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TR ENGE: ZTie A THEEH

BB REH
dtmpfol KAz o= &, dbat 100083)

B OEA AR HAGRYS TR EZ AL LA R, EAPIR G E R HAREA. B4 T
AFEA, HZH_ARKEE_ARZE, TAATFTEL AEETHilden L, #Z2EFNLGZARTRA
EENGE, wEEAF B T EE AR, A AT G RS Sk o) 8 A%, R R AR 69 AR F) B R
TAEZUISHIER TR MBHE., RERGHRTAZE: EBE5REH nlEPe £iE; BRI E;
Yi—ikdo A G 5 AR AN B Gt IHIE; 5 E AT S AEATRR] 5 A R B Al £ B £ 094505,

KEFE EARRM MR AR, Al Eikk F BEREHR
535S B849: €91

<8 o=
o

T8 75 51| W (moral judgment)J& X 47 A AR &R BP0 R IEA R Z T, 2538 453 4 o K
BIFNr . FEos i EfE I Ry B R, JETERE Fe T B BUEL. SN . A RS IE (R
IR A A AR, BR AN SEiE .0 P2 B, s, ok, 2016), TIAN, KB AF.
REMMRGI . %, XHR5FMh, AF. & S AR S A E AR (A B /R R
HFIIE X (Haidt, 2007), i# 411 (Pratt, Golding, AR NES), SR Ab o 2 v AS [R5 S [ 5 | % 19
Hunter, & Sampson, 2010), &%J(Scott, Inbar, & B H Ak & B AL, B B SOk i 3 3 7 (Graham
Rozin, 2016). # H X {5 {1 (Atkinson & Bourrat, etal., 2013), FEIMARZ Rl f Lk,

201 ) SEH BN N TE SO . FEOP, AT 2k B2 Shweder 45 A (1997) = R 4F 4]
P S B A B PR AR XTI 2 1B 18 A% TE S 2R B 6 DU A AR R R 4, i S
WG, 0BRGN PAUCE IR T2 IE 5560, 1 RIS H RGOS K, & B B/ FRE) S
SR Z I EIEN A AL E . Shweder, Much, Gy, EBTE I R A2 ALY T8 AR I G A — A T R AT
Mahapatra Fl Park (1997)82 i, A ZEA] 530 = B4, SE A Z G L& A BARZS, DL AR
KGUE, A EPE AR e, DI o spoRpg AN D TR A
2 W B AR . JE SR AR I (Moral g TN 2 TR R A —
Relationships Regulation Theory, Rai & Fiske, 2011) PERHE SR, 3N B — P 0 BHE 2 45 A A1) T )
U A IE P A AT S D RE AR BE e, KAt 2 G R A KB Ze LA A g, O ey A T iH
B Sy T8 0 W 4 B, 00 43 7 I R R A T 1 TG TR R R ), 7R
Mo e SRR PARURRC TIARE. I gt g e i RS P B T 2L IEAP,
RN S8 PSERAIRR POICREAE RSB 5o gt s o o i B T3 IR, Ao i 0

(ESRIA SR T MU BIE o, BFUREI e g 0 1, (LS DR B0 T
B B9 Y )R B f8 5L RE #i8 (Moral Foundations L A B 1 %

Theory), ZHICEBEMER . T, i . £ TEX AL, 42 (Gray, Young, & Waytz,

2012)#2¢ 1 T 1 7 — JC18 (The Theory of Dyadic
VR EL: 2018-04-29 Morality, TDM), 2 H 183 B [ 225 9 > 81 R Ja) it
« RS BT pootezcQyyy, 0 T EHIBTERIE BB REAGAZI, A
BEEE: RS0, E-mail: wubaopei@bjfu.edu.cn BA — A WAER G —HERR Y 5 =, AT T X A
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SBGEE, Anfar i A X EHE ST B FE I W A
MR 2, BRGE RS AL e — A, T O AE
TEELEHRIE A R, G5 3 3 PR ) P 2
SRR ZouhE, A R TEEA W HESE, 5
PHER— P, DR DU ELAN 8 o SRS, TEE
JCIE I b by T W () 9 AR R A A T
—AHE . AR SOR TR 2 B TS OB A
MR, A R A A T U A O, o i R
P A T 4 T AR R A, e PR B B A
KA MR SR

1 ffaZEE=-rit

iE7E —JLit(The Theory of Dyadic Morality,
TDM) Y% 0 2 B B 19405 3 (perceived harm), X
PO EA AR E L, WEWRER: AEEMN
17M# (an intentional agent)5#JiF 5 A2 FEH (a
suffering patient), H Wi & Z [\ /7 78 B R X &R
(causal link), 7] &5 A[A—P] (Schein & Gray,
2017), IEEEBEIMGE, R RNIT N S
TR EHRGSZWHE, WRLT B E AL LA
IR (Gray et al., 2012),

hESBEEZ WA R EREN., hF
BN, BHEEAT ZMWEZEEM, X
O 075 i, IR T AR O T R ) AT A
(FeldmanHall et al., 2016), A5 F Al A B A=A
2 1l rp i LAl A9 70 (Park, Kappes, Rho, & Van
Bavel, 2016), ‘BN F#E A S50 77, & HAb
TH AR I JC 1 L ALY (Schein & Gray, 2015), 4%
SRPAF] H — B A R AT N, 90% 1 [0 24 ¥
R BRI 053, ik . e, Tt X RE
FHIE R AW ESCE R, OiE AR SGE
Tt B A % 2% FE 1) K % (Hofmann, Wisneski, Brandt,
& Skitka, 2014), ANFEFHHFFEL LM, 1% 5iE
i 2 [a] R R B 5 S0 e M, TEIe R A R
BV 7 Tkt 2z, B RAERG/NESER %, &
Z AT, AT E EH A —FEMEE AL,
TG ATR A B EEE &, X — s xEL
Bh4% (Barrett et al., 2016), 8 &L S5 A ZSE
EG A A B B A, A
B 7SN, AR [ 4 R rh i B e
A4 458 (Haidt, Graham, & Ditto, 2015),

B TR T E X%, A — KRR,
fERERIE <RI B A7, XA EANTTEE A

e, RFEZRGNR, fERRis m B A B (Gray et
al., 2012; Gray, Waytz, & Young, 2012), #: %5 —k
FMTCAFH WA E JOAT, R T 0 &
HH ML &(Gray, Schein, & Ward, 2014), X 534t
INFRR 2R3 0 R A — B, TR 2 b
i e AR S, 4 T ) D (RS T
] B %5 M JZ T (dorsal-medial prefrontal cortex,
DMPFC)i% — & FAt S IANH Y KB X 3, H v =
T A~ 3 [5] i 1] X JHUIR 25 3R R 11 M E
(Theriault, Waytz, Heiphetz, & Young, 2017), R}
[EPNIPS =i B 5I

S S (mind  perception) BR % i R & 4
Br, 0B AP oY . RESh P (agency) 5 B2 1
(experience) (Gray, Gray, & Wegner, 2007), 514
JEFEYT AL S A4 (Sytsma & Machery, 2012),, “fE
SRR S HATI O BT, 4G B AR
B2 1 O ab AN N Tt VA= -k € A Y. i | Ve
HLOERE S, EAEYLE . F . . Wk, 52
PRAE X WA ST 4B b, TRGE, ATRUIE, T
— e W, WA XU, TEmAEE
T A ARBEZNME | AR, Y. L
;RS B RES P, A AT O X
PR, S e T B T, BE Bl 1 5 38 1 53 4T (moral
responsibilities)FH X hz, 8432 P 5 i fE A F| (moral
rights)FHXS N, GlH, EETE, SO EAE
Z W RESh ML SIS SR, MM F A, WHA
2 0 2 1 5 B AR (Gray, Young, et al,
2012; Gray, Waytz, et al., 2012), > &V B 5 &=
FIWEY X ROC R, FE H HE 50 BUAR 58 X 2
ABEH R BIAE ., A AR 8 5 Tk AT RE S E A
H, T B AN S5A BF R EETHE, XA
HM YA T L F, B S S R Y T A
(Fadda et al., 2016); DHARSHE LEERAZE
FHRA 2L (Del Gaizo & Falkenbach, 2008),
F I X TEEACR 1 2, X E R E AU,
HY B Ry B A Y T ) W (Marsh & Cardinale, 2014),
X — AR UL, X7 A B (Re S M) 52
TR (SR 75 =, [R5 e S A BT

SRMEEN A Z R ZHE, BTkt F
REMRENY o T AN DX L 3050 L R, ROl oy < iE
BN, BRibZAbh, intafsi%(Wright, Tokunaga,
& Bae, 2014) . 58 b [E J#(Welch & Bryan, 2000), iX
FAW B2 H AR EST R, AR AGE
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TEIEH, FE AR S Z T 18, WaiEiE
o Wb R TR, AN RSO AR IR AE, Ay
N B9 ZEAL 2 AR S 38, TR B A 23z
AR PR, TR A R S 25 5, EXU5 HIA
XA E A, R R <FRIR AR
KA E, TEAR, "HER, BEZICR
JIT Bt AT TE A ISR, R A SR H2
B REAE N BN AE 5 1 ORI, AR

B, AR —AA 5 A SO,
HTCVE R WA RSB, AR N eaE SO, PR R AR
WTHKE LB, MARHE, 2500 AK
R ENE, 2013) 17 BEAC A O 3 2% ) F 58 i 30
NERTEE L —Ynt, JFEREL T, Mk s —
ANJEFI(Fehr & Russell, 1991), DI JEE S0,
S Vi S S A A AR B A DA TR I, TR
Ja T4 425 2 (Darwin, 1871), HRLIFEEX RS
R <TEAE R AL, PR, BVR EAT A E S
HZEHEEZWE, FRIEMSET LK EE (Gray,
Young, et al., 2012; Gray, Waytz, et al., 2012), A} 5%
KR, NATTRS AT A 1A 1) 2 ok B0 LA A X FR
P, BV AR Z A i R F 04T N 8 T el B
RAmFELe), Bl s S el FITHN
(Chakroff, Russell, Piazza, & Young, 2017), iX 1] fiE
UEHT, X IEAEE LA AR, AT RER A T E
Mo B, FRATAT LA, 5% 2 EEE Uy JE A,

IR PR W 3, B AT 8
TRERAEZWRE, WRLT EEE L M A
HUBEAR, B2 QnAn fif BB 2 N 5 1) 22 REvE IR 7 B
oA, RN Z M, T H
455 A B Z2 o0 Ak o TG B OR R, ok
Brxcfezoo, tin, ey 3 S EEAZ [+
SCRGTAT, PRA A AT T % a5 5 00 kg 5 7 ——
53 i E XEARF(van der Toorn, Nail, Liviatan,
& Jost, 2014), HEIENAEMZIT, HE—FoMER
B, HIE B R R AT — > —— B B 19 4
¥ (Schein & Gray, 2017), 4ikE JLMHE LUR M S| 1Y
135 kv 4y, 52 I8 745 ¢ (Schein, Ritter, & Gray,
2016),

2 EREZTRIA TREEF

2.1 EEFIEH L
B 78 E U Y Y B A AT O E AL T
X EH WD, (AR PAERON R E X — A,

|

K

AR T K& TETEAS I I AR (LR
e ) h g R, TSR e, 255
WA N, REICEA REAAF . T B
LSBT 2 AHET, A BRI AT e
ZEH? . CPRRLR?, XE e, H2ILT
B N ARSI i & £ R A TETER . iR
WL e X B WL AR ANk, Al 7 LB 58 FL LAY () FRAT ]
W nitl . fRRA S 2 m il P B3y, B
AR 2 8 B AU IR, S I 50 20 A K
F5E JyTE PR X S P g T TR B Y 77 4, A
T = ANEEE . B E X (norm violation) , TH MR T
& (negative core affect) 5 /& A1 2| 1 7 &
(perceptions of harm) (Gray, Schein, & Cameron,
2017). DAMERIBEGRL E & B, 3Gt 5 s
B, JEAMAIX 4 2 48 B 4l (conventional violations)
5 j& 1% '8 JU (moral violations) 1Y #% #fi (Nichols,
2002), TEENR O E, RS S, Gl
WAL

WRAEIETE —TTie, Ay — b 8 ] A 7
W LT R EEA TR

AEIER . AT S A EERE . IR
ML AL =28, — B S, S RGEERLE
IR R ER, AR, D AR
(Tisak & Jankowski, 1996), 3~6 % I JLEE, HJEH
FE O TR B TE LG (PRSI 2 D) R W] 22, 1
AN JBRHE N S A A P R G R AR AP B 55 AT 1]
FEAE ) T He G 4 A8 FLAE A [ 2, (H 33 Fof i )
AR AERE IR N o (HA— 4RI, BEH AR IR
B, L R AR R ERE, SO T RE, 1A
S BER E & 1 X 43 (Rizzo, Cooley, Elenbaas, &
Killen, 2018), & WAHLE, JoHOEEMERE, Xt
TREAIE O 2. AU, 18 E AL L T
B ST HRMZ AR TR, SERSEE
—E, X B Sl AT O AR, Y
HE S EEREAR — 2o, BRI T R
B Al B P K K Tt (Godin, Conner, & Sheeran,
2005) . S fa) AJ AL, AT T TR IE R LTS
ABELAT B X T A M A, I8 A7
EEENMb AT R i ETERLERS, AAARE L.
B2 IR S A AN, G E T,
TR, RS LS R B AL IX A3 Tk
i, IR T

HR AR THIER, SEIRZ s, TR
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EEAW A EEOTR, o B BIe R
SEAE S TS T R B ) F2 L, A A
HEHRAE H R Rk B T A R 09 4F T (Haidt,
2001), 15T 5 POBRAT R T T IZ 5T 1 R E 12
1% 4% (Hutcherson & Gross, 2011), AfI1&F IR
T 7 9 Y S B 15T &% (DeScioli & Kurzban, 2009),
ARt GBI (Haidt, Mccauley, &
Rozin, 1994), &AW EI, 16T 254k i
B, NATTXS AT Sy 0 T8 8 0 B B Sy ™8, T 18 X il
PRAGIEK B T LS 348 S WR 52 (Eskine, Kacinik, &
Prinz, 2011; Schnall, Haidt, Clore, & Jordan,
2008) 738N, PIIAATE Ny — Rl LY (4 TE PR 45, TR
RS0 TETE RN | JEAEAT N P A GRIR, T5F,
ZEE, TOL, BRIHMEAR, 2014) 7E G RE T,
TCIE R BE AR], B2 3G X I B =, L
SRR, (S TE AT S ™5 (S, 2013).

7 26 5 ) S G TR A BRI, (H M AR — A
FEAIE . R, X1,
RUVRESE 18 26 B0 % e G, 2 ToRe e ey, T
12 5 — i SR Y T FE #I Wy . CAD (Contempt/
Community, Anger/Autonomy, Disgust/Divinity) =
i — 4B 5% (Rozin, Lowery, Imada, & Haidt, 1999)
WIh, TRTEMA ST =T, AMIESLAE
PERP IR B BURS, B ACHRE M i B AL, AU AR
ENERHERE RG B SEA DR, OB
T Z2 1 5 20 3% AR ) S 7 B U A G I, B T o
B Y 18 5% 5 (Wagemans, Brandt, & Zeelenberg,
2017), KT HEREERIWA OISR R B, R
TEAEAL R BE T RO 4, i AR A 5 B B 45
¥ (Wisneski & Skitka, 2017). 1B [#] its £ 75 AH I
UESE, TCIRE T8 E AL S A Fh N 2F, AR
W P A 32 515 45 (Royzman, Atanasov, Landy,
Parks, & Gepty, 2014), 7E Royzman % A (2014)[¥)
o, FRF LI N T 2R, S0
FEZMEESL, ANZAFERIL, AmRaih
B, MR E @ 2 AT L, RIEAEalyh E
LR, #H EH WA AT BRI B B, X2
Hoh i) R A o o B A A ARORE A R SR,
AT A 7 R E AT BB 22 ) ER, &
RS AR B A R RS AS . A AN 40 A 1R 45 00 Y
[ AR T 1 200 0, AT BT R RS 155 A% i
£/

I/ & N R R W R, LADOE R ], —

APIFRE T H—, BaiPOBE% S, ikl
Xof AN () 5 ) T R D AR G TR T, &)
SPBTER LTI Z G, T REAKTIEE . WA
A 2B A LV S T8, 5, BBk
TGS, SR EEF N RGO E, RIEE
TR RS, XmMEL B, ATEEEET
4, o W3 T a4, R, siss—Fh
JUROR UL, R R 23 2R, UL A 26
SO (RO DOE . S ARSI D | R RO
55 (SRR EMERE) (R, KE,
2012), HF UL LR, A5k 28 38 A5 ] W ) 52
M) 2 T8I A7

TN B 5 TN T S 1 = A n R
1353#7 o

TAEEE. BEBEBCERMNMME, EE
XoF ) BB AR, IR AR AR T BRARAE, I
I TR BN A AR o AR R R o
i s, EE S i PR, R B i (Gray,
2012), FEEWTEF, FHERER, #OANI
BSC W BRIA TE N AT & 8 5 (Levine & Schweitzer,
2014), FIfih 3t F H 8% T {5 4T (Levine &
Schweitzer, 2015). X 72 [ B AN [ HUR S 1 3H
TERNWT o 5% A5 A0 AT 53 R AN R AN TR] /4 D5 T
—— IEGE WA R R AF ) R0 IE 48 55 B R R AT h),
R AW, X TRENEEE L, SIESNEN
B T T TSR, T O St S S A A X ™
(Laurin & Plaks, 2014), H 5 P {# 75 F 15 IE G4
BT I E BRI T H R, BRTEILH
FOTETEFIT b, FREAE R, 4~5 2 27 1911k
JUFFIE 3 R 525 8 52 m, N 5~9 B FF1R, i
ATTE 0 W7 32 AR T R, LB T R
H W B4 RE 1 W OO AL (25 A, RATIE,
2015; Margoni & Surian, 2017; Nobes, Panagiotaki,
& Bartholomew, 2016), 72 [&] X 18 75 1) Wy %) B2 225
Wi, 37 T f i o A TR, AT R R AL,
NI wEMAEE LN e HERE, BithE
J K (harm-magnification)”, #{i7EH & 1 FE W 1H
R, e T A g5 #E AT AT (Ames . &  Fiske,
2015). 7% F A1 (Path Model of Blame) il
NATHEHRI W AT & i ot & i, A RIUE B2
WP —— & BIH B, B R, B RE
K. FREER, el EER s N aES RN
Fl, ZJE it — AT I, XA AT A LR
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B, X TCRAT 2 I 2% i AT 5 1 (Guglielmo &
Malle, 2017; Monroe & Malle, 2017),

TEERE . ZEFHIRE AL T IHE
I BB T A S, AR N R IE TR AT W Sk
P T [F 4% L (Darwin, 1871), 4 ¥ A E 1T N
CTEAEAS DR BT, SR AT MR OC? B A
[—WARRFEER R, WRELVHRIE, &
BLH#E LW 5 ATA, EREWRTHERE, 5
SHEEF—SARELIWILTAA—AHX, T
DL BB BB . IR(H) R & R %% T I
K2 (CEMS, P, 2, 201D)M IR R,
5 52 el T8 0 T, I 18 2 T A 3 ) 15 kD
(Duke & Bégue, 2015), i /& i) G 5 1 LAY O
PR, AERE AR, #a oA 3 SR
Z(Marsh & Cardinale, 2014), 1A% r9 51k, ol
fil 1F 2 0T 52 3 FO R 55 . 3 sk, Bl
] AR R RO X 4, kA —E, RFE—-1
A A /N 1 X G2 A R BE O TB {8 (Bleske-rechek,
Nelson, Baker, Remiker, & Brandt, 2010; Kawai,
Kubo, & Kubo-Kawai, 2014), % .0F BRANBLS
R, M T EReslE  mEEZ NN, BT
WO R RARAE SN PE . SRR, F R ]
REMEZ T & I, BONE] T 52 000 o (A 5 (Gray et
al., 2007). 3T & BR, FE5 BT ASIE 510 3 5 b i
ZJa, POXTEE ARG RE D, R BITE 21
¥ 15 (Gray et al., 2014),

ERXFE, AMEAWHEEE I, 817075 W
BT A 2R S SOEE R AL, HHARR
VEPEANE o AR T 3N TR 0T, Mk
XPAE R B S AL R T, AT LAEE E
OATFBIREIANNHE, SR EEE N TT
R RIAE I SR S, ORI R IR Z AN
1 A 8L 5 < w7 % RE (byproduct  effects)”
(Peter, Kelly, & Robert, 2012), TE“NERZN "5
“RIAE RO, T — AN 2 RR G 2R W 58 5 2
TIEERIWA TERA . AN R AT E SR A Y
ZHEH R IC R, EEA WAL
FFE,

TEAE TR SRR, XA T W Y 7 AR, R
FrdE B E (Venn diagrams)zUAY R (K 1 Frw),
T AS I8 244 15 4 5 T8 18 22 1) B 3R R Al — — X i,
BNk ZAY FE M7 (Gray et al., 2017), 38 125 Wr 261
Y. THARE BB B A S A o

MK

Norm violation

RIEE \
Immorality
TR TR
BB E :
Perceived harm
i
BB (HR)

Core affect (negative)
K1 SEE eI AN E R SRR, SRR . O
RO 17 18 55 B ) 1 1 7 =3 45 & (Gray et
al., 2017),

22 EEFEEMIT

EEFIWR M T2m EEZT5H T ELIFF
B BB (AT A BRI GZE & ), 2
AW R, WIES5 R (Gray et al, 2012), Jf
LRI — A BN R A, BB 405 %
S AN PR W, P EH AN ) Dy 38 R 30 1 45
(Schein & Gray, 2016), BEfE IR H T2 LK
Jn T AR AR I8 78 — 5T L3 (dyadic comparison)”,
BT AL B — 170 B, I 5 oo i
AHLEEL, WX —17 R S AR EE AT
H R A2 A, PIE Z RS A R
R, WUIR = R0, TR AT Sy S T A O T A
170 Ml EET I TS BeERR oy B fE oo
5% (dyadic completion)”, BJ AAITFEH 9 B 3 —
TN TEERE, BB 3 oot 4 2 i W2
FWAT I, XEATT A HRXER. 2F
BRI R RNAT R, #T TR, W
FRZ A« —onse B B — o b BIRIE, e
MAT R E R ZEHERRE . BRXER=Tr
T PR RS AR T OTSE R, U SIS AR ] T A
RS o

YR BB F P =4 T ER, BET
TCSE R ] Ay = A AT E AN BRI R AR
4. ZEFHIAE(Gray et al, 2014), T HFHANE,
WANTEE Z W HERT, AATEE B A, X Raf
B EN A E S 58 (Gray & Wegner, 2010);
REZRM &, HNMP TR ERR, FHHLRRSR
ZzAE W, BERA TATC 64 R T B AR BT
R, EARREAE AATAS AT 33X R K O O
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Ry GBS, 1981), BERBARMKKECITZ
FWE, SRRERNGIAHEE. ZEEHE,
B = o sE R i i LA . Gray 55(2014)
W 5 ALRAE T ZEEN SRR,
— 5L T B R AR B ) A R s ) 7 R AR B
T, XMaiEE L. FEEL. PR E
TEHIWT, IFHIWE SR FH AR, S
(B FEAR B AR L, fERF R R, B 4l i B AR
TE5E P T REAEAE S E A . L2 53 kK,
BT F (G B, Wi T MRS
EM SR, L 45 5 WA, HEEIEY
ShR AR Y I, R B A e R T
o g, OB T LA o R T T, B A
KT L 32 A B R SR R A

JE AR (443 Iic (moral  typecasting) Pl S HLfE >
BRI A LR B TS R b e, T fE
1T M % (moral agent)${ L NI B L oY REsh Pk,
TN 5546 T At AR FLRRAZ M g, R > — A~
2 MG T AT A B E RN TEAEAT A A2 B 4
A, 38 E A T &2 IR R >, RG22
;T IE {5 AZ 4 (moral patient) B LA A £
PRS2, TS5 A0 T X AR Bl Pk A R, X
S NATT AT HE A N 32 3 35 N AT Re A 4 B N
110 %% h (Gray & Wegner, 2009)., 15 1> [ 3k 5%
FEZ 0, Phae Bz & & GIREERAZ M), 1A JE 3
HEGRIARE D), #SLHEIN /A E 77 (Gray & Wegner,
2011), A OLANPRAESEAT I AR W AT, ANH 3R 47 1E
o one A, HAe e B A ORI N A
iz EEVZ IR, MU, EaittEEER)S
T2 M (B 3RS Z MR AE AR LA A Y 56 2R o T X
FhEAE A 3 BE, T R8I o 52 X B AR 5 1E
FESTAE B, REIE TR T, 7E 5 2% 1 A
Wi, TETE A 65 BCARA AT REAEAE T E o058
RZHT, M7 h# 52 HEHMORALL, PR
T BELS), B IR 2 A i 2 2% pY 1 7
S22 B, RS R Re Bl B2 A, A
FEATHE I FH, BHATEE IR, e
EEHATIE
3 EEZTICHERES
3.1 j&fEL A (moral dumbfounding)

ETES RGBT, RIET Bjorklund, Haidt
Fl Murphy (2000)—13 A H RRATE 2 T 25 H

9 TF R o S0 P R B A AT A i s )
Wr, Ho—, 2GRN EE S, o, R4
T N TR HF N REATZEEH.
X AT B SL R A T, AR ADRE, A
FrEGiE, (EREPGK IR AW RSB, BJosk
ULIAJF R . Haidt (200 D) B/ #2407 4E& EH S
BERY, <TEFESREIG T TE AR W ARG
B AARIE

T ST oA [ < ) D S AR L
W, B — 5, BRI E S AR
HFAE—— A 22 0T LA G 12 A A8 S ) 0 52 6 AT
HREAEER, S4B E HIA R HERR T
“AHEE, FELEAGEEEE LT N
FEATEAE(Schein & Gray, 2017), BME7E &% WA
FER T, PSRRI B T i, A3
A AE P S0 R W RIS R R ELIE B B IE T4 F W
(Royzman, Kim, & Leeman, 2015), EMHESE
WA E I8, BT EMER A A, 5
VAT AU, TE A BRI EANAETE
32 BEFME

P, 5 AT T A M ) R T A S . RS
TE L0 B2 v, A XE RV A BIF T T A IR S 0
ML A 1 F-Be, A 38 i =
e Bl E L2, Greene, Nystrom, Engell,
Darley Fl Cohen (2004)f Bl X 18 7 % xf i) 25 i) 4
SRFENESE, S T XU T HELS AL, Ay EE
FIBE T ERGE SN RGBSR a5, i
Ay, TR 3 SCHANBT 5 O R R Ge ARG R, T
SR ST D) 19 TR R ek L (W, 2B,
P L6y B, A BH, 2011; Greene, Morelli,
Lowenberg, Nystrom, & Cohen, 2008) ., Xl T4 %Y
BT ARZ R BB (BOE, WA, AR,
XI4E1l1, 2012; Greene & Haidt, 2002), ¥£%K, A 0F
FERT RN TGS RIEE T g 5615, WA i
TR, RO 2 R HIW e, S s>
T UM E L3 (Rai & Holyoak, 2010), BFFE# A
Sy, PR AT O 2 A e s R AN
FEFT R B, W M S R AR, AE S TE 4 b
M oh A = X H 1A (Duke & Bégue, 2015;
Gleichgerrcht & Young, 2013),

B ITIR WA, A R AR AR A,
BARE Tz 690 sE, EF 5
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Ubiquitous harm: Moral judgment in the per spective of
the theory of dyadic morality

ZHAN Ze; WU Baopei
(Department of Psychology, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: The Theory of Dyadic Morality (TDM) suggests that interpersonal harm is a typical cognitive
template regarding morality. The moral judgment is a combination of normative violation, negative emotion,
and perceived harm. Through dyadic comparison and dyadic completion, moral judgment completes the
bottom-up and top-down cognitive processing. Sometimes the moral dumbfounding phenomenon occurs if
someone mistakes the perceived harm to the objective harm. The Trolley Problem is interesting but may not
be in line with the prevailing moral perception as it strips away the typical cognitive template. We believe
that moral judgments in different fields can be explained in the framework of TDM. Future moral judgments
research adopting the TDM framework needs to consider the below aspects: seek more evidence supporting
that intention and suffering affect moral judgements, conduct cross-cultural studies to generalize the dyadic
moral cognitive template, inspect the unified cognitive system and the modular cognitive system
dialectically, differentiate interpersonal and non-interpersonal harm, and test other related factors.

Key words: moral judgment; The Theory of Dyadic Morality; cognitive template; moral dumbfounding; The

Trolley Problem





