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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

EBEHSESRMEREZMER: KB TOER

TRE IAHE
(THERFHEF B, I 750021)

i B RAAASHBARETERMAEYBOALY AR E, BT Xskib LAk, £H 65 H K 1534
o ZAERF A TSI ATEN=8659). LHOWLERE T, BEBMAL Y BN HBRRE B FBAETEARLELE
HE(r=034); AP B LA EY, ERBESLY BRI IMT T AR EELOY A, 2RZ RN T 6.
RFEAARLBEGHm. A LR LEREY, ERBSL LN ERACEANLH, BT TGN
BEWGAT, BARmE, AF AT T TARGEEBS LY B0 5%, EEBSE TR %EF KD %E0
Rk E £,

KA B Gy, A Lo AR

HEES  B849:C91

1 [BFRE Burdzy, & Pratt, 2010; Hill & Lapsley, 2009; -
S, BRI, BAT, 2017); BRI AR S 0E
TEAE & 2 (8] B A B 5 (Lee & Schwarz, 2010;
Schnall, Benton, & Harvey, 2008; Zhong, Strejcek,
& Sivanathan, 2010), {BHWFIRINNR, K/MES
5 TEEAE A Y B BE S5 IR AP AR S L (B 1B X, 5K
M, EEEESE, 2017); W& It E g 2 P BOE N 5
FA Y GE 75 %) W7 % 45 5 %€ (Johnson, Cheung, &
Donnellan, 2014; Schnall et al., 2008); 74+ iH
AR 2% B M IR 455 3 A7 A 5 SU AR — 3 £ (Fayard,
Bassi, Bernstein, & Roberts, 2009; Gamez, Diaz, &
Marrero, 2011). Pk, 18 FEAE & L B By i) AH 5¢
R —E M, Wi H, FEEEgSE
L B BIF 7 HR i BN W, 222 JC BE IR 1 26 43
Hox H gzl

R 2, EFENEE S BB AR5 2 [ 1 5 OC &
5 BE 9 T QAT 7 3 22 ) S G An] B I vy K 2
Hy? WREERI R T 3 Z MBS R 7 HAEHE
JEfnar 7 B dE— A, AR IT
43 ¥ (meta-analysis) 5 48 88 7 i A8 A & H B S
i Wz 2019-01-02 FHFEMEE, AT e, WA 2

* ER ARPIE G TUH (31860283), T H IX AT FEAE A A S N, B
?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ“kﬂﬁi?@}%ﬁﬁ:iﬁ(YKCZOﬂ%)\ CFERZ& 15*%43\/‘%‘%5%"@%11'56)}%5‘2%, uﬁ)‘iﬁ%,ﬂiﬁp‘

H & i (embodied metaphors)Z 51~k H 3l
B SR Z A R BAARES g . filse . iR
BEE S S S (FI AN B S . B B AT
BSR4k B, M AR, 9RTHAL, 2018),
B 5 BRI OE — RN BB, TR R EIER
TEQEIE, MIgA, 2014), H B i T g vk Bk
2205 bR IR 5 R A H AR (R OCHR, A A
848 B VA B 28 S0 0TS B A AE B BRI R A, S
PHEL B gy B PR VR 9 IR R AR, E AR
VLA Bl gy B 0 3 B R S L IE
MIFRE T . BHRGRE T FIERIE. NG
NIRRT A S I REGEIE, MI%4:, 2014).

EHAF R, EENSE SRR O
BRERSCPE . s AL, EAEM S SR ARG
A BB Sk (Chiou & Cheng, 2013; B&Rl, Mk
4, 2014; Zhong, Bohns, & Gino, 2010); B A&
53 B 25 WK% H 3h B aR BR s B 25 (Chasteen,

WFT A= 2UE #eA W BT 9T 5 52 B0 B (YIG201833). WFIT 45 R A7 E I I R 22 PNl AR iR 22 HL
BEEE: TREE, E-mail: dingfqin@nxu.edu.cn F TR 5T R ) 8 | Bl Rl e AT s R, A
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MIToe 8 MERR A TRURIE U2 18 TR ML & . B e T TR P R OR I, T e e e A

Je g N He =, s wE o LU A B TSR S
H B g 42 BB AW S B 5 07 ), I il T8
FH TR T HARmF, Aol

Pl 5 LUT AN AL . 35—, G B A L By ey
5 B 5 T T A5, MR PR R A A A

B By B PR 1R .
1.1 BE5RM

FL By By 5 T L B oA B0 FARE 2 e iy 2
WA - & Om ok . H & A I (embodied
cognition) B TR IE, R MEE IR T A0 1) &
250, B M B BT 2 i 4 A R O i 3 b
(Gibbs, 2006; Lakoff & Johnson, 1999), #l &gy
HHi (Conceptual Metaphor Theory, CMT)IA Ky, [
PN MR RS RN I E DA R GRS R e S v
G0 TCIE 0 BARBRE S, AT S B 4 R 4
(Lakoff & Johnson, 1999), AR ZEHEM , H
R ERERIR B, nFi | A a5
T L5 o EARSRONEFE G 0 XfE LB AR R R AR
TN, AnaE AR A . Ak 2 . BRI 2
ANASSE 3 B PR ) R T B v e S, AT
TE SR 2 50 R A & 22 ) 7 SC e . Rk, B
B A B S 5 M S B B S S [ T, 45 E B
R XA SE . T UL E WA, B
g T LR 9 A0 2 B IR 2 0 5 h S A A A AT A
Wy 3 45 LA K% Begi s me AL G o AR5  EE F A
R, EA G O B AE A A A T B AR 2 50 1 B
gy ke 55 T 1 A (Williams & Bargh, 2008) . i 4 5T
A, BRZE 5 R DA N A KRG 1 T R 1Y
T 22 [ B (Lakoff, 2014), I E B RagC & BA
TR 28 BALR
1.2 EEESESEM

TE MR L B oy BV SO S v
MEE, EEEASR . JE S I R S T
(MRU, TIEF, BRM, RAY, 2014), Bk, JEEAM
R U o e R, 8D AR 2 R B AT v DA AN T
RES 5 SR ICEZ [R109 F B E2s . W AT S
G AR — A NP, O R — S A
fii(Lakoff & Johnson, 1999); “W [ 7B %4l 4
TE TR e ) 0 2 E H B AT R T Y LA A
% % JE 1M1 >k 1Y (Haidt & Joseph, 2004; Schnall et al.,
2008; 4k T, FFEME, T 24H, 2017; Zhong &
Liljenquist, 2006); it 58 WA B EIT NG, B

AT AR, B %t DI I b T R
(Lee & Schwarz, 2010). FLk, 8BRS (4 kg i 7
TH P 55 A €0 22 [ ) B B T B,
P (2 e 2 X AU 1) 5 AR i) A I 7 A
), B RS AR DU . S iR 5 I A dRl DT
P i5F 5 A 1 1) ) By (Meier, Robinson, & Clore,
2004); P EPE B AEAE R S A A
B Sh R e s, K e S B R
P IEAT By R AE (B, g A, 2014). =, =
IF1] g A, S e AIE T PR 1) B AR L A [ R
2 DA AR A ok U U3 A 7 4 4 A Sl e 28 114 e
gy 55 (Lakoff & Turner, 1989); B A% & 1Y A/
25 (] BRI 25 02 A Bh Ak Y (B 38 ), 80 5,
2017); i TR EEE S B ANE RS
N MBS Z (Meier, Sellbom, & Wygant, 2007; 44,
B, 2013) e, WG 2 B 2 e A A L
By gy o AR ST A B, T8 AR A WA R A T
WAYER 45, AN T AL A D) 5 < I A A B IR 5 (4
148K, 2014); M HEZE S 0F, sk 12 A
T T 2 0 S5 56 AR BE B W7 A B PR (Banerjee,
Chatterjee, & Sinha, 2012), 1fii H {1 IFTCWF7E AT
TR T SR 06 2 75 2o B TR A 2 B B
WA R, ARBESTRE B ARR IS bR UR I S
TEME S H AR [R] Y B OC 2R B O FE L Sk
1.3 EEHSESRMAFNER

Fomar B 5 D 1) = DG T BRI G 1 O i, H R
FEALAELI WAL (1)Famy s 2 5 iy, Barg
SRR MR JR 3 e G 3] H #5 38k (Lakoff & Johnson,
1999), M5 KRB, BkIELn shmT LA Hak 2
[EIME& A0 T, (B ad R AR (Meier & Robinson,
2004); [AIRE, R/NAIGE GG TR RS TR 2 B ARk
Z VA AEAE PR ] BT L (5 A S, SR/ 45, 2017),
(2) gy B B2 XL 1 . RTE Y B BE T LG
PRI S ) H bRdsk, R U H b sk i 5 2 45 R
3 (Black, 1993), FFSRIESE, AR WS35 & Y
PEEFIBE IR AR, At 2 PR 5E th BE 32 3 gl i
JREIKAYIE#IR A (Lee & Schwarz, 2012); S Hl
RSF RN Z2 (B A7 By (9 %] 14 (He, Chen, & Li,
2015); &ML 5 A 1 25 [a] o ey A B 5 7,
WY, 2016) . (3)Fam IR 1Y . R SR
BH, R S e L s [ e WS 114 g e R AN A
(9, MIG R SR 2 B AR i e S 7 55 N B AR
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%27 %

3 1) 4 VR A i B (B R L, BTRI T SE, 2017);
JLZE 1 75 5] R ] [ iy B Skt 2 AN X AR I, 25 ()
o JE X BT [ ARE 23 [ M 14 5 e KT B ) A B % A5 )
HE & B My A 52 W) (Casasanto, Fotakopoulou, &
Boroditsky, 2010), ZILAJ A, 18 AL & H B By
B 77 1) PR A AN — 3, B B 5 ) 7 [ AN [
AT BB X T A A L B By ()5 WA 5 L AR [R] .
SEFRATTHE, gy e 5 (39 7 1] W] R XoF B 44K 28 56
T A A8 22 (] 09 By 56 3R 7 AR A TR A5

SCAEE R SR EFE A4 1Y B By
(Gibbs & Berg, 1999), H = FuH4E 515 51
My AE G, &8 3L, 2015), TFSEE W T3¢
A6 T S Y BE & B AR b & 2% BRI (Complex
Metaphors) (Lakoff, 2014), & Z=F M2 A S0k
HUE M2, R T My o iy S 22 50 Gy
A TR AMEACE, ERCMR OVETE, &8
X, 2015), AMEXFOREMERET (HHHLF B2
By R SRS R ZU(Hill & Lapsley, 2009);
M5 78 5 48 SO AR TR, 2R 5 S0qk 5k M4
B, Fik<gE M EMEAER, AMAZEiR
T AR EFER F i BB (T4, 8B,
2013), ARJ73Cfb, R RIEE AT HRIE S,
A A T BRI 1 EL AR R R B TE RN P S
AT BB T A SR T VR T R Y T N 2
P25 (Lee, Tang, Wan, Mai, & Liu, 2015), H#i,
MR RR A E RS STT BRE R 518
TERE SRR Z MR R . AR RE: ARk
HRRBEEEM S S B RmZ R h R
HIRATER

RMigEE . DIETR R M, SR SR
MY RBN TS FE . RN (R AE,
2014; W4k F 4, 2017), T B AHRKE T RS
hizm, EFRASEAEHE T AREIEA YLK
(Gibson, 1969), WistthZ#, JLEM L TEES
(1) ABE S8 [ DK B ] ABE & BRI (Casasanto et al.,
2010). b B4 B 5 A A 0 TR G R R
FEY(& R, BT S, 2017). REMWBFT LR
B, “IEfE7E LM ANIEFEFE T (Chasteen et al., 2010;
Meier et al., 2007; &8 X, BHT £ 2017; F
£, B8, 2013; 47 45, 2017) (HBA B
BRI, EFEME S 25 R/ Z MR A By e 45 (1
18], 2012) MiAHE TR/ NBagr, ¥4 0 gy 5 T8 FAlE
SR RIS TE AN (B R A%, 2014), BBk, iE

i3 ARE % 55 B P (Meeier et al., 2004) . 7 2 (Liljenquist,
Zhong, & Galinsky, 2010), FH (T 1A, 2018).
T (ST, 2013) . #E GRAATIE, 2012)% 25 2
UM, UL al A, B SRR
Z3) . B FR L R AT OB
RS [r) iy A4 5 T T A ARE 2 L B PR R S — 302
A [ 55 iy 24 P85 % R ARE A2 L B Mg ) 5 ) R B 5
AT LA EEAT R SR TIR DT . AR R, A
[i) I e 5 o 0 e L B e B TR VR

PRI A H B i i e
$5 Stroop 3. IAT X . 1HHEEYNE AL HE
HRGRWEN 55, 2014; 2RI, 2014), BRI
SR TAT IR T T8 FE A & 5 T s ) B A7
TE [RGB 25 (Meier et al., 2007), 3T Stroop JEI
MRFsE Z B, ANEMEET, AEER —E &k
(Hill & Lapsley, 2009). X7 5% 5 51 R 1% b 452
AR R0 B4R Y A iR i v 15 S S 0 v B
B FE TR A 0 B O REAT R SE, 5 RR L,
TRV B 2 GO v 40T S 1 R T
V14 TR DT B A, P B A DG YO B
PR A G R W R (T XEE, £
g, X%, 2017). BbAh, A WFFHE O BT
Je BRI SRR, 25 R, B Bk
AL B IR 4B 3 0 AS T AT Sy A A I B A 8
Z|(Zhong, Strejcek et al., 2010), K F 5 EREE
KT R, A F HOIE TS 5t gl b s Ty
S 1Bl S T A AT O 638 T B O R B 3 5
(Schnall et al., 2008), Xtut, WFFEH NN, G
ARSI RS S S A R 2 5
LS RA— A EEFEE (B, S50k,
farr [, HERAK, 2014), HIZ4 A 1k, BRI
2R M AR A L B B0y 14 1 AL ) 2 75 A [+] 7
ARG . ABEFH A I A IR RN
G N TR AR A L B B i S

TRUE A ¢ AR BE 3 T T T AR A L By B
mal AR R A5 IR AN R — 3, ISR RS B ARG T
(B 58 ) I EE: SCWE Tt (R 3E) St 3l 2 1 T8 PR &
My 2E S, SR A, M TIESOE SRS, B
V35 T I 2h 450 T Bl i S 1 A A B Ry BE A
(Leung, 2013), WAWFFE &I, A [R5 8 18 X HE
TR & H 5 B A 2 5 (h B, INDT Y,
2014), BLAh, WA WG L, AT IR ()
T 3, BORE B B RS0 T8 8 & 15 R Xt
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TEE PO S Y 00 T Dy (TR AR
2017). WFFEHEHEF N, MRS . o8, s
B S5 LA SRR B 14 2 5 W A RN ARE S (B 4k
%, 2017), DA LBEST AR, RS B
MRS B TR . R . S RV AE AR 2 R B R
BENDE, I HASR) B (RN 5 %) 0 FE AN A B B B
W AR R TR . e FRAT T 5, AN ) Je i i 1 m)
fil 2 1 A A H B B i R R

2 WRFZE

XHEE
K FH Hh ORI SCSCHkAS: 38 1 7 24 T AT
SCHRAS AR o AN E] 25 B2 2 2006 4F 9 H £ 2018
HE9H.

HSCSCHRAS: AT < v A R T R 1
T BRI . e v SCRR O TR e, DABR
TETERR . 1R B EEA . B B
HEBJEE . B A . BEE B Sy O 1A 1 T4
o UK R MBS A5 . SpringerLink |
ElsevierSD. Wiley. Emerald. ProQuest T#Ai 1383
SCHEE . SCI R . HHEM google 2#AREL

P& %, LA metaphor. moral metaphor, moral concept

2.1

metaphor, moral judgment, embodied metaphor .
embodied morality . embodied cognition . conceptual
metaphor R ERIMEATIR R, A 230 SCHRLL
A3 o 5 o AR 1) 7 ARG
2.2 XEAANSHRRITE

K 3AT 1 SR IE i LR PR EAT T . (DA
FELIE S T TETEME S B B B 10 SISIEE Y, X
EBERt e s, FEA /NI, HEER 20 H I8 A0 SCHK

K RBIRE R SCHR: n =537
=374, n=163

LERETCEE . (WFFE X GON IR AR, HoA R
RRFRBAHEBRAE SN, (3)SCHRE ¢ 1 i fEH. By [,
RS T r (HECRERE I r 0 F (E Lt
B, Az g5y Bl mES 8 K E
Gty B AR A, JEMBR 2 APRIEZE IS
ol (4)7% BB AL SCE Y R B, HERR LA B
R R FE bR B8 AR AR ST (5)SCHR BT K Y
B A ] B A (Can e [R] — HE e s R R R AT
MG — K)o I 2 3RAS TG 2 T8 43 s o4 114 SRk
65 f, AFEHSCICHK 33 R, TESCICHk 32 K, St 153
AN BN f, ELASCHRAS 3 e e AR LI 1
2.3 XGRS

XA TTCAT M SCRREEA T A0 T s . (1) 3Tk
fREWEEA+ERER), QAR G)CH5;
(4B Ty 1] (5B 4ERE; (6)EIEIEIE; (7)
WFFEE; B)BUNAE Zr (W3 1),

RN (L P B RGBT DA R bR afe (1) S AR G
i — %, #F—ks e SCRIHR A T 2 A Sr AR,
W5 FE Gk SR — AN ST BEAR R AN SRS B
U6 AR ST RV S B30 I Ge i 6. QIR S
FFIEZS 40 09 JE UK ¢ AL 75 2 Fisher Z, (3)4k s
HERER R —, FEAIBSCEREFAY
FlE, LA & R/ BT SR #E; SCEk g is A
A5 2 A A A A Y — B Sk A T AR

ARBEFEH, WA AL B — B 95.45%,
8B AR F 5 SCHk G ) 2 L A sSOmT R Y o IR Ah,
VAAST 25 B 2 T 24 05 AS — 35009 SOk 0326 AT T A LR
IR 2GR T AR e &Y AT M I SRR 65
Fa(N=18659), Hrh, vk 33/, Je 303k 32
UL D,

| DISEAREUREEHERR SCHR n = 268

\ 4

VIR 5 IRAT 3CHR n =251

7| HEBRE A SR 7= 18

\Z
FRR I 5 FRARSCHR n = 65
H3n =33, %L n=32

BN AN k=153

& 1

\J

BRI A SCHLHEBRSCRR n = 186, F245:
SRR JAA SCHR n = 89

FERRBHAGR n=19

B WA E TS L B B ORI SE R B
BREELFEFRISCER n = 46

PAA BN AR AR SCHR n = 32

SCHR T i A
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R1 PAANTDHAROERZER

SCiik FEARCR SO RMME R BRMgERE B MRl sl zr
Bk 4§, 2017 31 E S-T C \ Str 0.18
24 E S-T S A Str 0.46
28 E S-T S v Str 0.43
Jrik, 2016 30 E S-T C v Str 0.41
63 E S-T C A Sit 0.04
27 E S-T C A% Str 0.38
5223, 2017 34 E S-T S \Y% Sit 0.36
74 E S-T S \% Sit 0.36
62 E S-T S A Sit 0.27
Jii i, 2015 20 E T-S S Y Sit 0.02
20 E T-S S A Sit 0.20
EB X, M 4F, 2017 31 E T-S Si \Y Str 0.71
28 E T-S Si v Str 0.79
36 E T-S Si A% M 0.55
28 E S-T Si \% M 0.02
TREE %, 2017 36 E S-T Cl \Y Str 0.80
58 E S-T cl A Sit 0.27
62 E S-T cl Sk M 0.28
BB, SR 4, 2017 26 E S-T S \Y Str 0.23
32 E S-T S \% Str 0.59
24 E S-T S \% Str 1.49
NI, 2016 28 E T-S S v IAT 0.76
17 E T-S S A IAT 1.67
B, ¥, 2016 37 E T-S S A Sit 0.48
31 E T-S S v Sit 0.83
23 E S-T S v Sit 0.47
42, &0, 2013 19 E S-T S \Y% Str 0.89
33 E S-T S \% Str 0.38
kT, 2014 30 E T-S S A M 0.63
35 E T-S S A M 0.56
34 E T-S S v M 0.56
B, w2014 30 E T-S C \Y M 0.68
30 E T-S C A% M 0.57
52 E S-T C v Sit 0.29
64 E S-T C \% Sit 0.30
H E 2k, 2015 19 E T-S S \Y% M 0.42
22 E S-T S A M 0.50
/008, 2015 31 E S-T Si A Str 0.71
28 E S-T Si v Sit 0.79
36 E T-S Si A M 0.55
28 E T-S Si A% M 0.02
TEH, 2016 39 E S-T C A% Sit -0.53
41 E S-T C Y% Str -0.35
37 E T-S C % Str -0.36
AR, 2013 90 E S-T F o) M 0.33
138, 2013 30 E S-T S \Y% Sit 1.01
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SCiik FEARCR SO RMME R BRMgERE B MRl sl zr

32 E S-T S A Sit 0.43

36 E S-T S A Sit 0.53

41698, 2014 41 E S-T L \Y Str 0.36
42 E T-S L A Str 0.49

37 E T-S L A Str -0.64

ZE3CHE, 2016 18 E S-T C \ Sit 0.04
18 E T-S C A M 0.06

18 E S-T C A Str 0.34

5 HilE, 2015 40 E S-T S A Sit 0.33
30 E S-T S A Sit 0.40

45 E S-T S A Sit 0.33

35 E S-T S A Sit 0.40

ZENFN, 2014 78 E T-S L Y% M 0.38
82 E T-S L \Y% Sit 0.29

62 E T-S L Y% Sit -0.15

W5, 2014 37 E S-T S \Y% Sit 0.48
31 E S-T S A Sit 0.35

23 E S-T S A Sit 0.57

#4201 -2 A RN - MR S
EHIE, 2017 37 E T-S S A M 0.48
40 E S-T S A Sit 0.34

2548, 2016 37 E S-T Cl Sk M 0.17
37 E S-T Cl Sk Sit 0.21

A LE, 2012 70 E S-T Sw T M 0.08
66 E S-T Sw T M 0.06

62 E S-T Sw T M 0.11

x4], TREE, 2016 126 E S-T We Sk M 0.17
130 E S-T We Sk M 0.23

213, 2016 38 E S-T Cl Sk M 0.16
FEIF 5, 2017 69 E S-T S Sk M 0.43
51 E S-T S Sk M 0.48

48 E S-T S Sk M 0.36

T kA, 2018 86 E S-T We \Y Sit 1.65
34 E S-T We Y% Sit -0.46

177 E S-T We Y% M 0.16

104 E T-S We A M 0.16

135 E T-S We A M 0.21

iR E, 2018 30 E S-T \Y Str 0.05
30 E S-T A Str 0.59

R4, 2013 105 E T-S Te Sk M 0.30
184 E S-T Te Sk M 0.16

BT 2018 40 E S-T S \% M 0.33
30 E S-T S Y% M 0.40

45 E S-T S A M 0.34
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SCHiR (RS S = S <4013 I (U3 5711 R ) e =V QIR | W4

35 E S-T S \% M 0.40

Lee & Schwarz, 2010 82 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.36
Nakamura et al., 2014 47 W S-T Te Sk M 0.36
41 w S-T Te Sk M 0.30

Fayard et al., 2009 210 w T-S Cl Sk M —-0.03
Li & Cao, 2017 182 E S-T S A% Sit 0.67
162 E S-T S A% Sit 0.75

Schnall et al., 2008 40 w S-T Cl \% M 0.30
44 w S-T Cl v M 0.41

Leung, 2013 75 E S-T Cl \% M 0.27
Tachini et al., 2015 36 W T-S S \% M 0.31
Zhong, Strejcek et al., 2010 58 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.28
323 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.15

136 W S-T Cl Sk M 0.18

Zhong, Bohns et al., 2010 84 w S-T L \ Sit 0.51
50 w S-T L A% Sit 0.28

83 w S-T L A% M 0.30

Zhong & Leonardelli, 2008 65 w S-T Te Sk M 0.25
52 W S-T Te Sk M 0.30

Wang et al., 2016 24 E T-S S A% IAT —0.86
21 E T-S S A% IAT 0.51

Sekulak & Maciuszek, 2017 60 W T-S Cl Sk Sit 0.07
60 w T-S Cl Sk Sit 0.38

90 w T-S Cl Sk Sit 0.21

Denke et al., 2016 37 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.42
Webster et al., 2012 30 \% S-T L \% Sit 0.50
30 W S-T L \% Sit 0.37

Lobel et al., 2015 30 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.42
147 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.19

Chiou & Cheng, 2013 54 E S-T L \% Sit 0.28
58 E S-T L \% Sit 0.31

48 E S-T L A% Sit 0.35

Lee et al., 2015 105 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.16
90 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.63

70 W S-T Cl Sk M 0.24

Xu et al., 2014 65 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.48
Helzer & Pizarro, 2011 60 w S-T Cl Sk M 0.38
Kaufmann & Allen, 2014 40 w S-T We Sk M 0.31
Eskine et al., 2012 60 \% T-S Sw T M 0.30
Williams & Bargh, 2008 53 Y T-S Te Sk M 0.57
Steidle et al., 2013 80 w S-T L A% Sit —-0.25
58 w S-T L v Sit —-0.34

48 W S-T L \% Sit —-0.31

62 w S-T L A% Sit -0.31
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Eskine et al., 2011 53 w S-T Sw \'% M 0.56
Liljenquist et al., 2010 28 w S-T F (0} M 0.50
99 w S-T F (¢} M 0.23

Michael et al., 2015 35 \% T-S Cl Sk M 0.37
Zhong & Liljenquist, 2006 60 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.15
45 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.38

32 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.51

Gamez et al., 2011 47 w T-S Cl Sk M —0.04
36 w T-S Cl Sk M —0.04

45 w T-S Cl Sk M 0.15

Skarlicki et al., 2013 76 w T-S Sw T M 0.27
136 w T-S Sw T M 0.24

119 w T-S F (¢} M 0.20

Lee & Schwarz, 2012 34 W S-T F (6] M 0.41
46 w S-T F (¢} M 0.45

Banerjee et al., 2012 40 W T-S L A% M 0.32
74 w T-S L v Sit 0.31

Ackerman et al., 2010 43 w S-T w Sk M 0.46

T (D2 TR, SO Sk 250 TSR, (EIR 4R B2 [ 1R 3 SO 4%, IAEE A& UKy, (2) B = KI5
s W= PiJi ik (3) S-T = MIRIEMEI H AR T-S = M EFRER IR, (4) C= BIEYEE; S = 4L, Si= K4k

BE; Cl= WHlE4ERE; L= WIRELERE; F = & RAERE; We =

AR Te = MREYERE; Sw= EIE4EE . (5) V= M4, Sk= Ak3E;

O = W58, T= BR3E. (6) Str=Stroop B IAT = WERAE; Sit = FSEEAENEG M = ORI,

24 HIELESHF

AR5 R CMA 3.0 (comprehensive meta-
analysis 3.0) AT ICHT . TTHAHTLL r FEREKL
NAE, SRR g R, — S SOk B R
R LIRS B AR ] R A OC R B, T
SEHRAG T A U B, WR I E AT RS ik
(Card, 2012)$ H BEF 540 . B AT . r =
[/ @ +dh)", df=nl +n2 - 2;r=[F/ (F +
df(error)]'?, r = [¥*/ (% + N)1"2, Hik, F AL
FE v WREAR S R RAS, BRSO
FAHOG, B DL 238 O A OC R BCA L O ik
(r-Fisher 2)15 8% W {i Zr (Borenstein, Hedges,
Higgins, & Rothstein, 2009),

3 HREGR

ERMEREER

[ PR PEAG I 5 SR e U - 3 M L B e Y
Q HA W E KT, Qusz) = 956.05, p < 0.001, Ui
W45 2000 B 2 ) S . SRR RO BE 12 AT X
47, 15%. 50%. 25%&X4rm . H . RS B

3.1

41 %t (Higgins, Thompson, Deeks, & Altman, 2003),
T PR EL B R 1) 17 (B2 84.10, RIIWIERAE 5
Hh 84.10% 2 FH AR (L 1Y L5628 S I Y, 15.90%
JEHFEHLIR 2Z A . Tau® {H1E 0.10, BLRARFSE
)28 52 10% 1] AR SR 3 SR E A iy B AL 43501
BRI . T & ROV A 2 B e 55 S5 b, A
W5 R I FEBLASON A A
3.2 WRRERIE

B, iR (funnel plot) R 2 55 v 1
WA ARG L, S5 FRAE 2 i o IR SFBORE, 2L
(8 FEF 5 A AE I 2 B A T, KBS A R R o
WA AT R AR TR W, X PR 06 R AR5 AT BEAN A
TERF AT . BT B R RE DA W0 1 Y A
WK A R R 22, T AR A5 SR 4G 30 45
T TR FH R & 4 285 (Classic Fail-safe N)5
Egger’s M9 #F 1745 5% . M Classic Fail-safe N {8
KRF, TETENEEE B BT RN AR (>
30000)# K P15 & 2 W5 SCRR A" 7T BE A 3800;
BN E I BN Egger’s [ 57 46 56 i) 45 Ok &,
THEARE & L B B AIF 98 R A AE ™ 0 K 3R R AT



1548 DI = N S S

%27 %

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z

(=]

o
=

Standard Error
(=]
(8]

0 o
o
0.3
04 ' ' 1 L 1 1 L
—20 -15 -1.0 05 0 *05 10 15 20
Fisher's Z
P2 S EME AL B gy 94 A5 {53 A i =) ]

(CI=-0.40~2.10, Egger’s Intercept = 0.85, p> 0.05),
33 FHNKREER

SR FH Bl HILAKOR A R 4T 22800 73 B, 45 2R i
71N, T TEME S BBy B 0 R IR S E AR A G

KFE r=0.34(CI=0.28~0.40, Z=11.93, p< 0.001),

TP ERERIEMCK R
3.4 POV KA R

T AT ST SCHR B S Bk, 90 99 000 A9 G 5
SRRV — FEA SR I BE LR NS R o S S LATE
57 (Ferndndez-Castilla et al., 2018; Garcia-Argibay,
Santed, & Reales, 2019) #1783 N AL B, K56
SRR 2,3 2 RARWL, B WS T ) 60 3
TERIA R, Qu=0.67, p=0.41; SCILTFELXT 1
BE & BB e 0 9 1 /R 35 (Qo = 4.47, p <
0.05), MLTF YIS F(r = 0.26), KI5k

R N EEE S B S R A RS SR (r = 0.39);
I [v) 248 0 T AR L B B LA TR A (Qp =

31.66, p < 0.01), BatMykas Fe BE fie i 1) J2 25 [l 4
BE(r = 0.52)FIK/NGERE (r = 0.52), Bi(E4ERE A
I 45 TR B Al (r = 0.14); ARIFFFRIER(Q =
1.43, p = 0.70)FEHE 3 (Qp = 3.15, p = 0.37)1
FERA D,
3.5 BAHTEMTEAEASH

i % DI FEBF 5T (Fernandez-Castilla et al., 2018;
Garcia-Argibay et al., 2019)#E47 #1542 i () ot [1]
VA3, 455 BRI 3), SCLTS = GG i
Xof TE TR HL B B S5 R (p < 0.001), AU,
TS Hr &5 -5 L 3 U715 500 R 9 45 R — 3

4 Fig
41 EEHESESEMACEISMY
AR TCH T T, AR A L B gy (1 1 5

5 HAREAA A SRR IEA G (r = 034, p <
0.001), i B 38 7EARE A L B Beomi 1) 46 W5 Sk 5 H B
WXREY, 5L 4 R (Banerjee et al,
2012; Haidt & Joseph, 2004; Lee & Schwarz, 2010;
Lee et al., 2015; &8 %, BWHT £ 2017; Meier
et al.,, 2004; Schnall et al., 2008; B&fh, ik,
2014; Zhong, Strejcek et al., 2010))&, & BiEfHE
e B S iy A O, JREEF: —0
T, N ZE AR S 0 AR i A2 0 FH 02 1 0 U
20 PRI 0 B PR S, MRS
P o 75 A By B GR BRSBTS
5B RRE: B RIS, Sy — i, HE RS RA
SRAL T AR TE TEAE S 5 B AT T SCBRZE, N
AR I < bR BLA R A ) 7 6z ) A —
AN B <1 1 < e XU T A T BT AR
R AE R 0 2 8] D7 A 3 B A — A AR <K
13l N ST K3 e LR E S U PN < )
“HETH, HY RN AR RO
U, IETEME S BRI H Sh B e g 2 it
T PRPLSCELAS, K DIAE, S AN S L B By
G AE IS A 16 Pl T A5 ) B A A A
SRR T LS B E LS, T A
TR B 5 PR T A A A R TR SR AT S
AIAT ISR AR . BEAh, L ADRE T T3 3h 2
FIFEE . EIXRAt Sy, 0L 2 )7 T AT B R
HRRM Y B R AR, DR TR E TR B

AR, AHFE A, A5 B B O R W R —
., HEIAVABLETRIE, MM AITCIEI S &
RIS A ST A7 AR, T LA, X 3 AR & ) B A7
BT BIRRE . g T 48, B2 B
3K — AR 11 B AR 30 o 35 il 4 1 JE AR A A
CTRAE AL, AR AR 2R T T A AT D B TE A
5 G AR A P 7E B 25 4R T A4 S (Borg,
Lieberman, & Kiehl, 2008), &z, i N2
. RIS )2 MmO S A Bt J2 T 2 S T A A
SEBBRMACHEILSYE . i, A e DA
R JE AR T AR I RO BR S, R T R
TERCEBLH], DL ARG R, 1 5RARE 18
SR, ST AR TE R IR, A A R T8 T AR A Y
TR e 3ft
42 EEHSESRMNEZIER
4.2.1 [R5 E

AT RO A 9 R W, AN [ B ey e S5 ) Xof 3



Eom TREE A5 R LB PRy B i (R R 1549
F2 EEHELSESRMAATHK
I AR 5 k r 95%CI Q. Qv p
gy B 554 7 o) 0.67 0.41
S-T 101 0.36 0.29~0.43 10.22""
T-S 52 0.31 0.21~0.40 6.26™"
AL S 4.47 0.03
E 100 0.39 0.32~0.45 10.98™
w 53 0.26 0.17~0.35 566"
[SUTEE 31.66 0.00
C 14 0.14 —0.04~0.32 1.53
50 0.52 0.43~0.62 11.00™"
Si 8 0.52 0.28~0.76 431"
Cl 32 0.27 0.16~0.38 4.90™"
F 5 0.37 0.09~0.65 2617
L 20 0.15 0.01~0.29 217,
We 9 0.33 0.13~0.53 3.24
Sw 8 0.23 0.01~0.44 2.07"
Te 7 0.32 0.09~0.55 2.69"
[ERE 1.43 0.70
Str 21 0.40 0.24~0.56 493"
IAT 4 0.48 0.10~0.87 2.50"
Sit 46 0.31 0.21~0.41 5.87"
M 82 0.34 0.26~0.41 8.80""
B T E 3.15 0.37
\Y% 99 0.38 0.31~0.45 10.54""
Sk 43 0.28 0.18~0.38 5.41™
4 0.34 0.01~0.67 1.99"
7 0.23 —0.01~0.48 1.81
#3 ATTEMTEEFSH
SR A AR Beta SE z p
A LI AT 5 -0.16"™" 0.02 -7.12 0.00
s 4 g -0.03"" 0.00 -7.06 0.00

TEME & H B B A B R (Qp = 0.67, p =

0.41), IZMFFE 45 Al 345 T 18 7R AR 8 L B g ny ke
SR, B g E T L pR 4 R [ A e ke
5, AR RL o E bR e GG IR S S (Black, 1993;
Lee & Schwarz, 2012), 45, MMARRMIEF Rk
BRI 01 A] BE S A, A B R S ok B AR
AR, QA B 6B IE Kk A AR Y 5 i
i, (USSR R L, AR RE E 1T R
A3 ) e 3k, T A R I A A Y B R TR

W o Lk, MO BILSEYET R, By Bess — BB,
TR VR SEIORT B A 382 TR A0 R S 0 1 S T i
(B, BRI 45, 2017). FBL, MBRMIMIES
BRSO BB SRR U0, I e B S 2 X ] 1Y

I4h, Faueonnier (1998)iAy, By b /215 Bhik
SCEE TSI o BT LA, RIS R4 77 AR 1 4 YR I
L5 H bR 380 gy B 5 7 1) T R R BRI Y, H R T
AR Y RIE T Rk P R Ak, (AR U
5 B bR EREE R, L WA S M,
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U] s ORI R (S R SN R AN R 1 e
RS RE T T8 A A B 19 R A (Black, 1993; Lee
& Schwarz, 2012; 557, ¥mJ%, 2016), MRHAZL
HBZ B MMM S Z XN R, 467
TEHE LA, WEZL T g B A A 6 %o 3 A
PHURD T A A2 a1 D, TR, o AR 4 47 3 7
AL GRS IR ST R, DA A
T R R H Sk S RS IR B BN
422 XhESH

SCAL A S I IR RO R B, ARG O SOk
o I8 EAR A H B R A B R, Q, = 4.47, p
<0.05, P TVH 7 AL 5t(r = 0.26), R34k
o P A RE RS H SR IRes ko =
0.39). DIEBFFE R, 7R PG SO T S5 16 A A
A E BB R R AN E ) (Lee et al., 2015), £
WIRAET: B, RWEA 2R, A
AR MEFF Bemsiy I SRS T8 b 2 ke, TR Sy By
AR LA N RO RAE, 0 SCAR R 2 A AR A S
HRIET . WIIE LRI, PEr UL TR s
R 5] SR FH K P By, 7R 7 SCAR TS 550 N Bl 5
K FH 2 1125 [ B2 (Boroditsky, 2001). Hik, H &
By A7 A2 Ak 25 Sk o BRI G ELA AR S 1 SC Ak
TEBEPE, LB RS Sy a0 HL B By H Akt 2
B2 SCAG I FE A o SCA S M A A KT By fr L A A 55
(Gibbs & Berg, 1999), AR AT =T, MERE
WL BB uhi B IRREAR AR, 77
14 L B Bt R R ELAT otk 2 S L sy ok
TR, WEAR B RS R e R R 550N
MERFTER AT =T, a4 SRR
R N I R A (BRI, AR, nh ik
2016), I, JEEAE A E B Bt A S0k 2
P L UNVG 75 SCARAT ] 14 2% i SCAR A (B0, 1A
CONE R M B B o TE O 5R 20 (HIll &
Lapsley, 2009); 77 ik FE k<>, Tk i «H
I e H R (T, &R X, 2013), ATIH,
SCARTS 0] PR A S L B o BT R AR
H, AR O7 SCATE 5T Bt i 8 S A S HL B R
WA E . FIL, EIEE R T MR
Yk R AL R AR R S0k, FEA G T AR A& 35 A SR
e 75 AR S AT, JU A A o T 1 TG TN T A
(4 SCAK 25 5 o) ), BB ST AR R S B A
4.2.3 FEMiHE

JUAFHT A R IR WY, A 6] B v 2 J3E X 3 PR AR A

BB FamA W 5 (Qp = 31.66, p < 0.01), F
W EBK 235 R FBE e v B 25 TRV R BE(r = 0.52) R R /N
JE(r = 0.52), B (o Ry ah R B e/ (r = 0.14) LU
ARSIy, AN [R) e 2k 135 %ot 1 7 L B s v A
WEM R ELE, INFTF, 2014), HARTFRLS
AN—F, B, DRSS S A B R A e
R (R EHE, INITT5, 2014), ASWFGEHE B\ A
WERE, BONATAANME, FTRE i A S 1
B R, ARWESE R, a5 A2k R /I
)T 7 e e A AR B . DAAERF SR LA, a8
[F1] gy 7E Al S A AR 0 B o5 6 PO b A3 (Lakoff
& Johnson, 2003), =5 [i1] 4 F&F 15 18 AEAM 2 1) gy 15k
45 B¢ 3R (Hill & Lapsley, 2009; T 4%, & &
2013), R ANy, BB T aelR B T
W4 LI Y e AR 2556 (Fiske, 2004), HH X T 5BE
THERAI LI E, 25 AR R/ NEAHLR A R Y R
FRIBBE, AR S 18] R A /N2 )8 AR /2 B e T
SEhRREL A, B BRI OB ], X5 D
105 245 AR —E((Banerjee et al., 2012; Sherman
& Clore, 2009), X Al Gej& i T LUEDF 5T 8 24l
FHEMEM SR AP AR, BG5S g
SR, BOSAHEBHEKR . AU P B
EANEERATE, RO EEH6, Pk
WY P 1 P 5 X A B 2 e R D A 1Y B2
JEA . )i, MASTTO M A B SSERF S R R, B
REF LM (k = S0)HNEAE(K = 32)FamZE
BE, MR (k= 5). RE (k= 7)% H Al Bod 2 5
P 56 T B AR, AR 5 b PR 1) T X AN [ o iy 24
JE T B RS S BRSO R LA, IR T RESs
SR T E R I 2, Fend 20k J32 1895 45007 1) A AR
P Tt — R . A JE BIFIE T 2404k A B
AN [F) e iy 24 FE 5 1 PR A A B K 5, DA R AT
KT 5 3 W6 ol I i 2 B2 1 5 O S A A5k M 4R T A 1R A
TEFERIWT . e Ah, AT BRI FE I LA e ey A B
X TE S PR B B NN, SR D T A TE
Hu T AR TETEAE A S B ARG 2 ) A BT LR DG R
424 WEER

AN I 5 S 2 T A A HL B BRI R B
BRI ER, Qu=1.43,p=0.70. VIFEWFFEXT IR
FEFEA L, WA BTN, BR300 A8 A &
EL B A 5 500 (Meier et al., 2007; T 42, &
B, 2013); S —LEWREHI A, B AN E
TEME S H B bR g B R G T, Y,
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2016; BRmL, MW, 2014), REEAET: &6, WIS
0 2R S 50 LA ) RS B 5 SO 5 2 SRR — 3K
MR, HETE, T EARE A L B RO AS A AZ B
FEAE Y FE R, 3 32 AN [R] S50 R 52 e (BT,
PRitE, 8%, 2018), Hk, AEBFFEIE I
7% BBy HlI AR AR [E] . A0 Stroop Y0 2 BE NS B U
i A AR R TG FUIRAS T A SR N, W] LU
Db 3 5 TIC OGA% dk F) DR A 190 0l 255 el (IR
2014); T3 5 4k 4 2 38 ok Beons £ £ B9 (Lakoff
& Johnson, 1999), TAT &2 7E JC 2= 5 iE
T A E B RO B A B e R —; T
R 5 A A A HAE, W RS = ahs . M
55 R IRG R 5 B A AR
JERE BRI D BEIA R TR 29 K B R
SHVE S AR A PR P BRAGSE I (R 5 5, 2014) {2
T B BRGSO B RN H A E0ME, A5
Z BTN 5E TR 2 05 T H A T 22,
RS BRI E OB 4 5 T 38 1A &
HE RN RS RARE ., B2, BE LU
FESCHR Y F2 5, BT IR 5 30 =X RGO 1
—BRAE g, [FRE, B E R REECN T
FRUELLIFIETE R, SR BN A s g ek,
DA R 5 30 X T A B s R 4 4
4.2.5 RGiEE

JERBE 308 P R T RON AN B, 2 B S TR 1 SRk
B 38 T KT R L B BRI A 0 SR, Qp
=3.15p=0.37, VAENITIA N, BIRZK W E
M A5 0 B o AR i A A LR R, 24 3l
GRS HIIE I, 52 A0S 230 18 2 5500 A
B A I8 K ) B R R B, R, IR,
2012). SUCAHN, 8 A G RO Y R
TE AR — B, T 22 N 3 3 A T AR
KRS DIRE, 5888 E 0 7E R
Mk BN, YA B X — BEE R,
N 223 T8 FR S8 ML SE (L0 65) | Ak e R . MRSE (B
) A BN AR ST [ I R O, D S X < BB
X — MR AR (B, DRAEAL, MR, 2013),
TR Rf 3 v Al T S A, <3k v A A G ) SRR
T T [ S 95 B G B 75 ) Bk B (N 1Y) i
) IR () 30 9 33t ) 5 22 b RV S, 7R It
it 1 0 << 56 A JEL S my R o T ok 4 JR i 3
MZEAVER . o IE 2 i 2 Rk st 8 i 1Y 38 AR
H, A AR RE 5 5035 7 B (R 50 1 A8 . BRI,

XTI FEARE A L B B in T SR G R A B
B, A [ A 2% B 3 T X T PR A S L B BRI A
FEWREm, X R aIRAT, B T S PR e E Y
BB AE I LAY BB 7R 2 ey o G ik IR 1 & 2
HHEYE . R R A R T S TR B TE R . W
0 L 0 1 0 A 22 i 5L B A 1 R R A A A
BEEEIH SRR,
43 WMRIAERRE

WRAE : (D)AD& FR I SCHRAT 5EA B
i, BT Z28IEE. (EERRELEN
K, [HEMELLE e — SR R RIS 2 (2)
EAEMSE S RmA M ERERZ, HERMR
FRYE A 1Y SCRk R BB BT 5 AN R 2% TR R,
WA — L5 A 2B W I B, A [
) S TR0 RIS = T A T A S L B Rt
SR (Tobia, 2015; 3KRAE, FHLTHME, 2016); (3)4<
TR A7 B T & L B BRI R 7 k= R %
g2, IFARBFEA L U2 R H S, Rk
T B A 0 A R i R R 4 R A
Vi) o iy 7R R e ) B AR A AR D Y 25 R OO
Bifk, Y, RIK, EIUL, 2017) KK
5 ()RAZERE, WRG . S EYEETHI
FT B SCHR, (2) 4 T PR ST B TE A B R Y
MR (3) B A [R) R 5 R R [R) Hl IX i
BE&S B BB A 3022 572 (4) 3 R IEfERE S
H B n) TRk, st s i e R
AT T, AT DL+ B PR i, a8l
DR HEE AR E R, WIEEAH AT
USRI

5 #Eig

AW T LTI IR TIE RS R S
R SR P ZR, AR AR 4R (DB 1ok
A, TP BB A R YRR B A A
SEREREIE ARG (2) SO S5 R gy 2 2 o 1 AR
AH SRR W FE R ER]L, b, RO 3cfe
FECR A TE P S B B T, Jf HE 7
W& 5 5 1) Ak B2 RIOR /N 2 B By R 25 5 vy, {H
AN [F g R 55 7 1) AP 5 R i i 3 1 22 5

Sl 3 AR A L A B R
&5 3Bk

CHlF * B SCRR AR 7% 78 20 BT v 9N R SCRIR)
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Embodied metaphors of moral concepts and its influential factors:
A systematic review and meta-analysis

DING Fengqin; WANG Dongxia
(School of Education, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750021, China)

Abstract: The meta-analysis was designed to explore the embodied metaphors of moral concepts and its
influential factors. Through literature retrieval, 65 cases and 153 independent effect sizes which met the
inclusion criteria of meta-analysis were selected (N = 8659). Overall, the results showed that there existed a
moderate positive correlation between source domain of embodied metaphors of moral concepts with the
target domain (r = 0.34). Embodied metaphors of moral concepts were moderated by cultural background
and metaphorical dimension, but not by metaphorical mapping direction, research paradigm and sensory
channel. The above results indicate that the embodied metaphors of moral concepts reflect psychological
reality, and the following studies should focus on the different roles of cultural background and
metaphorical dimension, specifically, the individual moral concept metaphor is stronger under the
background of oriental culture, and the metaphorical connection between moral concepts and spatial
dimension and dimension is higher.

Key words: embodied metaphors; moral concepts; meta-analysis; moderate effect





