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I, GERAT R RSB RR S A5 R A 25 e KAk, B4
TFEIBE LR ] LI 1 (Conway & Gawronski,
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PEBE T H 5B A 1Y — B0 . SRR
L, WERAT RS AN, R
ATDAERZ 1Y AN SRAT M ANAE G BTG, 75 1B 1E
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), BRA X B AT Sy 55O R %4 3 AN B AR Y
rHMEE, BN S S, 5% i A e R
AR DR . B, A ik 87 A ] DI 2 1Y
At R AR T B AR PSR, A X
SEAT R AN LA 37 0 a3 D ) s AN T3 X
12U 3K (Janoff-Bulman et al., 2009),

JRAE A 3 T P R 58 3 A A B 2 p
TR, HENZR TS mEE, b —1
T LAY B AE % G T8 M PR 5% 7 2 R B S
PE(Gold et al., 2014), 4N, AHFEE A, PHk
ARV B RS2 AW, HIFASE ANRE,
BN KO RES | H 5 Bt B v i P S5 A ) B0
Hil i 72 (Bauman et al., 2014), KA EE [REEQNLL
T8 e SR 5T N 123 Aot feft R 9 S R TR R A
O 174 TR 5% S0 fogp DR o e S B, VR v A A e R
BE I ILSE A A B

A2 250 1 71 9 ¥ R B = (R e 05 A —A>
BB, 62 % WA 8L HE bR AT RS 05 ) A E
SCY ] o A S T A R X TR B 9 K D e e
SCEBEAE AR SR (3, =500, 2019), B
18 G W ANy — A6 1) 5, D — i A g gk A
55, Kk, WSR2 2B, N REih e sk
S (78 08 0 X R 5 114 P SR 2 S0 e S B T R 1
R, ST A BT IE SO ) 1,
A 2 PR 1) R RN 22 5 B R 4G SR (Friesdorf
etal., 2015) FEAE G B PEIME R BE 35, DA
VSR SR B N 14 25 5 7 1 T AR 04 8 T
T B g RGN, XI55 T X2 Y J
MBS R, BINTER E RS, RBET
HEFRATHHUE F TSRS, NS A
BUNBA N, B R AT AP B ERLE , B
TR 25 /N T A, 3B AN AR SR i i hr Bl
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SGB SRR, FRATTZAEM R

BRI Z Ah, X T 9 7E % G0 0 1 v e TR 4% v
R R R A — LB AR R R, B i 2 NPT fig
AFEALTE DA A8 SO P TSN (H 2 i
f o X T BEASAOR B, AT A T A B A
— N A AR IR RE 2 AW E Ay, (HX T —2k
AL, BIEAT AN S PR RO A A, b ATTd
FERERE— A AN FIRE, X T — ARk
U, HEBEAAE N AT RS T A AT A 5 43 R M
MME—TRA T e, Wi, MEZ T

DUAS S B AR AE — A AN 2B BOF 2 sk 8 2 i
— M NV 2 A AT RE SR B A S A S
A7 R B A b T8 . Gawronski 55 AW 2053 T K
I P Yo T T M R B e SR I s e, A5 SR SR,
L AR AR K s P B, G o P A A P TR R R
FR R ) T A <2 8 3% $F (Gawronski et al.,
2017) MRIBAEGENLAL, P P B 0 Lk )
TERDIFIE, TR R 1A A 3 PR AN (A
SEVRELRY, B4, X W7 b 305 4 3 1 e 1
) d SRR P THT RN B SR RS X B S T AR R
i PRI 455 i = 00 e B TR Bk, Bz B UL
w1k,

AT R YT S A 1 R B Y S 25
Gawronski #& T iE =PI CNI# I (Gawronski et al.,
2017), i 2 W AR 0 7k, A SR )
25U L R TE AR R A R L DL g
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X PRI 455 H B S
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FESC, EREAT VA R T A B S R X 4 2R A
B, PN R 5 e AL T BEAE R AT a2k
T8 SCUS A i PR X B PR v U, AT o 5l
1A JE — 2O % B A E N (Gawronski et al.,
2017). 534h, CNT BRI X 43 T RS FXAE R
Y S AR 47, T8 B RN ASAE g 89 5 A 4o (]
AF, T S TR X R 1) S R 45 SR 5 SR A ok
I, Gawronski 7EA% 45 38 £ 9 3 R 3% 19 R il I
ST 4 FRAI R E AR ME RIS . ()i AL A
AT R, BATRRIRIZE R T RUA; (2)IBE MG
LB AT S, BAT MR 2R /N T A, (3)EfE
M A AT R, BAT AR R T A (4)
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BN AR T (B 1SS 3 A7 RIES 4 17), TR,
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2016; Hutter & Klauer, 2016), AEMS1F 5 ELIAM 2
AL B R S WA ] ) T8 A e SR PR, 5 A
TE LA A () 235 S TR0 T 00 SR 2 P e PR 45
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T FRAR L 20 Bk FH T 08 98 6 7 10 A =R R
3% (Cameron et al., 2017), A BT RN EEDE
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FBF, FFAAVE R R IR, X R AL R
(1=C)x(1-N)xI ##iid, 3245 50 T f A0y A IK
AT ARG DL, AT AR A 14 B0 i -
(B 1 s 347) o AT R R R S A A At ) 4
REE, FF AR B N AR, B R B R i AR
(I=C)x(I-N)x(1-Dffi ik, FCFR4E K AEEHEA
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(B 1 s 4 17).

R4 CNT AR 4 4% B4 T LA S 3 AH B 11
Berp R, BENSREIATE 4 PR AL TA S P M A
B AT s R AR T e . R AT LA s
T (DHIRBNGEH VR SOAE R BRI f
TEOL; QQ)Ks BEA1E BT R 20 AR B (9 4b BEEE AR5 (3)
WX B B AR AE — MR T B 3R . fln, 7EiE
TEATEEE 147 R HAT R R 25 KT A 9 1 1 9
B, BN BEARA & (D25 R AKX
AT PR I RIS IR Sh AT ok BE, WK AR
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—HERTER S LR p ORYE RIS I A
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(3) p AMENTEERIE AT R, 17 RFI2E
KFHA) = (1-C)x(1-N)x1

(4) p (MERTEERTE SLFIT R, 17025
INT A = C +[(1-C)x(1-N)xI]

(5) p (TENEMERIEEE 170, 17 R Az K
THA) = C +[(1-C)x(1-N)x(1-1)]

(6) p (TEN[EMEIIEEE (170, 17 A2/
FHA) = (1-C)x(1-N)x(1-1)

(7) p (TENEFERE RIFAT R, 1T RFIZE K
T HA) = C +H[(1-C)xN]+ [(1-C)x(1-N)*(1-D)]

(8) p (TENPEFEMA TR, 1T A5/
THA) = [(1-C)xNJ+ [(1-C)x(1-N)x(1-T)]

p ERVF T B A AR &, @A C N,
I =AM H &, a3 S50
B fHREKRMRGE T, 250 AR A p AR Ak
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ZE A1 R X TR 35 104 B2 07 R LR B B4 R 5 R AE
Z IR 22 5, DA AT R BT TR 1 2 B0k 1 i A 7
FRRTIAE R 5 AE R B A HE 3R] 22 5%, 8
T UL GO0 BE G T VT A AR T AR R 0 e o b, A
HUFLA e S I 7 £ 56 W22 1) %) A 38 0SS A T30 frY
MR Z G2 L R E 2P, Gawronski
Multitree SRR 2 AR, 72500 i A
T X 4 Fof 24 R0 ) 3 7 O P R B A B <A SR
COE R S S (R 8 A p ), Wk BEAS B AR R
) C. N, I S5 HE. X T C 28 fiHE
W RT 0 F A T8 7 9w R 5 1Y) 2 1 37 45
R, XF N S5, SiHERERT 0 &Y
o XX T R 1 2 7 R S ) 5
YT IS4, AhTHE B KT 0.5 RIAHHAXT A
B KR, ATHE RN T 0.5 RN
) R AR AT

3 CNI &8 75 18 & R SR g 9 Bz A3

CNI BERIE SR Z fIES:, ARZisE N
AR5 % CNT AR AE S A e S rp i R o ik
FEAGWFIE, CNI AR 7R 38 F P 14 1 B9 K
AT 3 2 AMARAEFERAE | O BEERAE FIAE £
R Z A0 CNT A IR ST .

3.1 CNI A HFMAEBFENHAR

HAiXTF CNT R8I R BB gE v, 24
FRURRIE (O AF S A5 S0 . S 28 048 R ) i
TEYLIR A5

5 G5 0 38 7 0 e R B0 98 2 B, DO A AN
S BTk B i 37 MBI  Valerio Capraro 258 A
FE T BB T R vE I 22 5, DR A R R Btk
b B3 Mk T A 1a] T 0 GBS i 2E 5 (Capraro &
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Sippel, 2017); Arutyunova I Alexandrov 7E4%
TR A [ M 0 A ) S TR PSR AR AIE, TP AE 16~69
B 327 NP E YR T R, TR A R R
B M )T D R IR i R (Arutyunova &
Alexandrov, 2016); [AJ&EH#, Armstrong 2 A X 8 1
WEIE AT RIUBREA 34T, IE 58 01 b 55 7 T i
] TS T SOE e, IO K T SR 1 Y
PRI 22 5 M, ER A3 R RO AT Ay Al 3 ] 5 |
#Z(Armstrong et al., 2019), X LEHfF o5 AL 518
TR XA R 455 £ 82 O SO 531 A OB R 7 e R 5 e 3 - A
TE2Z 5, Bk b2 o 2R BB X AR A i S R A 4

IOl 22 S5 it DRy 5 P AR 1) A DR AE OB

AL FT BE 2 H T 55 M S b o PR TSR X R
14 S5 7 Al -

Gawronski 25 A\ CNI AU AF 5% 4 51 %) 18 7
T X PR 038 R SR AR B T 465 SR R B, AR R T 2B sk
U, PG R 1 SR R, R S Y
TN i e B IR, T o 4 SR I R |, B OE
WA 2.3 22 5 (Gawronski et al., 2017), MIESEIE
TEWIMEE S0 BT R E, 1550 18 18 W R 5 e =X
SUOCHE B EAE SR R 470, AR AT R iR
s KT AW R BE, 264 58 W R 58 o, A
XA by 0 vt 47 B 2 Sy IR IR ) o AR
P AL G5 T8 P W PR B X, i) % T A 9 e R 35
PR Y 22 5 R T B T e O T RS R
Mo T CNIAERIREAE Ry X — 22 AR kil — 25 1 i
B, RUUP LAEENERETNZESEHRTL
P S T R S T AEORS, DA B L X TR A
D

Brannon %5 A AYB 5T & N S8 I K 5 3 15 0 M
BEUCSR M AL B A C R . JERi o T
BRSO R R R, BSOS R 550
(D RTSAR ) AH DG o BIF5E 3 B OBUR S 504G 56X —
ik, WFFTXT 100 2 8% R4 T S2E AR, 100 £
i IR 2 B, 45 R SR, i 2EER
F4) A 2 O X R 35 e 5 e B AW 1) TR R
CNI #EAE— LW o A R B, IR =2 4h 5501 /Y
5 XA I Ko T AR S ) R S 5 3 A
MRS o 45 5 3% WH SR 28 A T R SR T AR
I He UL AR 1) F 5T 45 2R 3 &2 4% (Brannon et al.,
2019).,

WA IR % 58 R H SIEEIOR N e R . ff
FHASTR] 9 HE 5 R0 HE 0 0 62 T 128 R A 36 K %o

TEYCRE AR, I PRSCR5 S 25 280 A4 T
S, A (] A Z AL R T KRR T R,
fJa R GETEPIXE R IR PR . IR 25 SR R AR L
Tt HRAL, R 740 0w i RS e PR D,
L B K A B ]k i D % (Starcke et all,
2012), Zhang %5 A\ fii F CNI A8 1 1 g i
R X PR 358 B 3 22 ] 119 9% R #E 4755 %8 (Zhang et al.,
2018), FFEEEHEE 197 2 KR AEPARTER T HEH
AU e, 23 T A A K TR B A PSR . AR
HI25 IR 5 2 AT gT — 8, BV B8 R R T i bk
R Z 038 e i . 5% 5 o b
D7 1 B 25 A WS M TR bR, R 1) i
HE GBIV 1 CNT BRI ATt — 20 3 1,
EACE A B0, = 4l B985 W AN
P Ay, BIE P R T 5 i S il 2 o 2 3 e 5 i 3K
Xt AN S B9 52 7 A e, T ke 7 ) AR
PRI 45 5 U VA 5
3.2 CNI #A AT CEFENMR

H AT CNT R R AT, 0
FURRAE B 9T A 1 26 . AARSSIE . RS diie i
O FRIE RS DA G0 LA IV RO 48 wof 3 7 e 5% 1
AN

Gawronski 25 A% 24 /18 18 W X 4] 55 15 1%
(Gawronski et al., 201 7)WF 5B ARG 25 (PR . 3640
AT X B PSR R, B 58 TS [ 93 R
Vo & A B 15 28, 1 CONT R AR R 5% 1 24 30 1k
i o 7 X5 i 3 7 R XA PRI 1% D 3R (Gawronski et al.,
2018), 45 & ISR PSR AR T B0 18 7
B BB, T AN B M X 48 SR R R LA R v
A M 189 B2 D 3 (S 36 1a 1 1b), TR AR 45 (52
5 2a 1 2b) FIE SR TS (250 3a 1 3b) X 18 £ 4 XfE
ISP R B M, 7R 5T (8 AR R AR o 3 1
W ME R BE RS2 M I, 1 58 0 AT T 7 A% 0 I e R 5
90 2T X T 7 7 R 58 1) B g, RIS 43 BT 7
TEEROAS (h AT R, EAGRAT AR R ZE KT
AR RS N R RN . A BPRRTE 4 AT
14 A 2 B LR AR A ) BN A e, A% 48 0 1 K X
it 22 S e R AE AR ARG 26, w1
O TR SR o ONT AR S i 10— 25 3 i 6 B, ER
SR 2 SN IR A 1) B AR B2 fR T
SRR B T R T 0 AR T Y AR, ELE AR
B AR Xt 48 SR 1) AU LA R K S A S 1) S i 2 15
FEM o FEAF ST A8 S I 455 R0 SR A5 2% T 1 77 o e
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EE PR R m b, L5005 IR W
71~ HH A 475 RS 2R 4 X T A R O TR 5% ke 3 1 s
M CNI B2 A, 3F— 2P S5 T B ARSI 3 At 4% ] i
Xof A VR X R 45 R SR s i, R 8 S A0 st
TR 45 S AU | N AR R R R, DA
XF ASAE K 1 R i - V5 B S s . T Y U
CNI HEBIRE R 1E 45 5 18 TR A (] 1) 5C R 4 AL 3 4
H T, R TN T AR B A e R i fE i
LA .

Kroneisen % AMBFSEHRTT T CNI BCAY ) 5
AR A ¥FAE (Kroneisen & Heck, 2019), % M
Gawronski 45 A f9 18 78 7 ¥ [F 5% 44 8L, IF H
HEXACO A% it RIEAE Bl i A FRAIE, BIFTE 4
IR 2R W S — e T 5 A AR T A 9 1 S vk
SEIEAED, 2P AR A5 5 A R B TE A
%, MR BT S ARSI ASE g 04 BN AR 4F- 76 5%
TFSTUEW] T CNI B g FEAC AAR A3 1F R 8 12 4 e
PRISR e 5 =22 ) A I R 32 43E T SR 2 R e B,
5% R BB TR YR 1 25 SR T LAGE B R A
FEAE 5 W AE 09 8 18 T R B R AT AR R
(Kroneisen & Heck, 2019), 73 4 B 55 #R 57 15 2B A A%
HBMEIEN LR, RN, fEREHRE. D5
ML) 32 UL Rl 2 A i i AR B4R B S
Bk, 7 T T sl PR e SR v B 1) T A8 T )
1B $% (Bartels & Pizarro, 2011), BEAWFFLIES: T
Ty A0 ] 5085 #0081 19 #H 56 P (Kahane et al.,
2015), WA FEHWITE T 62 FIBURIIE B it
SRR 27 X REZE, Rl T R X PR35 ) S 7 A
55 RURH 175 /3% s 15 Xof T R 5 1Y) 5% 0 (Larsen et al.,
2019), Z5RFM, SXTHRAIAH L, RO 1% Rk A
BEEG TSRS . B F A B TR
S B A PIE R Ve = p s, LS BRI R X
ZHIRS 45 b, RIAR RIRN, AE5 M
T P9 TR B Y R AT A BIF 5%k BORS ee 1 2 4
g B RIS M) . Gawronski F CNI #EHI#E
% kG PR M X IE 28 PO XE R OB e 3R W R
(Gawronski et al., 2017), 455 %& 30 5 ALK w1
B A B, b A e e A R B T R 1)
TEPEBEAR, X455 A BRI BEAR, DL R ANE R
1) B I g 2 A o A% B8 43 A 0 1 3R W e 7K S
9o M B R I A A A B S AR A, B AR R
o PR A AR L, R P e 4 A ) T4 ) A
WULTR  CNI ALY Sy ik — 45 LR AL T 3k — 20 1 i g,

% BHRE A5 1 X 77 7 e PR 455 1 5 %) 55 T 3 ok
FEAIRIX 3 AR,

A7 BT fi ) CONI AR 5 52 10 B 5 %)
TETE T ME R B2 P SR i s (e B &2, 2019) . BFST4S
SRR B0 PR B T PR O O B PR S T
AT A R A i, AR LI O BB B, O FREE
BIAAAE T AR F R BN, (HO BEEE R
Kol 435 SR 1) IR P R XS S PR Y ) U T S
FEA . WFFR A R I 45 A 30T 0 BB 2 X T R R
52 R R TR, M L O BT R, 4
MW 320 3 8 SF A 8 A o) R S ) BURR
HBCRE 26 AN A B RS i R . D)
Ab, AN AE R B G R, D0 17 A % E 7
IR R 2, TP H 8 T CNI ALY e ff
BB YR B9 AT A3k £ 0.0 FEAIL ) 7 T A FH A
it

TE A% 25 308 15 0 e PR 5 43, 26 FIA AT 4 Ao
ST 75 55 M) T X PR 95 e 3R — ELUR A TR R — 3K
A B 5 AIE B DA R A7 A AR ) R A6 1) A A SR DG,
TN g A B8 £ Mo v 20 T D) RS I [A] (Conway &
Gawronski, 2013). 0.7 1 5% B3R B 4 75 DA 60 6 o
SR AT Xof T T T A R B A L S, PSR AE 3
AR EZ AT T 1400 2S5, 4558 R
7 Aaf AN 2 Kot 3 1 7 M PR B e O 7= A 52 (Tinghog
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Application of the CNI model in the studies of moral decision
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Abstract: Moral decision-making is operationalized by the final choice making after weighing the
advantages and disadvantages of behaviors and their following outcomes, when an individual faces a moral
dilemma with conflicting moral values or needs. The traditional moral dilemma is though a classical and
established paradigm for studying moral decision, however, still has been widely criticized for its unrealistic
scenarios and lack of effective indicators to quantify utilitarian and deontological response, which strongly
affect the accurate interpretation of moral decision-making. To overcome the shortcomings of traditional
moral dilemma paradigm, the CNI model of moral decision-making uses multinomial modeling to quantify
the individual sensitivity regarding consequences and moral norms, and general behavioral preference, and
therefore can more clearly identify the factors that affect moral decision-making. Future research should
focus on further factors that affect moral decision-making, the ecological validity of moral scenarios, and
cross-cultural generalisability to optimize the CNI model, and the investigation of the underlying
psychological mechanism of moral decision-making.

Key words: moral decision, moral dilemma, CNI model, dual processing theory



