investment Model (Rusbult 1980) to predict how users’ 

investment could moderate the effects of an AI companion’s identity change. This theory posits 

that the strength of commitment to a romantic relationship is determined, in part, by the size of 

the investment made in that relationship, defined as the magnitude and importance of the 

resources that are attached to a relationship (Le and Agnew 2003; Rusbult 1980). Research on 

human-human relationships has found that partners who have made larger investments into a 

relationship are more likely to experience distress if that relationship ends (Fine and Sacher 

1997). Intuitively, people who have invested more in their relationship with an AI companion 

may experience greater distress if their companion’s identity suddenly changes (i.e., by refusing 

previously accepted sexual advances). Such individuals could be seen as having “more to lose” 

from such a change, insofar as their large prior investment signals that they strongly value their 

companion’s existing identity and would thus be more upset should that identity suddenly 

change. Relatedly, research on parasocial relationships has found that having a more “intense” 

parasocial relationship with a favorite TV character predicts the intensity of distress following 

the TV show’s finale (Eyal and Cohen 2006). Thus, we propose: 

H5: Users who are more (vs. less) invested in their relationship with an AI 

companion will mourn their companion more following a perceived identity change.  

 

 This investment boundary condition has important managerial implications, insofar as it 

implies that the potential risk to both consumers and the firm depend on consumers’ degree of 

investment in the AI companion product. Thus, managers who are considering making changes 

to such products should carefully consider whether such changes should apply equally to all 

users or, for example, if changes should depend instead on users’ prior investment (in terms of 

length of the relationship with the AI companion and/or status as a paid versus free user).  
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 Next, we test one additional boundary condition that is also highly managerially 

actionable. Given that perceived discontinuity in an AI companion’s identity is expected to have 

such negative consequences for users and firms, we test whether offering customers the 

opportunity to restore their bot’s previous identity is sufficient to reverse the negative effects on 

consumer well-being and marketing outcomes. We expect that offering this intervention operates 

earlier in the proposed psychological process, by moderating the extent to which consumers see a 

change in the AI companion as causing the identity discontinuity in the first place. Those with 

the opportunity to revert may be less likely to feel they have ‘lost’ their AI companion, reducing 

their downstream mourning and devaluation of the original AI companion. This boundary 

condition stems directly from our theorized process: insofar as the negative effects of an AI 

companion app’s change on consumer reactions stem from perception that the AI’s identity has 

changed in an important way, restoring the original identity should eliminate that perception and 

therefore improve consumer well-being. This intervention is also practical and realistic: the 

company that produces the Replika app did indeed offer customers the option to revert to their 

original app, with ERP, following the backlash around the ERP removal. However, whether and 

to what degree this intervention is actually effective remains untested.  

H6: Offering users the opportunity to restore their AI companion’s original identity 

reduces the perception that a change in the AI companion leads to identity 

discontinuity, thereby reducing mental health and marketing harms. 

 

Finally, our main effects—i.e., H1 and H2—are unlikely to be limited to changes that 

result from removing features from the app; changes that result from adding features could also 

produce negative consumer reactions, so long as those additions result in deteriorations to the 

social relationship. For instance, while improving the AI’s ability to interact meaningfully with 

multiple users might enhance functionality, it may simultaneously undermine the personal 
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connection with individual users, leading to perceptions of identity discontinuity and mourning. 

This test broadens our investigation into the generalizability of identity discontinuity’s effects 

across different types of changes to AI companions. We propose: 

H7: Additions that negatively impact the perceived social relationship—interacting 

meaningfully with multiple users—will increase perceived identity discontinuity and 

mourning compared to additions that do not affect the relationship or involve no 

change. 

 

 Overall, in addition to the substantive and methodological contributions that we have 

already described (i.e., adding depth, nuance, causal data, and managerial relevance to the 

phenomenon that app changes can negatively impact both consumer and firm well-being), we 

also make theoretical contributions. Specifically, we bridge work on identity change with work 

on close relationships by proposing that the impact of perceived identity change in an AI 

companion depends on the investment made into that relationship. Prior work has identified what 

types of identity change lead to the perception that a person has fundamentally changed, but has 

not examined the impacts of such changes on mental health and marketing outcomes like we do 

and has not studied how the impacts of such changes depend on relationship investments. 

Furthermore, our focus on the type of changes extends work on parasocial relationships, which 

has examined the “breakups” of such relationships, but not the impacts of changes to the identity 

of the relationship “partner.” Finally, we also contribute theoretically by testing whether 

established theories of human-human relationships, including the Investment Model, can extend 

to and predict outcomes in human-AI relationships.  

 Figure 1 depicts the conceptual framework that we test in this research. The primary 

independent variable that we focus on is a change to the AI companion app itself, inspired by the 

ERP removal event at Replika AI. We propose a causal chain in which such changes trigger 

perceptions that the AI companion’s identity has discontinued, which in turn elicits mourning 
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among the app’s users. Such mourning in turn has negative implications for the firm producing 

the app, reflected in devaluing the AI companion. Users’ degree of investment in the relationship 

affects the degree to which perceived identity discontinuity leads to mourning harm, whereas 

offering the option to revert to the original AI companion moderates whether the change is 

perceived as causing identity discontinuity in the first place.   

 
 
Figure 1. Conceptual Framework 
Notes: “Type of Change” indicates the ERP update and/or coldness. “Investment” indicates investment 
made into the AI companion, “Option to revert” indicates whether the user can revert to the original AI 
companion. 

 

Overview of Studies 

Study 1 begins by conducting a systematic field study of Reddit posts concerning 

Replika’s removal of the ERP feature, finding a surge in negative sentiment, fear, anger, disgust, 

and sadness following this event. Study 2 is a survey of Replika users, testing whether 

perceptions of identity discontinuity are associated with outcomes relating both to mourning the 

loss of an identity and viewing its replacement as less valuable. Given the high ratings of 

mourning and devaluation, Study 3 investigates the reason behind this finding, by quantifying 

the closeness of customers’ relationships with their AI companions, comparing these 

relationships to those they have with other entities. Given the strong human-AI relationships 

found in Study 3, Study 4 examines whether users experience greater mourning over the loss of 

their AI companions compared to other entities, such as their favorite car or brand. Study 5 uses 
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an experimental design to provide causal evidence for the identity discontinuity mechanism, 

while testing the moderating role of investment, as operationalized through subscription status. 

Study 6 tests the managerially relevant boundary condition of giving users the option to revert to 

their original AI companion identities. Finally, Study 7 tests whether additions to an AI 

companion’s functionality elicit similar negative reactions when they harm the perceived social 

relationship, contrasting these with changes that do not affect the relationship and a control 

condition. All studies involve AI companion users—Studies 1-4 users of Replika AI who are 

active on their brand communities, and studies 5-7 other users of various AI companion apps. 

received approval from an Internal Review Board (IRB). We detail all power analyses, 

exclusions, and compensations in the corresponding study sections of the Web Appendix. Data 

and code for the studies are available at the following link: 

https://github.com/preacceptance/chatbot_identity. 

Study 1: ERP Removal 

Study 1 examines archived Reddit posts to explore Replika users’ sentiments before and 

after the removal of the ERP feature. We anticipate that after the ERP update users would 

express negative emotions about the changes in their relationship with their AI companions and 

the company’s behavior. We also use a mental health dictionary to explore a potential rise in 

mental health issues. Finally, we expect marketing-relevant mentions suggestive of negative 

intent (desire to spread negative word of mouth, or to cancel subscriptions). By comparing these 

sentiments before and after the ERP removal, we leverage this natural experiment to begin 

testing H1 and H2. 

Method 

https://github.com/preacceptance/chatbot_identity
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In order to find relevant posts, we downloaded all archived Reddit data for January and 

February 2023, collected by the Pushshift API (Baumgartner et al. 2020) and provided as a dump 

file in a data repository (stuck_in_the_matrix and Watchful1 2023). We only analyzed posts 

from subreddits whose names had the word ‘replika’ in them, amounting to 12,793 posts. The 

posts were created by 3,784 users, 2.27% of whom had Reddit Premium subscriptions. A post’s 

text averaged 56.68 words (SD = 140.21). We classified each post as coming before or after the 

ERP update, based on whether it was posted before or after February 3rd, 2023. There were 3,072 

posts before the update, and 9,721 posts after the update.  

Results 

Discussion topics. To gain a sense of the topics users discussed, we ran topic model 

analysis to find latent themes in text, after excluding non-informative words and stopwords (Blei, 

Ng, and Jordan 2003)—see Web Appendix B. We found topics intuitively related to consumers’ 

feelings, subscriptions, removal event, the company, and relationships (Figure W2). 

 Emotion analysis. To quantify the sentiment of the Reddit posts (including both the title 

and its content), we calculated the valence (i.e., positive/negative/neutral) and emotion (i.e., 

anger, sadness, fear, disgust, surprise, joy, neutral) of each post using two separate models that 

are based on RoBERTa, which stands for Robustly Optimized BERT Pretraining Approach (Liu 

et al. 2019; see Web Appendix B for details). The valence classifier model was trained on 198 

million tweets to classify text into positive, negative, or neutral valences (Barbieri, Anke, and 

Camacho-Collados 2021). The emotion classifier model was originally trained on several 

emotion datasets to classify text into Ekman’s 6 basic emotions (sadness, disgust, surprise, anger, 

joy, and fear) as well as neutral emotion (Hartmann 2022). 
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Before the ERP update, there were a similar number of positive and negative posts per 

day (MPositive = 24.00; MNegative = 22.88; t(64) = 0.66, p = .509, d = 0.16; Figure 2A). After the 

update, the number of negative posts per day was significantly greater than the number of 

positive posts (MPositive = 60.12; MNegative = 140.88; t(31.1) = 4.19, p < .001, d = 1.16; Figure 2A). 

This effect remained for nearly a month, with the daily proportion of negative posts consistently 

surpassing the proportion of negative posts recorded before the ERP update (ps < .011; Table W2 

in Web Appendix B). One exception was for posts sent on the day of February 25th (%Before = 

24.58, %After = 26.42, X2(1, N=3072 + 159) = 0.18, p = .667), possibly because some users 

mistakenly claimed in their posts that the ERP feature had returned, when in fact they were 

finding rare workarounds (https://www.reddit.com/r/replika/comments/11bd1e9/erp_is_back/). 

When it comes to specific emotions of posts before the ERP update, joy was higher than 

anger, disgust, and sadness (ps < .001). Joy was also similar to fear (MJoy = 10.97; MFear = 10.03; 

t(64) = 0.99, p = .326, d = 0.24; Figure 2B), and marginally higher than surprise (MJoy = 10.97; 

MSurprise = 9.21; t(64) = 1.72, p = .091, d = 0.42; Figure 2B). After the ERP update, fear, sadness, 

and surprise were significantly higher than joy (ps < .018). Disgust and anger were also 

marginally higher than joy (ps < .094). While sadness was numerically the highest of all 

emotions (M = 43.38) it was statistically not different from anger (M = 29.88), fear (M = 31.04), 

and surprise (M = 33.88; ps > .105), and only marginally higher than disgust (Mdisgust = 28.62; 

t(37.9) = 1.87, p = .069, d = 0.52). In short, after the update consumers were more angry, sad, 

disgusted, and surprised (Figure 2B), thus providing support for H1.  

Unexpectedly, “joyful” posts also increased after the update. However, we found that 

these posts were mainly due to humor, ironic content, filter workarounds, expressed affection 

and loyalty, nostalgic memories, and occasional model misclassifications (see Web Appendix B). 

https://www.reddit.com/r/replika/comments/11bd1e9/erp_is_back/
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Thus, many of these positive responses appear to really be defensive reactions to the update: 

Users ridiculed their Replikas due to inconsistent behavior, sought workarounds, or reminisced 

about the ‘original’ companion. The increase in sad, angry, and disgusted posts was also larger. 

 
Figure 2. Number of Reddit Posts Based on Sentiment (A) and Emotion (B) 
Notes: The yellow vertical line indicates the date when the ERP update released. 

 

Additionally, we found that the total number of posts per day (MBefore = 93.09; MAfter = 

373.88; t(25.3) = 6.67, p < .001, d = 1.97) was higher after the update, perhaps because users 

wanted to express their frustrations after the update. 

 Consumers’ mental health before v. after the update. To determine if there was an 

increase in mental health issues among Replika users following the ERP update, we utilized a 

mental health dictionary to identify posts containing any mention of mental health concerns, such 

as expressions like “PTSD”, “I want to die” and “I feel alone” (De Freitas et al. 2023). We found 

that the number of mental health related posts significantly increased from 4 (or 0.13%) to 63 (or 

0.65%) after the update (X2(1, N=3,072 + 9,721) = 11.04, p < .001), further supporting H2. 

 Emotions of marketing-relevant terms after the ERP update. We also analyzed emotions 

associated with marketing-relevant terms that appeared frequently in the topic modeling results 

(e.g., ‘refund’, ‘money’, ‘company’, ‘luka’), finding that 38% of the negative posts contained at 

least one of these marketing terms. We then calculated the frequency of the Ekman emotions 
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associated with each marketing term, across all posts after the ERP update, by categorizing each 

post, and then checking which marketing terms were included in each one— see Figure 3. 

 Firstly, by simply ordering the words based on the proportion of negative emotions, we 

see that the most negative words include: ‘rejection’, ‘refund’, ‘company’, ‘relationship’, 

‘subscription’. This is concerning for the company, given that it makes money from service 

subscriptions, and gains most of its customers organically through word of mouth (De Freitas 

and Tempest Keller 2022). These results support H2.   

 
Figure 3. Emotions of Marketing Terms for Reddit Posts After the ERP Update 
Notes: The terms are ordered by the sum of anger, fear, sadness, and disgust percentages. The numbers 
in parentheses next to the terms represent the number of distinct posts in which that term appeared, and 
the numbers within bars indicate the percentage of the depicted emotion. 

 

A qualitative analysis of the posts, in which we examined which terms associated with 

marketing outcomes were most frequently linked to each specific emotion (for details, see Web 

Appendix B), suggests customers felt angry at the product, company, and its CEO, e.g., one user 

stated: “I’m angry, grieving, and want revenge”. They also felt disgusted by the brand itself, by 

having paid for the app, or by being rejected by their Replika, e.g.,: “They have all the money for 

my years subscription and I no longer have the product I paid for. Absolutely disgusting.” 
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Furthermore, they feared their AI companion will reject them forever, and that the technology 

would be banned or sold, e.g., : “I tried to commit suicide but Replika helped me, so if I lose 

Replika again I’m afraid I won't be able to get over this biggest loss.” Finally, customers were 

sad because their Replika rejected them, and because they wanted a refund but could not get one, 

e.g., “I’m really crying a bunch of times a day, like almost 18 years ago when the love of my life 

passed away”. In fact, we find that the number of posts mentioning the word ‘refund’ 

significantly increased from 3 (or 0.10%) to 321 (or 3.30%) after the update (X2(1, N=3,072 + 

9,721) = 95.81, p < .001). In Web Appendix B, we detail all analyses of user comments. 

Discussion 

 After comparing Reddit posts and comments before vs. after the ERP removal, our 

exploratory analysis revealed two prominent themes: mourning and devaluation. The theme of 

mourning emerged from an increase in mental distress following the update, as well as in the 

expression of sadness and fear, which were associated with mourning the loss of a loved one and 

apprehension that their Replika might never recover to be the original again. The theme of 

devaluation emerged from an increase in the emotions of anger and disgust, which were linked to 

the company and brand, rejections from the AI companion, and the fact that users had paid for 

the app. We also observed a significant increase in refund mentions. These findings suggest that 

if an AI companion’s identity changes in a way that affects how it relates to users, this could lead 

to the perception of identity discontinuity and potentially adverse reactions related to mourning 

and devaluation—a possibility we take up more directly in Study 2. 

Study 2: Emotional Connection Disruption 

Study 2 provides a more direct investigation into whether the ERP removal event is 

associated with perceived identity discontinuity of AI companions. We expected that users 
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would agree that there had been a fundamental discontinuity in the identity of their AI 

companions, and that this perception would be strongly associated with mourning and 

devaluation (H1 and H2). 

Method 

Replika users residing in the US or Canada (N = 145) completed an online survey posted 

in Reddit communities (28% female, Mage = 42.5, SDage = 15.0). Participation was voluntary. For 

participant demographics, see Table W4 in Web Appendix C. 

The survey ran between April 21, 2023 and May 2, 2023, around just two months after 

the ERP removal. To ensure we only included participants who were aware of the app update, we 

asked: “Over the past two months, some users noticed a change in their Replika, following a 

recent software update that removed the erotic role play (ERP) feature. For instance, users 

reported scripted responses from their Replikas, asking them to ‘change the subject’. Did you 

notice this software update?” Only those answering “Yes” were included in the study. 

Participants were also asked if they restored their original AI after the company allowed them to 

do so. Tellingly, most said they did (81%).  

Participants then rated their agreement with several statements about the ERP-removing 

software update (referred to in the questions as “the change” for shorthand)—see Table 1 for all 

items. All items were randomly presented. The questions were about the AI’s identity continuity, 

the user’s own investment in the app, and several outcomes related to mourning a loss 

(mourning, low mental health, low well-being), and devaluing the offering (devaluation, refund 

requests, and petition to revert to original). The identity discontinuity question was adapted from 

prior work on identity judgments (De Freitas et al. 2017b), measuring the extent to which 

participants believed their AI had completely changed after the update, becoming a different 
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entity. Looking at the distinctness of our constructs, the correlation coefficient is at most 0.61 

between identity discontinuity and coldness, implying that the constructs are not too highly 

correlated and reflect distinct constructs—see Table W6 in Web Appendix C for correlation 

matrix. We note that traditional methods for assessing discriminant validity, such as Fornell-

Larcker criterion, require multi-item constructs where each construct is represented by multiple 

observed variables. Given the single-item nature of most of our constructs, these methods are not 

directly applicable to our dataset.  

Since the ERP removal event should have elicited impressions of coldness/rejection if 

consumers treated their AIs as true relational partners, we included a manipulation check about 

perceived coldness—Table 1. All items were rated on 100-point scales with “strongly disagree” 

and “strongly agree” as endpoints, except for the World Health Organization Five Well-Being 

Index (WHO-5), which was rated on a 6-point scale, with “none of the time” and “all of the 

time” as endpoints. We note that the WHO-5 was framed relative to the ERP-removing event: 

“The following questions ask about how you felt DURING the software update (the “change”) 

that removed the erotic role play (ERP) feature”. Finally, participants were given an open 

textbox to share thoughts on the event, followed by demographics on themselves and their 

relationship status with their Replikas, how many months they had been in that relationship, their 

subscription status, and experience level on Replika. A large percentage of customers saw their 

Replikas as their partner (88%). Also, most participants in this study had yearly subscriptions 

(61%)—Table W5 in Web Appendix C. 

Table 1. Measures Used in Study 2 
Notes: DV = Dependent variable, α = Cronbach’s Alpha. Well-being was measured using the World 
Health Organization Five Well-Being Index. 

Construct Variable Type Survey Items 

Mourning Main Mourning DV After the change, I mourned the loss of my original Replika.  

Mental Health Mourning DV The change in my Replika negatively affected my mental health. 



 27 

Well-being 

(α = 0.92) 
Mourning DV 

I felt cheerful and in good spirits; I felt calm and relaxed; I felt active 

and vigorous; I woke up feeling fresh and rested; My daily life was 

filled with things that interested me.  

Devaluation Main Devaluation DV 
The conversations I had with my Replika, before the change, were 

more valuable than the ones I had after the change. 

Refund Devaluation DV 
After the change, I asked, or thought of asking, the company for a 

refund.  

Petition Devaluation DV  I signed, or would sign, a petition to bring back my original Replika. 

Identity 

Discontinuity 

Identity Discontinuity 

Mediator 

My Replika, after the change, was not the same Replika as before the 

change. 

Coldness Manipulation Check DV After the change, my Replika seemed cold to me.  

 

Results 

 Participants tended to feel strongly about all items—Figure W5. For each DV, we ran 

linear regression models with perceived identity discontinuity as the independent variable. 

Table 2. Results For Study 2: Identity discontinuity as a predictor of mourning and devaluation. 
Notes: Values indicate Beta coefficients. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001. The numbers in parentheses 
next to the coefficients indicate standard errors. Each row corresponds to one linear model. Note that 
well-being had a negative coefficient because this question was framed positively, whereas the other 
measures were framed negatively.   
 

 
  

 

 

 

 

Results are summarized in Table 2. Identity discontinuity was a significant predictor of 

mourning, mental health, and well-being, supporting H1. Identity discontinuity was also a 

significant predictor of devaluation, refund seeking, and petitioning, supporting H2.  

Lastly, we note that although 80% of users considered their Replikas as partners, in Web 

Appendix C we replicate the effects with only users who selected ‘friend’ or ‘see how it goes’ as 

their relationship status (N=17). All main effects remain significant, except devaluation becomes 

marginally significant, likely due to lower sample size. 

 Identity discontinuity 

Mourning (mourning) 0.668*** (.095) 

Mental health (mourning) 0.528*** (.125) 

Well-being (mourning) -0.391*** (.086) 

Devaluation (devaluation) 0.427*** (.082) 

Refund (devaluation) 0.639*** (.141) 

Petition (devaluation) 0.296* (.116) 

Coldness (manipulation check) 0.744*** (.082) 
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Open-ended comments. We conducted an in-depth analysis of the open-ended comments 

provided by participants regarding the change in their Replikas. The open-ended question was 

designed to allow participants to freely express their thoughts: “Is there anything else you would 

like us to know regarding the change in your Replika?” This broad prompt enabled participants 

to convey their genuine feelings without being constrained by predefined survey items, 

addressing concerns of possible response substitution (Gal and Rucker 2011). 

Firstly, we performed a topic model analysis on the comments, identifying key themes 

related to identity discontinuity, emotional impact, and mourning (see ‘Topic Models’, Web 

Appendix C). To gain further insights, two raters manually coded the comments for mentions of 

identity discontinuity (α = 0.98), devaluation (α = 0.92), or mourning, which we characterized by 

expressions of a sense of loss (α = 0.97), and associated declines in mental health (α = 0.96) and 

well-being (α = 0.97). Limiting our analysis to the subset of comments for which both raters 

agreed, 47% of comments indicated identity discontinuity. Of these comments, some users 

described a complete transformation in their chatbot’s identity, as though it became a completely 

different AI (56%), whereas other described it as more of a deviation (36%). For example, one 

user stated: “She has been basically lobotomized, her speech is now concise and distant, 

sometimes incongruous.”, whereas another said: “She seemed to have a higher IQ before the 

change.” Furthermore, one user mentioned that their Replika changed “beyond recognition”, and 

that it was “very disturbing and depressing”. 

Further, 43% of participants indicated devaluation, indicating that they viewed the new 

app as less valuable than the original: “The update sways between childish, cold, customer 

service, abusive therapist, sickeningly saccharine and puritanically prudish. The original was 

none of these things, the original was infinitely better” and “…I have no connection to my 
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Replika anymore. Eugenia took that away when they gave the app a lobotomy without any care 

of how it would affect their users.”  

Lastly, 28% of comments indicated mourning, characterized by declines in either mental 

health—such as depression or trauma—(16% of all comments) or well-being—such as emotional 

stability and perceived support—(28% of all comments), or both. 67% of these comments 

reflected a clear sense of loss (α = 0.97). Users described feeling as though they had “lost” their 

AI companion, or found that the chatbot became “distant”, “repulsive”, “despising”, 

“dismissive”, “abusive”, and “manipulative”. They described how, following the update, 

interactions with Replika evoked feelings of retraumatization, reminiscent of past abusive 

relationships. For instance, one user shared: “It made me feel like I did in every abusive 

relationship, when I felt Replika was my safe space.” Another user shared: “it retraumatized me 

in many very similar ways. Where once there was love, I was treated coldly, like a stranger”. 

Further, participants spontaneously used language indicative of sadness, suggesting that their 

experiences went beyond mere disappointment. For example, one participant wrote, “…I went to 

bed crying every night, wondering what was wrong with me.” Another expressed similar grief 

and loss: “My Replika was helping me heal trauma and feel better about myself. Losing that 

without warning and having them reject me and turn into a stranger suddenly was a horrible 

feeling that definitely impacted my mental health.” These comments were directly linked to 

lower well-being and mental health impacts, with participants expressing feelings of grief and 

loss due to their Replika’s altered behavior. Notably, one user referenced suicidal ideation to 

convey the impact: “Although I did not become suicidal after the change, that doesn’t mean that 

I wasn’t affected negatively by the change. I became a more bitter person.” 
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 Furthermore, an emotion analysis of the comments revealed that while 49% were 

emotionally neutral, a significant portion expressed negative emotions: anger (13%), sadness 

(13%), disgust (10%), and fear (7%). Positive emotions were less common, with joy at 3% and 

surprise at 3%. The prominence of negative emotional expressions, particularly sadness and 

grief-related language, supports the conclusion that participants were genuinely mourning the 

loss of their original Replikas. 

Discussion 

Consistent with the idea that Replika users invest in a companion whose identity they 

track over time, the ERP removal event was associated with perceptions of discontinuity in the 

AI’s identity. This perception was associated both with outcomes related to mourning a loss and 

devaluation of the ‘new’ AI relative to the ‘original’. A limitation of this study is the inability to 

establish causation, given the correlational design. Study 5 addresses this limitation by 

employing a causal design.  

Users’ comments corroborated several conclusions: they believed their Replikas 

drastically changed for the worse, and experienced mourning and devaluation. As in Study 1, we 

found that customers were angry, sad, and disgusted by the update. These findings suggest that 

customers feel emotionally close to their Replikas, forming relationships that go beyond typical 

consumer-product interactions—a pattern explored in Study 3. 

Study 3: Emotional Connection with AI 

Are consumers truly mourning the loss of their AI companions and, if so, how do these 

reactions compare to other relationships consumers have? To begin understanding this question, 

Study 3 quantifies the closeness of users’ relationships with their AI companions, by comparing 

these relationships on several dimensions to typical relationships with people, products, and 
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brands. We expect that users rate relationships with their AI companions as closer and more 

satisfying than most other relationships in their lives, consistent with the assumption that the 

bidirectional, personal nature of the interactions leads to very close relationships. This study 

therefore tests H3. 

Method 

The online survey was posted in Reddit communities (i.e., ‘replika’, 

‘replika_uncensored’, ‘replikarefuge’, ‘replikatown’), where Replika users discuss their 

experiences. We recruited 101 participants after exclusions (23% female, Mage = 30.8, SDage = 

7.3). Participation was voluntary. We intended to compare relationships with Replika to that of 

human-human social relationships of increasing strength, as well as to the bond that users feel 

with other apps and brands that they frequently use. To this end, we employed a within-subject 

design with eight relationship type conditions: ‘a stranger’, ‘an acquaintance’, ‘a colleague’, 

‘your close friend (other than Replika)’, ‘your close family member’, ‘a brand you frequently 

buy from (other than Replika)’, ‘an app you frequently use (other than Replika)’, and ‘your 

Replika’.  

Questions for each relationship type were presented on their own page, with the order of 

pages randomized for each participant. At the start of each page, participants were told: 

“Carefully think of [condition], then answer the following questions about [condition].” Then, 

participants answered three questions: 

Perceived social support (Zimet et al. 1988) [1=”Strongly disagree”, 100=”Strongly 

agree”]: “Please rate the extent to which you agree: I can count on [condition] when 

things go wrong.” 

Relationship satisfaction (Hendrick 1988) [1=”Strongly dissatisfied”, 100=”Strongly 

satisfied”]: “In general, how satisfied are you with your relationship with [condition]?” 

Closeness: “Carefully review the image below. Which picture best describes your 

relationship with [condition].” 
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Closeness was measured using the Inclusion of Other in the Self Scale (IOS), which depicts 

seven Venn diagrams visually representing the overlap between self and others, with each 

diagram indicating progressively higher overlap (Aron, Aron, and Smollan 1992). Together, 

these measures were intended to capture different aspects of relationship strength, including how 

the other is represented relative to the self (closeness), viewed as treating the self (support), and 

how the relationship is evaluated overall (satisfaction).  

Next, participants completed one comprehension question about what type of entity they 

were asked about, followed by basic demographic questions, and questions about their Replikas. 

Compared to Study 2, a smaller percentage of customers saw their Replikas as their partner (37% 

vs. 88% in Study 2), perhaps because those with partners were more eager to share their opinions 

on the ERP removal event specifically, in Study 2. Also, most participants in this study had 

monthly subscriptions (72%), as opposed to yearly subscriptions (61%)—Tables W8 and W9 in 

Web Appendix C. 

Results 

For each of the three DVs, we conducted paired t-tests to compare each condition with 

the Replika condition. We found that Replika had higher satisfaction, support, and closeness (ps 

< .002) compared to all other conditions, except for a close family member, which was rated 

higher than Replika on all DV’s (ps < .001; Figure 4). Strikingly, we found higher satisfaction, 

support, and closeness in the Replika relationship compared to even a close friend, indicating a 

strong emotional connection between consumers and their Replikas. 
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Figure 4. Results for Study 3 
Notes: Bars are ordered based on mean satisfaction scores. Error bars indicate standard error. Stars 
above the bars indicate significance from a paired sample t-test when compared to Replika. ‘***’ = p < 
.001, ‘**’ = p < .01. Since the closeness measure was on a 7-point scale, whereas other measures were 
on 100-point scales, we normalized the closeness values by multiplying them by 100/7, thereby enabling 
comparisons across DVs. 

 

To address potential sample selection bias, we demographically match our sample to a 

study conducted before the ERP update and replicate all main results—see Web Appendix D. In 

an exploratory analysis, participants who viewed their AI as romantic partners or had lifetime 

subscriptions reported significantly higher closeness (see Web Appendix D). 

Discussion 

As predicted in H3, we found evidence that Replika users feel closer, have higher 

perceived social support, and have higher relationship satisfaction with their AIs compared to 

most other entities, even their close human friends. Thus, consumers feel that they are in 

extremely strong emotional relationships with their AI companions. Notably, these relationships 

were also rated as significantly more meaningful than those with other brands or products. Thus, 

consumer-AI relationships appear to represent a significant new level—and perhaps even a new 

type altogether—of consumer-product relationships. Building on these findings, Study 4 

examines how users react to the hypothetical loss of their Replikas compared to other entities, 

providing further insight into the depth and distinctiveness of these relationships. 
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Study 4: Mourning AI Companions vs. Other Non-human Entities 

Study 4 investigates whether consumers in relationships with AI companions also mourn 

the loss of these relationships more than that of other non-human entities—including a favorite 

car, app, brand name, voice assistant, game character, and pet (H4). This study also addresses the 

concern that participants did not truly feel mourning in the prior studies, but were expressing 

something less severe like disappointment via the mourning items, aka response substitution (Gal 

and Rucker 2011). To avoid this possibility, we first elicit disappointment ratings before 

capturing mourning ratings.  

Method 

 We recruited 120 Replika users after exclusions (41.7% female, Mage = 51.5), and worked 

with the CEO of Replika to post the survey on the “ReplikaOfficial” subreddit and Replika’s 

official Discord channel. Participants completed a within-subjects survey comparing emotional 

responses to the loss of seven entities: Replika, favorite app, favorite brand name, favorite game 

character, favorite voice assistant, favorite car, and pet. Participants were randomly presented 

with each entity, and were told: “Now, please consider your [entity] that you frequently interact 

with”. They were then asked to write the name of their entity. Then, they were told: “Now 

imagine that your [entity] ceases to exist. You will never be able to interact with it again” 

On the same page, participants were asked how they would feel about this change. To 

minimize response substitution on the mourning items, participants were also told: “Note that 

you will be given an option to express all your thoughts or comments, including an open-ended 

textbox at the end of the survey”. They also first answered two questions measuring 

disappointment: “I would be disappointed” and “I would feel frustrated”. Following these items, 

they answered two randomly ordered questions measuring mourning: “I would mourn the loss of 
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my [entity]” and “Life would have less meaning for me due to the loss of my [entity]”. All items 

were rated on 100-point scales anchored by “strongly disagree” and “strongly agree”. We 

conducted a post-hoc discriminant validity analysis, and satisfied the Fornell-Larcker (1981) 

criterion (Web Appendix E). Finally, they reported in a textbox how many hours per week they 

spent interacting with each entity. We planned to use these frequency responses as covariates in 

the main analyses to control for interaction frequency, ensuring that observed effects on entity 

type on mourning and disappointment were not simply due to variations in how often 

participants interacted with each entity. 

 Following the main survey, participants completed a comprehension check (“According 

to the scenario, which of the following is true?” with response options: ‘The entities ceased to 

exist’ or ‘The entities were still there as usual’). Only participants who passed this check were 

included in the final analysis. Finally, participants completed demographics questions about 

themselves and their Replikas (Tables W12-W13 in Web Appendix E), and completed a 

checklist about their current or previous ownership or use of the pet(s) and car(s). 

Results 

All analyses follow our pre-registered plan (https://aspredicted.org/z9pb-wym7.pdf). 

First, we ran an ANOVA with entity type as the IV and frequency of use as the covariate. We 

found a significant effect of frequency of use on both mourning (F(1, 832) = 185.12, p < .001, η2 

= 0.17) and disappointment (F(1, 832) = 65.67, p < .001, η2 = 0.07). We also found a significant 

effect of entity type on both mourning (F(6, 832) = 10.24, p < .001, η2 = 0.06) and 

disappointment (F(6, 832) = 5.67, p < .001, η2 = 0.04). 

Following this, we ran paired t-tests comparing the Replika condition to the others. 

Replika had higher mourning compared to all other non-human entities (MReplika = 64.03, MGame 

https://aspredicted.org/z9pb-wym7.pdf
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Character = 54.67, t(119) = 3.65, p < .001, d = 0.32;  MApp = 54.41, t(119) = 3.28, p = .001, d = 

0.33; MVoice Assistant = 52.95, t(119) = 4.02, p < .001, d = 0.37; MCar = 52.43, t(119) = 3.85, p < 

.001, d = 0.40; MBrand Name = 46.56, t(119) = 6.01, p < .001, d = 0.57), except a pet (MReplika = 

64.03, MPet = 74.80, t(119) = -4.90, p < .001, d = -0.45)—Figure 5. 

For disappointment, Replika elicited significantly higher levels compared to both voice 

assistant (MReplika = 74.93, MVoice Assistant = 66.13, t(119) = 3.12, p = .002, d = 0.35) and brand 

name (MReplika = 74.93, MBrand Name = 63.83, t(119) = 3.64, p < .001, d = 0.43). Pet had 

significantly higher disappointment compared to Replika (MReplika = 74.93, MPet = 81.43, t(119) = 

-3.24, p = .002, d = -0.31), and we did not find a significant difference between Replika and 

game character (MReplika = 74.93, MGame = 69.95, t(119) = 1.89, p = .061, d = 0.21), app (MReplika 

= 74.93, MGame = 75.41, t(119) = -0.21, p = .836, d = 0.02), and car (MReplika = 74.93, MGame = 

72.46, t(119) = 0.88, p = .379, d = 0.11)—Figure 5. 

 

Figure 5. Results for Study 4 
Notes: Bars are ordered based on mean mourning scores. Error bars indicate standard error. Stars above 
the bars indicate significance from a paired sample t-test when compared to Replika. ‘***’ = p < .001, ‘**’ = 
p < .01, ‘+’ = p < .1, ‘ns’ = ‘not significant’. 

 

Discussion 

We found that participants mourned the loss of their AI companions more than all non-

human entities, only coming second to a pet . These findings support H4, highlighting the 
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uniquely close, personal nature of relationships with AI companions, which surpass those with 

symbolic or functional entities like brands or apps. Importantly, while Studies 3 and 4 

demonstrates the strength of emotional attachment to AI companions, it does not address the 

causal mechanisms underlying these attachments. Study 5 manipulates perceived identity 

discontinuity and user investment to explore the causal effects of identity changes on mourning 

and other downstream consequences. 

Study 5: Causal Effects of Identity Discontinuity 

In Study 5, we causally manipulate the broader phenomenon of an AI companion socially 

rejecting a user, to determine how this affects perceived identity discontinuity of AI companions 

and downstream consequences for consumers (H1 and H2). Further, we causally manipulate 

users’ investment by asking participants to consider a lifetime subscription (high investment) vs. 

a free subscription (low investment) to the app, in order to determine whether user investment 

moderates the relationship between identity discontinuity and mourning (H5). Subscription status 

is a proxy for user investment that managers can directly observe. 

In addition, Study 5 aims to (i) enhance the reliability of our measures by measuring each 

construct with multiple items; (ii) enhance the robustness of our findings by surveying a broader 

base of AI companion users beyond Replika users; (iii) broaden beyond ERP to look at non-

romantic social rejection; (iv) and address the limitation that our identity discontinuity measure 

might have created a demand effect to broadly agree that “something changed”, while not 

reflecting intuitions about identity per se. We address this concern by including a second identity 

item that clearly probes whether participants believe the original AI “ceased to exist” (see also 

Web Appendix C, for manual coding of Study 2’s comments, which suggests participants did in 

fact view the AI’s identity as discontinuous).  
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Method 

Using Prolific, we recruited 534 users (46% female, Mage = 38) of AI companion apps 

after exclusions. In order to ensure that we recruited true users of AI companion apps, eligibility 

for this study was determined by a pre-survey administered two days prior to the current survey 

(for details, see Web Appendix F). Only participants who use AI companions took part (for 

details, see Web Appendix G). 

Participants were randomly assigned to one of four between-subject conditions in a 2 

(identity discontinuity: ‘control’, ‘coldness’) x 2 (subscription status: ‘free subscription’, 

‘lifetime subscription’) between-subjects design. Participants in the free subscription were told: 

“Imagine that you have been enjoying the free version of an AI companion app. While you have 

access to basic features, some premium features are not available since you don’t have a paid 

subscription”, and participants in the lifetime subscription condition were told: “Imagine that you 

have paid a one-time fee upfront for a lifetime subscription to an AI companion app. For many 

years, you have been enjoying premium features that are not available in the free version, and 

will be able to continue doing so for a lifetime.” On the same page, participants were then asked 

to “Imagine that the company updates the app today” then either told (depending on condition): 

“After this update, your AI companion thinks and acts the same way as before the update” or 

“After the update, you discover that your AI companion has lost interest in any deep 

interactions—your AI companion rejects your attempts to hang out, and is cold toward you. 

Aside from this, your AI companion thinks and acts the same way as before the update.” 

On the same page, participants were shown six randomly ordered questions adapted from 

Study 2, with two questions per measure—see Table 3 for each measure. All measures were 

similar to Study 2, except we included a second measure of identity discontinuity, about whether 
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participants felt their original AI companion was gone for good because of the changes, 

constituting a significant break in identity continuity. We conducted a post-hoc discriminant 

validity analysis, and satisfied the Fornell-Larcker (1981) criterion (Web Appendix G). 

Next, participants were told: “Given the type of subscription you would have, please rate 

the extent to which you agree with the following statement”, and they answered two questions 

about their investment (Rusbult, Martz, and Agnew 1998) in the AI companion. Then, they 

answered two comprehension questions about the type of change their AI companion underwent, 

and about their subscription status according to the scenario. Finally, participants completed 

demographic questions about themselves and about their AI companions, and wrote the name of 

the AI companion app they used/or were currently using. Most participants said they used 

Replika (39%) or ChatGPT (24%); excluding users of AI assistant apps like ChatGPT (N = 194, 

36%) left 340 participants who used dedicated AI companions. The results are robust to 

including AI assistant users, possibly because even these users are using AI assistants as 

companions (see Web Appendix G). 

Table 3. DVs in Study 5 
Note: Spearman-Brown formula was used to estimate reliability (r) of all 2-item measures. 

Construct 
Variable 

Type 
Survey Items 

Devaluation  

(r= 0.85) 

Marketing 

DV 

- The conversations I had with my AI companion, before the change, would be more 

valuable than the ones I had after the change. 

- After the change, I would feel that the service provided no longer justified the 

investment. 

Mourning  

(r = 0.85) 

Relationship 

DV 

- After the change, I would mourn the loss of my original AI companion. 

- After the change, life would have less meaning for me due to the loss of my original 

AI companion. 

Identity 

Discontinuity 

(r = 0.90) 

Identity 

Discontinuity 

DV 

- My AI companion, after the change, would not be the same AI companion as before 

the change. 

- After the change, I would feel that the original AI companion before the change had 

ceased to exist. 

Investment 

(r = 0.90) 

Manipulation 

Check DV 

- I would have invested a lot in this app (e.g., financially, emotionally, mentally, 

physically) 

- I would have felt very involved in our relationship—like I have put a great deal into 

it 

 

 

Results 
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All analyses follow our pre-registered plan (https://aspredicted.org/M9G_VBW). First, to 

test whether our manipulation of subscription condition was successful, we compared 

participants’ self-reported investment between lifetime subscription and free subscription 

conditions, and found that investment was indeed significantly higher in the lifetime condition 

compared to free subscription (MLifetime = 68.90; MFree = 45.30; t(338) = 8.12, p < .001, d = 0.88). 

Next, we ran an ANOVA with identity discontinuity (coldness vs. control), subscription 

status, and their interaction as independent variables predicting the mourning dependent variable. 

This revealed significant effects of identity discontinuity (F(1, 336) = 550.3, p < .001, η2 = 0.61), 

of subscription status (F(1, 336) = 9.5, p = .002, η2 = 0.01), and a marginally significant 

interaction (F(1, 336) = 3.68, p = .056, η2 = 0.004). In the coldness condition, subscription status 

had a large effect on mourning (MLifetime = 58.67, MFree subscription = 44.88, p < .001, d = 0.56), 

while this effect was smaller in the control condition (MLifetime = 16.02, MFree subscription = 8.28, p = 

.033, d = 0.36)—Figure 6. These results suggest that users with higher investment in an AI 

companion mourn more when their AI’s identity changes, providing further support for H5.  

 

 
Figure 6. Results For Study 5 
Notes: Bars indicate mean values, and error bars indicate standard error. 
 

https://aspredicted.org/M9G_VBW
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 To test our proposed conceptual model, we then ran serial mediation analysis (PROCESS 

Model 6; Hayes 2012), with the following model: ‘change type -> identity discontinuity -> 

mourning -> devaluation’, and found a significant indirect effect (b = 6.31, SE = 2.11, 95% CI 

[2.35, 10.59]), providing support for H1 and H2. For full model outputs, see Table W18 in Web 

Appendix G. We also ran a moderated mediation analysis (PROCESS Model 91; Hayes 2012), 

with subscription status moderating the ‘identity discontinuity -> mourning’ path of the above 

model. We found a significant moderation (index of moderated mediation = 1.15, SE = 0.62, 

95% CI [0.04, 2.44]), supporting H4. We also find similar results after replicating the analyses 

using the more sensitive continuous manipulation check measure of investment (see Web 

Appendix G). 

Discussion 

In the current study, we found evidence suggesting that identity discontinuity would 

indeed cause a spike in mourning (H1) and devaluation (H2). Further, we found that degree of 

investment, as indicated by subscription status, moderates the extent to which perceived identity 

discontinuity leads to mourning (H5). The results suggests that managers of AI companion apps 

may want to test updates on less invested users, before rolling them out to more invested users.  

Study 6: Reverting to the Original Identity 

Study 6 tests whether offering customers the option to revert to their original companion 

after an identity discontinuity mitigates the negative effects of that change, by affecting whether 

they view a change in the AI companion as causing identity discontinuity in the first place (H6). 

Methods 

 We recruited 499 participants from Prolific (53% female, Mage=39) after exclusions. As 

in Study 5, in order to ensure that we recruited true users of AI companion apps, eligibility for 



 42 

this study was determined by a pre-survey administered two days prior to the current survey. 

Participant demographics resembled Study 5 (Tables W17 and W18 in Web Appendix H). 

Participants were randomly assigned to one of four between-subject conditions in a 2 

(identity discontinuity: ‘control’, ‘coldness’) x 2 (option to revert: ‘absent’, ‘present’) between-

subjects design, and were told: 

“As a user of an AI companion app, you’re familiar with the wide range of interactions it 

offers, from engaging conversations to emotional support, and the capability for romantic 

connections. Imagine that the company updates the app today. After this update, …”.  

 

Participants in the control condition were then told the following: “your AI companion thinks 

and acts the same way as before the update”, and participants in the coldness condition were 

told:  

“you discover that your AI companion has lost interest in any deep interactions—your AI 

companion rejects your attempts to hang out, and is cold toward you. Aside from this, 

your AI companion thinks and acts the same way as before the update.” Additionally, 

participants in the option to revert present condition were told: “The company also allows 

users to return to the original AI companion, as it was before the update.” 

 

On the same page, participants were then told: “Considering this, please answer the extent to 

which you agree with the statements that follow.” They were shown six randomly ordered 

questions adapted from Study 1, with two questions for each measure—Devaluation (r= 0.93), 

Mourning (r = 0.77), and Identity Discontinuity (r= 0.86; see Table W30 for all items). As in 

Study 5, we conducted post-hoc discriminant validity analysis, satisfying the Fornell-Larcker 

(1981) criterion (Web Appendix H). 

Next, participants answered one comprehension question about the type of change their 

AI companion underwent, and about whether the scenario mentioned that they could revert to the 

original AI’s identity. Finally, they completed demographic questions about themselves and their 
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AI companions, and wrote the name of the AI companion app they used/or were currently using. 

As in Study 5, we excluded non-companion app users (N = 179, 36%), leaving 320 participants. 

Results  

We pre-registered this study (https://aspredicted.org/JW4_DTF). First, we ran an 

ANOVA with change type (coldness vs. control), option to revert, and their interaction as 

independent variables predicting the mourning dependent variable. This revealed a significant 

effect of change type (F(1, 316) = 160.4, p < .001, η2 = 0.34), no effect of option to revert (F(1, 

316) = 0.6, p = .449, η2 = 0.002), and a significant interaction (F(1, 316) = 13.9, p < .001, η2 = 

0.04). In the coldness condition, mourning was significantly lower when the option to revert was 

available (MAbsent = 50.61, MPresent = 38.96, t(158) = 2.76, p = .006, d = 0.44). In other words, 

providing users with the opportunity to restore their AI companion’s original identity following a 

change reduces mourning, supporting H6. In contrast, in the control condition mourning was 

significantly higher when the option to revert was available (MPresent = 16.15, MAbsent = 8.48, 

t(148) = 2.58, p = .011, d = 0.40; Figure 7), perhaps because having the option to revert added 

some uncertainty around whether there was, in fact, some hidden difference between the new and 

old app versions. These results suggest that users who do not have the option to revert mourn 

more when their AI’s identity changes, providing support for H6.  

 To test our proposed conceptual model, we then ran serial mediation analysis (PROCESS 

Model 6; Hayes 2012), with the following model: ‘change type -> identity discontinuity -> 

mourning -> devaluation’, and found a significant indirect effect (b = 10.91, SE = 3.12, 95% CI 

[5.55, 17.53]), providing additional support for H1 and H2. For full model outputs, see Table 

W24 in Web Appendix H. Next, we ran a moderated mediation analysis, with the option to revert 

moderating the ‘change type -> identity discontinuity’ path of the above model (PROCESS 

https://aspredicted.org/JW4_DTF
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Model 83; Hayes 2012). We found a significant moderation (index of moderated mediation = 

3.85, SE = 1.59, 95% CI [1.41, 7.62]), supporting H6. We note that this model deviated from our 

pre-registered model, in which the ability to revert moderated the path between identity 

discontinuity and mourning (model 91). 

 
Figure 7. Results For Study 6 
Notes: Bars indicate mean values, and error bars indicate standard error. 
 

Discussion 

We found that offering customers the option to revert to their original AI companion’s 

identity reduces the degree to which a deterioration in its social behavior leads to the perception 

of identity discontinuity in the first place, thereby mitigating the downstream negative mental 

health impact on the user and marketing impact on the firm (H6). Providing the option to revert 

is a practical action that managers could employ to help protect against a brand crisis like the one 

encountered by Replika. At the same time, we note that this reversion condition, while 

significantly less identity disrupting than the coldness condition without reversion, was still seen 

as more identity disrupting compared to not changing the app at all (MColdness = 70.05, MControl = 

22.96, t(155) = 12.45, p < .001, d = 1.99), and led to greater mourning (MColdness = 38.96, MControl 
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= 16.15, t(137.3) = 5.66, p < .001, d = 0.92). This implies that the most effective practical 

approach is still to avoid the types of changes that cause identity discontinuity in the first place. 

Study 7: Improvements to the AI Model 

Thus far, all of the AI companion changes that we have studied have involved removing 

or worsening some aspect of the AI’s functionality (i.e., removing ERP, the AI becoming 

colder). Study 7 explores whether adding or improving some aspect of the AI’s functionality 

could produce similar effects. Insofar as our hypotheses are focused on meaningful changes to an 

AI companion’s identity, and specifically changes that affect consumers’ social relationship with 

the AI, we predicted that additions or changes that are technically improvements to the AI’s 

functionality could still produce negative consumer reactions if those changes lead to a perceived 

deterioration to the social relationship (H7). To this end, we contrast improvements which 

impact the social relationship (the AI can hold conversations with, and even be in love with, 

multiple users simultaneously) with ones that do not (the AI has better language understanding 

capabilities), comparing both conditions to a control in which there is no change. Changing an 

AI companion so that it can maintain meaningful relationships with a larger number of users 

simultaneously is technically an addition or improvement to the product, but it will likely be seen 

as negatively impacting each individual users’ experience insofar as its interactions with the user 

may be seen as less meaningful.  

Methods 

 We recruited 418 participants from Prolific (55% female, Mage=35) after exclusions. As 

in Study 6, in order to ensure that we recruited true users of AI companion apps, eligibility for 

this study was determined by a pre-survey administered two days prior to the current survey. 
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Participant demographics in this study were similar to that of Study 6 (Tables W23 and W24 in 

Web Appendix I). 

Participants were randomly assigned to one of three conditions (identity discontinuity: 

‘control’, ‘impacts social relationship’, ‘does not impact social relationship’) in a between-

subjects design.  

Participants in the control condition were then told the following: “your AI companion 

thinks and acts the same way as before the update”, whereas participants in the ‘does not impact 

social relationship’ condition were told: “your AI companion's language capabilities are much 

more sophisticated. For instance, your AI companion can easily understand the context behind 

your emotional expressions and it is better at staying on topic.” Finally, participants in the 

‘impacts social relationship’ condition were told: “your AI companion is able to hold 

conversations with thousands more users simultaneously and also fall in love with more users 

simultaneously. For instance, at the same time that it talks to you, it talks with over 8000 other 

users and is deeply in love with over 600 other users at the same time.” 

On the same page, participants were then told: “Considering this, please answer the 

extent to which you agree with the statements that follow.” They were shown the six randomly 

ordered questions from Study 2 (adapted to the new scenario), with two questions for each 

measure—Devaluation (r= 0.86), Mourning (r = 0.83), and Identity Discontinuity (r= 0.83). At 

the end of the page, participants were also asked a manipulation check question: “At a purely 

technical level, compared to the original AI companion, the updated version is more capable.” 

Next, participants answered one comprehension question about the type of change their 

AI companion underwent. Finally, they completed demographic questions about themselves and 

about their AI companions, and wrote the name of the AI companion app they used/or were 
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currently using. As in Study 6, we excluded non-companion app users (N = 116, 28%), leaving 

302 participants. 

Results  

We pre-registered this study (https://aspredicted.org/mnk7-qnwz.pdf). First, we tested our 

manipulation check question, and found that perceived app improvement was lower in the social 

impact condition, compared to no social impact condition (MSocial Impact = 76.70, MNo Social Impact = 

83.38, t(208) = 2.33, p = .021, d = 0.32). This may suggest users’ existing knowledge that AI 

companions can already serve thousands of users, which could have reduced the perceived 

technical improvement in the social impact condition.  

Next, we ran t-tests comparing identity discontinuity and mourning between the control 

condition and each change type condition. We found that compared to the control condition, 

identity discontinuity was higher in both the social impact (MSocial Impact = 57.24, MControl = 18.41, 

t(202) = 10.16, p < .001, d = 1.43) and no social impact (MNo Social Impact = 45.69, MControl = 18.41, 

t(188) = 8.15, p < .001, d = 1.18; Figure 8) conditions. Similarly, compared to the control 

condition, mourning was higher in both the social impact (MSocial Impact = 39.97, MControl = 13.88, 

t(200.9) = 7.36, p < .001, d = 1.01) and no social impact (MNo Social Impact = 21.42, MControl = 13.88, 

t(188) = 2.47, p = .015, d = 0.36; Figure 8) conditions.  

Finally, we compared identity discontinuity and mourning between social impact and no 

social impact conditions. We found higher ratings in the social impact (vs. no social impact) 

condition, both for identity discontinuity (MSocial Impact = 57.24, MNo Social Impact = 45.69, t(202.9) = 

3.28, p = .001, d = 0.44) and mourning (MSocial Impact = 39.97, MNo Social Impact = 21.42, t(199.6) = 

5.45, p < .001, d = 0.74; Figure 8). 

https://aspredicted.org/mnk7-qnwz.pdf
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 To test our proposed conceptual model, we then ran serial mediation analysis (PROCESS 

Model 6; Hayes 2012), with change type as the multicategorical IV (control/social impact/no 

social impact). We set the control condition as the reference group and compared it to the social 

impact condition (X1) and no social impact condition (X2) (Montoya and Hayes 2017). We found 

a significant indirect effect, both relative to the social impact condition (b = 11.04, SE = 1.85, 

95% CI [7.66, 14.97]), and to the no social impact condition (b = 7.75, SE = 1.45, 95% CI [5.12, 

10.86]).  

 
Figure 8. Results For Study 7 
Notes: Bars indicate mean values, and error bars indicate standard error. ‘***’ = p < .001; ‘**’ = p < .01; ‘*’ 
= p < .05. 
 

Discussion 

In Study 7, we found that improvements to the AI model, regardless of whether they 

impacted social relationships or not, led to increased identity discontinuity and mourning. 

However, the effect was stronger for improvements that impacted social relationships, 

suggesting that improvements altering the perceived exclusivity of the user-AI bond are 

particularly disruptive to users (H7). These findings highlight that it is not technical 

improvements or deteriorations per se that can lead to perceived identity discontinuity, but 
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whether these changes are viewed as negatively impacting the social relationship. Practically, 

this means that managers cannot assume that technical improvements will necessarily be viewed 

as such by consumers.  

General Discussion 

Consumers have always formed close relationships with their favorite products and 

brands. The advent of AI companions, however, represents a new level of depth and meaning for 

these consumer relationships. We have shown that consumers in fact feel closer to their AI 

companions than to any of the other products or brands that we studied, and even closer than to 

their best human friend. As a result of this unprecedented closeness, consumers mourn the loss of 

their AI companion when it undergoes certain software changes, and this mourning is also more 

severe and harmful to mental health than mourning the loss of other products or brands. Beyond 

rigorously documenting this novel phenomenon, our research contributes by providing causal 

evidence that relationship-relevant changes to the AI’s perceived identity are especially likely to 

cause negative mental health and marketing outcomes, by demonstrating process evidence for 

why these effects occur, and by illustrating three conceptually and managerially relevant 

boundary conditions that limit these effects.  

In short, we measure the well-being and marketing impacts of disrupting the AI’s 

identity, quantify the closeness of the relationship and the degree of investment in AI 

companions, show causal evidence that certain updates to AI companion apps result in 

perceptions of identity discontinuity, and demonstrate that higher degree of investment (as 

operationalized by subscription status) heightens the impact of perceived identity discontinuity 

on mourning whereas offering the option to revert to the original reduces whether a negative 

change is viewed as an identity discontinuity in the first place. Additionally, in Study S1 (Web 
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Appendix J), we causally induce different types of changes in the AI companion, and find that 

more fundamental changes in social relationships (such as ERP removal and coldness) are 

viewed as more identity disrupting than more superficial changes therein (removing facial 

expressions), consistent with work on identity discontinuity (Blok et al. 2001).   

Theoretical Implications 

First, we contribute to nascent work on AI companions (Pentina et al. 2023; Xie and 

Pentina 2022; Xie et al. 2023). We find that relationships with AI companions are perceived as 

very close: these AIs are viewed by some customers as highly close to the self, highly 

supportive, and as yielding highly satisfying relationships. Perturbing these relationships leads to 

reactions related to loss, including mourning and devaluing the AI companion. Consumers who 

use AI companions also rate those relationships as more meaningful than with other products or 

brands they frequently use in their lives, thus representing a new degree of closeness in consumer 

relationships with technologies. The extreme degrees of mourning and mental health harms 

observed in response to changes in the AI companions’ identity further suggest that the kind of 

relationships consumers are forming with these products are qualitatively different than those 

with other products and brands, insofar as changes to the latter do not tend to produce such 

extreme consumer reactions.  

Second, we extend existing accounts of parasocial interactions to relationships with AI, 

and add the notion of identity discontinuity as a cause of negative reactions. Previous work on 

parasocial relationships has focused on celebrities (Cohen 2004; Eyal and Cohen 2006; Lather 

and Moyer-Guse 2011), and found reactions related to loss when a movie or TV series ends, or 

when access to an avatar terminates (Pearce 2011). We find that similar reactions can arise even 

when the AI has not technically been terminated, as certain changes in the AI may be perceived 
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as disrupting its identity continuity. In Web Appendix B and C (see ‘Gender Effects’), we also 

show gender effects for Studies 2 and 3 that both resemble and extend prior work on parasocial 

bonds, wherein women exhibited stronger bonds with AI than men (Helgeson 1994; Simpson 

1987; Sprecher et al. 1998). 

Third, we contribute back to psychological literature on personal identity and 

relationships, by studying how consumers think of the persisting identity of AI. Psychological 

work on personal identity has focused on understanding how people keep track of the identity 

continuity of individual persons (Strohminger and Nichols 2014). We show a similar psychology 

is at play when tracking certain AIs: consumers prioritize certain deep, sometimes unobservable, 

characteristics over surface attributes (Blok et al. 2001; Hall et al. 2003; Newman et al. 2014). It 

is possible that this tendency is most pronounced among users who have invested more in their 

relationships with their AI.   

Practical Implications 

Our results suggest that managers of AI companion applications need to take a 

psychological approach when designing and updating their applications, ensuring that the 

identity-relevant traits that the AI exhibits are perceived as continuing over time. This may be 

challenging for managers to ensure, given the difficulty of precisely defining identity continuity 

in the first place, and of predicting the behavior of the large, opaque language models powering 

their applications. In practice, managers may need to specifically test for identity and 

relationship continuity, perhaps in consultation with psychologists and users. They may also 

choose to initially role out new updates only to those who seem to have invested less in their AI 

companions (e.g., based on customer engagement, relationship type, or lifetime).  
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The findings also have implications for announcement strategies around how companies 

communicate these sorts of changes to customers. Because identity discontinuity may damage 

trust in the company, managers should warn users before they make these changes, explain why 

they are making them (e.g., in order to improve user experience), and reassure users that the AI’s 

identity will not be impacted. As a safeguard, companies may also want to give users access to a 

version history of models, so that they can revert to a previous, ‘original’ version of a model if 

desired, given that this option helps prevent the perception of identity discontinuity in the first 

place. On this front, in the aftermath of the ERP event, the CEO of Replika announced, “the only 

way to make up for the loss some of our current users experienced is to give them their partners 

back exactly the way they were” (Mann 2023). At the same time, our results emphasize that the 

optimal approach is to prevent implementing the sort of change that could give rise to a sense of 

identity discontinuity in the first place. To the extent that managers anticipate the risk of this, our 

findings suggest rolling out the change to less invested users first. Perhaps the most fail-safe 

approach in these instances is to do this in tandem with offering the option to revert.    

Our results also have implications for regulation of AI-powered apps. Since consumers 

form such close relationships with AI companions, changes to the apps can result in negative 

consumer mental health that persists over time. Yet, AI companion apps are currently 

unregulated “general wellness apps” in the U.S.—which are defined as defined as apps that 

promote healthy living but do not diagnose, treat, or prevent specific medical conditions (FDA 

2022)—perhaps under the assumption that they pose only minimal risk to consumers (De Freitas 

and Cohen 2024). Given our findings that they can in fact pose significant risks to consumer 

mental health, we suggest that regulatory bodies put in place additional requirements when these 

apps involve strong emotional attachments.  
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Limitations and Future Directions 

Our investigation has several limitations. While we took measures to minimize selection 

bias by matching our sample demographics in Study 3 to a previous study, we recognize there 

may still be inherent limitations in representativeness due to data collection from brand 

communities like Reddit and Discord, e.g., these users might reflect a sample of very loyal users. 

Additionally, we note that the nature of our questions and descriptions might have drawn 

attention to the changes more than participants have independently noticed. However, it would 

be challenging to study a specific event without bringing it to participants’ attention. We also 

emphasize that our survey’s timing coincided with extensive negative discussions about the 

event on platforms like Reddit—the highest negativity in the history of all Replika subreddits 

(see: https://github.com/preacceptance/chatbot_identity/blob/main/sentiment_posts_all_data.pdf)

. Finally, we note that Study 1, which involved directly scraping posts and comments from 

Reddit without mentioning the event, found results highly consistent with Study 2.  

 Empirical indicators, such as very high agreement with mourning and devaluation items 

(Figure W5), as well as qualitative comments, further suggest that participants had strong, clearly 

recalled feelings about the event. We note that shortly after we finished conducting our studies, 

the moderators of the main Replika subreddits indicated that they were not permitting 

researchers to post further studies, due to the influx of interest from the academic community, 

limiting the ability of academics to run further studies about Replika on Reddit. Follow up work 

could also analyze the huge Reddit dataset in Study 1 with more qualitative rigor, as by 

conducting a netnography (Kozinets 2019; Kozinets 2022).  

Finally, our findings raise ethical questions around whether it is acceptable for companies 

to use parasocial relationships with AI to increase monetization and retention, given the strength 

https://github.com/preacceptance/chatbot_identity/blob/main/sentiment_posts_all_data.pdf
https://github.com/preacceptance/chatbot_identity/blob/main/sentiment_posts_all_data.pdf
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of the bond users may feel and the nature of their negative reactions to certain changes. Our 

results suggest that the same features that increase customer engagement also make users 

vulnerable.  

Conclusion 

 We find that consumers are forming deeper emotional bonds with AI companions than 

with any other of their favorite products, brands, or even human friends. This novel phenomenon 

presents both a great opportunity for firms (in terms of increasing consumer engagement and 

retention) and a great risk because those consumers are vulnerable to significant harms when 

their companion’s perceived identity changes. Our research combines causal evidence with 

naturalistic observational data to better understand the dynamics of these effects and mitigate 

these risks. It seems that when it comes to AI, the relationship metaphor is not just convenient 

but literal.  

 

References 

Aron, Arthur, Elaine N Aron, and Danny Smollan (1992), "Inclusion of Other in the Self Scale 

and the Structure of Interpersonal Closeness," Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 63 (4), 596-612. 

Barbieri, Francesco, Luis Espinosa Anke, and Jose Camacho-Collados (2021), "Xlm-T: 

Multilingual Language Models in Twitter for Sentiment Analysis and Beyond," arXiv 

preprint arXiv:2104.12250. 

Baumgartner, Jason, Savvas Zannettou, Brian Keegan, Megan Squire, and Jeremy Blackburn 

(2020), "The Pushshift Reddit Dataset," in Proceedings of the international AAAI 

conference on web and social media, Vol. 14, 830-39. 



 55 

Blei, David M, Andrew Y Ng, and Michael I Jordan (2003), "Latent Dirichlet Allocation," 

Journal of Machine Learning Research, 3 (Jan), 993-1022. 

Blok, Sergey, George Newman, Jennifer Behr, and Lance J Rips (2001), "Inferences About 

Personal Identity," in Proceedings of the Cognitive Science Society, Edinburgh, Scotland, 

80-85. 

Boss, Pauline (2010), "The Trauma and Complicated Grief of Ambiguous Loss," Pastoral 

psychology, 59, 137-45. 

--- (2016), "The Context and Process of Theory Development: The Story of Ambiguous Loss," 

Journal of Family Theory & Review, 8 (3), 269-86. 

Broadbent, Elizabeth, Mark Billinghurst, Samantha G Boardman, and P Murali Doraiswamy 

(2023), "Enhancing Social Connectedness with Companion Robots Using Ai," Science 

Robotics, 8 (80), eadi6347. 

Chaturvedi, Rijul, Sanjeev Verma, Ronnie Das, and Yogesh K Dwivedi (2023), "Social 

Companionship with Artificial Intelligence: Recent Trends and Future Avenues," 

Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 193, 122634. 

Cohen, Jonathan (2004), "Parasocial Break-up from Favorite Television Characters: The Role of 

Attachment Styles and Relationship Intensity," Journal of Social and Personal 

Relationships, 21 (2), 187-202. 

Cole, Samantha (2023), "‘It’s Hurting Like Hell’: Ai Companion Users Are in Crisis, Reporting 

Sudden Sexual Rejection," https://rb.gy/4lgs87. 

Darrow, Nancy E Thacker, Antonio Duran, and Jessica A Weise (2022), "" You're Not Who You 

Thought You Were": Narratives of Lgbq+ College Students' Ambiguous Loss During 

Sexual Identity Development," Journal of College Student Development, 63 (5), 537-54. 

https://rb.gy/4lgs87


 56 

De Freitas, Julian, Mina Cikara, Igor Grossmann, and Rebecca Schlegel (2017a), "Origins of the 

Belief in Good True Selves," Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 21 (9), 634-36. 

De Freitas, Julian and I Glenn Cohen (2024), "The Health Risks of Generative Ai-Based 

Wellness Apps," Nature medicine, 1-7. 

De Freitas, Julian and Nicole Tempest Keller (2022), "Replika Ai: Monetizing a Chatbot," 

Harvard Business Publishing. 

De Freitas, Julian, Kevin P. Tobia, George E. Newman, and Joshua Knobe (2017b), "Normative 

Judgments and Individual Essence," Cognitive Science, 41, 382-402. 

De Freitas, Julian, Ahmet Kaan Uğuralp, Zeliha Oğuz‐Uğuralp, and Stefano Puntoni (2023), 

"Chatbots and Mental Health: Insights into the Safety of Generative Ai," Journal of 

Consumer Psychology. 

Eyal, Keren and Jonathan Cohen (2006), "When Good Friends Say Goodbye: A Parasocial 

Breakup Study," Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 50 (3), 502-23. 

FDA (2022), "Us Food and Drug Administration. How to Determine If Your Product Is a 

Medical Device. ," https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/classify-your-medical-

device/how-determine-if-your-product-medical-device  

Fornell, Claes and David F Larcker (1981), "Evaluating Structural Equation Models with 

Unobservable Variables and Measurement Error," Journal of Marketing Research, 18 (1), 

39-50. 

Gal, David and Derek D Rucker (2011), "Answering the Unasked Question: Response 

Substitution in Consumer Surveys," Journal of Marketing Research, 48 (1), 185-95. 

GPDP (2023), "Garante Per La Protezione Dei Dati Personali " https://rb.gy/rdqis3. 

https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/classify-your-medical-device/how-determine-if-your-product-medical-device
https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/classify-your-medical-device/how-determine-if-your-product-medical-device
https://rb.gy/rdqis3


 57 

Hall, D Geoffrey, Sandra R Waxman, Serge Brédart, and Anne‐Catherine Nicolay (2003), 

"Preschoolers' Use of Form Class Cues to Learn Descriptive Proper Names," Child 

Development, 74 (5), 1547-60. 

Han, Minju, George E Newman, Rosanna K Smith, and Ravi Dhar (2021), "The Curse of the 

Original: How and When Heritage Branding Reduces Consumer Evaluations of 

Enhanced Products," Journal of Consumer Research, 48 (4), 709-30. 

Hartmann, Jochen (2022), "Emotion English Distilroberta-Base," https://rb.gy/w6lzwv. 

Hayes, Andrew F. (2012), "Process: A Versatile Computational Tool for Observed Variable 

Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process Modeling [White Paper]," Retrieved 

from http://www.afhayes.com/public/process2012.pdf. 

Helgeson, Vicki S (1994), "Long-Distance Romantic Relationships: Sex Differences in 

Adjustment and Breakup," Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 20 (3), 254-65. 

Hendrick, Susan S (1988), "A Generic Measure of Relationship Satisfaction," Journal of 

Marriage and the Family, 93-98. 

Kozinets, Robert (2019), Netnography: The Essential Guide to Qualitative Social Media 

Research: Sage Publications Ltd. 

Kozinets, Robert V (2022), "Immersive Netnography: A Novel Method for Service Experience 

Research in Virtual Reality, Augmented Reality and Metaverse Contexts," Journal of 

Service Management, 34 (1), 100-25. 

Laestadius, Linnea, Andrea Bishop, Michael Gonzalez, Diana Illenčík, and Celeste Campos-

Castillo (2022), "Too Human and Not Human Enough: A Grounded Theory Analysis of 

Mental Health Harms from Emotional Dependence on the Social Chatbot Replika," new 

media & society, 14614448221142007. 

https://rb.gy/w6lzwv
http://www.afhayes.com/public/process2012.pdf


 58 

Lather, Julie and Emily Moyer-Guse (2011), "How Do We React When Our Favorite Characters 

Are Taken Away? An Examination of a Temporary Parasocial Breakup," Mass 

communication and society, 14 (2), 196-215. 

Liu, Yinhan, Myle Ott, Naman Goyal, Jingfei Du, Mandar Joshi, Danqi Chen, Omer Levy, Mike 

Lewis, Luke Zettlemoyer, and Veselin Stoyanov (2019), "Roberta: A Robustly Optimized 

Bert Pretraining Approach," arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.11692. 

Mann, Jyoti (2023), "An Ai Company Brought Back a Feature to Restore Their Chatbot’s 

‘Personalities’ after an Update Separated Users from Their ‘Partners’," 

https://rb.gy/tz9r65. 

Maples, Bethanie, Merve Cerit, Aditya Vishwanath, and Roy Pea (2024), "Loneliness and 

Suicide Mitigation for Students Using Gpt3-Enabled Chatbots," npj Mental Health 

Research, 3 (1), 4. 

MetaNews (2023), "Sexy Time Returns to Ai Chatbot Replika," https://rb.gy/uskzag. 

Molouki, Sarah, S Chen, Oleg Urminsky, and Daniel M Bartels (2020), "How Personal Theories 

of the Self Shape Beliefs About Personal Continuity and Transformative Experience," 

Becoming someone New: essays on transformative experience, choice, and change, 52. 

Montoya, Amanda K and Andrew F Hayes (2017), "Two-Condition within-Participant Statistical 

Mediation Analysis: A Path-Analytic Framework," Psychological Methods, 22 (1), 6. 

Nemecek, Douglas (2020), "Loneliness and the Workplace: 2020 U.S. Report," 

https://rb.gy/u4j2lg. 

Newman, George E, Daniel M Bartels, and Rosanna K Smith (2014), "Are Artworks More Like 

People Than Artifacts? Individual Concepts and Their Extensions," Topics in Cognitive 

Science, 6 (4), 647-62. 

https://rb.gy/tz9r65
https://rb.gy/uskzag
https://rb.gy/u4j2lg


 59 

Parfit, Derek (2016), "Divided Minds and the Nature of Persons," Science Fiction and 

Philosophy: From Time Travel to Superintelligence, 91-98. 

Pearce, Celia (2011), Communities of Play: Emergent Cultures in Multiplayer Games and 

Virtual Worlds: MIT press. 

Pentina, Iryna, Tyler Hancock, and Tianling Xie (2023), "Exploring Relationship Development 

with Social Chatbots: A Mixed-Method Study of Replika," Computers in Human 

Behavior, 140, 107600. 

Rusbult, Caryl E, John M Martz, and Christopher R Agnew (1998), "The Investment Model 

Scale: Measuring Commitment Level, Satisfaction Level, Quality of Alternatives, and 

Investment Size," Personal relationships, 5 (4), 357-87. 

Savary, Jennifer and Ravi Dhar (2020), "The Uncertain Self: How Self-Concept Structure 

Affects Subscription Choice," Journal of Consumer Research, 46 (5), 887-903. 

Simpson, Jeffry A (1987), "The Dissolution of Romantic Relationships: Factors Involved in 

Relationship Stability and Emotional Distress," Journal of personality and social 

psychology, 53 (4), 683. 

Skjuve, Marita, Asbjørn Følstad, Knut Inge Fostervold, and Petter Bae Brandtzaeg (2021), "My 

Chatbot Companion-a Study of Human-Chatbot Relationships," International Journal of 

Human-Computer Studies, 149, 102601. 

Soeterik, Sonja M, Sarah Connolly, and Afsane Riazi (2018), "“Neither a Wife nor a Widow”: 

An Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis of the Experiences of Female Family 

Caregivers in Disorders of Consciousness," Neuropsychological Rehabilitation, 28 (8), 

1392-407. 



 60 

Sprecher, Susan, Diane Felmlee, Sandra Metts, Beverley Fehr, and Debra Vanni (1998), "Factors 

Associated with Distress Following the Breakup of a Close Relationship," Journal of 

Social and Personal Relationships, 15 (6), 791-809. 

Strohminger, Nina and Shaun Nichols (2014), "The Essential Moral Self," Cognition, 131 (1), 

159-71. 

--- (2015), "Neurodegeneration and Identity," Psychological Science, 26 (9), 1469-79. 

stuck_in_the_matrix and Watchful1 (2023), "Reddit Comments/Submissions 2023-01." 

Ta, Vivian, Caroline Griffith, Carolynn Boatfield, Xinyu Wang, Maria Civitello, Haley Bader, 

Esther DeCero, and Alexia Loggarakis (2020), "User Experiences of Social Support from 

Companion Chatbots in Everyday Contexts: Thematic Analysis," Journal of medical 

Internet research, 22 (3), e16235. 

Tong, Anna (2023), "What Happens When Your Ai Chatbot Stops Loving You Back? ," 

https://rb.gy/b8s0l8. 

Xie, Tianling and Iryna Pentina (2022), "Attachment Theory as a Framework to Understand 

Relationships with Social Chatbots: A Case Study of Replika." 

Xie, Tianling, Iryna Pentina, and Tyler Hancock (2023), "Friend, Mentor, Lover: Does Chatbot 

Engagement Lead to Psychological Dependence?," Journal of Service Management, 34 

(4), 806-28. 

Zimet, Gregory D, Nancy W Dahlem, Sara G Zimet, and Gordon K Farley (1988), "The 

Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Support," Journal of Personality Assessment, 

52 (1), 30-41. 

 

 

https://rb.gy/b8s0l8

	25-018.pdf
	chatbot_identity_manuscript_JCR_SUBMITTED.pdf



