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TEH AR, A% S0 Ryt R e 5
TE AR AT R o X ARSI T SR EOT SO BT RR
FE B8, XA B9AT A SRR A PN (U 5038 B
B M B 7534 7 (moral judgment) (Haidt, 2001), T
AT AT e T A W 1, L B £ T P o
ANE LA, . ()T fEAE R, J7 A AR R AR A
HUR SO PR ) A Mk A TR, A
AR . T BT B A e 4 R 22
TH TEH| T FITE 15474 (Kohlberg, 1969; Piaget, 1965);
(2)IBE % . Haidt (2001)4% H 45 B 545 8 (social
intuitionist model, SIM)IA A iE A W& ik . A
Y. ORI R LR E 1, AT TR 1A A
PR R A A B TR v I 2 s, A B T BB 1
YEH . A TE4Fh B0 A T oS s, T8 A5 7 A4 38
RN . A R IE S HOR S B (Haidt, 2001,
2007), Haidt (2001418 72 3] W 285 be Sk o 25 20, 4>
B B —Ash VR T 8 — AR, B 2R 56 1) 5%
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[F) B8 s %F B A R, O 40 AR R TR PRI T . Greene,
Sommerville, Nystrom, Darley #l1 Cohen (2001)i i
XFAS N T8 8 PR 858 (R A PR 5 ) AT A N 78 R 5 (R
EWE) R LI, 5B NIE TSR 5 ik
AT IEFER W, PIMERET [ . 5y B 55 5 25 A
IR X 3% Bl G 5 A N TE T PRI %) T8 1) by D) 2
HE 55 AR TSR G X (5 &M i 2 A T X
BWORIE sl HEik, Greene (2007)42 H T 18 781 Wr 1Y
RUIN T A% %Y (dual-process model), 5 H #E ¥ 0 Tl
BV AN TS ZR G I 5 e JE PR Wy, A
TEFII R, TEIEFH P S LIRS fe 4 5 i) 1 12
H K .

Fh2s e RN Sy T T W PR . TC
TR AR B TR E 1Y, A R A A A R R
TEIBTE B 2 fe . R4, 8755 2 WA B X
S T A B2 B ETOC T B T IRA B — 1 E X,
MAE Betsch (2008), HGEe—F il geid e, XAt
2 1% A (input) F 2k B A A 7E R RS2 B9 HIR;
XA BN T 2 A sk, BN EIRY;
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(output) W) 2 — I IR, AF Ry AATTHEAT ] b A e 5
(Y EEAI o A I 5 2 W T T A W 25 52 BTA M HE ST
T8 28 W 2 (15 F, IREPL, 2007; Greene et al.,
2001), AR2, 87 E A WS 2 32 B A
PRFNE 25 ) R M e 228 1 [R]85 A )@, AR B 51k
P 25 S AR X = SO DRI AR 28 % 38 1 L )
Y SE M

1.1 F#rAY B —1% A (The unimodel of human

judgment)

R Z B % 3 45 8 0 B 5 o 5 1 3R S
(Kahneman, 2003; Esptein & Pacini, 1999; Sloman,
2002). Esptein il Pacini (1999)% PRGN
CHUE RN 50 1 R S8 . Kahneman (2003)1X 43
FETF B A & X R St (heuristic system) Fl & F 3
8943 M1 22 45 (analytic system), J5 & RS 5
A BE IR, IR, OB T E e (PNE, 2
¥, B%IEFT, 2007; Kahneman & Frederick, 2002). 43
Br RGN 5 TS 2 A RN R, hn TR BE A g, B
MO TR, HE SRR AL, Jf 5k
g R RGEHT IR . 54 BIE, fRIEHSE
MIERTEENE 45, 2007, BILAL, BRLL, X%, o2
% 2015),

ANTA) T DAAE AR5 vk o A0 4 B A AR Bk
S R GG, Kruglanski 558 A $2E H T AW Y s — A5
T (Kruglanski, Erb, Spiegel, & Pierro, 2003; Kruglanski
& Gigerenzer, 2011) . A= B TA A B 55 H] W F19E 2K
WA A L TR BT IS R TE AT T 402 F
B Hease DU CHIT s B i —Fh e T H . B4R
KT —M if-then WICHR, HIURHIIERL ER),
AR 4 (e R A7) (Kruglanski et al., 2003), 28&
5¥IWr Z A A if-then fY5CFR A AT LURHEAPERY,
i, AR EERL R X, ANEESZ Y I
REACAHE LR, A LE N Ah Sk, FREL
AR LiE M, AN N RS, A2
BRZY, NIRRT 35409 (Kruglanski et
al., 2003).

Kruglanski il Gigerenzer (2011)iA A #LIIHA
ATEAYE, BERTRIMGCIZ B R, AT Dhist s . AT
ORI Z N2V R 3 W . W =B B | B & s ri VA
IRARARAF RN 4nfwliz shL RE Y H 3h ik —#F, if-then
bW RN DN S ) K A AR 3 S = 2 T
BEAT LA RIS, — g i U, 191 G S B AL ]
R, 7 —FE R XN, BRI, Sl
KRR A % 00 BE vT LLUR T B e AW, ] DLUA

THEHLF KT (Gigerenzer & Murray, 2015; Kruglanski
et al., 2003), AU, ELHE I W7 AIHE B W7 ] LT
[FIRE B R
1.2 EEEXE N FEEE B

TE il 45 %5} 3 X (moral absolutism)t FR 18 7535
F X, AT FEEA Y X N AS B B, 5 ] G AR
U 1) 3 3 A A8 5 AL (PR &, 2002) o JE FEAT X
X (moral relativism) s FR (& BEAH X 3= X, 5 5 «1E
B B IR AR XS Y, PR R 3 PR A A S T s
BYr=4)(Harman, 1975). B AT 32 )N TE F 1K
PRV R BT R SEAS P IE FEAR M, PRI 3 AT A
YRR T R AR TN E 45

C A A 57 2% B AR X 35 25 5 i) T 5 K T
ol T ) B AR A T Sy BE b, I R TR 7R AT R,
BT M (Lu et al., 2017), /Mi/hME(Rai &
Holyoak, 2013) 2R, X SEafF58 K22k H H
77, B TA B E R R . H AT AN A
EORHOF 2 SO At 23 5 i) 3 728 o 4 o S i B
[ H— i (Kruglanski et al., 2003; Kruglanski &
Gigerenzer, 2011), B & I Wt 2 5 TR0 000 (9 . AL 1
St BN [ B T A DU) 2 5 i S L W, T
PEAAXT 32 SO “TE A B i A X Y, 1 1A
2 X0 35 SO DN Ry T U 2 R AN AR Y, PRI
TEAEARNT 32 23 1) 55 108 1 L0 H0 By, B fE A X 32 )
FU B FEAR R 35 SRR AU TE T T ) D B T A
Ht, ik, FRATEEH LU F ke

ik 1: 3B E X4 Hl 55 E E 5 W,
AN FE B AR A E LA B 48 et E A
T E D s E W .
1.3 REBBEMEEE T

PROGSE NI FEARN 42—, B NI HI R ik
S AN e T S YL 4% 35 T A ) B D O 1
Yo DOGAE R — B UL A I8 FEAE 25 (BROC A, D,
PR, 2015; FER, mHH, 2011; 208, Wi, X
11, 2017), VFZWFFE A IR E ] Wy A2 15
Ty, B R T G 2 AR A I 77 A DO Y B2 i
[X(Wheatley & Haidt, 2005; Schnall, Haidt, Clore, &
Jordan, 2008). A WFFEERI, AR DR 2
o 3 5z B AE B 2 3 S AT A Al T Y 1A A
Fi|Wr(Horberg & Keltner, 2007; Horberg, Oveis, Keltner,
& Cohen, 2009). &1, LAAEHFFT I8 £ W AT 55 K
20 AR TR TR W, SR A W 5 264
THPEIETE AR, BIanPEAIEIREL . AT UE S
[F] %45 (Horberg et al., 2009), ZJ2xiR 3| BREFAHA
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e . PR (Olatunji & Puncochar, 2016) . 3Z T #Y [F
251 Bt (Wheatley & Haidt, 2005), 2 5tk & 2E P
% (Schnall et al., 2008) IB 4, PREAE 25 2 75 2352 10
T T E v ) T e ?

HE A 1] 7 ) B — #8578 (K ruglanski et al., 2003;
Kruglanski & Gigerenzer, 2011), B 53| Wit 2 K F
if-then ALY o ARG aF, Ao BRI, andik
EGEANT, AR TE AR VAN o 18 A 017 B (feeling-
as-information) f4 W8 25 DA A 17 JER R 3L T 5 4] I X
Z M E {5 B (Schwarz & Clore, 1988), KB E 254
PRAE—FPE R, RS i s A B X 4.
W, DROEAE 26 A AT 1] T 204 7 38 A o )
Pk, FATEEH:

Bk 2 EREHEHFHTHFLHEHELET
ANRE A 1 T S AE E W A T

T XF LA EAR S R BGE TR, FeATE T 3
SEH G SLES 1 A o AL [ A Y 52 5 7 A (random
answering paradigm) I iiFiE 8 & 58 A Wr A AFAE; 52
55 2 5T AT d SO 23 5 M T8 1 B
SEU 3 5 EE T IROEAR 28 % T 1 L ) T A 52 )

2 SEE 1 B EdE 1 L

2.1 #ik

INE IR R 2 5L 40 BAERCR A, 1 Akl
Wik, AREEA 39 4, Hh A 21 A, &4 18
N, SFHEIAERE 19.20 % (SD = 0.99), R4 GPower3.1
R, ZEGIHEER T 1 — B = 0.90, BAIK:E: a =
0.05, Zhitt d=0.90 BYETHE T, HEATHRMEAR t K50
T 2 R iE o 13,
2.2 KEMBFLIEES
2.2.1 SEEAHEAIEE

R T AR S T A A ) DR A R R S
MR, FRATGR T T IEFEAT A (1] 40 25 A W) AN 1B
TEAT R () A1 5 S )M 4% 40 T, SRk
VAT RS BN, 1 = W AR, 7= JEFiE
5. 534, B T IEG I AR E Nt R
] 7 R ) R 5 T FE AR (9 a0 = A R AR U Ak )
£ 40 T, FORGALHIWIXTAE, 1= 15, 0= F5R.
L] 100 #4 WO, AR 97 4, R
P50 -5 (E BN G HES, 3 P I(ER
AR 20 WVE D ETER RL, FIEEVNY S 20 TR
RHAELER L, TR SRR R B A e, FRATT
X 20 A FE AL RERT 20 TASIE AR A PE 2T T
M AEA t A, 25 LB, Bl T AR A T

Hr(M = 5.96, SD = 0.20) 1 F & T AE M EM =
2.02, SD = 0.37), t(38)= 41.97, p = 0.001, 95%" &5
IX[H][LLCI = 3.7466, ULCI = 4.1264], Cohen’s d =
13.27, #RAR K, U W HE FEAAS G 1 bR Y 1
AR . B ZER MR AL 20 T A R A
K, 20 WORIE AR, 40 TSR R GE B RIES R 45
20 ).,

222 ZLHES

5206 SR B S BE AL [B] 25 ¥ 52X (The Random
Answering Paradigm). AL 7121 B R B 15 A
Sk Mg SRR T — A, AT RERE ML e
1] 25— 22 %) fi] BAL 1) [1] 251 (Wegner, Fuller, & Sparrow,
2003), T 3 AE WA R B AL A S LT,
Bl S B IE B o SRk ik 4 AR R B AL [E
2%, AW LR RN 50%. SR, T2 %]
EAHRMN G &, AMTSRXEE AR SE A FiRm
B gy, BRI B IER R & T 50% (Sparrow &
Wegner, 2006),

Rl A 5 G 1 A R G, 2SR
LB FE) . ASTEE AR a0 45 A ) 1A R
() A S I A S FE AR AN, b5t rp A A
RIERE A RN, = AT P4k )t AT Rt AL
FIWE, TR FiE, AR T an Rpkxt
TH 18/ TE AT O P IE W SRR T 50%, T4 B
Bl MRl A A7 e K B EA2 R i B R AT Y
FWE, T E R AW R E S L AR EIY,
SRV T A T
23 ZWERF

SLIGFRFE R E-prime 2.0 Ji 5L, S
fg T, EORPORAG M IE T — BN AS S 564 55 Bl
BLIEIZE o SEEGAT 55 2 S S B (L0 (2 +) 1500 ms,
B — AT A T Bt AL S PR — A ) W AT 55 B
FHFEAEL 1500 ms, ZERPE AT 2 IAE S5 BEYLIE]
2, TR RE, ANFEERCTEE 1), AR
IR, S AR S BT [N T 1000 ms, A4
B T RE 2K K in T A1 #4 K} (Sparrow & Wegner,
2006) 38 TS G, FRATHEAN WAL RL T BT ] 5E Ay
1500 ms.

24 SRS

Ha i i T IE B R S5 AL KT 0.5 HE1T t 4G
Ky, SRR, $Hl R N AYIER M = 0.85, SD =
0.07)% & = TREPL N T 0.5 B7KF, t(38)= 30.58,
p = 0.001, 95%E {5 X [B][LLCI = 0.3285, ULCI =
0.3751], Cohen’s d = 4.87, HURE K., #kFIZH
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CRBE”, TR B I B TR R — A 5 i
£ ) -

+ ——— S TR S B B R A A0S B TR
REEE 7 8 A 8, T TN B AR 58 & FERe
T AR A LT TR S, Hoh B 26 A, Lk 32 A,

Gi)<y REE

1500 ms

E I o e S

A5 0 3 = T RN, Ul 7 X B T
155t 0 B A B, 2 JE R R Y L R, 1A
T A A T A TE
2.5 X1

A7 R BB AL [ 25 1 S g v =, R e axed
TE AR A A B AL 171 250 7] 3 O AN R, FERX R LT,
PR Y [R]85 4 2 T REMLKOE, T I e X 1
(oL GRS R I 5 W < VN E e 2 L [ 3
SEYGUE T 3E 8 B B A TE o SE56 2 78 I A
b, b2 G AR X 3 CRIE A X 3 O TE
L BE T B R D

30 SEE 20 AEFEANN ESOHEFEE
s | T E) 52

3.1 ik
WERKERZE 77 R4, Hdh i A

36 N, LA 41 N, “FIAER 19.06 2 (SD =0.91),

4 GPower 3.1 [itH, 7fEGIHRE T 1 — B =

0.90, XU a = 0.05, & d=0.90 FIRETHE T,

PEAT IR BEAR ¢ K50 75 B A B R 54,

3.2 =it

321 BT E
ARSI ) QAR MBS 3, A A KE,
B SE AR X 5 SORNTA fl g xof 3 X, #iml it iE

PEARX 32 S/ %ok 2 SCHY J3 2l 2R R 18 4 A0 4E 55
SCER AR i I Forsyth (1980)fiB #8137 170 46 . 1B
g SCRE AR 3 LR RS 10 4), FoATT
VERC T PIRH AT A B, PRAIE M # BA A [+
FIMERE o BN, TR 3 U B A) AN ]
AR B PEAN BEAE XA LR AT AL, JE AR X
AR U SRy A [m] f G T DAAE X B B EAT I
8o R, B AR R A A IR AT AL,
BN, <A XEE B, “RNFAGE R, <HEfT R,

SEHJAERS 19.16 % (SD = 0.92), HifiKi 5 e B
A S (L +) 1500 ms, FEREALEE BT HLI B 8
g Xof 32 SUAEXS 32 SUF ShbPeL, 2B 3000 ms,
BRI LA R 2 A s I g 1, 21 ) 5
S B 25 AR A3 B A A I AHE Y o
SRIG, BRI 5 B 1 57 5 (0] 4 (EPQ), A5 30 5]
n, “TEEARUEN 2 A, — D AR IETE
M, TRESPE S A — D A ARETER”, 1 = 58
EARFRE, 9 = FELefE, A E A 2 SO
4 % 3 I3 S PAP S5 AT B AR S 3 1R 5 A5 A
TSI REAS t K, 25 kBN, TEiB s Xt 3= A5
gr b, TR R B4 M = 6.18, SD = 1.39)
b T TEARN £ E 3 &M = 5.44, SD =
1.38), t(56)= 2.02, p = 0.048, 95% & {5 [X.[a] [LLCI =
0.0062, ULCI = 1.4628], d = 0.53, RSB 4%, 75
TEAEART 32 ARy b, TR AT 32 SUR S 44 FM =
6.87, SD = 1.01)% & & Tl X 3= SUH sh 41
(M =5.90, SD = 1.18), t(56)= 3.38, p= 0.001, 95% &
{5 X JH][LLCI = 0.3969, ULCI = 1.5548], d = 0.88,
SRR K o U I T A X 32 SORGE FEAR X 3 LY
JA BRI
322 ET=E

TETE L I W SCI0 AT 55 >R B AL R 2253 X,
[F 525 1,
33 ELRIER

SERAT 55 e B IE L A (L1 +) 1500 ms, B
il B 2 BT L f 3 o et = SRR 3 SO B
FRE, 2IEFEY 3000 ms, ZRPHALE 3000 ms
PR EL A T LA Sl i i ) o 12 TR R —A
TR R 117 ms, e -5 30— 38 78 W T
S i FHIFEMEL 1500 ms, Bk 5 9T 55 bl
PLIRIZE, (Rl P i, ASE ST #E (A 2).
3.4 SRS

W, R T — A B A A R KR AT,
AT T WAL 08 sh 4, 52 B0 B e A 32
P05 22 57 . AR t K45 R LR 1.

MR LUE B iS4 %) 3 (M = 0.88, SD =
0.06) 5 AR 3 LM = 0.83, SD = 0.06)j3 31 %
PR, Bl A I ROK FH B ST 0.5



%4 BRIEAR 25 TAFEAEXT 35 AR 2 Xt 18 78 558 ) T 8 52 g 521
+
HHER:
“TE XS B
1500 ms A E
“HEAT HLES
N
3000 ms
BRI SRA R
PEAYREER
ik N Eb=3
1500 ms
2 SRR
F1 EEEMNENAENENBH TEEZERHIERESVIBKELN t I
SERENVR) M D t df p 95% A5 X [H] Cohen’s d
JE A X 0.88 0.06 40.07" 37 0.001 0.3618 — 0.4003 6.30
B FEAR N 3 0.83 0.06 34.09™ 38 0.001 0.3102 — 0.3493 5.50

Wd=0.2 G/ d=0.5 R d= 0.8 BUERK)

7K, U A B A T R T I A o BT,
58 1 49—
Ny ik — A M B 2 ok 3 SO TEAEAR X 3 X

JA B AT I T BT R SAAAE E 2E R, FRAT
XoF 3 A 3%k S 2 R A X S A Y IE B
TP REAS t K, 25 R IR, JEfEL % 3 R B
THIEHZM = 0.88, SD = 0.06) %5 & 5 T 41
XE XA FIEHEM = 0.83, SD = 0.06),
t(75)=3.78, p = 0.001, 95% & {% X [A][LLCI = 0.0243,
ULCI = 0.0783], Cohen’s d = 0.83, ZxH& K. X
AN R 7 3 A e 8 AR B T AR X 32 R
Bl S5 TG ) A0 T
3.5 I 2iTig

Sy 2 A5 R, TEfEL T 3 E S AT 8
TR T P T AT 5 B AL ] 2 O R e T
%mm‘zwﬁj Vi B AR X 32 55 T AR R
TE P T, T L T 2 32 B DA N RS
ik 1 —8 iz 85 R 514 B SERAROIS AR—BL,
Fh 2 ELOE AN Ry A A TR A A B R R A
T 75 580 K 2 J5 (Haidt, 2001, 2007)., 5256 3 65 i
— 5 25 SR R ok T B T A R

4 SEE 3 OB XS 1A
W 4 52 i)

4.1 #ik
ME IR KFTE 80 ZAEM KpA, HhH 4

i H|

37 N, 43 N, CEEAERS 18.99 2 (SD = 0.90)
M8 GPower3.1 Y4, TEGITHRL ST 1 - B =10.90,
BB a = 0.05, U d=0.90 AYFTHE F, 47
ST AEA t R BT ZE I 54,

4.2 EWgIT

42,1 BT=
AR SR A A R, A A K RTRGE
T8 MRS AR 25 . I 48 5 s 1E ik A b IS 28 AR

K B & 8t (Chinese Affective Picture System, CAPS),
DGR 4 8 SRAE NG 45 5 S b k(SR #H,
BT, EOF, PEREE, 2011), BAMELRIET 40
2R, POBAE 4 A (M = 2.70, SD = 0.33) i i
BE R ERTHELEE R (M = 4.13, SD = 0.61),
t(14) = =5.78, p = 0.001; PFEFZEE H (M = 6.50,
SD = 0.78)AyMeE B W 5 T E 4 B (M =
3.96, SD = 0.63), t(14) = 7.20, p = 0.001, JKEfELL
B R B EM = 4.47, SD = 0.23) 59725 K
F(M =469, D = 023)ER AR, t(14)= —1.89,
p=0.08; FEIEZKE R (M = 4.08, SD = 0.36)1%
SRR A 2K (M = 4.04, SD = 0.38)L TG
FIEF 1(14)=0.25,p=0.80, MIAKE, KL
P R ot BB I T v P T e, s R ) A 2
TR R, AEPLRAEE DLW G A AN
BEER . RIEIELR4E S (Russell, 2003; Russell
& Feldman Barrett, 1999), JRIE|F 25 i) i it B B AL
TrobEIESs, e R T g 2, At
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FEHDOBAT 45 0 R S 2 A R
422 ETE

TE S I, SR FHBEALIE A, S0 1.
43 LWIERF

SR P S (LT 5+)1500 ms, SRJE 5 B
A A 1000 ms, BEFSCE SAF T SebE LA B
—3R LI A, B S B — ORI A, 2B
AL A 117 ms. 5 S BT 7 ) Wi AT 45 ol 3 L Fe 41
B 1500 ms. BRI R IT S5 BEVL I, A8
Fie P, ANERE TR (A 3),
4.4 SRS

B, AT MNAE PR SR h 4T, R
TR IR S LB KT (0.5) 25 5. AR
t R I, Z5A LR 2,

M2 2 iTLER, REEZET, gl
(I IERIZEM = 0.88, SD = 0.05) % 3 & THLB AT,
t(39) = 46.55, p=0.001, Cohen’s d = 7.6, FHE K,
RS R ST, w0 I IE#T R (M = 0.85,
SD = 0.05) % = TAHLE K, t(39) = 44.13, p =
0.001, Cohen’s d = 7.0, &R &K, 1B A 7EXTE
AT R A 55 A J DR %) 46 A7 58 T 1K

R T R — A SR 4 S B %o T
Wi B2, FRATTXT P A 2 2 AT e 04 1 ) D
IERfRO S A t RS, SRR, DROBIEH
T BIEFHZEM = 0.88, SD = 0.05)& T 7154
JR 3 R IERIZR(M = 0.85, SD = 0.05), H#i# %%

L3, t(78) = 3.04, p = 0.003, 95% & {5 X [A][LLCI =
0.0115, ULCI = 0.0553], Cohen’s d = 0.60, % E&
WS L o UL DO 46 5 sh 2 T A AR i )
T T BB
4.5 I3 itie

Sy 3 AR, FEPOBAE 4 A s A R Bk
Xof 3 T T A 5 B ML ] 25 B O i 2R d 2 T s
162500 2, 150 T 1 L W 2 32 3 DROTR NG 26 1 5%
L PR A I 2 R N AR T o R R A BE R R S R s
X 5B 2 —8 MR s RS LIESC T DROBIE 46 %t
T 18 1 W 1) 25 SR — 30 (Wheatley & Haidt, 2005;
Schnall et al., 2008),

5 mMifis

5.1 EEERFIH

Haidt (2001)3A Ay 3 £8 ] W 2 fh 2L oe 0 K7 ok
B, 3 AR & 18 75 25 75 (moral dumbfounding),
RIAATTRE A T AT, JFARAS A C W2 IR
(R, AELENAN R P2 fE ol T 782 2 0 A fe o 3 14 B
Fean, MR — X SR AE A BRI B0 R SEAT AL,
MATRICT A BN DR AN 242, A2 B
T X e — MO IEE AT, EXUAN B A
ZGXSEANTETERY . SR, DAAEBE ST RLF-fe = X 18 1
B B ) B S IE . ASWE SR T BEAIL 1] 25 1 52 5
I, EAREIE T IATE B HIWT AR . SR 1 45
A ORI T ) DT ) L R R T 0.5 AL

1500 ms

1000 ms

T REML R R BRI R

BEAYREETEN
G Al

1500 ms

K3 seseiife

*2 REMPIBMITED S THIETERRSHTLEKFO5)HNERKE

1 45 25 5] M D t df p 95% E 15 X [H] Cohen’s d
PR 2% (N = 40) 0.88 0.05 46.55%%* 39 0.001 0.3673 — 0.4007 7.60
H137 1% 25 (N = 40) 0.85 0.05 48.23%%* 39 0.001 0.3359 — 0.3653 7.00

H:d=0.2 GEE/N); d=0.5 GRY); d=0.8 GILERK)
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WKIGE £ 56 T AR X = SRR 155 44 Xof T 72 15 S D 114 52 i 523

KV, BB TE SR AT B AR W, 2552 BB TE
KEFCAZ H A AR B JC R SE R, E 3P b A
HhHIWT, RO A e T
5.2 BEEXNEXINEEERF RN

SEE 2 B LB, EAEAE X 3 F B SR T
T T A L A R s T A TR S, BB A T
Y 32 SCHG R T A AT 8 7 ) v BT, A AR
65 o) A JE T B R W, AFST AR R, G
BT 2 22 BN N BE A 52, B PR R
RAETEBME 2 G, M A A] DUk A 7R 75 v
FI W Z i, 5 0l T 6 R W o A5 4 2R S
Kruglanski %5 A (2003)4& Hi i) ] W7 Y Fp— 140, J)
"o I DRI R SR R A 2 A (] g R, R DU AN
ACEE MR R A HE B W, 25 e T P
FIWr . ABFTEEE R 542 B B WL — 2,
TZAR SN Sy T8 P4 R A 0 T A W R b AN R
VEF, #3087 B o A 5 iy H 54 e
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Abstract

The social intuition model suggests that moral reasoning occurs after moral intuitive judgment. The
question of how people make intuitive moral judgments, and whether the process is influenced by reasoning and
emotion, remains to be answered. The purpose of this study is to explore the influence of moral relativism and
disgust on moral intuitive judgment. According to the unimodel of human judgment, intuitive and deliberate
judgments are based on similar rules. The hypotheses are as follows: moral relativism increases moral intuitive
judgment (H1) and disgust increases moral intuitive judgment (H2).

We conducted three experiments to test these hypotheses. In Experiment 1, we examined whether moral

3

intuitive judgment exists. A total of 39 undergraduates were selected and asked to answer “yes” or “no”
randomly, like tossing a coin, to 20 moral behaviors, 20 immoral behaviors, and 40 fillers. The accuracy of
moral judgment is compared to random level (i.e., 0.5). Accuracy greater than 0.5 was considered indicative of
moral intuitive judgment. Single-sample t-test showed that the accuracy of the participants’ random responses
was significantly greater than random (i.e., 0.5), indicating the existence of moral intuitions.

In Experiment 2, a total of 77 undergraduates were randomly assigned to two different conditions, i.e.,
moral relativism and moral absolutism. Participants were first primed moral absolutism or moral relativism by

9

scrambling in a sentence, e.g., the scrambled sentence “as to rightness” “cannot” “different types of morality”
“be compared” may be recomposed as “Different types of morality cannot be compared as to rightness”, then
randomly answer “yes” or “no” to moral judgments. Independent-samples t-test showed that participants were
more inclined to make moral intuitive judgments under the conditions of moral absolutism than moral relativism,
which suggests that moral relativism weakens participants’ moral intuitive judgment, while moral absolutism
promotes participants’ moral intuitive judgment.

In Experiment 3, a total of 80 undergraduates were randomly assigned to two different emotional conditions,
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i.e., disgust and neutral emotion. Participants’ disgust (or neutral emotion) were primed by eight pictures of
disgusting facial expressions (or eight pictures of neutral facial expressions) before randomly answering “yes”
or “no” to moral judgments. Independent-sample t-test showed that participants were more inclined to make
moral intuitive judgments under the conditions of disgust emotion than neutral emotion, which suggests that
moral intuition judgments are affected by emotion, and disgust increases individuals’ moral intuitive judgments.
In sum, the present research investigated the influence of moral relativism and disgust emotion on moral
intuitive judgment, which helps to further understand the mechanism of moral intuitive judgment. In addition, it
also provides some guidance for the daily moral judgment. The limitations and further research are also
discussed.
Key words moral intuitive judgment; moral absolutism; moral relativism; disgust





