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Abstract

This study conducted two tests. The pretest selected apologue popular on the Internat and typical
in college students’ life. After pre-post test, the apologue which could induce corresponding emo-
tions was screened out. In the formal test, after affective priming, subjects’ emotional state was
measured, and MJT was used to test the moral judgment capacity of college students. It was found
that the moral judgment capacity in the positive mood condition was significantly lower than that
in the control group, and the moral judgment capacity in the control group was significantly lower
than that in the negative mood group; the differences of the moral judgment capacity were not
significant in different positive emotional conditions and also in different negative emotional
conditions; the differences of the moral judgment capacity of males were more significant than
those of females; the differences of senior students were more significant than those of freshmen,
and were not significant in other grades.
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1. 51§
1.1. EEFINNEEZS

Haidt (2001)I\ 2y, TEAEAESEAGE ™8 BTG AW, W W R R e TE A A W 56 B S5 M S0 — 18
fH A T T R AT 0B N T AT R — AR IRGE R . B ST RO SE R, o E PR T A R B S (7
BRI R) 218 1) F S B I B A HE R B e A . FEURIRRE b, AR T A S B AR

Greene (2007) 718 #834 Wy BRI & 7 RSB IT . MFESHIE R SEAE 3 B X0 T2 i,
B3 A W R e R AN 5 L (RIS A AE S B0 R . 00 RS A A B B AN AN [
N LRS, —NRINAHEEERE, 55— ARKEZESINERE. BEELT, XHANRG0
)/ F DATE B A W7 o H 224k 2 38 2P A AR S 5 U 1 [ R AN — ST (i 4 ) o 1 5, IX
NRGE T ReRT AR RIS . CAMIRE TR, R ZE BL o e 25 A AR B 5 4
ik, T 32 A T . X R RS E 4IN R L I HEER B O, TR TR S S
R T HLA IE ML =

Greene 1 Haidt (2002)%4FH 5% AR S AIE 7E (0 45 SN LR, e b RS L T JIAN S 5B s A
W P EE A X, T AT TR i X TE T A W AR R R R . A AT DUE N R TE A
THEM N ERES. NN SHE ST T B2 M TE AW

FEREIEAT |, Haidt 25 A (2007) 42 H T8 B 1A - 1525 %50 (The New Synthesis in Moral Psy-
chology), k— 5 IR 1 18 18 50 W7 RS 1% 48 I AL o 1200 A R B A 1 4 6 A 1 ELSE AR B i i
TFNWT, 03 R TE I W AR 2, [RIIN AH 2 R B 5 7 A A R n T (i il 7).

1.2, {REEERFIEAER

M 2001 FE3K Haidt $2 H B 4t 2 BRI LU, A KRR I, A5 285 AN 0 38 1 0 W A o 2
FM ., Pizarro (2000)42 Hi 1 46 M8 ) T O B RS, A 5 45 0 L2 B8 15 10 1 15 A 7 ok A AN T
Ht. Nichols £ Mallon (2006)iAN:  “ITEEAIKTEL & 7 RIURAE . 1548 I N AR 28 VEAG 55— R IR A= 100
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BEAE. 7 Greene 25 A\ (2001)f) fMRI W FC &L, A RGBS, 51K TAMEARITE2E R, M52
M HL A A B

17 28 0F T T (0 S ML AN AR AR RN R 2 vk, IR AR BLAEE R I e /) b . Fataneh %5 A(2000)
MR TER B, PURTE LIRS T BT R IR T R RS B AR 152 . RORIFIRE T, aliimx
FEE g ] B ML AT HE R, AN ANZKCE B P RS AR OIS K, TR aE D BUIG: EPIRE T,
BARIPAFIIN T RS, Wi TR OV 2, BB AIWTRE S X L= . Van Den Bos (2003)1A 9
BN 48 RESR RN TP, ARG Sy 3ok, REE R IEE, TR W fe 7t Bk 2 2 2
25

=1 o

1.3. EEES

TE A 28 0 AR — i 0 TE BB AR HE VAN B Bl N B4 S AN SELARL S B = A 1) — A7 8 A () 7
. 2007). EEE R —FEENE, AR BB, AN T TE R I AR R 4 (0 K BRGREE T TE
Y IR I AR (R 15 2 (A 1 52) 8T T PR B A 1 26 (Haidt, 2003).

TE A 45 2 B A L (4 B B OB Ay, B AN AR AT A o WU RN TE AT g 2 [ A A% O PR T AR A
ANEEAT RS FECOME P AL UK B RE S B S 45 (Nichols, 2002); AMAEERR I8 T 15 26 I
PR R H CHAT R, IHGEERE A — € BB AT AT, XML 2ok B TAME E S ad 23k
BAEA M AZIR R AR AR AL BoR 1 R BURIESE (Greene, Sommerville, Nystrom, Darley, &
Cohen, 2001),

HAT OO T LA 2 IS 2 R 2 LT WM. 1) DO&, MiEmEPCRARIE NS B8, ZH
TEAEE S HIAT N SRR T S S I — B SRS . 2) K, A — AN NIRAE X th N P A 1 495 35 1k (i
HYN E XN 57 AN N SRR P2 A A S H SRR 2 (il fh, 45500, 1999). H—L A
W PR BT TN BT e T E A I AR RO BRI T A
TR —Fh ARG 7 (kIR VE, 12555, 2010). 3) HE. EEIELN A EEBRMEE R ST ik
BB — 2 BB AR UE JE 7 AR — AR S G AR5, TR REAMAR R A A 2 bR (0 R A AT 9 6 R
(Tangney etal., 2007). At B, HAZEEABUFMBATNIThEE. 4) B, MEMEAEKRE, BMEE
A 3AHTRIThEE: a) AN A BT AL FE B2 I = I —FIB 26 [ B b) 39052 B L 2 % it
B B NSEAL AT N o) RIAEEH B TR 238 H S i 38 2 (1E 4547 A (McCullough et al,
2001).

14. MRRE

AR TR DU B AR T A 2 (048 B SRR, THARIE A 2 (S W CRIERR), b B SR A 0O
TN, BN PR 2 A A S

Van Den Bos (2003)iA AR 45 Red mrl Join Tk, AMEBYERE 2158, R E S,
FEHNWTEE SR M B G . T 2 00(2007)IAR: SIS BORASHILL, IEMERE R T AR kT
TR HEit, RN HO: BRI 4 5510 T 3l B AR A T Be 0 R T PRSI R I, Tish A
NIRRT S 4 2 RN

R T E BRI R R A 45 S N BE R EY, Fataneh “5(2000)F1 Greene (2001) G4 H, 7EH
BHRMEEES P, HREANS FECEMEE NG, Bk, EEE S B A M 2 bl
ke, BRMRIIEEAIWIRE J) . TR RIR BRI 46 56 F N IRIEN: HL: H S AF FHaln e
WrBE 1) KT B s OB SAE R AR e st 0 K PR T .
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2. LWEHER
2.1. B

IV R E AR DYAME R 1) A2 3k 155 N (55 41, 4 144), K—48 N\, K= 32 N\, K=42 A,
KUY 33 N, BN ECEIMES B IH . RN E AR RS, BRI AR S
2, AANES, B, W REDECEER.

M AR B, SRR 5 R B 4 N, EARRIIE SRR R (s AT ) A FE, H
G B RSN [F] s FLIX R 15 5 4 AR S A, L5 R R U (1 2, TR, 2006).
BTS2 I A R R, ARSI AR R £ ok B R SR, N KRR ARE. W&% ER BT =4k
W28 P AR MRS 7 4, D RUNBIEA IR 38K EF. RS, bR, Mt $A5R
RESEWE 78 HR4RIE: A4 B A w W EERS1E sl W4 FH#S RSB . MEREELLE,
HRAE X 26 b 5] FH B 2 () BB 2 S Tk 2 PR 0 ) B8 1 S K R B B 2 e A, TE R — A e B e

EREFALUS, KM R B8 oA A AAE SN2 o H AT BR R AR TE K 224 B Il I 4 S,
SRS FARAR . o, A SRR AR SR B2 2R 36K EF . SRSl Al AAH OGRS«
BETTS NERAE . TR REERE T DRI S B S BRI SR: AR
A AN AR R PR R

2.1.1. SLBIERF
BEMLEEL 155 44 K224 (3 41, & 114)/E A TR (Al A 1 o IE 2l i i), SR L se ks
5 sl RN P il W B AR A B APt S 2 1 1 (M B AR AT Ve S A

2.1.2. LR

TR B R AFE & S BRI LB RS, X R RHEATECMAEA T e, 4Eikst 7 b o
S RE A B A FE I S AR RN, RBORE T 1(29) =-3.064, p<0.05, RUBEAE
FAVMRR AR E 2R ASKMT: 1(29)=-4.782, p<0.05, RJHSA RS AT ENAAE R
Zges PRI 1(29) =0.451, p<0.05, BP-PEbrkl JHmTE Iz R A RE: AENT: (31) =
—9.054, p<0.05, BIPZCARLS: SR G AR W3 2 s DROBSRE T, 1(36) =—8.956, p<0.05, RJK
WMPRLE ST AT G IAEE B 22 5. MR IR BT DUE H, DL ESCIe M R BGR A 20, Al IE
LR

2.2. IERHE

2.2.1. ik
PR RZEARREDI ARG 2243 161 N(5 62, % 99), BENL > BCEIREME 2 R 2h 4 .

2.2.2. SER&It
AR, SKHAKT. BRRNEEEH(BE SN, B, WK, POGR) L — A
PR, HASR YT EIEEHIWRE /11 C 4.

2.2.3. SLIEHH

TEL BB EL: BTN, SFEEFAN BTl 75 A A B 26 I FLBOM R, B04E : 167K EF (i AFE DG FRAR),
R (A, TEAR), HEHEFRMK B, AEB(E R HR), KETER).

MJT (Moral Judgment Test, TEfEAIKTMIGER, F5CHR): MRIETIE - MAE(George Lind) it 4 fill (¥ 18 18
M0 36 2R (M) BB 18 Sk SR H SRR o MU %o B0 20058 1) B0 AF =8 LR ILAE , 6 L B BRI A RE S48 s C
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S IRUE b MIT SEARE ] R AF S T8 B A S IS B BOR Smiil (1, RSB0V, KIS 15T A
MR A Z AT 6 x 2 x 2 LIGHTH6: FRRURAMSIEME R E 6 BB 2: il A —85Ea; 2
PIANE PSR PR MIT SFERA S < T RIE” M “ERAEMREE” o plde B2 amrE
W ENDAT AR, N “CHNTESRT (4 7)) B CAXTIER” (+4 47), 39 fUihar. ARV ENRTH
M v 8 2 ) TR A B AN A TN (B R AR ) i 6 AN S E L AT, iR s it 24 A, L “HEXTA
A" (—4 )8 “AxFFER” (+4 4), 359 sSitar. MIT 8 C 4 Hf i i i 2 W7 RE ) 00 B br,
BT N NARYE 0 s R TE A 5 (1T AN B B — S5 e R 3 X g AT I e 77 . C 0 Bumia
LA 1 21 100, #2088 C 70 H0) mifik, 8K eI W e 1R 70 6 MELL: AEHAR(~9 7). 1K(10~19 43),
HEE(20~29 1), =i(30~39 47), AR 1Ei(40~49 Zn) AR I (50 B b). C oy BT S A AL A
B, RN RN, B R R MR BT B ST (1 96 R RS 4

224. KWIERF
A Inquist 4 5 L3 Re e, FrA ol LA . RPN R ZARE R, FNEHITER . FHEANDY
Ak, Pl E AT IE AT [ ESEE RS (R RIS TE8E Tl TEEAIEE /s .

2.25. SEHHER

BRI 26 R A I HIEE, AL Som B e, Sega o Hr o —3t 128 4.

1) WBE&REFERMRE

BRSNS R T 150 W& 1. ANOVA 23 Hr kB, 1525 2 PR B B3 152 .
H 5% (Fa129) = 2.695, p = 0.034), /&I (F 4,123 = 12.56, p = 0.000), “F & (F (4,123 = 8.772, p = 0.000), PIZX(F(a123)
=7.257,p=0.000), R (Fui2s =9.849, p=0.000). #—Hotrin, BEEXMET, WIAMAZEEST
FAt 4, p=0.000; KT, BOXHERBURE & T HAMEL, p=0.000; PHEFMAT, #lr-FE
tE R Ea T H e, p=0.000; WXEMT, BRI E ST HAMRES, p=0.000; KEZMHT,
ol PO R 2 5 T HARIE 4, p=0.000. XRG4 A A0 1 i 250 IR AR 55 A R AR BN BT A o

2) THAIRASKT R 2 A B A A W e 7 (1 52 1)

B C BT E N, 193 Fas = 19.027, p=0.000 %412 [MAF1E R E % 5.

MAE2 v, FRATATLAE , FES MG 4 oA (R 25, ARG 28 KAl L1 48) Bl 45 1)
TEAE W R 7145 70 #00  wm T AR, TS 28 I TE AR KT e 145 0 B R AR TR 4. BAR, Bk
) 22 e B, (L S5 AT, BRI 48 (B SRR AN i 2L (ST ) B W 17 2 S5 AP (P PR DR R 1)
C¥, Zrii®, HAFMBEZIMZERANEZ: FFE, 7EHRELE RN PO PCE) T MR 25 5%
PN ZEREE, EAHREZHZRAEE . S0 AmBRIKKRE: R > B > FiF > 35
IR

3) THEE T RS TE AR S W BE 7500 (11 Sl 22 S

B C BT Z oM (ILFE 3), 193 Fye = 4.749, p=0.031<0.05, M4 MR EER,

4) AL R 2 A S A T R 2 T ) 4 ) 7 S

T C BT Z T (WL 4), £33 Faigs) = 4.020, p=0.009 <0.05, FEHZ [MfAEEE %R, it
ITHRERL, AR, RAERK—MRNUHAHAZMES, p=0.005 HEFHBHIEE.

23. Fig

AT FEIEI XS A [F 285 2 1 TR KA AR A T RE ) RO R AS B LR 45 R o, BIRIE % 1F T IEE
HIWrae ) BT m A, H AR E T HRIE S . AR RIS 9 & T A RS 4% 0 T, E
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AR hERARE . K, BYERIEERIWRE R E KT 2t &)a, KIUREEHABEE ) 82K
TR, HAER L MERAEZE,

Table 1. The induction of different moods (M + SD)
i 1. REEMEEFLNKL(M £ SD)

EES S RO FER A IR oA RBS A%
N =26 N =22 N =23 N =28 N =29
EE3 423 +1.087 2.0 +1.165 27241222 1.26 +0.575 1.83 +1.000
I 3.65+0.877 355+1.121 2.76 + 1.744 0.709 + 0.127 2.13+0.926
T 3.65+0.877 224 +1.215 3.66 + 1.233 1.81+1.046 2.36 +0.798
PIX 1.94+1.124 1.59 +1.053 1.83 £1.022 4.19+0.946 2.03 +1.055
R 1.50 £0.731 1.34 £0.634 1.83+£1.071 1.94 +0.892 3.83+0.941

Table 2. The score of moral judgment capacity in different mood conditions

7 2. NEIRERES T RELBRENFIHSS(C 2%

N YA PRt ZE
H 225 26 9.13 5.64
RS 22 8.50 7.31
TR AR AT 23 23.82 21.46
A 28 37.68 20.01
PR 29 38.05 21.26
total 128 24.46 21.27

Table 3. The score of moral judgment capacity between different genders

7 3. PRIMAHNAKFEBEERENFIEFS(C HE)

N HiE bR
5 55 29.1124 22.46924
i 73 20.9537 19.76576
total 128 24.4594 22.46924

Table 4. The score of moral judgment capacity of different classes
4 TPEIFREXRFEEBENFIFSSC 78

N ¥iE PRt
K— 25 15.80 15.80
PN 41 23.99 19.91
rK= 39 2358 17.29
NIl 23 36.22 29.52
total 128 15.80 21.27
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3. g
3.1. ASLWERD

3.1.1. FEIBEFS TEEHEE LR

1) EAREEL

MNEE R AT DL, Bl R A T B TE SRR G A T T IR G A T (KL AN PR 2 1)
C 7 BHR 5 2 v T B SRR AH) o 3R+ 25 125 (2007) 25 N BIRIE 72 45 S IEIF4H &, [R5 Fataneh %5 A
(2000) AR 5 25 AR — 2L

BB FZATT, PFEIRIEZ NI C A BAFERERNES . XU, NREMERIEEIRS, #
TR TE A W RE DR AR, IR AT R A —

KEMSLI U, FUREZeEdt B4em RiEhE . BIRIEZIRET, AMEREELFHEBERET
SR, AT B e R T2 E R, AT 2 MEATERR, BN RN AR AR I ZE S (1T, 2009).
FLESLIO S, FERRIES T, MG TR B B R R T, B 2 MR AR R R
F, BUD RS NS ) B BN T B4R s RIS ZOIRE T, AN TR A R G0 13w,
B E R B T 2, B AR A T R 5 R TR 9 B TR R e S BT R Al T
UL, 2003). R, TERRBRIE 2 (B 2 BB AT, AT H A BN ES 30T POBFN N KIS 26 26 At T
(7, 0T SEEGAPREAE T N A B T AR IS 28 25 IR AAE S, X BV Re RS MRS 4 T, ANMAC I
TEFIWTRE D KPR TV 1 26 RS TR B AR RE ) A R A

2) ARBRIG 25 (POTH ARG 48) 2 A1 T (R T A0 0T e 0 1) B A

MSEES 5 E Y, BRARAR(E AR T, sl e Wae iz WA BEZ R, FFE, Hikk
PRPIXFNPCER) TR A B E 7.

BN B SRBHOR AR 25, B eA R8T RIS %, (A B 50%& B AR . Fataneh “5(2000)
A1 Greene (2001)#2tH, 7EHIAHKMIEMEARESS S, HLBAS FHOEEIGERIGMN. JHiL, SRas RN
EAZEEHEFAT, BORME W R )RR T B . (HARSEEGH, TRl Kt it
TR A B 77 1 K R RS AR e, 7 A A AH DG IR TE A ) W1 55 Hh Be g i JEL ARG A N BRIA I R
SR 25 2, RS A AT 55 2 75 B FRAH AN S ) X 2 A R B I T R ) X R 1 oAt
2 AR, KPS RO A 2 5 A R 1R

3.1.2. AEMAMIEEHHEEHERILE

ARSI AN [ R (B IR AE C B EAEAE R 2 . XA FLARE A, — s C 480k
BRI R Z F (N, 55520, 2006).

XA e S AT P A RHE A G . ABPRHG R 2% BRIP4, BRI SO o,
BN AT RE S R S A AR R AR A o AR 2 2B &, B AE S AT RESE 2 (R OQTE MR IR, IR EAT 56 2 I4R
RS 1R, FOEEU NS FN T HAMN S, RENMBEENMOH M TR X, MRS
A AR T KN TR, BT S, 1A RSOSSN, IXFERE N T AR AT IR A A
— .

3.1.3. FEIFRVEES ETEENERLE

MARSEZER ISR AT UG B, C 8 P8 — &, KU > K= > R= > K—. RRER
SRUMERIBE A —E RN, LRSS, — B Rk— > K= > K=, BINKR—IFah 2R
Wrhe 712 TR, FIRDIUTIRIG = . EART T AR ER=A—EMERIAR .
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RN KA R R BE A PR, Rl bk e, RIS EARZISES T
A GRS R AN 5 I A HIAS R 2 (2o, Z0ACdy, SE704L, 2007). BRIk, AsEgeh H B
AFEELTEERIWRE 7, FTRERBDYPIA R — R BRI LR R R L E R R A )
b, KRB REER SO SRZ, ARZ ISR R AT B R .
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