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Abstract

Objective: Based on the previous research, this paper investigated the influence of imagination
and nature of events on moral behavioral intention, and examined the mediating role of moral
perception. Methods: Two experiments are designed in this paper. Experiment 1 investigated the
influence of imagination and the nature of events on moral intention. Experiment 2 examined the
mediating effect of imagination on moral behavior intention and tested the mediating role of mor-
al perception. Results: The research showed that the main effect of imagination was significant,
and the subjects without imagination had stronger time helping intention than those with imagi-
nation. The main effect of the nature of the event was significant, and the subjects under the
non-hand condition had stronger time and behavior intention to help others than those under the
hand condition. The interaction between imagination and the nature of the event was significant,
and the subjects’ intention to help others with money was the strongest under the condition of
non-imagination and non-hand. Whether there was imagination or not, the behavior helping in-
tention and moral perception was affected, and moral perception was an intermediary variable of
behavior helping intention. Conclusion: Episodic future thought starts the individual’s moral li-
cense effect and reduces the moral behavior intention of different natures; moral perception me-
diates the intention of future plot imagination to moral help.
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1. 518

AT N NISREA AT 77 30, X NI IE B AT AT 01 78 B A B B AR A7 08 B (Gaesser,
DiBiase, & Kensinger, 2017). #F 70K A% 1548 G0 S A1 5T S A8 55 RO DLIENAT Ay 0t TE AT Dy 2 1m] R S
A BT 7R ] WA s fE AT oA O E R

PRGN RE, WK R IR, IR Rk, PRk S A BCE ) s AT A R i
F#(Schacter etal., 2017; Z'¥7JH, #AvkE, W, W, 2010). ITER, KTRRE TR AMZHLH]
FFA AL O & BN QI FRE I — Aok . FFRRI, BT TR R MR R 7o T4
SHEMHIE LR, ERREIK S (Caruso & Gino, 2011; Gaesser, Keeper, & Young, 2018), ifi H.244
AERRE CERRI N FERS, 274 5 w1 B\ S (Gaesser, Horn, & Young, 2015).

BESRAE SRAB T AR R AR B A A A G SR A T REMESR = (P ), S e, Ak, Tk
N, 2013), AU MEMBARVERAPEEFI G, MEPEETARRER A ER? XEHE
REI8 1) o DA PRI 90 380 0 SR AR SN SR AR 5 R B AEAS IR b i | IR B0 PR S AR R AR B2 55 7 1,
SN RAG TR GE BT R M IR, A, M IEET IS S AR GO R I S AT S R Y
LA

TE A i) R A AE T NS AR T, RSO T 2 (R R AU, 0 X A ) B e )
FL(E L, 20155 &V ETOL, 2011)0 A R AN AR 4 0 A A T B 4k 2 AT AR B A R AT R A A
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It 18 AN E ) — PG 30 (Greene et al., 2001). JEAEAT AR, A& —Fh AN B B H 4847 1RO BRABT 7D
FLARSKUL, SEEAT AR A AR AR AT R Rl AT AN AR BRI R AT 2l 2R 58 X A I S AT N 0 B
TGN OIREAF R, AMAOE R R AMATE AT R A AR R I BRI R (A, 1991). BRERIEE
BIAXHEETARER, AR T PR R R IR ARG R 1 I B AR B, A2 R T
BRI EE A IRRHE (A= 720, METSE, 2017). A Of i 2 By, v 3 ) W 5 T A A T R R )
DI (JE T, 2011) . NBr 2 18] 20 H s At £ 1E 5 32 /E A T30 400 Wi A A A T R 4 2 MR I 52
me,  ERIH, X T AR e I AR AT ORI ) — AN O B AU R

Lawrence (1991)E ettt 18BN, fEALR R CGEERERANSGRPRIEY  rhon i 4 s i 14 5
HEAT T AR . AN, SEERE AN TR . TEAEIER A, R AR B DAL R A
THESE I EE BB ISR J1 (95, 2014; kARG, 2009). FEINATOER AN P& R AR,
XPHE KA T AR R 7T B 22 1 D0 T AL B SN ALRI I 72, AR FCIEMZ . 18 SGiedZ . BT ie iz kg
K AR R 5 AP 2 5 B (R Bk 2 AN X 51l (Gaesser, DiBiase, & Kensinger, 2017). A W 7t & 8T 4 8 4
W RAG AN 1B TAR RIS Ty U TR R AR T AR GO B AR AT Y B W 52 (Caruso & Gino, 2011;
Gaesser, Keeper, & Young, 2018), Tij%J A8 RAS R B A A b . Ik, ARFR B R R (H
MR, TR GHEMETCEFIANFM, RTFIANFR) N EEIT N M IR 82T
TENHRA AR &, M AR R I A [ R B (1 T A AT v Il

2. SEl—: FRALBKSHAHERIERITARENEE
2.1. KA/

ARG E LA R O B NFACRT) MR R A NS YN F AR T) G, X EET N E
) P AR, LRI A TEHEAT I 7 A8 GO 8k iR A AT D R ) R

2.2, #i
133 LKA H S IMASLY:, SRR T 13 4 R4Z EOR BT SR s A S B pel)E, e A

ROBE 120 4. Hodr, BMEE 13 4, SERRVEEDN 18 £ 5 25 (M = 20.72, SD = 1.29). SLI4R G, W
RI ] Ak IE — 10 /NAL db A i

2.3. SEEaMR

EEMBMR —: RFBNFIE, AR TIAFIE. S0 SEipklik B R(2014) CEEMS B A
R AR RO BRI S ) P

2.4, KBRIT

KH 2 (ARG G, ERG) x BREMER: RTFIANFME, 2R TBIANSA) poulie sk
Beit. MBHEEFEMUNA LR G NEZRE, FARENEREE A &S5,

Rk BE L AT AR R PR TR F 4L ZRu b 35 2 DU RO R 55 L i SEae ko Belis5g
Y5, BOAT AL ER AR T EARR T AM BT 30 s IR G, B ZOR U st i A NIRIAE R
HEFEE. g S BB AT N E AR, RSB IEBYAAAT MBI 3 A5 AT
B, EORPGGURYE B QRSB IURS, S T R ROR IS AT R R R, BN RO AT
NRFES. e, POl BN QG AR B RPIRYE . R R2E T AR P41 5 2 I
Jivi e LRSI R, AR EBTRER, T2 F 23T 30 s IECH, I 489 JHaRif, R 3,

|

|

C|
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30s Z AR BRI T . EeANTSYEFEL R EFHMIEEHAMA .
25 &R

251 BEHMEREELERM SR AEE{THERNI N

LB — KRN R T5 0. A7 AR R 32008 2 3% (F(1,116) = 4.982, p = 0.028, n° = 0.041). A%
5B 3 2808 AN & 25 (F(1,116) = 0.001, p = 0.975, 12 = 0.000) . A5 1A To AR G %) S AR B B AT N &
[f1) (R S _EA7AE 28 HAF P (F(1,116) = 4.185, p = 0.043, n? = 0.035) . fai S8 b B, 4 v dEss
Fib, HICAEG ) RN B (F(1,116) = 9.23, p = 0.003), A G HIHORE H im0 E4RB A=A, 4R,
HHAMERUNE T, A AR R RN 53 (F(1,116) = 0.02).

M 1T UE H, TR FIAF RS TSR, TSR &AT T R &8I A&
M, WETABREG FRPR SRR .. W THEZAR, HEREFIANFHEZM N
AHEEmMSEMARR, EGCETFIAFHMEESHHE 2N ST EERE, EEF%
PET B AR B N B T

Table 1. Subjects’ intention to help others with money [M (SD)]
1. WX X ANEEIZEM (SD)]

F R HHER TR
E=RPNE L 55.33 (30.27) 56.23 (23.37)
ERF NS 45.60 (23.61) 66.27 (27.95)

25.2. BFMREB LB S I A A ERITARENF N

KK R T7 225507« BRI o A 35 2008 42 3% (F(1,116) = 13.281, p < 0.000, % = 0.103). A LA G
FERUNA L (F(1,116) = 0.551, p = 0.459, n* = 0.005). FrH 1 575 o AR AL IS 1) By N 10 (5 b A
TEAEAE HAE I (F(1,116) = 0.018, p = 0.893, n* < 0.000).

MF 2 AT U, AT R TR AMEAEE T A FAM R, TeAE G %A N Bl i 1a) B N & e,
B A RSP IR AN E . ST HEEEAMERRR, EFAG TR meh A&
5 s, BIAESETBh A S0 T bk iR A B 22 AT U] 25 3 BN

Table 2. Subjects’ intention to help others with time [M (SD)]
= 2. WikXAEEARNEREEZE[M (SD)]

F R HHER TR
RFYNFEM 43.00 (14.36) 45.17 (14.77)
ek F NS 52.33 (13.05) 53.83 (11.72)

253 BHMREERBEMTHMAR NI M

BEATRUE 327 225007 o SR PE R 1 2 RORE AN (2.5 (F(1,116) = 0.053, p = 0.819, ° < 0.000). AR LY
RS AN B (F(1,116) = 0.843, p = 0.360, n’ = 0.007) . FH{HEFTAIA JCAR RAEX AT B A R 10 (¥ 5
TFAEAZ HAEHI(F(1,116) = 4.267, p = 0.041, n* = 0.035). fRj RN /M ibom, SE3EvE N BT, H1EE
B E ROV 3 (F(1,116) = 4.49, p = 0.036), JoAE RIIBARMAT ABI N R In S 58: SR, SRR R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.123079 673 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.123079

FER, KA

RFN, AR FERA R (F(1,116) = 0.66)

MF 3 HRTLLE H, KT oRFBINEAMR, RS TR T AR, ST A%
PR IAT NN E e AT IEEF N FAMRL, ARG TR AN E R, BTk
BEFM NI AT AR . W TEERKM, BRABETFIAFAREAT A AR, 5
TRGEEFIMAFHIR THERENT, BFRE RO IR M5 T 555 F 5% T bk

o
Table 3. Subjects’ intention to help others with behavior [M (SD)]
= 3. WA T R AR EEEZE[M (SD)]
A ARER THER
E RPN L 4,00 (3.75) 5.00 (4.00)
RTINS 5.00 (4.00) 4.50 (4.00)
2.6. itig

SIS REY], SHEERFKM TRAEETAME, BERTFHAXM TR EBE SR A
B W TARE T ARAA, ARRAER T AF MBS AR T I NS B 5 m )
T NN X ] REAR O SRR AT AR R R 3l 1 OB, AR GOR T B NIRRT 1 AR
PN, A AR 5 R B SR B 1) O BBz, i T B S B AR ) N = 1m) (Gaesser et al., 2018).

PLESERIIHIL, RS “EEVFR” A 0. EEFrRIE S ATO &M T EMEMAT 9 2
VFE OB A B R AT B ABOE AR ATy, sE R W] B CYe T HIAT e AR i I w] BLLE DL )
TN RIS AREE (GRS, 2012; Monin & Miller, 2001; Huberts, Evers, & Ridder, 2012), —&8.0aHH 2
WHFEas RR W, BRI R S A M Bifh B iE AT 2 J5 R BRIR(OCH, 2017; ZUf1h, 2012; Conway
& Peetz, 2012), AN RIS B AN [RIZK V- (0 TE AR/, G o S A A B AR VE AT S MR AT =
[ (i 8k, 2015); ARFFEHRRY], #SHAEEERR B Ok 2 RN 248 H D R E NI (R
Jokr, 2013; A4k, 2014). WERERAT AR SR AL R U B AR, ATt T AP AR R ARV T I SO VR
WHBEEE AT (A, 2011 228, FME, T ln—, 2013).

3. KW= ARBKIERITHEENRME: E-RMFNTER
3.1. KA/

S ARSI — ML b, SRTTEAT B R R T R R AR L, BT TR R MG
S BT AR, RN R TE AR AR Oy th AR B TE AR AT N R

3.2. #R

68 LA A IES e —, Bk 10 4, FTEE N 18 £ F) 25 ¥ (M = 20.57, SD = 1.32), HH,
THGHA 32 AR, AHERAR 36 Lo, TG, BRIk — 0L S E R .

3.3. SEEATR

MGAEL: WM.
TARGAEE: AP RARL G, #EAT R R 1R A
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BT AR IARE: R SER—
TEERE I R =
3.4. SEREIt

S TR B ARG ) SR, ARBEAE AR, HARENPORIEET RS D, T
AR B A R K

HZREHL B, Rl CBE AL A AR A A R BERA AR G it B 132 22 LA v o
ERSEEA R 25, 30 s AR A SRR AR G RL h 3Rk B G JB AR AR E A SCARAE A
Bl LR B AR, 3 B R B L I TR B AT A BN 3 AT T e ik A TE A8 AT Ty i R AT 25 52,
BORPEARYE B CRSEPRTEOURY , S BRI BT N E R, BN RSP AT N E
155, I 7 EAT B G R ECR VEAT AT ISR BN B R . AESRIRET A, S5 SR ie
BUS NN NAG 2o IO AR S D 1 SR LA i 5 e RO R, AN 2047 30 s ARG, T A& 7 ik
1730 s BB HoARIES Y A ESAMA .

35. &R

35.1. FREKFHERITARERERERMNF N

SRR I AR BN« IS TRT BN AT BN ) S B AT O R AR ¢ AR 36 BT RE A t A58 R,
A B R AR, 8B AN ) I SAME & T e AR GBIk, (R 1k 21 18 25 1% 7K (t (66) = —0.68,
p = 0.95); HAEREMFHPIRMN B E R MER T AR, EHEEHEER R E KT (66) =
—0.77, p = 0.44); GAEGFM T R IAT MBI R IR B IEAC T AR R, (BB A 3 22 7K (4(66)
=-0.33, p=0.74); GHERZEME TR E RS0 53w T LA ER(1(66) = 2.91, p = 0.005).
W% 4.

Table 4. Subjects’ intention to help others with moral and the moral perception [M (SD)]
4. WRINHEEPANEEIZE REERMMNIEE[M (SD)]

HHER TR
SEHRMAER 52.66 (27.12) 53.11 (28.27)
A R Bl A ) 42.16 (18.86) 45.42 (16.00)
1T BN IR 3.81 (1.06) 3.72 (1.19)
TEAHR AN 4.94 (2.06) 3.36 (2.37)

3.5.2. EERAMNBELERSERTAREMN BB

JHE PROCESS F2/7 fa e 8 B At M E R o« R AN IR I 25 SRR B, TR E N A =
WA LR ST A NIEET N Z I )R RN 5), (HREEBAER BRI A I
BN Z AR AEH . TEFEACR )y 5000, 95%I1 B A5 X [A] F AT R A SS . HH ARS8 45 R A B
2 0 (LLCI =-0.6945, ULCI = —0.0858), 7 BH i gk 1 (1) /A 22, HoA A 2808 K /A 0.3182. 4k,
Pl 7 AR EE AR AN S, B AR AR SO AR BT N B A R sg e A 2 2, X R](LLCI = —0.3098,
ULCI = 0.7655) 0.4 0. [Fitk, JEMEERAAES THERMT N AR RS R E TR ER. PLEFRA
K g FONARbRUEAG A IR . TEAE R AN R AR ] 1 R, A USRI o5 B 58.26%
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Table 5. The mediation effect of the moral perception
= 5. EERMP NS

SE LLCI ULCI effect
HiEmE 0.2692 -0.3098 0.7655 0.2279
[A] #2815 0.1512 -0.6945 -0.0858 -0.3182
TH 18 B
-1.5764™
HIEHEG > ITABAER
0.2279

Figure 1. The mediation model of moral perception
E 1 EERAA P ER

3.6. g

S ARSI — MR B, RO BB A ER . BT B RN S 2 a, P
T EKT TR, ARG REE T SR AR AR B S, RS, AR
11 WA 1 FEARRE Ja T8 78 B R R VR AT o T PRI R o e AR BT T sk iR B AT O R
HIEAT RN, O E R R e 1, (2t VA BRI, I ERRIR 7RG B &
Il o

4. Bt

ZiE I — MR T KRG, AERNPEOFAR S MEET N E RS . R AR, 5
TR NP, BE T AR T INE O A 7 RN IR, XA RS MR IE
FENFEAG . X IERE B BT, T RLAE TS H J e ANIE A [F AN I TR BT FT . G R 1t R 7 A
LS B O R REEF A, MR A R KT RTE R , A8 A ) T ik 24T (8 2016),
ot L 7B PR B T RIS AR AR R e KPR A R A g e A i
RAL VAT, AR B 1B B T AAME RN . A G BB 1 AT 18] B N R A AT 2
B, SRUEERMARRE T EARER, Xhes “COHERMN" FXK, Sugaldiretk
SR A S i) S EME S, T BT A 18] B )

A RS, A BT RN A R 7 1) T A B R AT A RV i S e A TE AR
TEEB N ) B AR AT EMIE 18 VF o] S AMATE R B N I . AR T Gaesser,
Keeper Al Young (2018)IIRTFE451e, ARdaAT A GG T I NEA BT v m e dt (R, BT a2k
RIH R OB B AR M2 F B AMER) “TEEVFR]” MR, #HR T “HEEFR” RmEEE. ERK
(Rt 7C AT L — AR AR BT T R AR AR R A R R A 3R 4748 R L R B RZ AT 2 A
Bl AR G RESR b e B AE B N ). AN, SO AEIEF AP RREAT IR T, AROR I FTRT LR
P SE N At (A RREAT 25 AR I TEEAT N A
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K (2017). RSl mi IR BT E MYl B - THESE. SR 25565 B2, 39(6), 98-112.

BGeI(2012). 15245 O IR SR 1 [ T RXT 55 F X £ R ] R 90 TR RXTE B 1 e . 2t
N, R REEINIE R

T H5(2015). ZHA T B A MG H AL A, WS AL S, AR TR R A

22y, FWE, T n—(2013). 1EAE IS SEAL AT NAERAT KT, L EE 7R, 45(6), 672-679.

ZGRE(1991). WIBAE R A TE MATERIE S P I R REH. BB F 2R 7 #H 2 F5R), (2), 10-75.

B, RETR017). BB AT L WIRERE. /7 HIEAZZ R L 2 F15/%), 53(4), 91-98.
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PR
B 3R—

O L ER U R AR RS (R 30 5)

RELZL KoM Al ~MHLHETFREES. REXE, KA 20, ZAE %
TURE MRIKIERE T A, FHLERIR T BRI i R R . R WA A 1k
M, SLZ0 T st bk RN B, SR G DR PR BERE Ak B EE e

@ WL ER U R A R RS (RS 30 5)

FE— 2R b, — NBRR A 22N — R, RO Ur Al dL A CRINDE L T AZEH
WG TR 78RR A A RRIR M R R Bt . WINLE WA LA e it B, SEZ) R AR i 2ok

IR, SR DA PRIE FEAS 1 ok B BE e o
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