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ZRCEERERZWEER

MEH ' HER YREW
CIETIRARRABE, JET] 361005) C LA CILAEBE, Hei 250358)

W OE MAEAMEE. RKEARDHERIF G RE, ERILAENA, BRITERGSEFRTL
FREB B, MRAEZRGCEIIRF ZiAf . HA. I, ARREFT @, FRAAZEIMRER. 2
W R, ENBENHh., RRFARAFAEANE AL ERAT AN HH., FRSAERE T ESER
HAEREAE, FROEH AFE A AT R LRI S RTAE, 5] S MAMER S A B R R
X

E@iE ERIL FRARA; Rk AR

3255 B849:R395

1 515 ZE S AT A LA 7 X 28 ] U B AT 2R

MmN, WElR T O AW EEEZER I
B AMTIXEGEEE . FRAE . SR miﬁmzm:f; wu?i;f%%%;%
T, MR R %6 o Q" s Y, & e S0 -
g N BOREHE? i, RAREAA RFEWS, 5
EFF AR o Aol gl S WO . SRR AR N AN e T L
) . o N F N O B E B E R Ak & (Ruby, 2012,
SR, WEIR TREEKMBRRES . FH . NN AR
o - . p.141), LIAERFSR KB, REZAREARMEANE
T SE RN Z R (LT N) 28 (The T b AT A ) et X ,
_ ; i - ¥, Hhr BASBBUbRigeE . &3, &%
Economist)¥f 2019 ERN R B2, 23| Rilds . n
. ‘ T (Rosenfeld, 2018), A:ifi i, —LLR A H WG5S
R . PG, MESERMERE R PRI o . bt s
. TR VA I, A AR R M N BN Sk i
BIRIMBAE L THESE, BEAA 30%L LR E s o TN o
) . - i EROEZENEWHN, AMRIAN, EEEHE
#, WEAEWIXHREE LOIE 10%0 F, : PP s
. o e e Lk 4 2 BERMYEEYRIRETT N KBRS RE
BB NG N R P S W i TR /NI DO , N .
SR : < el WD (R U 5 T L [ 26 200 1 26 2 30 A5
BT R B B T A0 R B SR AR R N e oo o
N G Py VEARRE X o 2 BRI S0 49 B LA O 1) T A
Moo AR, HA . BTH SN \FE R TR T4 I s ,
WA, RECH LI R T & B, A0S T 6 255 (Beardsworth & Keil,
AR R e AR S PTRAERBITEE R 1900y, Rk N R H R EH); B RK KN
BE O, R ZBERMER R AT NG

: ‘ i 5 £2 & (Pescetarian)®, {1148 Wz 21 1A 2 8 2%,

RN T, 22308 4 e N e v g

B e AT SATRIRATET s g s 55 AR 0K o,
BR N

172 2 i, RS = 5 2 172
MR ke SR g e, WS RANE TBRT
R A 2 fo 5 ) f s LA Wi, RO R, 5T RAE A R T B
Y - A o - (rennet-free cheese)®; 5752 4l K & & 8™ %
KB (Vegan, HIF N, HEMRES

ki H 8z 2018-08-12 WY R AR R, R & 2
* EHK AARA RS FHAETH (71602166).
WWE1E#E: M i, E-mail: tiangirui@sdnu.edu.cn

! http://news.cctv.com/2019/02/07/VIDEZPSDIiLFQBVKT ® M4 Merriam-Webster Jl S, iR T 8 K AIE pesce,
NRpiOGrC190207.shtml SJgeeqn”,

Wi LI RNEA R, ARMENEEEMN L SR B LI T SRR SR W R R A, A5 A Az 3L
TR AL 0.77% (B418545, 2015), IR H TR,
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Wy W S H A, WS AT 3h 4 e
By e TS . 2% A, ERE, 2
DAL b 205 i, b A 2 BRI 8 38 (LR L,
G RER . BAL dBA. AL ). WRE
A O£ A (O R R 7 Y
(B KR, VAR, 2014, p.7). X UL 276 )7 155
ST T 2 1 o i R S ARk R 4
A — BB BN M B # (Flexitarian) o 2
B & (semi- vegetarian), ] REEHFE G,
EAEFE D N e A A I e L3R B R s N T
kAL A I A T, A7 SR A TR AR B b 4 L h
Y B L &

2 RRITANCIEDE

DITERFFE AL 158 shbl. REFH IR
EEETT L, ST NATAAT AR L AT I
P L PR R AR
2.1 ERITAKARMEIIE

PR TE NZRAY A e Iy 52 | — B 8 B2 A
@, S E AU E A B EEORIR, BN
B E ] T B AT (Fiddes, 1991), 782444t
2, RESIT NS PR A TN, &
M, REZ NI HRERE T LFRE . =483
JEHRA o X — P50 5 2R S Y T
JEZ T I g, WO RO R BRI
(meat paradox, Bastian & Loughnan, 2017; Loughnan,
Haslam, & Bastian, 2010), DLf#REANTAENZ A5
BIX —E EZE0E . REFRERERNE
HAEINH XS P AR AR AR B bk
S, S ARIZ A, AT S S T A
FE S0 B RE JT, LLSE R AN b %€ (Bastian,
Loughnan, Haslam, & Radke, 2012),

HIbREEE, AAT2xi8 2 R s ms ok & 340 A
C B W4T, Rothgerber (2014a) 545 T AATM
XFNEAFIR 8 RN, AR NS H S YR IR
AH43 % (dissociation), FHINSIHIHIIFE, Hiksh¥
ALOA, IE SN N B R s, ke, ATk
T EYB D, BT Rk 2s DL B AT
RO o o, ARG 8 —Fh SR R
W58 WA g5, O H oK [\ 25 51 (Kunst &
Hohle, 2016). 140, Kunst Fl Hohle (2016)% 3, 5
A5 i PRE B, T Y P i B ) A X
P AR DY LS D (WESE 1), WA kAR

23 L Tk B 8 R L ™ AR T 22 ) S0 RO
WE IR 2). Hk, /NS0 RS, LI
BRI BT, B ANTRIN A B AE S 5 —
KERE, MRFARERE TP X —FLE, A
M2 BRSO . IR AR, A
X 0B RE T3 0430 W 5 % Bl TR P % ) i
UM X (Bastian et al., 2012), 38 A 28 45 7 FY 2%
It AR R IR T 3 — F L REAR T AR B0
2 BE 1 B9 F Wt (Tian, Hilton, & Becker, 2016), 24 A
TR 22 1 45 5 B 1Y O B 1 0T HU K sh W 7 %
KT 5 PALT AZERT, MRS 09 £ R A T
% (Rothgerber, 2013). 4N, ¥hHETFEY S
AR AATTXT 3h 409 77 1 J8% 1 (Bratanova, Loughnan,
& Bastian, 2011), SUbAEXF, b HAA A%
JEE SR E AT R H R AR MR,
X — O T P E O .35 (Diaz, 2016).

22 RESHENEA

FEIETEE IS HESR T, LIER ZBIR
AL O S A AT AR R IR B R R DA SRR
1 M %) & Z A ] (Hamilton, 2006; Rozin, Markwith,
& Stoess, 1997). B0, AATHEFIXS £ 4 1432
T2 ¥ (food acceptability)it, i JR T A4 0= i 3
T EmEAEMH (Rozin & Fallon, 1987), A WIS 61
2 FE & H (semi-vegetarian) 5 2 #% & 4 1) X 5
(Rothgerber, 2014b), K& MFREH M HAEKMAE
WG REAE S W T R EEH, XA
ZREMPLEW, X —2Z R R EE M
IRIZRBEIN SR . A FEXT T RE 3
YR EXH . T HIYED LREH
(Herzog & Golden, 2009), % ¥R B AU E 5 %) 5l
WARPTEE R IEMAX, H5REEHERA DR
EMRK, b, REBELTREEFERE . AR
EWAE T B, B REE B SXTA
B RO, Wi PROB AR W B sh A 1R U
R,

FLAE I — B 1% T TS 2 % R AT o B R
HER . AW AN, BEAER HREY LR L
Bk B AR, R A% T 44% B A B 3% TR B
AR R, 3X — 5% o B BL R FE T 3 Wy eI
(Rothgerber & Mican, 2014), FiE AT & B, 30
WHESNE LT R S BRI R B R,
XS B SR W LA A 3 — A, FF 2 AR R
211 1] 1 5% 1 (Zickfeld, Kunst, & Hohle, 2018).
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2.3 ERITAEIN

HHi, XTRET NV EELE It 2
HRIT . TEVE TR, AT R & H AR
JR R EShEEE, MEEERCIRBEENIILA
A ZICHE MBS TR AR AL, 4 IR 45 X 5 m] 43y
HAAEL R AL, IRER. HE, AREIRED)
BLETE TR, L. DR, A8ERER
(Hoffman, Stallings, Bessinger, & Brooks, 2013; de
Boer, Schosler, & Aiking, 2017; Forestell, Spaeth,
& Kane, 2012). HAFEEME, AMIXNRESHE
56 R AFAE R B IR BE (Billig et al., 1988),
A W58 iz H & &5 (rhetorical analysis)ff) 77 4
By 13AXRTREELREG . M ERiZiire
(Wilson, Weatherall, & Butler, 2004), & A AKX
R R RN R B, Z W R,
MR X —BUR IR TIEE R R, A N,
RESFEERAR, MiZAZER KT,
RIS AN RN Sy Wz PR XS BRI o 2y 2 3 Bl 67 T 5 0
N1 HERERTI SN JEA, XA Y
TR WO AT B IZ I . 202 EY)
B9 5L [H (de Jonge, van der Lans, & van Trijp, 2015).

i AL S ALK BEAE X S P AL 4 L) B PR BE L4
f B (Fox & Ward, 2008), A4 Tl Ak 57 34
I 2 FUB S B AT SR ARG . 0 Tl Ak s
B U R SRR A B> T AT B A
 (de Jonge et al., 2015),

RERZPLH UL EPIRE R, i, —I
FEfr 22 FFJR 158 (de Boer et al, 2017)# T 18
Z35 ZWAERATD, REAFUMAFEBEZNANR
HOVREShAL, KB RS Bl A R A Je R 4
MANEBRERE, BHRE, AFMERE. 1
R DL R AL R s a4 . BRI LR b i 1B 18 Zh AL
AR AT IR e

REIT N AE FEZMARE | (o
FOMIEE 98 UR H R (W52 0 (Jabs, Devine, & Sobal,
1998) AR R EE AT XF WA A5G TE . A
1R B REUS R R A TR DL SR A LI R
BREERT, AR LM, B TEERNRMEZER
PN B B 45 A b IR 457 17 % (Radnitz, Beezhold, &
DiMatteo, 2015), #2350 R M &K T2 FH R HA
REMWA, BEMATSREAXNAEIL, 2
BREIFN A, BAERFENR FEEER
EEM B AL PAE R B R AT AT VRS o Ak,

HRAE SCAL AR, AN T3] B 2 i S R B A AN [ 1Y
151 ~J (habitus), T0YCE I 1585 il R T 1 2 IX 73 4
ZBR I — RSB AR, 2003). EET L, R
BABMMIE R S R E TR R L TREHRE
AP, SRAEBZ AR B Sh AL, H 5 — 4 Wy
i i = SEUEAR A
24 ZERENSMHIAR

Rosenfeld I Burrow (2017)IANTELIRE N
TRV A, R MR b 208 O
IR B 00N TR, JRER I T R A Bk R S A
B (The Unified Model of Vegetarian Identity,
UMVI). 33X —REAMK B AT 2 ] O RE 2, 2 41
SMEYERE | NTEHERE | TEBEERESE 10 DR, 3t
2 TR EEEE RN, XA E ik
SR TR B RS BZ 51T 8. B
N, SRS T R ATE MR R '
IS RrE 2 SO AR« A= il R T AR R A
RREH I HLLL KR A NAELERE 6L B 1y
KRR ZEE . ot S LSl AhEZE
FEAL SRR . PR R AR P o, Bl
[7) A AL A ISR TR - 2T B LB PR B
REHWSEN . X B bR T i
REASGMNRIMEER, BREET NRATER N
DT N S e & f SR O VN RN NE X T e S <
BT RGEMMHERETHX AR GREHIE
AT B o
2.5 ERLEITREMRNEIFR

AT IR AR B E R BT HE SHNEH
N 22 5 WL . ARG R A IMRI %R T
HHREEX NPt 25 B0 T.(Filippi et
al., 2010, 2013). 40, Filippi % A (2010)%f Lt T 1A
B REHEMBREEEWE LMY
oA o S 8 PR (9 A0 A2 405« AT IR ) i DX S
KRG NEEMIL, MRRZEEEWNE N
BB, R0 )2 (ACCO) S AR M (IFG) A
SEB IS, TE LA S R 8 P
FE AR ) 22 A i DX BT B SR A S, B
AR TRVER B 28 i AR TE X AR 3l i SR 1 22
Sto T3 —SEF SR A G H AL (ERP) Y J7 %,
e IR R SR E WA PR R B TR Y
16301 1F H1 437 (late positive potential, LPP, Sz Mt T %
55 46 RIBGHAT TR VE T R e R ), X IR
EEH NN B A T A9 BE B M B (Stockburger,
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Renner, Weike, Hamm, & Schupp, 2009), % —#/F 5%
DI P i A8 TR £ 52 A M #1141 (Bilewicz, Michalak,
& Kaminska, 2016), ¥ AW 5 A TE T
B RN AL, IR S M RN T L S LR
AEHASATTEHH, HREHR SR EH XL
AR LA RG] SRR, TREIA K
BT IR  IERSZ  BAR AT R AN T &
ST LR, X AL USRI N170 58053 i ik I
TR, 331 B At AT DB 1) T AN AT P Bl 0 T
LN A R, AR AT B 0 T LIRS A
X, XEWE ARG REF YR 2R
7 —f5 B T gt sh mmFL A (s 2om T,
JCFHIE X IR LL A hy 2l ) IR A2 9 v 1) B 7 AR I
WM H o WL, 78 A FL IR0 K — 058 1Y 00 1 B B
O g4 T X g Ak

3 ERITANEMER

3.1 MEER

TENREHE b, —T7E s - IF R A A & 3,
PO SRS R BRI R IE A DG, 5 P Ak
ORI B SR OG, B 5 D A P 2RO
A (Keller & Siegrist, 2015), —IAEME KA
BRI R K, 423 B (Social
Dominance Orientation) &5 it 4™ {4 58 {1 1] F & 2R
Xt s 0 AT, JF S T TSR 1Y W) R e DL
(speciesism) (Jackson & Gibbings, 2016), i% 2 B4t
2% S IE I ) AR g — o SRR AR STC RURE B AS - 55
IWCR, ATREMBEI NS Z M CR B, 5
Z AR, R E B 1 (Right-Wing
Authoritarianism), HJXHUR B TC A RN, 5
TR A AT ARG, BIE T A 2 i
J&i, X3R4T SR B 37 (Dhont & Hodson, 2014),

WAEWARLE WA AR R EAT R, B, 5T
Schwartz #{H WL, A BF57 & B4 1R XT3t H 5
(universalism) ) DA [] 5 96k 20 P £ 40 B0 285 88 2 O
#5&(Hayley, Zinkiewicz, & Hardiman, 2015), T
YT AL 77 Y EE AL AE ] B0 T A5 R R 2 AT R,
X el P SRR B T R S BE . Kessler 55
AQole)y 3, HILEEEH, siXBEHE
A RYE GO E, X k. e
— B DL SGE ARG G n) AR B AR, TR AR
Tl S I HEZE R (Moral Foundation Theory), A i
Tk BB AR/ B Y S T

ZEH, REEMGEMPWENS THERE
# (de Backer & Hudders, 2014),

F2EF R, AT AR AT T HERAL,
RENE £ I ASL 5 R ARIE S (Pollan, 2006), il
MR A SN TR E R, EBZEE,
VAL FIBXT S AR A . SRR AR A A5 ) Y DG
AW E T NERD A BRIz 25, #
S 3 ] P A5 5K Y J K (Hodson & Earle, 2018),
EURTEXEERRN T RE, 56 T8
W PR 2 HE RN AR AR S X RO
R TN
3.2 ZIRENZ R RITAMSF I

M EBH WA P EUE W E AR BT
Ho Wilr B, RS ZEEWBEIELED T
AN AR . 78 SR AR, B 0K e
N R H RS0, 78 12 20 i b s A 2500
F WL 5 (Kellman, 2000), ELF] 20 thzd B8, X7
EHEPENEA T . EILHHk, TR
. NEESENMRER TR TERE, AN
AR EH 5 H WAL B &7 — k& (Minson &
Monin, 2012), MR EH AR, A EBEEHN
PSSR TN Z R |8 3R = 1Y (Kildal & Syse,
2017), KNS 5L B R TR R Rk
(e.g., Twigg, 1979), INAE R H LA EH A EAL
B B SR, O TE 8 (Ruby & Heine, 2011).
— TS 30 B A BT 2 = Y SR R R <k
i SRR B AR S HAb R 2, IRk
AT B M ST A L MU, R IR AR A A
RE AN A A I EE B R SR N B Y
HPER AR AL A A B (Rozin, Horme, Faith,
& Wansink, 2012), A1 WL, #Etteh, BHEEH
HGEAET A SN2 S, R
23 B R KSR T .

Chin FFATF R THXW R E EXESEMESE
(Chin, Fisak, & Sims, 2002), % Pl 3% E ik 0} £ &
HORER R, S8 FE LR REH
M o fm; SH AL, X REHEN
DEETRIETE . AU FH X R EH G T IHRAY
B, REAWHIAGHETGHIRE TEZS
FY T8 A 7 56 (MacInnis & Hodson, 2017), H TR &
B TSGR ERE, BB REE
ARG E AR, X —FFR B B
& Z A HYIE 4 3h HL(Blidaru & Opre, 2015),
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33 #HeMUEEUNERNZI

AR T RENARME L. BEEINN
PR B F LR2E 5 F L BRI 26,
R TIEBAT, @53 ERBY
b RSB RAERL Z A (R FE T, 2015), FEARTT
AL, BEAEMBRN SN, 58, RELE
rh AR TR B, JRASAS B (EH
W, TS ARk e M T AR R L, TR
Ty WA NI, AN R B 5 a2
Rk, ERANWHER 2T, FHLEA—
FE MR IR (K, AWM, 2014, p.1). FE
b, REHERDRBEE, BBELRLERE
H, REBREZWBIESERTINY —. TTHIZE,
ALBLE R EH . MR RESERE
fege, 12 (7)) (flid)  Gigil ) A
P& e, Bian, «WHAE, AHEWHIE, @mHS, AE
BHAEHT, SR HUR | Z200H (8 K,
WA, 2014), TEEDEE, REAEFLRKNT
B MEEEAR L REEMB SR, — LM
B 2 2ot S PR G, AN a2 KA
FERA, J&8 TEREY, A ANEI. TR,
TEARTT AT, RES.0M . RERKE
ARG, MRS R R ELE SRR
SRR A S IREE . SR, B4, Ruby S5 ANK
W, sy, REF IR HE TGO H K
BAT ARG . Wk A2, JF AR i
i, M7ENEX -REAAKRE, REEEL
iR R RAF 02 PR T 1Y, I HLE A
Bl v ) 205 | R B AR 83k 45 125 B (Rubyy,
Heine, Kamble, Cheng, & Waddar, 2013),

AN, s, A3, &EFERRWEmN TAR[FE
AR BT N S3PL, AHF5E(de Boer &
Aiking, 2018)/3H7 T 2012 4Rk [ AR KA THFE
T A NRE I LA 5 TR R
$% A4 (pro-environmental protein options, PPOs)
SRR, RUERIE -, SR B
IR G% SRR N 1 3t D, 2 R A ) AR I S B A
BTN, X —aHh— 2SR, 7
—J7 T, 55 R R B R 2 A ) AR A b P =Rk
BAMEBEX, KEMNARIRZR T AREL M
;LA K GDP ik, AF5EE AN X — G FEZF|
KT RS RAE, a0, 528 T e
ANEZRITH, TERZEEAMEN EWAIET

4 FER|RWNHFLRENZME

KT HRESMEG LRSI KR Z R W
HBWRENITE. A TEESERATFHIE . R
AR, MSEA S BRI SN S
KR EMERREFH R, MARTEREREE
SR 2 B S KT () FE AR R — S STIERF S
B S 35 X — #E i (Dwyer, Kandel, Mayer, &
Mayer, 1974; Agarwal et al., 2015), A5 IL T
REHESREHEMNLIUELSG, RREEEMSET
SEARAYIIAR . AR B LA 9% 95 % (Beezhold,
Johnston, & Daigle, 2010), X% TR & SHAR ., &
BRI R, BA MR MRS — B8R (GR I
Rosenfeld, 2018). T AfTEHER 0.0 BE 5
A, BRE, #HSS A SAERRESR,
MR BB R ARG, R & A3,
O BREETE Z2 [ 2R 00 5 00 I 110 R % B0 RS Y
BHEEW . RRPFRTR B RE . STRFR
SR, REEERENETE. EHE. HEE
RSB

5 MIRBESMNETR

KFMEEBBIESIT AT R Z R0
Bk, DARIRS A E, fTiEsZ0i &%
AU Ik (Rosenfeld, 2018), STl T H, —2upf
SIS AR A . BRI S H
HORMEM R BT . EZRME T HARFEAZ
HZAEE . ZELNETN . I 5RME
Z . N5 BRI LA R Bl i 2 B R
(FEWFE 1), 75— 5R AURE, WAZTEA
WEENIHLS R ERR WA,

A — SRS R SR, B i —
FRAE, 10 sh 4 0 v] & #E B (Zickfeld et al., 2018),
)25 5250 BB PR 22 AN 2 i AR FE IR B L H iR
W, — 2L BhHE ST 100 B R B0 258 A 7
%, BETHE A . TR E RN
MR I8, BB AR S BRI
SO, J5 S IR R T 2D A BE A
£, ZRENMMEMERS REIPLZI, SMEEE
MRS TR 5B 5

6 WIRERRMARRE
PR SRR AR R WA R, B
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®1 MRIASERESE

[1) 25 /R Y

LI/ 4

1.1z A Y 7
2.5 RS 43 B (Kunst & Hohle, 2016)
3. & BE1EIZ A 4T 4 (Rothgerber, 2013)

4. A 2K 7] 4% Meat Attachment Questionnaire (Graca,
Calheiros, & Oliveira, 2015)

5. A BB BN ES A% Moral Disengagement in Meat
Questionnaire (Graca, Calheiros, & Oliveira, 2016)

6. 17 M (de Boer & Aiking, 2011)

7. K&\ [A] % Dietarian Identity Questionnaire
(Rosenfeld & Burrow, 2018)

8. XYM % Animal Attitude Scale (Herzog,
Betchart, & Pittman, 1991)

9. N5 3 ¥y 1% 45 ALl B Human-animal emotions
similarity (Bilewicz, Imhoff, & Drogosz, 2011)

10. A58 y.0% 58 77 /AU Human-animal mental
capacity similarity (Bastian et al., 2012)

11. ZE&F7 0 KB (Rozin et al., 1997)

12. A FMWAA AR ETT M (de Backer & Hudders, 2015)

13. X EEH A Attitudes Toward Vegetarians Scal
(Chin et al., 2002)

14. & Y7 A 36 W Y 2 X Meaning of Food in Life
Questionnaire (Arbit, Ruby, & Rozin, 2017)

15. 2 35 U {Hi[7] Vegetarianism Intentions Scale (Arora,
Bradford, Arora, & Gavino, 2017)

B, A

WS b 2B A Y S5 3 o R

9 ML 27 ). XTHIIEMAE . N, EWEESFR .
YR YR RE R . fris

4YEREE 16 8 BRI, SRR REEACH] . AR

5 AGERE(IE 20 ). FE-HM. B, TANREER. &
TUTTAT Ul B 2 A e

AW HEE ., PE, RENEH

8 AERE (L 52 By HE . FAAEIR . ARG . AMEESR
. EAEEIHL. A ABIHL. GBSl A

2 AHEREL 29 ) 1TEh—Z SEE ARG SR A R
—xit 349y 1 R R £

2 ANYERE (S 12 ). EEELE, YL

3

2AHERECE 10 ). B RESITE

5

1 A PR, AR 3R I 3 A, ) RE PR {16

RARE . EREE . REE =R

R ECESAGTIRNAT R AR AR S0 BRE; X
R W A X

SAUEBECE 24 ). GHAE, Mg, MR, dbey . R

I3 REE R REFHE Y RN AR~
HEH? REES B T, R AR

P NBIRERR, R mESL . N o ek
Srtaifg. eI S AR . HEE S
PRAPE IR . TR A B ANTHY 220 B0 5
AT X [ B S IR O R | AT 55
MR R G EH L,
6.1 FERIFIL: AM. 1B, KT EN
VITERT TSR I T A B e i, 15 B 48
NATER B R RR G T R, 58k 2R 2
FhSAEmE A B MAT A — 5 b, AEALAR
e H%E, REOBSMEAE. HE 535001
gk, E—<REIE MR A TS L0
FRIE. B, HESEEE AR R TR
ERRN, AARXT R EANAAEUE : Ho—, XM H
XA B A AT AN R LA, AN AR R i
BB SRR, 2, AN A i, 12
RXEYE % . ARRDETEA T RGEH 5
AT 2R T 3R B X (e BR A9 52 0 X — N B8 (lay
theory), FXIHE4)-5 S AL am WLAS L TEER DX
B, RSN TOA frit— B EE TR 4

Wi 2R PR A5 PE S AL . AT ETE, PSR
REAT R R N BT, S SRS AT LA IR
AR, ATREREXT T AR ABRIE | g
AL B AR B SONT, AT RE S T Sl ) 3 R A B G
PR A B ORI 2 A P JE I, B
Ui F s ol R ETE A ROB R, (B B A9 =
ZWE, X0 R R O NI B T
4, AT — 242,

=, FETOCHR BB, FATABUA T R
PR TR 2B 00, oA DR S it B i e 1) PR £
MR YA SRS SRR PR
PRI K BUP JE I, A PR e £k A s AL i
o7 WRSEAEDUL . AR IR TS AR 22 57 S i X
— RS XS R A T IRAR . [
I, AR e s BB A i T PR A
FEIITT JEE LA B2 3 A2 iy i A
6.2 MHERARMESMEEY

BT RE L AR 2 G I, ARy
TAEVEJ7 SCAL A B 17 858 b O Ji 3 0 B AT 52
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(Ruby, 2012), F5 I, REATHAOZ R
R, WIRZAL SN . FEEE S R 5
(Rosenfeld, 2018), [FEf, EEM4E. firfk. 1%
GG A G o —Fh W SO AR A 56, 3¢
FEXF 2B A2 AT LA 23 RAE 5 2R EN G . 3¢
TR L . SO -8 . DRSO N 14 5 o 1 45
D5 R AHRTT

B, EPSGEET, R R AR
SRR 5 3 3, AR R & 1t & R AE A 7
RGRF R F o LT, A SCRIERA P En
2290, 51 SChARE . Ff ., AR, FiANE . $23)
R, REANSEATIRTCK, HEAH M
T B Z R RRGE . 3T A e A
FEJRE T 1 L B sOn ( A e, X —H Bk
00 AN AT O FE A 0 0 IR D SR LA R TR AR
7o RS TMAL . 550 2 EN G A Ok
e HH s, “RARZ RN RIE T ALK SR
Z o MR B MO, Bz fE s A
+ . BERERREEN, ARG R FIE
AT 5% o 3 S\ b 28 T R AT A AT
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Psychological processes and influences on vegetarianism

LIU Xiao-xiao'; TIAN Qirui*; ZENG Yali'
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Abstract: As people become more and more concerned with health, environmental protection and animal
welfare, vegetarianism is emerging and has drawn increasing attention from psychologists. Psychological
research on vegetarianism is still at an early stage. Psychological processes regarding vegetarianism involve
cognitive, emotional, motivational aspects and vegetarian identity. Individual differences, stereotype, and
macro factors also influence vegetarianism. Future research could further explore how socio-cultural factors
influence vegetarian food choice, social representations about vegetarianism in China, the embodied
cognition effect of vegetarian food, as well as the dynamic development of vegetarianism as a subculture.
Implications can be drawn for developing effective interventions on healthy and pro-environmental dietary
patterns.

Key words: vegetarianism; vegetarian identity; food choice; meat paradox





