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DN
(LRI R DB, e 250358)

# E i i&4(moralization) F R AMAL T 2o FHR T E AN FH A, ERMGFL LR A,
HEELERRZY A, AL THANGEAER T ZAM AR L HE B 2lmEHL0NT
ENAASE ZGER ., MG EB R B ESBA § A RANE — R R, #BNZ G LA
NGt —7 @, BB TIEARITAFRNMRBRTREARRER; F—F @ XAFEAFmIL.
T AL, BATRE, BARA, ERBAIFHMRER ., ARFIRE T SR L HEEN G CHEIH S T
FB. AR REARA M LB CHEEITANGZ R, ALFRERGEZUFRAZETFER LI
[TECRSIANE: k-8

KR s, XEsEML, AKREEA, EEREA, PEIL

SES  B849: C91

1 8% IO, AN R R A L
P BRI, A 0 B2 TS X
S monali) FIGET hgitreitip, | RS R SIS
VEHT A R TR S5 b byl T @B (Rhee etal,, 2019
PRI AR - P SEAESK, 2 1 IR [F B 0 ff e T
RBEROL, EFA— O SRR AR, e e,
L b i e s TETCRORRBLEL, MR T ARG e B, St
H N En i AT it = 1 .
! ‘ el A it T AL S BT MG H (I Decety, 2024;
1. SRR EL 2 Ak 2 TEAT 9 5 22 X (Feinberg i . . ]
al., 2019). 75 H A T h, 3H (ol 10 4 SR 2 Tl Feinberg et al., 2019; Rhee et al., 2019; Rozin,
A e 1999)., 3K EEHF 5 AL AL Tk 3854k 0 AL i 9
R TR RESMMMIMR IR, B e A
MR RO R AR, BT TRAII) ol e e e
== /\ :%.;‘ N s \/\ . . . . VY 2 o '~ S
ETE{IQ}E‘U X‘E"J?‘F*Ibiljozm et alV, }:?7;ﬁR021nf W TR L . A S A S R
Singh, 1999). KRR M AN AP SEADURIIORETE, - o o g 5 L 00 5 0
ST A I SRR T e A
S 22 R oYy = AN RS = - § e
RARTXMALE, SRS ITRIII Ay g w5 e ki A AT .0
ft.(moralization)” ¥ 5 . EFEAL B 76 BB FE(E & SRRSO, W I AL s S 5 A S A
Infe L SRR AL R Rozin, 1997, 1999, o i e
A W OIS IR TN e e e
sl bl D A P LA V% PAEN PR PRRPIENES = R o P
TR A PR R ST, LRI e B g
ZU I T REDRC R L SCILHLIE 5 4k 248 5E (Skitk e o .
o IR PRI I OORIE e A SRR RS T AL A R
etal. 202) AT LTI OIE B o ik
- L 7l R =S W
B f# 4k (de-moralization)” 1.0 EEAL il 5 T Fl F Bk .
5 B A B AR o I 2 3 L0 T 5 4T B
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2 EELZAIE

21 BEELHEIEX

5 — Ji i 38 45 4] W7 (moral judgments) A 7],
EELL B RN ARG S E R . BT A
— Y P P22 Paul Rozin M5E X, B4k
TEIE K JE AR B TE A 37 (morally neutral) 4R 25 A9
BT 3 7 P 3 A 1 72 (Rozin, 1997, 1999; Rozin
et al., 1997), X HL“iE i s7 45 1 2R b iy
IR EA B B R R, AR AR R A
SRR AT . AT A 2ok R YRR 2
TE R, 7 B B Y ik R ol LA R
o BN AR A — NS5 TR —Fh S
HE A0 AT 0, AT AS 25 56 45 W AR 2 A 3 18
B HAERELeE SR (N W Al ) . BE A
PO FE 2 NFRE B LT, AL
WA — RO TEEAT Ry, SRR A T I AL
Y3 72 (Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025; Rozin & Singh,
1999).
22 EEKEHEXEENBERSRS

TE AR 1 A BT AE T4 SR AN v ST 6 SR
TSR, 2 ik AR PE A B fE g, E A
FOAE N — AN SE i MRS, BT LS A 2 18 78 A
SRR A& B S B R ROk, W TE AT . AR
B OGEEEAR% . fELRRIRIE R, W
BN B — F Y AT O I R W A
A5 BEAE N AL I T B, TR i Ak
A A1) 8 75 AL A0 1] 5 58 FF (Rhee et al., 2019;
Skitka et al., 2021), M ARIE AL 5 R L E MBS
VOB S, AR 2 Ab7E T, B AL AS 2 3
— R T PR P I (L P T T S,
72— A7 B A BRE AL, B 7 R S A sk
TE A 0 AT D A e 1 S T B T S, T
SENA TR . A 51T A, LS
M AR AR S AFTEAR T X ], 3%, AT
TEAEHN W o 3 7 Ak B 3R — AN W S 8 T3 45
BT A Y LR (R BT(Rozin, 1997, 1999), H.iE
b E—FhEh A fE, Wk AT N FHYefE
A A T B AT AN A B TR SR Y A L b SO
ZE B, R R 28 N A S A NSRBI ] A
{5 PR T { B RAT S R RS e, B Wi E AL A
AN TTAT AT A o T BT DO % B — A7
o1 B A A T AR E AN, R R

SR O A POE IR 2 5 S R W, B, Y
W AR BEE FEAL S, AT XS e R BN LY
JIT WA F 4T 35 7 ) 7 (Rhee et al., 2019; Rozin,
1997).

HWR, BEAEAAF T EEZ B (moral attitudes)
IIE 845 A (moral beliefs), 5 & —tfs RSB
R T X 55 . B HERNIEATRD, @Y
BohkaE, BASUEMA AR S filin, “ik
SIS — Fh A T] BE SR AR 22 A TA I 1A B Bl
G, MIEEARE T IR 5k fF &
AR, HARTUE RS0
ML, Tl DT A Ay 2 i 47 o DL
83 L (Rhee et al., 2019), 7ELPRAFFEH, HIRBE
SIS VAT S LB AT Sy 1) T 5] W sl S
BEAE B AL R B 0 dE AR, (HRAMIRZEE L,
TEEAL S — BRI W 5 A S B A BT X
T AL A h S Sy, KO A
PO K S5 THIR 32 #2 (Rhee et al., 2019),
23 EELHUNEAR

A MEUER R, BRI T Bk
FOnT LA BRI A A ) RS, A
W, e W JriE Rt B MR 6 B 0P
AR F LTyl Yy e T B 8, 6l
HHIWTHAETEAE L 254515 o A Lovett % A(2012)
¥ & W« B H A 18 78 4k i % (moralization of
everyday life scale)”, 117 6 4E/% 30 5 H, BN
TR A28 H AT A E ), BR S
— S G A T RAT R (U L ), g — gk
TEAE R STAT S CAnBdE « S0 EEA Y 5 —Fh R
D o) et 2R 06 TR A7 o sl Y i T AR
R [A) s 0 S sl B BURR (AN BE /iR . ZETR) . AR SE
B RS A S S R T A B O
4% 4 (Skitka et al., 2021), BA BFFEE R FHiE
P )@ Pk 1 3 (moral expansiveness scale) e il i 4~
WIBTESCR R T, BT R 20 FE 2 SR (4n
N . Ak, WIRE)NA B8 P (moral
circle)” (Crimston et al., 2016, 2018), A, {U4L
AT [ R 2R R T ST AR M S AR & AR
5t &, BT LAESR N BB R 230k YA R B
S W N (R N TN R OB R X A T IS
VI 2 OB FE AL = A L TR . PLIRLRE R (Y5
(#14n D’ Amore et al., 2024; Feinberg et al., 2019;
Leal et al., 2025; Luttrell & Togans, 2021), R T H
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MR, MEE KBRS BRE S AMBR T LR,
5% 2 A0 T 46 i B SCA 20 1 7 3 (U0 Linguistic
Inquiry and Word Count 3 {f: 5 J& F 15 fii 3 fiff 7] it
14 3 AT ) o i A A S8 I A v S R A Y AR B 5 A
(#11 Kennedy et al., 2023; Kirkland et al., 2024;
Mooijman, Hoover, et al.,, 2018; Solovev &
Prollochs, 2023),

FETEEAL B M2 A v, 8 DL 0y Rl
£ 285 B 1143 i = S5 AN T 2 P of [ 4 W
TEAL A, TR JB A Y 57 0 H R I A AL
AL Z P (Decety, 2024), Hik, FHNHEBEILIELE
P BESRZLA 1 25 RN, TR o S AR AR O
HITE L8 (N ZE 0k . PR . B . INBONE o I o B 1
AL B 4 B 48 b5 (Feinberg et al., 2019; Leach et al.,
2026). ULAF, BFFEHE LSRR 5 A 0 5 1 Rk
A 5 18 i DXl At A 3B A 10 0 R R 4 T
AL A FR B, BN AT 1A% S AT 40T R R O,
VA T Bz Wk Fi 2 o T 2870 S 1 A5 A A AR (Decety,
2024),

3 EfEtzEE

31 EEAMBEZEE
311 \HMEEEZ

V5 2 18 P AL AR A A IR 3 AT A
EONARE . EEELR . AR S EA BN
TEAL%, B, BAIME (perceived harm)i& AA]
A L 7 KT BT AR B B A2 0 HE U] (Gray & Pratt,
2025; KRR 4F,2023), EMFGE N B LY
2 3 B 45 0T LA I AT 8 7 e S ) A ) 3
fefireg . WEFERM, W AMT2BE RSP R
T, JF S R T TR R
17} 1 3% % (Feinberg et al., 2019); [a] AfIT5 Bk
A e 3 R ) T e A 82 S S B AT T I A
17 M B3 45 (Rozin & Singh, 1999); 2| ANz
K 1B 2 KT 214 S B e ) 403 5 4 0 T A
AT BT S 4 3 1Ak 25 B (Wiisneski et al., 2020);
|G AR AZ Al 5 A0 A v 58 5 3504 403 5 T LA &
ST X € A B 7R AR 2 (D’ Amore et al.,
2022, 2024).

AR N HRE R A, 1] 1 30 5 1Y
AMRAEAE 23 B HT R AN ARy, PO R 2 A
TP T SIS B A AR 3 T A B K (Haidt, 2001), 4
W98 & & BP0 A & A A B RR T (cognitive

reflection trait, R H 5 22 it (6] K 77 3F #4001 it
R[] BT 11 R 7 R B ) 0 A A0 1) T 7 AR
5 ) 4313 ¥ (conventional violations, UNZEHEA FHE)
HATIX 5, R AREEAA ) AR S B A
I AT Bes 1T I AN EIEA T, RN
e LA ] (Royzman et al., 2014), HR, HEHMA
[RI A1 5P T8 ff LAl (binding moral foundations, HfI i
W BRI RS RIS TE R 04 T AL
M, 41 Mooijman, Meindl £ A (2018)fHF5E & X,
JA B HE PR 2 A ARG X B AT R Y
JEEAL M), BEAh, JEFEIA) (moral identity) &
R A A AR T AR AT ) Y S AR R R A
TA RIS 5 AT A B AR | IR R AT
BB AY —# 43 (Aquino & Reed II, 2002), MM
A6 ] T OGN P ST AT O BB R B R .
FEFW, BRI F s AR R B X AT
=AY 8 AL A0 1] (Feinberg et al., 2019), #&J&,
BVA PR ST 3 SO B ) T 8 7 M AT
T, XA RE IR TR SE U RSP S
WL, Xt 2 AR T A A A B, B R R AR AR T A
DL K %o AU B AL B2 1Y) %5 F (Everett et al., 2021;
Horberg et al., 2009),
312 WBREEEER

O A KA UESE T 1 B 1 18k i 4 ) ¢
BEAEIT . Haidt (2001)4E2x B % 35 AR (social
intuitionism model)ik W, AP T 7 ) W A A
F F1% 18 IK 24 19 38 78 H 5 (moral intuition), ZJ5
AMEA ST BAEXS [ B AW IR AT BEAL AR
5 Wi 1B 15 AL 01 25 3 A IR K (disgust) Al 5T 4%
(anger 5X outrage). PR 44 1 E T DI RE 46 Tkt
995 JEL A R o A 38 . F 9 3 L R R R K
WiF R AR F BN, R E R AEMIRE
B/ P4 T A AT O 1Y BT 4% 5 IN™ HF (Wheatley
& Haidt, 2005), [&]HSts 88 0 T % 34 JG A 545 5 1)
T 1 (purity) 17 4 Y 18 1% £k i [4] (Horberg et al.,
2009; Rottman et al., 2017), Aid, 5% 4R G
MR TE AR AR 4R DGR 9T 1 B AT A PR BB, BEAE
FATAT AR R A AR B i PROB IS g3 T A
17 f 38 7 Ak {657 1] (Ghelfi et al., 2020; Inbar &
Pizarro, 2022) ML ZF, SHEE FAA LR E
1525 (ANFE G ; Wisneski & Skitka, 2017)FIME
3R B DRI K S (B R UER M, disgust sensitivity;
Donner et al., 2023; Landy & Piazza, 2019)7] LA 5
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FoUE Hb TR0 AT A B Ak )

HwR, i m%%%ﬁﬁ%m%%&% fE
RTINS AT BB N, RIS S
E'Fﬁﬁﬁmf*ﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬂ’]kr%ﬂﬁﬁ(&nther et
al., 2022; Plaks et al., 2022), 7 E£M, 2 70E
R BT T B AR 4 3 T T AN AR 1) 3 A AL
A EE, T EL R S S5 g RN R SR 17 7E (Clifford,
2019), T FEFESCBEAA Lo 1 e 1 1A Sl 0 5 2 37 S R
T R F Y I T 48 (Crockett, 2017), FfiE—35
ECT B AL ST S SR (Effron & Brady, 2025;
Mooijman, Hoover, et al., 2018),

313 #H&EEEER

A BIS AR 22 PN 5 1% R R % B 1
I TE G B, FXT 2T 2 WAt 2 )2 1E iy R
o B, ARSI AT EE A,
il X — i 3 R AT O Y B GE T R ™
(Cervone et al., 2024; Kirkland et al., 2024),
Cervone % A (2024)BFR R, oA TFAEHE N
T ATHIE S22 (moral outrage), MM N =2 ¢
BERFAT N . Kirkland 45 A (2024) % 3 [ 4+ 58 LA
X HESC A AT R B B, BRI SR
FRERSE RS E LB T L 5
TEARIE S T 41 MEFE N REARFR LI,
PN SRR 1 R A AR R R R 2
HAﬂU?E’J‘YFéEL AT X 33 AT S 7B ™8T 1Y

JE {8 77 (Kirkland et al., 2024), %4b, K A AH
SCARTF B R A AR IR A [R] A T AR AR R 25 51
o &M, A L F “#5 3C 4k (cultural looseness)”,
“ B30k (cultural tightness)” B I3 8 % 41 2 #L7E
B M DL B 25T W AR A B, Bk At 2
PG 23 3 A AT 1 75 AL A0 1) (Geelfand et al.,
2011), A PRI, K AHEAR T EZ R A
250 <N W (uncivilized) B AT Ay (CHi ik 95
ALY ) OV E A TEAEAT Ry, T RS R AR IR
PR R S TE A O BRRRAE, SRR
195 AT R CAn 3 A48 40 58 O A TE 1B AT R
(Bernitinas et al., 2022; Buchtel et al., 2015),

BJa, —LE R S R R s T A
TR TE A ), RN 22 a5 38 0 T X i 3R 4t &
Bk AT 9 B9 38 4% 3% (Janoff-Bulman & Sheikh,
2006), S ARG N T X AR T 2 BUOR Y E 181k
15[ (Salomon et al., 2017), BT 5% T 57 & BT i
ST R B, AATTHERE G W1 6] & X O 457 44 22 BE

VDR E B DL K A Y TE AR S B E
l %‘iEj]l](Franms & McNabb, 2022; Graso et al.,
2021; Kunnari et al., 2024; Malik et al., 2021; Prosser
et al., 2020) A LS AT LI IR WAL 22 N 3R
5 % T8 18 AR i A% 0 O BRAIL ) 2 8 B 2 (sense of
threat), 5 iy 187 Xof Jg ol A A foff N AR 45 B8 fin R <7 £
S (Nail et al., 2009), TfRSF 3 LRI 2 B &5
S AL 5 1] (Klebl et al., 2024; Versteegt et al.,
2024).
32 EEMHEXAEIRETR
321 EEHHHAER

Rhee 45 (2019)i 13 i HELHT A BYAH CHIESE, 42
H T T AL BB 2 (moral amplification model,
LR 1), HiEEA R BAARRIUE A 40 =Fh, B)
W Gudgments) . 25 (attitudes) 5 S & (entities);
JEH B R Y i B 43 S WA B B, BRIV U
(moral recognition)-5iE 7 J(moral amplification).

B A Y BAR R BUE AR E, T M~ KGE
T 00 e FE %) 7 1 2 T 4 X6 R AT oA 1Y T 7
Wro WF5EH, iﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%%%#’l‘ﬁ&‘@ﬁ
FLECRY B S A ZE B, B S TR AT E AT R
MY IRAR B E‘Fﬂtéﬁ”*ﬁ%ﬂﬁ/ﬁ%ﬁm \\\\\
JiZ, Eﬂ@Tﬁkﬂ]ﬁ%’”ﬁﬁ‘Alﬂ@(ﬁﬂ*ﬁimﬁ)i
A7 9 (LN ) Y 75 B (Skitka et al., 2018), i fEAS
EER SEMEAWAITCX A, SEUASE 8
W7 — e i 19 2 % B B AR T B AT O A S Al 0
T 3 A ) S e oy A A R A i sl B AT oM 1
AR ME M (Rhee et al., 2019)2 K A% 0 )38 7 B
1131\ [A] (Ekstrom & Lai, 2022), 51| ] & i 73 1) Wy

RS 5B B AN HE AN L

W X A AT AR LA 2R TR, T i A
A8 J3E DU 2 [ A 7] << B2 A A DA — b A 0% 5 DL AT SR 1
W A Z451% (Rozin & Singh, 1999). 3,
TE T W) et ) 32 A AR DR 3R (Maalle, 2021)FlE 45
A % (Haidt, 2001; Wheatley & Haidt, 2005) 3 I,
] AP AR X3 o i A7 5 6 T ) i T A O )
HI W7 sk 7 4 (Clifford et al., 2015); if 725 3 ) )2
BT AT THAF R — S R g A
>, R RA[E %) 38 555 {5 (moral conviction; Luttrell
& Togans, 2021; Skitka et al., 2005, 2018, 2021), /i
VB TR B A AR W] DA TS0 A M sl B A AR i K2
HOEPRRBL, PG 31 (Mooijman, Hoover, et
al., 2018; Steinert-Threlkeld, 2018), Bifps
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(" Y4 AT HX, SR e A 2R h
-
e e [ﬁélﬁ%ﬁ][ﬁéﬁ%&ﬁ][ R i ][ A }
\ )
AL
[ T8 “XAEZRFLE BT IR D A A 7 )
AR
o e [ o)
\_ J\\ Y,
B
PRI SRR b SHE, )
A -
FEERAR Z 5 [iﬁ%ﬁiﬂ%} [iﬁ%@%@] {ﬁ%@wa]
_J

THAERU

HERHR

1 EEALRBOR AL (5 A Rhee et al., 2019)

(Brandt et al., 2015)%%, Tk 1 G —Fh R
SR PR I M ST L, BPAAT R 3R
PR ) R 3 7 5% 75 P (moral expansiveness),
WA NERHASEAE AR Anshiy | 5
KA SR LIIE 7 G PR (Crimston et al., 2016, 2018),
TSR R DR/ [ R o 78 e 2 T I R B
AR, A — BYGRBZh )8 2 7 6 I
20 5 32 W B PR AR, WAl e 2ok — 28
TE B IEOC 1 S 4 A0 A A ), Rk S N
A H B Y3 £ (moral circle; Singer, 1981), W&
W. shcs . 3R % (Rozin et al., 1997;
Schein & Gray, 2018),

MIETEA KRR R R, AT EBNE
LT AT O 2 7 T R R, b B R
Mt e . A AT 2 2 I HE T8 W i i R,
UNGE SR B7/ R RPN S PSS EK I !
oY, R IE ORISR A 1),

322 EENMERER

Feinberg %5 A (2019 LA 56 T8 Ak 4 1 1L
R B £ PO S AT, 4RI T E AR A AR
5% (push-pull model of moralization, WL 2)”, &
TE it B 18 18 Ak (moralization, “HEZ”) 5 %28 {4k
(de-moralization, “$izh”) I LIS 72 o HERIRER] 52
B AL 5 BRI AR S PG EE, TR
FE A — 2k RIS AL R . AL
AR AEZR, MR AR SR B IR
SR ARV SO A N W S E ) B e R NS
BARSMETS, MRZ B RIE . B e
R A A7 SR e e T R BRRIIA N, s
BRI R, HE A B — A AR R, RIS
WA 2 AR L B ge rh sy [a] 47 B AL, B
I ] HE RS a7 B R e by Zh R = A s2 e, AR
HYNE LA AR EEE S, hskiE
AR TR

i BHEl R BAGHSE
.................... | |
1 * [ mema |
L SR N ] |

AL, HeH e

ATUL R A, BAE
Bl 2 GBS AHERIBLT (1 [ Feinberg et al., 2019)
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AR TR 2 T A A SR T AN B S
EEEE T BRI 5 R R 2R o an DR B
AR IR A T AT 26 DL B R L B S5 R 1 4 of
AR A T BE E TR I 84T 4 (Horberg et al.,
2009; Wheatley & Haidt, 2005), B4k A %01t
2 EE B =4 J (moral piggybacking)” it ALl
FiB (Rozin, 1999), BIR Y TG HHR 5 EEA
TEAE AL 7 A DI o B FEAR T 3 B R R 4
KE . B2 A ATE 20852 A B W T I A2 1 9
T, LA KB i e SR L 4, S X R
Ui B IG5 R A R TR 33 b — f 1 T o )
It A ke (Wisneski & Skitka, 2017), Miixf b ik
PG Al T AR

AN, S KA AU, Feinberg %5 A
(019 AALIT i T 1B AL Y B i 72, 7] B8 i
W T REEA SRR, BANTESLRIT NS —f
TE AR ] ph AT, 23 i IR E RS & DL A 2L
HE17 R it A mT DL i oA 0 A SRy T
K ARRE o I Bt A8 3Bl 2 5k 32 X (hedonism) 4L
mKgh, Hoy AR R FREE . BPURE R
1k, ¥t v e /ME(Bentham, 1988), LI NAT A A
B, ANTEZEZ R RO PR, 20311
ST 18 32 R, DN BH LS AR 322 32 S W AR 3 A O
PEEAEN . AR B, — B A& A
A 405 0 T A D D) ) e S B, 3 R 2 SR B — S g
TN %55 (cognitive dissonance) ) 5 i & BRAL AL
VTt PR TEAEAT o AR TR R BRI B O

ERSE

B EEER
SCHE R

AR
ERfEHLFM

IR ESES
gtk
B R
THEALR AR
INARHES

MIE 2 F BIREAR LD AL R, D
Kof T FE TR HE 25 1 o ) a3 BURT ok SE
2B 81k (Bastian & Loughnan, 2017; Buttlar &
Walther, 2019),
33 RITEFMEIENY

TE Ak P TR R AR B 8 3R T T A a0 o] 7 A N
R AR, I X4 T = AS [R] 9 38 14k 2= 3R
3, BIVGEERINT RS SEMESik, (Hibk
RIS RRE, FOTie T 3 U0 5 BOR 0 i R,
AR B2 BAR M E R, I B AR5 —AJ7 )
% PR AT Al B R 23 BHAS AT B A Sy Ak, RD
238 184k, (de-moralization) )33 F2 . 8 4k O HERL
RERL R M T R RABE R (1) 3% 2 A 2 (Feinberg et al.,
2019), LA BRI T 38 75 A0 09 i (R 3E 1Ak )
Frehin (RN LB AL ) s RE, T E SN 5 R i A
R RS HT T IR EAL S LB R

A 2 BT B X AL B 285 5 B RO I
IEAHN B EEAR R, (A A RLERAR P T hoA 4
FEANA S E R R, 20T BEer 4 E
T, B WAt 22 EEER XX AR, A
S F 3 FE Ak i < N — 15 Sl — 41 & (cognitive-
affective-social, CAS)”Z&-&HRI(AAE 3), WM
MR ERMAEELARE, SAHEZREM
i 18R R R A (] e T A 1 < Pad A, IR
AT R LR SR TR B BRI R, A
. WERAESEWSEEESEEE SN =
RO S I (R o |1 B T P ) P e R S 1

wE FHER
R
gk | B R
X T | granpe
SR
- B | wrsikas
; . )
i T A
wey o WAL
i | T
| | i
S
-
BIE | Swm
(B | R

[ 3

T 1B (0 <IN 15 Sl -1 22 (cognitive-affective-social, CAS)"#& G AR 1
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WEEAN SR, 5%, JUkER . SR TE
MERESEIFHGAEERMSRE, S5EE
ZR I 5 B R, 0 49 R T 1 SRR
T3 — 25 T BN AT ™8 £ A 5 By A A
I, VIS #F B 5 458 % (Stanley et al.,
2020), FLWR, NHIE ZE 515 RE 2 AR N5 iE
AL B2l S7 B A (Feinberg et al., 2019; Rhee et al.,
2019). [AIAE, WiE L nr B oA RIR, LR AR
18 AL f 7] (Rozin, 1999; Rozin & Singh, 1999), &
Z, BIEILIY CAS B A BAL B Y % 0R A2 i
FIAA . HRERSEWASEHEME S, U
A T b B2 AL TR USRS L . ROk
TIFFE AT LAk 252 A 3B I S IE J2 TR R R 7% WAL 2= A
N Al B A AR 1 B S, B0 0 TS A
SEEMZT B Z S . B2 4E B 2 T R A AR
T DA KA A IR e 400 B 358 56 Oy 1 RS . E T
b, LSRR R 5 B SR A% 4 S e
SEMmBR, Ftoria B RS . P AT S
B SCA AT 8 A SR B R W T3k, AT B
A [T B AR R 725 A 23 TR R R AL 1 S el

4 BEALZEN

EEARTELESITANRRIER
AR AR R E TR A5 S E IR T
EEZE IR, WS EAEER
Mo MIHHERE AR E, A0 LR 3 1 7 U
J R V& AR A1 A A 0 O 5 AR, X RN
Sk v AL S AR PR LRI N I DME 5
(5 (FE T 2E3%, 2017) . B <7 1 [7) 14 18 7 s o A7 1
TR AL SR S, AR A AR (B ],
AT 58 P AR A DA ) SRR U JER (Haidlt, 2012) 5T
FW, TEAELAT N Can L Bl ek 4 5 ) Rl O A 1A A
P i 1) 2 DA A8 B I A AR A7 1 T (Curry et
al., 2019; Haidt, 2012), i EI8A 58 S 0 BHA
AN FECTR B B B AR A TS JL R B 5 (Clark et al.,
2019) 55—, EEMER LA A AT A
3 g A AN T AEAT Ry (AN O 1k 4 2 ) AR B 4R
|25 (Vollaard & van Soest, 2024) ., /b, 1B fE{LIR
e sh At S AR RS T, BN W0GE a4 AL
S i PR TV 1R b 7 N e WS B 1= R A LT N 1]
A 5 SR B LU Sk & ik (Purzycki et
al., 2023).

WNRTSCETHR, A AT B R A S B LT,

41

FEAEPEBE R B0 B AR AAR & W e e s
], PRAFFEACHEES . AR O 8 AR el
I XFAT A 2 v B AR AL A A s R, AT
B2 X i T # 47 ™ 5 1% E {5 5 57 (Francis &
McNabb, 2022; Graso et al., 2021; Kunnari et al.,
2024; Malik et al., 2021; Prosser et al., 2020), Hi#
TR0 S B R Y M X Rk Y 3RORN B T R IR
(Gelfand et al., 2021), $Ah, BUNH & L1t 2
WOBE AR —Fht 2 B AL R EmE, WnERBE R
#1(Klebl et al., 2024; Skitka et al., 2021), 2 Hefet
‘B % (Arhiri et al., 2022b; Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025) .
TP PERE B (Silver et al., 2022)5 . L AT WL, JE 7
A A AT A B T B, fEHG Ak 5
RI1 . HeFrt ST U RS G SRR TR S T R
7 7 TS i B R
42 EEEWNAEERIKORRIER
—A~F TR A T 24 B A A TR
ZXHFE (Aquino & Reed 11, 2002), 4 iEh, AA]
MRS E T W ANAT %5 ) R B S v A TE A
JF LA SRAS AU i 4L %814 (Anderson et al., 2020).
MR R, AN H AR B AR AT ARG N H bR R is
(goal commitment), 51| UM f B 1) A& 1% 5 =CH Sy
— o & AT DA A T R A 25 58 B H R,
HEINEE N Z A&7 8(Hosey, 2014; Mooijman
et al., 2020; Mooijman, Meindl, et al., 2018), HA{
KT EFREEA RPN RY], HRIRBRE . WM
S FRAT A 3 ) 23 3 B AT Al ] DA IR F)
HCOEEE FARR, A AR R
RO TR TIAT, DTl s R AT Sy RLIE SR
T ) 18 75 [ 8 JE £ (Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025;
Jackson et al., 2023; Sheikh et al., 2013), il {0 J& =
B B BT R AEAT T B 2 1B (Ringel, 2020),
WAk, K Bz AR — s 7 55 m] AU A
frliBsRA = L. HA N E T (Kwon et al.,
2023; Kwon & Sonday, in press), L2 E, F
REE 7 TAE(Amos et al., 2019), [RIH 25
oAt AT G 1 3 FE A (Celniker et al., 2023; Gai
& Bhattacharjee, 2022; Roth et al., 2025),
53— Jr T, 8 AR IR ST AT Y
LB AV (psychological standing), i H: 86 [ 34
K BT 5 (Effron & Miller, 2012), L FEHELAT 2154~
WA B OB R AT A E Y EESZ . 2
AN O AL, 2390 3 & A AR &
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T HEERAASBEMREATS, NHEH
XPERER | BE iR A A 22 SR AR (Bffron & Miller,
2012),

43 EEAHTARE"

T AR & B F A ST Ak B AR
TR BEABRAEA, HhA A, 55E, N
ANEZE W L, EEAE &S S BONANR I
Kraaijeveld Fl Jamrozik (2022)i4043#r T % £ 4t
RGBS, KAXEEEETES
Xt At N BTG 4 Ak (stigma) AL EE A H PR
(fundamental attribution error)fg ¢, f8HLebtt 2 H
ZIFE T A N BIAS B LT Sy sl A 38 75 A (a0 X
SCUEIR R R A% A A e Y TEARAL), T 2R E
55 H A #1252 B9 521 (Bagechi, 2020; Frank &
Nagel, 2017), BLAh, T FEAE & BRIk AT
M E 2 W RP A S B x A
Kovacheff et al., 2018)LA & Jz X % \JEH 25 I RE

SRR (ANBE AT EOR Philipp-Muller et al.,

2022), ARG A, — L85 2 AGHE TE i E
P (B [ | AR A 2 B 45 5 W% & A% #% (Abdurahman
et al., 2025) MR AU BRI, S XS0 R
W i 1) 3 AR AR AR A S O S A W AT
5 2 WG T AF OC B R DX, 40 JE P M A R )2
(vinPFC) . JEMI SR A (ventral striatum) FI 4%
(amygdala) % (Workman et al., 2020; Yoder &
Decety, 2022) . i 15t W1 18 85 & B3 ) A 1R ik
th I BT AFTESE Z S 9B R, XA O EEH
Wil B B AR, JHEL4AEIE B B AT R (5 & (Decety,
2024),
BRI b, K s8R T REBR w1
MR A B R A T T8 A8 A (8 0 /9 X 37 (Haidt, 2012),
PR AT i i e T Sy i LA R vh 58 5
1k (Arhiri et al., 2022a), WFFEFM, X420 iy
TE A I R AW i 1 T A 2 T 0N AN 1Y
“JE A1k (dehumanization)” i [7], 151 K& H & 2 &
B % 285 B 5 G S 5 A (Ballone et al., 2023), EH.
T AN A 25 R 300 % Ak /0 BORE A (An T JHE R 1 R
LGBTQ BEIRZE: Adelman et al., 2021; Monroe &
Plant, 2019; Ringel & Ditto, 2019), X L&l flifk(Z
SAETE R R A HE L, S BN TR AR ) 1
M E XL (Garrett, 2019), H ¥ KN EZE Z P (Delton
et al., 2020), Mz KA AN AL (D’ Amore et al.,
2024; Finkel et al., 2020; Garrett & Bankert, 2020;

Marie et al., 2023; Zaal et al., 2017)., [fij 1% 2558 {4k,
{5 &I 2B R AL IR AE AT 2 A R AR T
i, IFRIE IR A ST . R T R
47°M(Brady et al., 2020; Rathje et al., 2021; Van
Bavel et al., 2024), A5 47 T 4635 — 2L LR A
RIS 5 T N A, K B S i A (R 7E iR
TR T T £ 1938 515 75 (Pretus et al., 2023),
TEAEAL BT T SO AR 3 AT N7 5 A e 8 25
NEEREAT N SREAR SR J1(Agostini & van Zomeren,
2021; Skitka et al., 2021), AHICHFFT L, XFil2
FE a5 1] A T AL AR B, AT S A e
147 RP L ing IE 1 Pri (Cervone et al., 2024;
Mooijman, Hoover, et al., 2018), FHik 5%
% 147 72 A i (Workman et al., 2020),

5 SE5RE

TE AR A S — Pk 18 A b Sy S T T
R, X TR AR 2170 DA A R B A R
HAEERY, HENEE5]E—RIFA RN
FESATF MRS R, TR Ak 1 A A
ARSCTEANAN 8 T A R 5 M S &
X0, FEMIAE R #has 2T T E L
4 18 R B AR S (g B AR R (EL [ T 5 A X 2000
TR A2 P F X T AR A RS R, AR S
A T AL 1 <IN TR — 17 SRR 2 R 5 SR U 35
FIRAMNX — AL o AE Sy —A> 1 3 0 B2
B, EEA A B S A 1 2 EHAR IR R
] o BB R AR FE W] LA LAF pU A Ty 1 HL A
JEFF .

51 HERXEEL HWOENHSETHRFE

TE AR 0 AR T X ST SRk
5B (A A, X TR A S AT R DL A
B bR TR B B X R, A
o R MR i ) A (A 2 SO AR L .
Uil A WO AR L BRI AL . BERER TSI AR
Ja S, P DAAETE A0 BE R AT LB AR A T
FOCE B, K Ak B Y 25 1k A Dy — b
“JE {3 4 (moral progress)” (Buchanan & Powell,
2017; Sauer et al., 2021), AN, EiEMEAIFIEE
IR 5 <1 75 2 G 3= X (moral nihilism)” 8% 8 55 % &
7 Y (moral abolitionism)” (Wright & Polzler, 2022),
HA G I AT INEEAENNE, M2 THI
5553 A% it 3 T B o b N B 2 1 T A
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Ja ko (HEA X T LB WPLH 5T 3 F B
FIAH AT AN B B =, RRWFFE AT LA LA J7
MATF.

B\, 1R AR B BN 22 55 2
KEFE, WIFRY, AR A ) &k & 0
e T R, SRR RIS R
AN R, AN SR ATy 18 ) R S0
TR B SC AR AR R, DU 2 % IR L TR O Y B A
(Wright & Pélzler, 2022), Hk, & AATHIE 7S
WEWAFEE K2R, N A — L&
3k DA [ A TE AR R A, A0 X 4 B N 1 T 4 R
XAIE LR IESR (R R R 48, 2023), S RYTF
FERY, 515 AT AN R AR ] 2 [R] oA () 4 3
AN B 08 7T LA R ALR R 4R [ F L AR 20 B (Voelkel et
al., 2024). Wik, 515 AMTEE A FREAIL =1 E
TEMAE LT LAVE A AR AR i 8 P AL AR & 0 T B
e, B R EE % o0 A AR A S O T iR e
By A & G T (Decety, 2024), W5 & K,
AN gt 19 I PR AN [ B A (B B S0
BN G 2 (Wright & Polzler, 2022), JF3RH &%
1 A 3 A ] (Bowes et al., 2022), ASRWF5E AT
DA 223 Y 25 A At XoF T 4 i) S50 1% et S 4 o T
% fipk T8 AR T A R T RS SR
52 #HRFEERALZREIEZNHHN

PMAED L, NGAZEMSEIIRE
38 5 18 %o 1 DA B A AR )  AF DA SE L, fHE
JUTAEREE A AR SR B AR AW & R, Ft2s
HHME G LE TIRANEE, ATk
FERARCS Ao W g AT S E B, X R B XE A

KB, AL s WA b AR A AF AE < 38 7 R (moral
amplification)” F1“iH £ % J¢ (moral contagion)” )
MG MMM Y 225k Lt S8 AR 3 v B3 o
B TE 7 M {H UL 5 T 18 155 X1 45 (Brady et al.,
2020; Marie et al., 2023; Van Bavel et al., 2024),
I L3 e 5 38 S ORI 28 1R A A SO A 2
FA5 T = B & it (Brady et al., 2017; Brady &
Van Bavel, 2025; Leach et al., 2026), 5 —J5 1, #t
WS- 68 T BRI R 2 #6305 P e (WL A
B, Bz AP B 888\ i WL (confirmation
bias), %5 T EAMTHE R AL 915 B 3R 55 b A Wy
sAk A OB A, BIJE e 74 1] ¥ % (moral
echo chambers)”, M T #t — 25 fin Jil B 14 #% 1k

(Mooijman, Hoover, et al., 2018), % & % £ 3 fi 4},
T AWM HEE AR 2, A8 T EA BN
M PRI . B E S Z EFELRER .
A 2% T Y I 44 R T R BUN TR B R Ty
P 54 30 7 1) 5 18 (Crockett, 2017; Van Bavel et
al., 2024), BAWFERZIE VR E WG A+,
SR AR RIRES, B2 % 45 TE TR AT 0
FRALHI B BT 5 58 5 I BRI AR DL R ) 4% 1
AT IS AR 3 77 2R BT 2N R SR 5 N i
T 4L o ) [ REERE A AE AR SR B 58 o AR
53 XFAILZRENRMEERLHAR

ITEAE ) N T % fiE (artificial intelligence, Al)
HORBYIIR R R T &1 2 S B 67 1Y) 5 1,
R E I RIRTT AL 25 B3 i 18 8 3 A ok
Tk, BEE AL BB A STIRERY IR T, AL IR
W AT T REshdE, B A B TR YR 68 11
B 78 3 f& (moral agents), [F] At 3% 30 3 G 55 1,
FR T B AR M 1 3B 18 % K (moral  patients;
Ladak et al., 2024) . i 7 3 A 245 BEB X 1 51724
T ARFHE A SCS5 1SS, I T AR 2 R DU 48 TR
SER YRR . IR EGR R A E X R . AR
TR AL PN DE E RS R R, 32852 30 R
17 (mind perception) ¥ 5 M (BEEH 45, 2024) AN
1k (anthropomorphism) 7 I i 2 o & 4% 5 SC HEAE
FH AR 8 5 B 0B R AT Z L,
BAMTIAK AT B2 ASEMBE 3P (agency) 5
J&3Z M (experience)t, AbATTEE Al [a] F T ALAH R
{1418 78 33 4T 5 BUF (Ladak et al., 2024; Sullivan &
Fosso Wamba, 2022). Bf#H AIEBEH ¥ AR, X
AT REIR B AL 4R LSS = FPIE S, B AL
M 38 18 A 2 (moral  proxies)fC R A 2 17 H 3K
(Bonnefon et al., 2024), XA T AALE ghat #&# rh
AN EE IR TE T . iR R
B, AATTXT AT BC0 3 B S S5 38 T X% AT 57
AR, IR T XA ERANRT R A
DI FTAE I (Joo, 2024), 4 AT 2 5YUREE, A
TEA 5 s LB FEHEN, 90 X A S R Y B2 4%
7Kk #H (Salatino et al., 2025), MACRE, R4 Al fE
T R A A A T R AT 4K 78 4 i (Gamez et al,,
2020), {HEEE Al 19 A F 1 5REshPER ABEAL,
AT R AL I BRI A ORI E S
7/ (Bonnefon et al., 2024), K, *F AI & ik
JETEAL FE ST 5] & B AR T AR TR 5 4 i ) R
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DA KT REA R AL & R R, IR RS SE #E —
HINRTT

F—Ji T, A7 AL RS 5 & i & Ff
A AR e . N TR R RIT Y] R 2
SR OL R BE T, DAY R ARG R 28 BE .
BAR Al B ETEEIT IS I 5 100 45 2 U8 1Y) fE
TTEBALR LR, HANTRRAERE AL Rk,
P <E B R L (algorithm  aversion) [ i 1]
(Dietvorst et al., 2015), L HIWFFTHRM, BIEK
S A IR S AT T B A I 25 5 R S
) o DR DT, T e YR A2 T A JE B HE SR (de
Mello et al., 2025), de Mello % A (2025) 5 %
W, FEHEH AT ARE, it 60%MH 32 15 R
H CXF AL BHCHDE I T BRI R, i Hax o T
Al BRI S BRI E 2R | i B
24~ AL SR, SIEB, AT SERE
R AL P47 R, WX AL 9 H P = A
fEfeim . FREH, AMTSEMAGEE. 2K
FIH AL % Bh TAE i) 48 2 (Bonnefon et al., 2024;
Reif et al., 2025), JLHIE AN AL WA IHE T
fartisind, S AL BRSNS EE, S
/0 X 3% ) 5 A5 B A7 24 (Zhou et al., 2025) Ak
WG E AT IR H, XA AL A P &1L
A 1) 0 BEAIL ] 08 AS BB, ) B A7 AR 1 A
EZRAFEESHZE . ARMEmE . BUEERNE
{5 &, Dietvorst & Bartels, 2021; Schenk et al.,
2024; KRR, WiFE, 2023)L0 K SO EE W5 W
(N Folk et al., 2025), {HASTE AR B 5E 4k S
ABRS
54 ETHEXHKETSENEELOERR

AR G TE AL B D 5% A I S0 AT UG 8 2 i
B, HHRI MR ERMWHEARRZRET
“WEIRD” ABE(EVE 7 . Z#H . Tlkfb . w#m
REMHSWAR, XE—ERE LR T EEL
WZE 1 SCAL Z KM (Fitouchi et al., 2023), AT
XN IRV AEA R SO 5 R E AL 5
PTTATVE S B, FRREERA G EA L
SCAIEIE MBI S, P EES SR A
HWMHEFEEWOHBEEEY, EEFEENT,
o ENE S SO DUBETEAE S AR AR C IR, R/
ez B A SO P R (N R, 2021; 4 0LV,
2015; BRifFOG, 2024), X Fheiz JE 18 5 1Y) RETE
FRPUEMEETCE L, a3

B, 2024), HFEIE 5] & B LR, SR
PR AL 55 3 R S T AR S SR (BRET, TR, 2023),
R E i b 24 R DG TE S AL R BT R B LAY 2
S G B BN £, B bz RO
B2 STUE J7 v 43 A v B R 1) A0 B S5 T
R, AU DRI AT & B AR T A
{4 () FKs > {647 S0 i 74k (Bernitinas et al., 2022;
Buchtel et al., 2015),

BRibZ A, L G OB A 2 . AL
SCREHE”, #EH R AT b A s 2R AR Y
HyE, R E M E A 51T, W
YTEKTTY . LRI EN AT B EEL,
Fan, KB T AR M, A I AR K I
AU T A PG T vk, A L A AR 2 T
JERE AR, BOlE < Rk, mE &I, X
PRI T ARSI, F A E S
QAR B B TR, SRR A N
TR AT, JRACR FHET R (b
et ghEth ) )o XS TE rp E SO R RE GRS
K. B FEREC A GEREIME D),
WAL, NN — LK FZ 5, WaE;, TRl
B—A NN AE SR FE 3R, BT < LU A
(A Glid- 50 )o XOZFE R G E LS
B ALAGIRE, W FH RN LT Bk
i IE, X HR NI SR A, A
A LR S P T R AR . IR AR,
B R] DAAE Bl 7 v AR I b JC A AN A i T8 A
Bio BZ, AW A TN EA ST
St e O AR ) A SRS, I A BT X
SEPLR T I 0 AL, s 7 AL BB STk P
Eolfm S ERE.
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Moralization: How do people ascribe moral meaning
to morally neutral things?

ZHANG Haotian
(Faculty of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China)

Abstract: Moralization refers to the psychological process by which morally neutral objects, behaviors, or
issues are imbued with moral meaning. The emergence of moralization is shaped by a range of cognitive,
emotional, and social factors operating across multiple levels. Existing theoretical models of moralization,
namely the moral amplification model and the push-pull model, offer valuable insights, yet they all overlook
the influence of macro-sociocultural factors. The newly developed “cognitive-affective-social” integrative
model of moralization aims to address this gap. The consequences of moralization are double-edged: on the
one hand, it can promote prosocial behavior and help individuals pursue meaningful goals; on the other hand,
it can also foster cognitive biases, unjustified discrimination, antagonism, group polarization, and even
collective violence. Future research should focus on elucidating the psychological mechanisms and potential
interventions for demoralization, investigating the role of emerging social media technologies in shaping
moral-related attitudes and online behaviors, delving into the moralization study in the era of Al, and
exploring moralization phenomena grounded in Chinese cultural contexts.
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