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Abstract

This study focuses on the group of normal students in local undergraduate universities, with pro-
fessional ethics as the theme. It aims to assess the basic level of professional ethics among normal
students, clarify the influencing factors, and provide a reliable empirical basis for the cultivation of
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professional ethics. The research systematically explores the construction of a teacher professional
ethics evaluation system and the group characteristics of normal students’ professional ethics, us-
ing a mixed-methods framework and employing stratified sampling techniques to obtain multidi-
mensional data. The study finds that normal students are better at judging good moral behaviors
than they are at judging the consequences of bad behaviors. They also perform better in judging
moral behaviors in professional ethics stories than in judging the rational values that should be
upheld. The research further investigates the potential factors influencing the formation of normal
students’ professional ethics and concludes that those who have received systematic professional
ethics courses have a higher level of professional ethics. However, practical teaching experiences
such as educational observations and internships do not significantly affect the formation of their
professional ethics. Finally, based on the research findings, the study proposes that the structural
optimization of the normal education curriculum, the institutional construction of teacher develop-
ment support systems, the differentiated cultivation paths for professional ethics, and the collabo-
rative development of an educational ethics ecosystem are feasible approaches to systematically
enhance the professional ethics of both teachers and students.
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Figure 1. Research idea map
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XA IEAT R Gk 50, WIMTPOGE R FEACE AR .l W AR AR E R, N
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BTS2 BIARAE B AT N RUR R AU B 7 fom, SRR ATEG B A8 AT 52 ma R Al 1 gk —
BB RRF TG, T 1983 4R (JLELERSTFM) 55 =5 Pt HUE AT NI “TU il ” [2]. %45
RIYCNIEFEAT A H DA O3 R R, B TE AR URE M (moral sensitivity) . JE 7234 i (moral judgment) . i
ZlHl(moral motivation) F13E 4 i 4 (moral character), 5 —17)38 0o B FE AR AL & 5 DA SN AR B 1) 22 BLAR
F. 15 “TEHEAT AN VYR B8 7 Bt 2 b, SRR RTR PEHE « 48 TL7% (Darcia-Narvaez) 4k 2242 H 1 i 45 5]
W7 (VU R A58 Y H ) A 2) 0 = AN K — i 8 15X (general schemas).  HZ 4% (intermediate concepts)
HNELARIE 1847 4 E ) (codes of conduct) [3] [4]. i, “—MoBEEER" £ — BB EES, wa
Sy IE SRR A R G T e S O AT T AT s BB AT N AEI 7 B R s
BEA R4 SOER, 77 DL R 5 V5 S — TR N TR S A7 1% 2 . MR A AN B 1% 2 A
SR L6 0 0 e DA T 72 P 10 J2 TR B R S ) SCHE AT AR, B P R B AR AR [5] . “hEMES” U
AT OB R BRI N 2 E], BT R TR — BRI g N L B
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AFEEFRH B SEERZ PIRITNE A A ZE 5, A [l VR AR SR IRV PR B R R L . R 2% E
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3.2.1. [a)ERIRR IR

A VKA FEIE L W0 2% HL 1 )4 ORI [BIIC 124y 14, AT GOk B B RS SAS L ITE A .
E 5 F0 1 R AL UM S A e e A S 5, B KRR N E K5 H, E&ENIERE
K CHOLITERE” FIRFE. N T IRIE SRR TSN, A RILRL 124 fria), [l 124 4y, Hpol
e 124 4y, [ILERITEE] 100%, A REIEEF] 99%. FRAWMEN RIEAELLE 1).

SRR, ZH5RAERIMEAES, Lt 62.1%, W E T BN 37.9%; kAR i,
PHERWAEES N Z, AT\ a s, BOvs), mEEERR: EERs M, KU
b BT, IAF) 54.1%, HikR K= 24.2%, KR4 13.7%, ok 8.1%; 4AkE
FOM Y542 (90.3%) 2% ST ik BRIV 78 (1 A DGR AE, B H BRI T8 8 3808 70 My A= 155 5 Hh (138 SRR B s e
BeAk, IRV A (54.0%) 2 5 T#E L], A 7T1L.8% NI AES N T HE W), XRIFZHNE
AR IR TR, BXNHERERNS SRR GE. SG8KE, RRHENREN .
EH A LRI R AL AR THNEE R E IR I SR A T

3.2.2. [B)ERYEHE T

S, A S I o 5 45 (1) Cronbach’s o &AM ) & 1145 B2, MRS AH OSSR — & Cronbach’s o
HART 0.7, SHHERMGEMFGER, Hd, i G5 61 A8, {55 544 Cronbach’s a 2y 0.943
(W7 2), FFEKT 0.7 MbadE, wLER I, WARFIFaE, 03 AHT 7 TF K1 346 BAT 5 1)
FesE M.
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Table 1. Basic information of the respondents

F 1 OFENRIEKRERL

2R I AEL Hort
& 77 62.1%
4 51
5 47 37.9%
A, EEHE L 9 7.3%
B. WHHHE L 10 8.1%
C. i E L 10 8.1%
D. #HEHAREL 1 0.8%
E. LHE@EZRE L 8 6.5%
F. NEHE LI 27 21.8%
G. VBT HHE LW 8 6.5%
H. hAEHE LI 6 4.8%
Ll )
I, (e HE LI 8 6.5%
Jv TEHE T 3 2.4%
K. BAREGRHE Tk 8 6.5%
L. #EEE Tl 11 8.9%
M. ERHAET LI 3 2.4%
N. HR#EE L 3 2.4%
O. FFAFE LT 2 1.6%
P. I E Lk 7 5.7%
K— 10 8.1%
K= 17 13.7%
2R
K= 30 24.2%
| 67 54.1%
‘ . - @ 12 9.7%
ST ST B 2 R S R
& 112 90.3%
=5 57 45.9%
RESINT HE L]
& 67 54.0%
0 35 28.2%
RESINT HE N>
& 89 71.8%
Table 2. Cronbach’s « reliability analysis
5% 2. Cronbach’s o IS E SR
T FEA Cronbach’s o &%
61 124 0.943
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SE R, AR FE TS R A5 KMO 1 Bartlett #8530 3E T AU I0UE, ARHEAH S SCHR— M 7 2 KMO
KT 0.7, Bartlett (BRI EEAGIG A B /N T 0.05, HHIERENAEAFGESR, Hh, ZnEhidEs
61 AN, P EHRE ) KMO #3566 v 0.818, KT 0.7 Bartlett BRFEF R 46 &5 B 57, I AL 5 {4 A 5967.798,
REVMER 0.0, FULIEL Bartlett BREER I Mk, WIS R REF, BRBUFLSMWEILF(NAE 3).

Table 3. KMO test and Bartlett’s test
%2 3. KMO #3&F0 Bartlett HI4018

KMO 18 0.818
AR T 5967.798
Bartlett Bk J¥ B A 56
df 1830
D 0.000

3.2.3. [a) & EEEFRE I OER ST

Z8ICM HITHa JNEFIVERE bR, TERL T AL R AR 1 9 MM Rbr, 407124 TotalGood (f&HK
TG). TotalBad (f&i#% TB). TotallCM (f&i#x TICM). TotalAction (f&#x TA). TotalJust (& Fx TJ). ActionGood
(f&i#% AG). ActionBad (f&#% AB). JustGood (f#iFk JG)LL A JustBad (f&iFk IB). Horf TG St 7 4k T
“UFMITHE 7 AL, THEA XU IAT A + R 50/12 x N (N ARG 5D TB
ST T R E 7 FDERE DL, THEATKCNORIAT R + R H 2 %0/6 x N TICM Jx
T AR S AR E L, THREA SN AT N B + IR + RIAT R + R EE B 4y
H)/18xN. TG, TB LLK TICM & =/NaiEfE e br, W2 ICM & H E SRR, EAT R 7 #7060 T
POV T8 BEAT e 5 4P 20 b i 438 DA B RE AR S 1 0o TA B 1 4 ialx T “ 84T 8 7 A 1 O
TRAXCHEFIAT RS + RIAT 0 E09 x Ny T R T #06  “aHr et ” e, iHH
AXAUFOEE R + RIEHEE09 x Ns AG KB T HARX T “Uriirh” e, AR
NIFRIAT 406 x N AB B T 00 T “IRBAT R BRI IE L, tHE A SONIFIIAT 503 x N;
JG W T HE 0 T PRI E 7 MR E N, THEA SO RIEE R /506 x Ny IB BT B T 4R
fEE A E S, T A RO IR 40503 x No X 6 A4 b5 _E AT LA Hh 0Tt BB Y
AT RO R (0 B A E 1B

“TotalGood” ({131 H 2 M) HISF BN 1.968, FrdEZE A 0.309, 2% B K #B /IS A e WM 47
HRY TG B AT T R BN — BCH A S B, (AR FE—E Z R .  “TotalBad” (A5 H H5E
SUNBITIE N 2.518, FrifEZE MR (0.724), S TV A 2 IR A ROV IS 747 9 _E A0 25 S A
Ko “TotallCM” (&R H) 2 55 P38 8 2.151, B& T “TotalGood” , i R i i A= X RV TE £ 4T Ay
(1A DA A R R A A s 55 o TS

SR, “TotalAction” GEEAT A3 5E) 5 “ Totaldust” (4 B i34 2 ) P S4B AL (29 994 2.155
A 2.147), FrEZERAHIT (79509 0.351 Al 0.424), FZHANMEAELE VAN ANV IE F8 4T 0 55 B B b i A
Xf P HASE R A . “ActionGood” (4FHIAT HHIE) S “JustGood ” (4F HEE H1 I %€ ) B~ BB M K T
“TotalGood” , 3%l 1.983 Fl1 1.953, /R AETELH /3 VEA X 4747 5 B 311 el (90 A AT FE IR, {ELATY
{RFFIETH A& . “ActionBad” (MRHIAT N HIE) S “JustBad” (MR Hi 1 5 ) 1T ¥ (L 5 s (43 3l 2.499 Al
2.536), H “JustBad” [k % K (0.862), 15 BAIGIE A FE IR 5 VPHIA RAT N S EL T, Rl e E3 i
JETH, AFAEROR BN 2 S AU (L7 4) .
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Table 4. Descriptive statistics

4. kgt

A FEAR B/ME BKE i FIME

TotalGood 124 0.5 25 0.309 1.968
ToatalBad 124 1 5 0.724 2.518
TotallICM 124 0.667 3.333 0.367 2.151
TotalAction 124 0.667 3.333 0.351 2.155
TotalJust 124 0.667 3.333 0.424 2.147
ActionGood 124 0.5 25 0.323 1.983
ActionBad 124 1 5 0.682 2.499
JustGood 124 0.5 25 0.323 1.953

JustBad 124 1 5 0.862 2.536

3.24. HIERBEEEIBIFNER ST

X “TotalGood” (#F5 HFIE & 57), = AN As BER-F3{E 733y 2.006. 2.062 Fil 1.840, K
U AR AE BEAR B RNV B AEAT N RFA IR PPAN, (VT AR RE FEAE AN [F) M (R WS A e 5l o AH S,
“TotalBad” (PRI T H A 5E M) KA LE 2.394 & 2.544 2 Ja], SonHIHEAR A BBV IE 4T A1
WU 5 VE AR — B H B4

“TotalICM” (a4 ) 5 15 i) T M AF 2.135 % 2.217 2 [a], B&E T “TotalGood” , St i five A
TELEA 2 AT A S HE N, BRIV E 2E () B AR VPN B O . 7EAT A J7 T, “TotalAction” [1°F-3{A
M 3 52 17 (2.155 2 2.183), I A RO IE AT N M BUR B By s AEB A E b, “Totaldust” 1
SPIE A RE s AR PP v, {F 3 50 90 [l s K (2.087 & 2.279) (L4 5).

HE—25407y, “ActionGood” (U147 NHAIE) S “JIustGood” (F [ FE H 3 52 ) 1) 7 ¥4 M 3 K T
“TotalGood” , {7 t Iy A AE4H 73 VPN IS 6 747 9 5 e B pR (RO W] BE RS AES, (RAT ORAFIETHIAS FE o A
“ActionBad” (AHIAT N FIE) S “IustBad” (U EE B E ) )3 ME R R, BAREZAIRTEOR, Rl

PR T, RIIEAAE R S PRI RAT N5 B B A7 7E — 58 BN 22 S R URE A

3.3. FR%E LEREFRNER MR

3.3.1. EEEFEARMAENERY S

BB LA n=47, g n=77)7F TotalGood (4F1¥)35 H I 5€ &.4). ToatalBad (PRI H HJ5E &
77)~ TotallCM (=& E 1) TotalAction (IE#EAT AHIE). Totaldust (BB B 7€) ActionGood (4f
4T AHI5E) . ActionBad (MRHIAT I E) . JustGood (47 H1 ) 7€) BA K& JustBad (U8 FBE 4] 5E ) 55 LA %
BEFRAR 0P ME S AR AT LU, ,n%mTfé%UE#ﬁﬂiﬁi R bR AR 2 R (p {235 KT 0.05)
(W 6). AR =, B LW E IR G BRI IE 747 4 (Total Good, ActionGood, JustGood) |- & BLAHIT,
ZERAEZE, EIRHA B ILIE 47 y(ToatalBad, ActionBad, JustBad) B A /N2 F, {HIFERERIER S
e B R F K. AN, FE R ) E S L (TotalICM) . 38 1547 4 34 5 (Total Action) Az 3 7 7 ) &
(Totaldust) /7 Tfi , %iz}ﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬁiﬂ?ﬂﬂm%fﬂ AR S, RERH A ERENZES . Fi, a7
PR 3 A AR T A R A SR R A s 2 2 5, % PP AL R AR AE 55 L iy AR [R) S I8 17

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2025.155723 73 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2025.155723

Table 5. Descriptive statistics

F 5. kgt

e FEA S He/MA RKME Pk % FHIME

# 9 — TotalGood 124 0.5 25 0.332 2.006
i % — ToatalBad 124 1 5 0.751 2.394
#dF— TotallCM 124 0.667 3.333 0.367 2.135
# % — TotalAction 124 0.667 3.333 0.362 2.183
2 — Totaldust 124 0.667 3.333 0.442 2.087
9 — ActionGood 124 0.5 25 0.368 2.071
#di— ActionBad 124 1 5 0.752 2.408
= — JustGood 124 0.5 2.5 0.343 1.942
#g4i— JustBad 124 1 5 0.932 2.379

i 9 — TotalGood 124 0.5 25 0.365 2.062
i =% — ToatalBad 124 1 5 0.851 2.527
% — TotallCM 124 0.667 3.333 0.407 2.217
9 — TotalAction 124 0.667 3.333 0.433 2.155
H % — Totaldust 124 0.667 3.333 0.476 2.279
#% — ActionGood 124 05 2.5 0.362 1.976
#f 9 — ActionBad 124 1 5 1.005 2.512
# = — JustGood 124 0.5 2.5 0.407 2.147
i 9 — JustBad 124 1 5 0.99 2.542
# =% = TotalGood 124 0.5 2.5 0.326 1.840
#r 9 = ToatalBad 124 1 5 0.795 2.544
% = TotallCM 124 0.667 3.333 0.391 2.075
# =% = TotalAction 124 0.667 3.333 0.403 2.038
i F = TotalJust 124 0.667 3.333 0.458 2112
= = ActionGood 124 0.5 25 0.391 1.855
i % = ActionBad 124 1 5 0.812 2.403
=% = JustGood 124 0.5 25 0.363 1.825
% = JustBad 124 1 5 0.916 2.685

3.3.2. EEEREFEEREMERE T

i TS R RoR, ARG Y A 78 HR O VA 1) & T e b bR R R B E 5.
BART S, K—Z2 KRV 4ELE TotalGood (4 H1T H HI3E & 53) « ToatalBad (PRI H 3 5E & 47) TotalICM
(BERHERE ). TotalAction (GE#E47 v#)5E). Totaldust (BE ¥ i1 #05E). ActionGood (ZHIAT ANHIE)-
ActionBad (SR AT A HIE) JustGood (4 fER H #1152 ) LA & JustBad (PR B Hh 40 58 ) 55 SUAN SR B R A b 1)1
PIE ShnE % BARE s, BEhZaia, H FAEREES Y L EEKFE(p HY AT 0.05)
(W 7)o XKW, EARTFIIPEARNESLN , IR ZR I A I AR 0 HR b 3 Ak 7 A2 X2 3 5
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Table 6. Analysis of the differences in moral indicators among different gender groups
7 6. EERIRETRMEAEHERME DR

QL. MACFHME + brifkZ)

QL. MACFHME + brifk)

F(n=47) 2 (n=77) P
TotalGood 1.994 +£0.328 1.952 £0.298 0.732 0.465
ToatalBad 2.638 £0.786 2.444 +0.678 1.457 0.148
TotallICM 2.209 £ 0.420 2.116 £ 0.329 1.369 0.174
TotalAction 2.210 £ 0.406 2121 +0.311 1.373 0.172
TotalJust 2.207 £0.461 2.111 £ 0.399 1.233 0.220
ActionGood 2.001 £0.323 1.972 £0.325 0.482 0.631
ActionBad 2.629 £0.772 2.420 £0.612 1.667 0.098
JustGood 1.988 £ 0.355 1.933+£0.303 0.919 0.360
JustBad 2.647 £ 0.865 2.468 +0.859 1.127 0.262
*p <0.05, "p <0.01, ™ p < 0.001.
Table 7. Analysis of the differences in moral indicators among different grades
= 7. BERRETRERENEREDT
Q3. FH(CPFHME + brilk7) - )
K—(n = 10) K=(n=17) K=(n=30) KIU(n =67)
TotalGood 1.977+£0.213 2.022 £ 0.426 2.027 £0.216 1.927 £0.321 0.939 0.424
ToatalBad 2.458 + 0.556 2.641 +0.903 2.538 £ 0.756 2.486 +0.693 0.234 0.872
TotallCM 2.138 £ 0.255 2.228 +0.519 2.197 £ 0.327 2.113+0.355 0.649  0.585
TotalAction 2.175+0.211 2.263 +0.517 2.178 £ 0.258 2.114+0.353 0.891 0.448
TotalJust 2.100 £ 0.370 2.193 £ 0.552 2.217 £ 0.447 2.112 +0.388 0.528  0.664
ActionGood 1.988 £ 0.224 2.080 +0.437 2.038 £ 0.208 1.932 £ 0.340 1.360 0.258
ActionBad 2.550 +0.378 2.630+0.918 2.457 £ 0.639 2478 +0.676 0.283  0.837
JustGood 1.967 £0.270 1.964 +0.448 2.016 £ 0.255 1.921 £0.324 0.604 0.614
JustBad 2.367 +£0.834 2.652 +0.971 2.619+1.011 2494 +0.774 0.373 0.773

*p <0.05, "p <0.01, ™ p < 0.001.

333 EEEHFERTFET “RLEE” RENESMS

TEAR S L VB A RFR Y 12 44 )TaAE 552 2] 1 i 112 44 )VaAE 2 4], TotalGood (4 F i H 1 5E i
53)~ TotallCM (& FIETE L) TotalAction (E{E4T M FIE). ActionGood (%f 147 M 5E) A K& JustGood
(PR3 b A0 ) 3 A G R s b, 2 S IRAR MM YE AR R I B & 1 P39 ME, B2 Rl 3 1 4iih 22 B
2 EKF(p < 0.05 B p < 0.01). X FHH %= >IN IE B URAE RS T+ M6 AR 78 UM G BRIV E 1847 R . B4k
FIENE O TEEAT VT LS G R 38 b 40 5 5507 T e ) G B2 . 9R1f5, 7E ToatalBad (JRFIIH
FI5E = 53). ActionBad (VR AT I 5E) A K JustBad (PR B 452 ) S =AM b b, BAR A ST IRAR 1 I
TOAE PG T AR ST TR, H 22 F R RIE B Giih 2 B 22K (p > 0.05). b4, Totallust (%
PR R ) P I AE 2 ) 0 5 R ST URAE G AR 2 TR AR AE VN 5, HL [FRE RO 31 2 2 K (p
=0.086), FHIFEIXLEE T[T, 27 > MRV TE F RS 1R 52 M W AE XS 4 95 B3 75 262 B K Ik () M1 B RN (1) 2% 20 4 i
BILLE 8).
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Table 8. Analysis of the differences in moral indicators according to whether one has taken the course of “Professional Ethics”

8. EfEENAEREFEY “RiafE” RENEREIN

ST A A S R
CPEIE + bRHE%)

Q4. & 2 i WAV A R AH R TR AR
CPFME + briEZE)

t p
H(n=12) Z&(n=112)
TotalGood 1.720 + 0.457 1.995 + 0.279 -3.021  0.003"
ToatalBad 2.391 +0.703 2.531+0.728 -0.636  0.526
TotallCM 1.944 +0.442 2.173+0.354 -2.088  0.039"
TotalAction 1.940 + 0.446 2.178 +0.334 -2.271  0.025"
TotalJust 1.948 + 0.455 2.169 +0.417 -1.732  0.086
ActionGood 1.713 £ 0.471 2.012 +0.291 -3.149  0.002"
ActionBad 2.393 +0.683 2.511 +0.684 -0.568  0.571
JustGood 1.727 £ 0.451 1.978 +0.299 -2.613  0.010
JustBad 2.389 +0.775 2.551 +0.872 -0.619  0.537

*p < 0.05, *p < 0.01, *p < 0.001.

3.34. EEEREIFEERTSMIINERMEIH

X AR SIMAE LK) 57 LIeA 5SSt 67 2IHEA/E TotalGood (4FIFITH H H 5 . 57)
ToatalBad (MR H 52 #.53) . TotallCM (BRI EL). TotalAction (AT RHI5E). Totallust (i
FH A1) %) « ActionGood (41147 M #15E)  ActionBad (AR K147 A H 5E) « JustGood (41 FE /1 340 5€) LA X JustBad
(PR AR Eh ) 2 ) S AN SRBE AR b I P38 S AR 2 AT Ui, SR BN BB SN E 5L 2 3RS Bid
Fabn A W3 52 (p (34K T 0.05) (W3 9).

Table 9. Analysis of differences in moral indicators according to whether one has experienced educational internship
F9. BEERNERTENIBEXLINERESH

Q5. RSN T HEL Q5. —ESIN T HEKA
CPHME £ FrifEE) (PME + FRifEE) t D
(n=57) #&(n=67)
TotalGood 2.008 +0.274 1.934 +0.334 1.345 0.181
ToatalBad 2.517 £ 0.678 2.518 +0.766 -0.013 0.990
TotallCM 2.178 £0.348 2.129 +0.384 0.742 0.460
TotalAction 2.175 £ 0.335 2.138 +0.366 0.597 0.551
TotalJust 2.180 +0.395 2.120 +0.449 0.790 0.431
ActionGood 2.012 £0.282 1.958 +0.354 0.927 0.356
ActionBad 2.503 +0.630 2.497 £0.728 0.046 0.963
JustGood 2.005 +0.291 1.910 +0.345 1.646 0.102
JustBad 2.531 £0.810 2.540 +0.910 -0.058 0.954
“p < 0.05, ™p < 0.01, ™p < 0.001.
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3.35. EEEHREIFEERTSMAINERE ST

GEREIR, RESINHE W06 A B I8 AR 5 T AL PR bR R R A B R . BT
TERZINEE W 35 KIVEAEE SN 89 &I 21, Fit2& TotalGood (4 [T H HIE £43)
ToatalBad (M35 H #1052 #.73). TotallCM (s &2 0). TotalAction (47 A¥I5E). Totallust (B
FRAIHE), B4 ActionGood (4711147 A HI5E). ActionBad (A IKI4T A HIE) JustGood (4 FE i ) 5E) A K
JustBad (PR (5 h )52 ) S ok Fa b, TP IME S bR 22 2 H) (¥ 22 S 2 R A B G T IR R K (p (Y
KT 0.05) (W3 10). XK, EARRBTH, #E WIS E 585 H AR IHIEA 1R AE 8Pl 7= 4R
B IX 28, Rk, AT DL EUE W) BRI AT A B G U385y, BRI AT RE A& BB
35 R S T A T BB T, E DA TE AT A AE SR P R AF B AT

Table 10. Analysis of the differences in moral indicators based on whether one has undergone educational internship or not
F 10 ERENERSEHEHE RN INER LS

Q6. —2ESITHE N

Q6. ZEZIN T HE N

(TR + brE) (P9l + hiME) ¢ p
#5(n = 35) 2(n = 89)

TotalGood 2.002 £0.328 1.955 £ 0.302 0.777 0.439
ToatalBad 2.505 £ 0.856 2.522 £0.670 —-0.118 0.907
TotallICM 2.170 £ 0.436 2.144 +0.339 0.357 0.721
TotalAction 2.210 £0.433 2.133+0.314 1.090 0.278
TotalJust 2.130 £ 0.461 2.154 +0.411 —0.280 0.780
ActionGood 2.018 £0.339 1.969 £ 0.317 0.754 0.452
ActionBad 2.594 +0.835 2.462 £ 0.613 0.967 0.335
JustGood 1.987 + 0.346 1.940 £0.315 0.730 0.467
JustBad 2417 +£0.919 2.582 +0.839 —0.964 0.337

*p < 0.05, *p < 0.01, *p < 0.001.

3.4. B RFIMEERRIEERIVRFELS RN EL

1) JHYEATERAR b6t hr K BRE AEAT A IR TV, (R VT M FR TR AN [ S (AT A 8l . xof
A RIRVAEAEAT 9 R 5 PR — BB 4% .

2) IEATELE &2 FEAT N SR, o BRI 8 ) B A PP AN I Ay B IR o T AR TE 40 43 PPAN B S5 44T
NG AT BERRAR, AR ORIFIETAS BE o IV AR AR 5 VP AN RAT v 5 BE B I AE4E — 8 IR
7 S RN

3) fERARHE L (Total ICM). JB 1547 4 ¥ % (Total Action) & 3 B i 34 52 (TotalJust) J5 i, 53 £ )ifive
ARVt R B AR F, R IOl PR AR 1R 5 LM AR (R R I .

4) 5 ST E B AR DGR X ITE A E O B A8 BTl 1) 2 A OCsR br L B B3R HER, JUHE
FEAR B (R HRN VS AT g AN ph L AR g 1 100 LA BB AR AT N PN T . SRTAT, X T RERMVIE 84T A
FNBL R ARA SV, %SRRI H AN B35, TR R B — D (O T I E S B I Rk 5

5) JEIEXTARZINHE 5L 2 ¥ 57 AT A5 SNt 1 67 KM AR LA REEFR AR TS (E S AR dE
ZERATHER, 4R BR R SMBOE 521 H AR PR FRbR = A B35 50 .

6) FUE W oJ BAMERNITTEAE B E & DI — 5, ARLERTI P R] BRI A B4 S 35 s me PO b R
TERER T, 2D AR A T PG HESE Py R A5 2R
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HTE %

7) AEARBTTERIVEAEHESE Y, AR R 2R ARG U 9 AR P TRV AR A R S R . R, TR A
[7 4 2% AR T A= AR BR A T R 8 PP AS T b R B i, R B M B R =

4. B REIFEERIGEERIKBES RS HTRE R
4.1 BELERBOEESH

T 1) 2 R B A O M A LA, AT T A RSB R B — A DTN A AT D 1 40 2 A0 X 2 e ) )
SE s AT G BT o EE R A E B TR IR AT DB b AR A 6t A B R £ P 22 S O
HUE; AIRZ EMAAZIAI AR & FECOX LI G BB, AT Z 2R 485 K
X IET R FR AR PR ETE B I ZE 5 . VAR K 30 DR 2 A o S IR S50S T i A= (8 5 i 35 75 1 23 #r
I R L HL G A R R A

1) “ZIB” HEE B

ITVEAAE R EAT NI TR, “ 2B 07 1 svr 2 R B R R R . “ ZIBOIN 5 1
B ARG RPN B E N A VR AR AT AL 2 A B AR, iR X A e 2 AT, DO RS e
ICHFRAT IR RN, {8 RESEHLE TR H Ax[8].

REFRMAEAE R L, H 5 A GBS . M EE b, il R UGS R 2% 5,
RIRNBHELNIRG KB 75, WA EAENZITAETRTE . KRICLTE, JiaA T iU e g S
B, N SRIEMNHBAT A, AEERNFIHTAT NS et 2 AR 2, AURE “ AR 217 B
HIEAEAR, MARIUEOEME . RAPINERIRIARE, FEARREFE RS, L HE A ET
NHIHL

2) “XMIEMFEE KRG M AP REEE S ZER” BRI

ITNEAEAE SR IRAT 9 B e T_E A5 70 U, JEHARAEIR BB R P _EAS- 00 efik, AT DA AR ARE 7 3
B, BRZHINTEAEAMERMIAKI AR RFE, SBORAT AR d 0 8R. 5=, JIEEN
HRZEFEBON, T LAREART Y 73 IR

JTVE A A EARHE R N B AT B 5 IT TR A PR 01 2 . S S0 DA AE— 8 KBk £ DME T
HER, HIRmREGGES, WA AR R 02 R S I E R AT oRiE, 0 S A i) R AR R LA
JER T AR XA A A THE LU i SE B B PP IR 2, S RIS B A B bR A . il
FURITE NN %5 5% 215, (B Tl M AT & T 05 5 22 A AR RVEAT D A B T AR, X AR SR AN
RPN AR I VR VR R o LV 2 (IR T S0 2 5] 3 YA T R b EAE A KM RIS, AlATT
TRENIET . BRI A L BN 80T AT 08 . ZB RN AR AR, XA B
PR A AT UM RE 3, S LA SR AR A 9 IE T A RO HE L 25 IR BIA I N

BT O IEMECE R 2R BOTIPOLIE R R RSN, IS A A AT IE AR A I S N
R AT E TR e R BB R . NG B S ARUR AT HEAI I S 8 70 S5 A A TR 300
FIE R AR BE 147 EE EEREM o BRI A8 0 o 1 S S B Y41, 823 i A e B AR sE /1A A2
WATREAERHAER N A . ttn, AU 4w RE sk Z AL B2 M AT I R RE T, AE TN 2R 15 2
IS Xk LA H AR o T B 42 A5 SRR AR, ITNE A 2 i Bk B 2% 2 E 2 RIERRKEGER.
REAE DR R EM AL B & T IUMBAT BRI, A ATTE LAY Hf A AR A0S IR, i R ARSI R T
IMEEHE H R BRI L. Flhn, M2 b—2e i, RARAIME B AT aE iR S M AL .

4.2. BEERMBURRIEEZZE T
1) ImEHCE REE IR R SR
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HTE %

FRSI it LA S B 93 1) B DR A 07 58, e A B - sl - OB = IR ERAEAE L,
RGRTTRT AT L AC B TR . FAARSE G — @A SCB R URAR BB $R T 22 5 22 ) 359% L L=
CRIFREET AR E R R SR BRI RIEE, RGN
HAMPIEFEN RS o« BF TER B, PR A A IS L B R RE A R THIm v AR PNL A R BE[9] o T A 418,
R FIRHITEEE AR R R T DR . BARZEFE Rl R AR W B O, P P v SR IR AR A B AR
REF A b, TR SN B A AR I S A R RIS /04T, DL (s MV 1 K3 M o SEb
HeAtE . Blin, TP TN ESEEGE SRR, A AU R 0T SRR R AT IR SO, IFIT
JERNBHES), 3555 22 A0 DTS Py (0 AR 5 BRAT RE T -

2) HUMA SR SCHF R G2 ) L 1

FLE AL B - PR - WU S 4EEN B AR L. — R EIE BN S B A VAN
FHES & I 2 JETAEVHAN A 2“2 SEHtZE T KPI (TS S AR B R S = ia W R Z i 2L ie
BOLA S PO R TS . REREHIEE . SUCRIN T 5558 2 JuMUipLe] . SRS B, 5838 AR
Frl i HOmIE1E H TSR 42% [10]. EVCARMEIF e ISR B AR, BmAHFIE IR, FRE
WOt Re A%, DAORBEBOMPOETE R VET SC. fEILIEA L, BE— DAL, X ImAE R LR
O 4 TS RS A2 RO XU 2R, MTIA RSO HOM BT+ B S B S8 Y N AEBKEN /g, HESh
UM BT 3R IR A BT 5 Tt -

3) UMY IE ) 7= AL BT IR R AR

TRIGHEIT VA e BEE R, @S0 R TR IR R — R HE BT BL(0~5 £F) St 3L Atk 18 BE AL
WATLIIZR; A EUMIT B (6~15 )T RACHEG S R EIH; =T R EBMH B(15 F U E)AHA
BBV AREHHME[LL]. X STEM ERBUTIF ARG E L EREE, A SCHER TSR A 5] 5 66
B, TR SRR B E Y RSO BB K IR IR L K AR E R L TR,
ARGV R R FOMHRNVIE R I 5 58 o T35 T 20, 5 I 2 0 7T S At b A R 9 DL K 3L
SEATEN T3 T, B D ST IR A HR MV S AT T B SRR, W R e i R A i
UL L B, B S BLHRNPTE 8 A RSt by, i T e R IR R e KR

4) HERHAES ARG HFEILE

BHASRGHE IS, WE WO - P - B0 =R — R TE A Z S SO R TR,
WL PGS 75 R EPHLSUE AR, AR X R @ BOMEE SR R gt =R
SR HERE (HUTRNEE GBI ) SVEERE . BB R R, R4 B BEAR 5 R 48 T i 0Uim
HAMP A 2 R AR 31% [12] [13]. “AASFR AR SRR A b S8 3G R bl SCA, Ry A% I XU Be A
SRR DN 2 —, BAERAEERSBEEH AN . SRR, FPEihe s it —>p
JNSE XS FUTHANY (058 55 50FF, SR A B SRR T 6, Tz B A I R ML R I, I R EL
A R A2 XU, 9 BOMHRND T 8 8 0 R K SR

EEUH
PR A R A T QT -l O A M R R K B [ 3 90 © 2024 48 FE [ 5 O H
S5 3k
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