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=R EAEMEER?
BEE o ! BAEA BWH' AnL

(' P22 5830 Ko NSO SR Bt S D BRI ST, PE2E 710049)
CUEH R LT T2, L5 100084)

i E @3B FRREMRE, R REIAMRERGY R, XLRFRITRCEFZHR
# B, 2R B SRk PR A B 45 6O R — . AR AT, RHBFH TR AK R, (2R R
APEZRBHRMEANKE TG, THRBNTELORALETTRLEEG T AR R EIG, BaReE10P
EA, WA BT XEANE. ABBKOABRG LB A Y F A EANRERETZREDS
HREGXZARFAEZRE SR BHFTRMR T, REYZREEZROXANATEE, 268X
. BFEFHGHARNA, LRAKRIZEL — A,

XEIR T HEE; B

HEES  B849:C91

1 5l
EHA KRR AREER? © R

il

B0y 5%t BFEGRLEEIT N IEA S, AT
A BT AR R R AL o S iR

e e 1 et A ) R AR ED 42, Bl ik S T G 1) i A ey A A
EREA SN bR R NSNS s Y3 il 0 FUBL ) 5 500 (Galen, 2012): 145 fik i 25

REARICTATAIOSC RS B FRCIEIIOE g gy g s 0 o5 S0 AT 0,
ORI, R 7 MV INBERIUOCREE oy gy g o 70, i oMo i %
bEE S ES R T P YR TR A1 S it o e
Ml A ST 2 R, KRR G IE d A o F) FB 8 W) AN 15T 471 (Jackson & Gray, 2018), AJ i,
BURM SR AT ZMAFAE R BRI o405 ok A 5 S 488 775 52 0 £ O 0 T
B, Sk, RIS, IO, SRR, 20155 M g gk — I ROIR TS R AR

+, ZOF, SRR, HE, B, 2014) 2AT, 52 B H A TS T A M 2
AR —SEHIE G R, SR BRI RATE e R, F AR O], AR
AT LRI AT ik 5 R B (religion priming) e FR i1 5% v it 78

BRSO AR AR, B EVING s B . SR HUS S, BT
PR NI AR EIER . SeB a9 3 & R 3 A R Ol
KT FAEMAT RN BB, BT gy R, SRR S SO R B I M
R X 55% 2 VAT ) U1 TR SR NS (Saroglow,  HGf PR 36 75 0k (I ARG A5 A 1 275 by oo [ 2
2011), T AL AL 5 RS BOXT SEE IO BEROSS R4 B ol . R T I M AR HY, i — B
Wi ABRAT RGN PIAMESE T E g Bl B B 4 0 B A5 R 5 2 1 TR
F2. MAFHERA LB BTN T W, BIA SO USSR B AT, K
HIETE MBI R, FE R A DTSR R SRS e 52 2Ou 8 7 1 5 25

2 REEEN

Wk H#A: 2018-08-20
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BB, RN 45 08 B 2 i R IR B O
MR R VL SE R BUR B, I il 20 9 i 2 3
AL H TE R MR R UIE S R, R )5 W4
WA N A 225, BRirsR s An
FEOR ARG F A SR IES )
JE 3 (explicit semantic priming paradigm). P4 [aiiA
A 91783 (implicit lexical priming paradigm) ., %
TR S 3h7E R (subliminal visual priming paradigm)
I 38 A 40E ) 875 3 (contextually signal priming
paradigm),

TEAN i F iR BRI, B RN
HORRAE B s, B ST R HEM S 3h 2k R I RRE,
AL DL 5 A 7 Sk R B SR O e A,
0 B 2 90 [ A G S O ) R AR A e B | {5
ARt BH A9 %7 5 55 (e.g., Rand et al., 2014; Schumann,
McGregor, Nash, & Ross, 2014; Purzycki et al.,
2017), A LI E - B LM B A% X
(Tongeren, Newbound, & Johnson, 2016), LItk
A7 ERL L 175 R A A SR AR RS

Mix TR REERBE SEX, REAE
S 2H R R IR B 8 O 48 32 5 S 2O G R
o Bl a)FEREAE SRR N —F %,
B RS2 X 5 ARy — 41 4
), BAAIBR 1A, FT A 4R — = X
SN R e e AN Y v S e TR R R TR N
. b SR R UL, HARANRLEA A
SRR A SR AIBR 1 2o A 2 e B
By WNE A & A SR BRI . XS 3
XN TE—ERE B RN —RE 5 H
B BN S BORNE HEAT T 3% SO T2, HSE8 5 4
TR AHR TR VA I 3k 5% BORE 56 (4 )34 (Shariff &
Norenzayan, 2007), & 554 h ik fe )+ & XL
R B AN, U« L35 (GOD)'”—~ ¥ ] i
T3, 25 AR TE 5050 % 0 A 3% S I S
A 75 (GOD) 7B (19 BRI & (a0 24 4 5 M 2
it A) (e.g., Lin, Tong, Lee, Low, & Gomes, 2016;
Tong & Teo, 2018) W25 BT RHE 1 B B3 5
GBI AT 8 22 fik ok G T 5= B 0

BN L SR R e T 5 RS

VAR SCR BT E B B (GOD)E AR P AR 5
Sk, MEREH (deity) WRZ 18 BT A S 2 h S5 FE RO BR LA

ik S5t 4 L B TR SR AT 55 ok SR, — MR B R AT
A H i e e b T Y R, B OB R A A G
BinrgERT, 78 B s 3By aJE N B SR R (—
fe/NT 40 ms), H TS S REIN B Y B AR
AT LA 3t A X 2 HUAS B B2 A7 3 A 56 1) 5% ORI
#%(e.g., Chan, Tong, & Tan, 2014; Tong & Teo, 2018),

TS RAE SR 2R 26 X 0B 5858 R i@ 2 )
P B BLUR R AW Ok 5E LN B SR BUR B,
Aveyard (2014)J5 B 2= Bogik 1 o= SO & B
AR 2 I RO IR R BT AP R . B
WEIE 4 R BB SR N R S (e.g., Sagioglou
& Forstmann, 2013; Xygalatas, 2012), B2
WA N ) Sl (Batara, 2016). Shariff, Willard,
Andersen fll Norenzayan (2016)% #5H, 7E22#0U5
I, XSRS s 3
BN AR LY, HEA TR A RRE,

22 FEBIFHAR

FHAT RN, 53R BOR RS N
ZATREWOE AR O PS5, R ILBR TAR ¥ R L
R IR O R SE HE A T r 2R A, RS
FORB N B AR 5 S kAT 4y et AR &
., Ritter A1 Preston (2013)J4F T — M AL o2
HORHOE B %) FAIE (mental representation), H5% 2
JBINE T =35, £ (agents, WL, K
fEYRY ) Bl . K (spiritual/abstract, W{E . f54&
Y )5 3 AIALA (institutional/concrete, {1EHh \ E4)
Ha 8 =25,

Fo ik T BURFE P A A 0 Sk, b
LML SIS RECP AT S, Bl
RN SAT MR RR, RS 3R Y
Ji“ 4 (Lin et al., 2016), HAIMRMNIESS
B 14T A (Purzycki et al., 2017), BF58# k9L
Bt X5 A AT R 5 R B B (deity), SRS DA X 2
PR 2 KRR LR . S A% 5 2 5,
XL b 5 R R A SR < R X 4

Kith FEREMENES . BN, H10EE
A0 25 5 ol 2% 4 50 SR AR IR R I IS SE A,
fE0 . 2l . R s AR S . BIAnAG B 55 3 Tal 4
I A #5 2& B9SRIR (Ginges, Hansen, & Norenzayan,
2009), A WF5E A9 2 I8 T 1 ¥ £ (Batara,
Quiachon, & Sembrero, 2016)%%, #BZ N T )5 3h
HEM X — R ERHNE

PR FEAR IR R BN SR SR DG A
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&L REAGENE S B A e, 8
5% & T L 25 Wi 2 I 2L 3 (e.g., Sagioglou &
Forstmann, 2013; Xygalatas, 2012), =% A gk 2%
4 KB (Ginges et al., 2009), B 5 A Hi 2
X AH & [ A &5 (Preston & Ritter, 2013),

4R Ritter A Preston (2013)42 H B9 X Fh X 5%
HUa Bl N R 43t R — FlokE s ) R0 43 T vk,
ANBEA T A R SN A, A S SR AT e [
B 95 B JURP 25, FanA ot 5t R 9 [l 3k
{5 WA 22 2L (Schumann et al., 2014), X~Jg 3l
ARMER VT A LR = 5 —25 . SRBUHIE
DI AR . J15h, HE—2ET
AT 348 T L P 240 503 4 AS ) 0 PR, 4870 G 4SS5 Xt
“ LA — S a8, PR E R AT SY 3
ANF, "WTLUR S BN R, Bl &
B, AT B A AR A B SO B B,
el 32 1 e 2 A A B ) A i i R 4
#HH %2 (Debono, Shariff, & Muraven, 2017), MM
FZ, WA RSN E, B9 E TR TG
e R HUR S BUIY 7 sUM A 2R S B A 2 AT
SEHM,

3 ARRUEIHEATEEOTR

3.1 FHITAH
ARFHHEENRES S, HRREZN
BRHEEM ST IR K, A Shariff
Norenzayan (2007)H A F BT I R T %
BB G EA ST A ZHER LR, KRER
W HUR 35 R AT o O & Y SR 5 I
Ko X LTI I LA 2R U IR AR A R SR s R AU
TEEE AR A B R EAAT N Oy AR R, R
TRER S S MR ST N Z R ER R R
Shariff 1 Norenzayan (2007)FJWF5E & B,
Z T R ER S RGBTSR E S o, AH
Mgk, EMmBRERER DS AREAEZN
. Ahmed I Salas (2011)7E%8 F () 2 U5 1 13
T RIS, Al F RS T T RS
BB, E R R U R TR B PR AR e R o Y
FSITRE L . AR AR T =BG X
HoAh EAE AT A RIVE R, Anoxh 48 Bl 1 Ye g s 52 %
H LA A $8 88 17 4 (Preston & Ritter, 2013), Lin
EQ016) X Bk v BT £ B, R NRE
#oa SRS 54 X R IR sh i 2 R S

HRAS B RIS TR, N T BTG S A 2 TR K
7K B R 9 v A B (R TR G, X BB A A SR AR R A
T =808 X B4 47 MR HEVER o Purzycki
FENQ017) N T ik — LR IX Fh o BUS 2h 3800 1Y
S A —3k, RS TP EECT 8 AR SCAL .
HENFRBAFMRFEM, 45 LR BR T 238
X PEALSAT TR . AATTEA S T A b
EARMAERENY . SIME AR, AT A ) 1
SERLIUL,  Xof B A PR3 %) O A B L, X B b A
I 1 () S B A N LB TE o AR B DR X Bkt Sb
BEUR O 28 TEAS BE AR E T BEAR IR 9 &4, 3% 1 3¢
AL TE R R SR 1 LA, I R B s H AU TR
A T RE

IBAFZH A AR B SAT AT AT
FKHEWN, FEB IS5 RAE &R A ShiE,
HE i A X B AT S 89 77 4 (Randolph-Seng &
Nielsen, 2007, 2008). X A sl 4L BT K B, A
X AE Y — T A AN O T A B TR, Ak
SRR T LA BT AN N AE AR S 451, Btk
{5 AT LAFE S 2 0 B AR A I O T RS, 2 T X
FHRAT R e o DRI BT g AR A
HREETCEIRW . PR F N R BUR IMER—
FlANR R, 2B R LI S T oS 200 B
RTIE, MM m T 52X ES ST R
(Randolph-Seng & Nielsen, 2007, 2008), 7 iX Fli B
R, FRFNBRINRE S B ST A Z N
ERORHRNY, FREUE MG T Rl B
TRBAM GRS N Z R RIS, HE
TRHE R ST R Z R R AR BT R I SR
FEET AN ZIMR NG b 32000 5 % IR 45 41 W
it ) e R
3.2 EMEBITA

TR B RE AR HE SR A 31T R, tfgis
FEAR AT IERAEAT R, RIS AT 2 T8 A
F120 o 4 Chan %5 (2014)%F 5% 20 5 KUK AT 0 1 56 &R
HITESE R B, % U5 Bl Re % 14wk ik (9 7E 48 i
e By KU AT R, AEE G SRS B 5 B XU AT
i AL S (AR AR R B, 52805 3l 4 FEAIR
A RS AT R . WG THR R, FHUS B
T AR R E, 2T RmE8RE
B AR O KT A RN AE 45 R A AR
8 & 5 /> (Rodriguez, Neighbors & Foster, 2014),
TR NWRERE AT IE RS 2, A DU
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B3 2 A O A N R B AT S0 R R,
POR B SR BRI BsR, 2R E, EZE
BB EAL AT AT 32 B R 2, M Tx B
O BYAT O I B R R B PP AR B, X SR 2% OC R I s
72 J& 7% (Tongeren, Newbound, & Johnson, 2016),
TR SR RERE I A X B, AN AE IS
FREIXT LA B I B AN 2 BEAR AT TR 1 55 4%,
B2 BRI 15, 23594k si s 5
&) i) S B¢ (Tong & Teo, 2018).

SRBUREN A A BEARAERLEAT e 7 A
SR W ¥ {5 Ui (supernatural monitoring hypothesis)X}
AL T SR . R UL, FEUS B
T E AR SR N A ) W R, Y AT
15 A AT R ot JE 2 B sk b b bl — A4 %
SEREFE R AR TRSGER, AT AT A
P18 T VR R ) 2 1 i ———33k o PR 38 7455 00 35 7
T 5 | & 05 e/ B4 A OG5 A AR B o) T 3
HAEAT R (Purzycki et al., 2016). ## 198 M F B i
A BT R R A AR5 SR T P R L AR 2 e
PR NI SFAE R . A BESE R RS b
SRR W LIRS AR b7 26 2% i il R B i
T W £ 14t 2 BAE 4T M (Shariff & Norenzayan,
2011), X ARUE T [ AR W R U LR
3.3 JEfEFIE

BR T LR, SRBUR S R R M AT
TETEAN W, AR AR S U A & Bk, i i) 0 1 gl
RIETEAIWA L . BERENT R, FBUS Sz
T AN FE AW A H AR, T EME R
P ) BT B AR AR A B, SR — W S A A
T X IEAH X (Goodwin & Darley, 2008), Yilmaz F1
Bahgekapili (2015) Bt &K B, 25 EA o
H A T 22 R AT T8 0L = ORI, B /D b iR AT
TEPEAE X 32 SCHIWT L H T IR E B A 1E A Y T
SR HAF AN T b B S 3 SO B SR T
B H| Wi (Piazza & Landy, 2013), B A5 LK,
ZH T WEEUR G, Bl th AR IEAT M it
S A% 57 BF £ (McKay, Efferson, Whitehouse, &
Fehr, 2011),

SRBUR BN AT 223 R AT A TE ) U W 2
TESRBUR 3OS 1 53 ZOM G D B g5 /e v, SR %
AT 0y B DU AH A5 & 0 T B2 S 205 i) 1 1)
Wi %) i (Randolph-Seng & Nielsen, 2007), &7
S NATAT J R, A S 0 HAR E 115 AT

FELNR R, AT RN ROk B RRRHE D
TR o AR — B0 A BRAT N AT (P B
ST AT A RN AR ], A5 30 i W A [, 24
Jo B T AT BN, AT A S AT R B
XPAT A AT T, A0 0 Uiy XU 5 A 1)
15 3] e 7T fE 9 A A [A) (Yilmaz & Bahcekapili,
2015), AR R, B0 E AN
B, HXARAEURL . IBER B HEAT R i 4l
T 4F 1A FEH V) 55N & B (Shariff, Piazza, & Kramer,
2014),

4 PXFRBEMEAZTERHMR

4.1 SPEEIE

BARK BV BN T a5 85 K LB 1817
ZMRR, BAEWFTEREL, M EH LA,
FHER A —E M ANEAEE, A, B
FRIRFE 1) S BN B R TR T o T TR R
W BRI AT, R BUE IS RS R AT Al
HURER, GnAMEER RO . SR L MR O R0 T o S5
(Galen, 2012),

X DL B9 R, SR BN LA TR R 2
N 0 TR AR B R WL K (Hall, Matz, &
Wood, 2010), 15l NS RES, BEMMKAE
EHTRLEEATF T R F ORI, S AT
BN AT 2 MEARE L, B 5 AR 28 i
S BB 3 R VPA I A T 2 AR B FIMEAHE AT 0 AR
Ji (Bobkowski & Kalyanaraman, 2010), Preston Fl
Ritter (2013)3EM, K2 KO HNIIT AR TE 184 e
oA — LR R AR S H AT R R DL oy
FUHE 1Y B 3 R 0 DU REAR (O BE IR T TR R, BT AR
2R, FEUR ST R HEERE T B R IX ).

AN 2R X R B 3 1Y X 43 B — 20 5 U B AN (B0
HIMgE, T84 = BUR Bl 43 08 Yok i 1 45ty
Ko BIANE B R IO BB Mo SC I SCFE A
BEO, B HE S TR R po A 4l v M R AR AT I Bz
B PR EAE 2 (Ritter & Preston, 2011), PASE#
AT SR S ST & B, I SR O SR
5 H S REM ARG WIMEIR TR E . B
SRR IR 72 ) B 25 B TN I A (Johnison, Rowatt,
& Labouff, 2012). X HE HEHY = HUR S 1 9%
TN JE U 7 95 BN B D UL A 1714 1% 25 (Johnson,
Rowatt, & LaBouff, 2010), Neuberg %5(2014)9
FENHE— 2RI, WERSEBOHF IREAAR R B AT
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SRR R, DU IZRE AT 5 AR (R v 58 1
b HRE A A JBSE S T 6 H T A= b 5 B AT RE 1 A B
Ko b, AR RAFZEG IS HENEEH
EKRERS A CETE, MR RS 5 A5 A
8% (Kupor, Laurin, & Levav, 2015), i G5 [#A
STFET B4 & (Jackson et al., 2018), iX7E—E
JE AR AT RE S B AN AR PR i o R A o

TR 2 5% 2800 — 5 T 1Y) BRZ5 A 55 A B AR D
UL B A7 AR E T 5 = 2L
I 5 19 A TR B R SRS A5 00 57 1149 PR R A Al e
MR . LASR B 26 i &R AT ) 3l it
FUUEHT T 3. W1 Ginges %5 (2009) A 5% A,
Je BB S 5 IR A LT R B ) 1A v
R PR, X ARRE L SR ETE S, &F
R R, YRBUR SN R A k% ik
B, A a9 b e 5 0% 35 38 (Johnsson et al.,
2010), Preston Fl Ritter (2013)¥: 52 %G sh4r . T
“E¥(religion)” SR BN« i (god)” B 3N, 16 3 4
SERAT T A A B, S S BUR S Y SR AL
SIAT R 22 T ) AR RGO, B R K R A
SR RE IR N I 285 L2, TE TN B PRI T X P A 4
B 2 B 2 A AR, T B R 3 i Bt
DUV 22 3 i (] SRR R B 4R AR A AR B A E
YEo XUBFFEE NNy, SEBORIR R 323
AN ) O PRESH o RS P O BIF ST 2 B, RS ol
PES REBEA R WA X (), S,
2014), Batara %(2016)LAFEHEEE A WK W5
RI, KSR sl mT DL R AR 3E X P9 AR A
WY ZRAE AT o T8 I SR B S 1Y 8 hinl, o
“Hras AU, RPER SRR ST R EAR 0 MR
NG, B i 9 BX P Y A4 32 X (parochial
altruism),

T3E, JA S SR A AT St M Y — T
R HE B SME IR I s o 9 an i e & B,
MAE A A 2R [ % (Supernatural  Ally)[Y i sh52 0
WA XS B3 18 B 1 (Holbrook, Fessler & Pollack,
2016), Saroglou, Corneille il Cappellen (2009)%
PRI 2 %55 5% 2 e BE R I ik, 7R 822 2R U 3l
J&, FEEE 5 3 3 SL U0 2 BB 4 2 00 L 408 B AL 11
THEATEIN
4.2 HWRTEETA

KT RPN EEIT AR, BT LX)
AN BT AT R LAAE, Jackson Fl Gray (2018)4%

R — AN B AL, AT R S U5 AT D AR i
AR AN B F81T A (passive immorality) #4974 o T
THICANTEEAT S, 48 BASE A LUK O Y
728, BN EIERaARHEALN . XFZ M
TELEIHLH R, YANBRZHEZ AU . HK
AE T LR R A 5 SR B, gl 25 DL Fi gk ) 2
ALY R DT ASE R o Jackson 1 Gray
(2018) MBI 5T K IAS A IH R Dy 17 e HE B AN
X O A A AR TR 0 47 A R AT 0 B B
iR, ML FERARGMMAN, AREMMAEZES
AL A C IO BT, AR IR BT
M A 2, JLSE RS B A B ST AR S 2Bl TR
#, Carpenter Al Marshall (2009)5& T3 5435 1Y
R ER, RBFIDAGEEAEENFITH.
Galen (2012)i8 AN, T 5= BUH & 2 5 fE#h Y
2 SCE A B S ATy, AT I mE L AR R B
CIAT AN TETE R

AR E B, KT REUR X T HMR A E
TEFT R s M VR, 33— W0 e Al 32 IR
P20, BRI AS AR w A, i HACER M
VLI WA TR — 2D i o A SR X — (] A 7
2RI
5 FRERNFMIEEN SN HLE ZE
REES

R EG 3 AR RAPR S, H
X [E] — AN PR AS 5, A7 SeF5Y SR AN 0 3, A Y
WFFERON AN 2, X (AR 58 5 AT I X o= U 3h Y
BN A T BB B 418 (Gomes & Mccullough,
2015; Willard, Shariff, & Norenzayan, 2016), X4t
MREGRZ I UAE LA EN, £—EBE L
BB TAAAE—Le 1y AR i, 76T 5 A8 &2 1) A )
KL, SREBUA BN B S5 M 2 S 3 R TR Y
RO, PR B3 1 OC R ISR A5 11 S 2 1Y)
REE ., T B, T3CE ek m#
Je B3 W 38 A8 Y A AL THAE S, HEmiE
SEFEMEHLE R EE AL L, AT AT RERE R BUR Bh 5
TEEC R AR i
51 EAFNNGINEHRES

Shariff 45 (2016)il 14 T/ BT b2 i, 5800 3h
X3 A 52 AR T B AS SRR Y L A2 S0
Wi AT L 55 SR A G IR o RRAR S U B i
TEAH SN AT R B4 52 23 2ok FL AR A SR O o6 A
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R SE N, R 2T U BRI A R e 1 AR 2 gk
RERS TR T SR 2R S, TR IR R IR L AT L)Xt
SR IR Z 8] 56 AR B th AR R B R B
AU N E B X R R, A BT R
SRR AR T — B S S 205 AT (religion),
SRR — PO TE A AR A 2% B e & A7 i
JEZ U, 10 Shariff 25(2016) T4 5 & 5 52 2
R 25 5 5 9 BAR B9 A B 1915 & (belief) .

it RE SR BN A AT S B SR HEAE T AR
WHEBRUIA N, “HOZB2MERen ban e
XA E &R T R EEAT S, B A
AR AESHELR T, « By BA R m
& e ot B 280 i 15 A& T AR S 41 i Bt
RYFERLYEAT M (Good, Inzlicht, & Larson, 2015),
Schumann %5(2014) ¢ TR #UA 31 5 5878 KiATH
AIBEFEAE R s, AR A% 98 2 R i A5 & 2
SRBUR SR HE S8R AR AT N IR A AR, FR A
(CRSiREC S RACHN PN F PN
KT REA 35 B A E B AT O RIS
R, R BUR S RENS BRI A U L BT
B BAT g, TR — RO 1.0 BEHL R 5% U3 3l
5 1 R py < b 0BT AN TE T BT AN RE A SR iX —
{57&(e.g., Chan et al., 2014; Eugenia & Keisham,
2017), HHMEAT UL, XFSREUR SR 0 BRAL T
TR, BATER— U — U BAR B S AR S 7R
A TERE T BT A5 S5, TR0
SISO 18 T A R PR A 2 I
52 FEEHEWEEHEALEE

TER 7R T SR BUR SR a8 Y O PR ——
FHEEZIE, HIEE LI O R, E S vk
A TCAH KA G &, TR TN 2 SR I Y A2
i FISEE SR SR S OGRS, R
TSRS EFR SN A R IR A FSE
A SGIZAG SRR B, RDE T AR T TR
WAE S . T SCH A = AN RIS I
521 AO%Z%E

TN F A ARG R IR 35 A2 S sevh, polA
A5 M BRI 1 e RTER) . LIS BUR 3N
FAZ RS2 B b o b, 25 SER Rl AT 19 15 1
SIS TR SR R, AR I )R A R L
AR A O AR NS5 B 5 2l 59 5% B H 2 A5
JEIEAT, AP TS E . — R E e
S, ANEAN S BT A 20 5 B AN B A

RS A5 1R EUE &, B E SO R A A L
HIAAEAE R, FEEAT N D28 s i A, Bt
3 AR A 7Y A (19 5% U5 M) (intrinsic religion) /&
I H I — A E A

IR R A SE 568 3 B SR X AR
Z B W OCTE, R R, Tk
EIRBZ AR I R 2R R R, XA g

A ORI, H AT JCE R DR
FUORIR S R BN R B, R T 45 AR 2 IR

(Saroglou et al., 2009), #&{i}17 A (McKay et al.,
201 ) RIS, Bl AR A AN R I T R
T 7E 18 f5 £ 3% (Carpenter & Marshall, 2009) f -4k
L4217 M (Lin et al., 2016)IBFFEH, Bkl
AFIAR g S 25 %ot i B AR 7 A PR 5 AE T o Preston I
Ritter (2013)I\2H, BAbAE Y7 SR A PR A
AT A, WA AR S — L R EHO A&
B SCAT DA S, R 43 S5 6 i FH 0% 15 3l 9 536
EMZMME, e L (GOD)”, XM AR
e N A T RESR A (5 I 5 A5 I BTk =20,
RS I B A E SR E M E SR L
B, FMSEMASRAT AR, RZNEET
Ak, BRI AN, WA A SR U 28 Y A, 37 3
FFRE B OE, BN R RBETE TR i =
FHRAGSMRA FTREAF o A A B SN R D0
AR EE R BoR, MR T —mie s, K
WA, BRI ZN, hBWE A
S B SN () i UL (Clobert, Saroglou, &
Hwang, 2015, 2017), SES45ie5 B SCGHEE #AHC
IR ZE R A 3, YARFTER L, H
TS B R B R D, ([FIMEANER A
H 22 A8 5 R AR R TR B — 2 b .

TiA, HHWER —AEEHANAETE, A
U — AP ReaiE, BB st s sofb g bk, W
BB THE A O . D SR R [ S
HIAF BE By B SCRAT g FLN R 7T REAS —HE, [a] —HL
TU) X5F Ath AT B4 5% et ] BB AS — A . McCullough,
Carter, DeWall il Corrales (2012)3A 548 kb2 P
., BHEHEERNEYPERK, S
AT HHREZH RN HFRNERZRRACH
i, BEEBRHEAEZN M, eI A8
558 A — ¢ — S S AL SEX T 3R B I S B
A, B2 G 3T Redm i 55 o4 i) i 3l R
JE/R AT MBI, MBI ST 45 AR SE T X4~ i2
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A, SRBUR SRR T 5B X 4R 0 3 KA
AR5 LRy, A% L M A 5 R A
52 , Farid, Margarida F1 Joana (2017)7E 164 .0
S Y 56 TR BUR 35 SR AL AT O R L bR
Wb, ERBAIAE T LB ERTES
WIRFE 34T R . BRI X T g2 I o Lotk
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Does religious priming make people better?
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Abstract: In recent years, multiple religious priming paradigms have been used to explore the relationship
between religions and morality. It has been found that religious initiation, on the one hand, could promote
people's prosocial behaviors and urge people to obey moral rules; on the other hand, it could also activate
out-group prejudice and stimulate the hostility to groups with conflicting values. Existing research suggests
that specific religious beliefs mediate the influence of religious priming on morality. Variables such as
intrinsic religion, gender, the priming method and connotation of the stimuli, and some personality traits
would serve as moderators influence the relationship between religion and morality because they may have
influence on specific religious beliefs. Future research could further focus on methodological innovation as
well as the exploration of other mediators and integrate more cross-religious and cross-cultural perspectives
with interdisciplinary collaboration.
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