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Abstract

Moral character is a stable and lasting structure composed of a series of elements, including both
good and bad aspects. It is a personality characteristic focusing on the study of individual differences.
The accuracy of judgment refers to the degree of consistency between the judgment target and the
judgment to view the target object. Relationships are closely related to morality, so it is important
to study the relationship closeness and the accuracy of moral character judgment. However, the
current study of the influence of relationship closeness on the accuracy of moral character judgment
and the factors affecting the two are not deep enough. Therefore, this paper intends to sort out all
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kinds of empirical studies and summarize from four aspects so as to have a more comprehensive
understanding of these problems. At the same time, it is hoped to promote more in-depth research
and exploration of the accuracy of moral character judgment, effectively identify reliable and trusted
friends, and promote the harmonious development of social and interpersonal relations.
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1. 3]

I 100 4E3K, JEMEAE NASEL AN TEAATE o LUK A FERE A0 A T 7008 f 0 B 27 R X — 4513
R T MR TTAR, OVERMEE AEAT . A S T DA R T AR R AR 22 SR AL T SR E MBS HE L
MISZiFHL il (Fleeson et al., 2014; Sun & Smillie, 2024). &7 5, J5i (Moral Character) & 45—/ A LLiE 4 54
W7 N BT NI, BCE R SO AA ZE R A, R A TR A A
AR ZE T AARRRAE (Fleeson etal., 2014). fEH A AH, ATH EHRL M —NEAFEMIA? 7 X
K 1] P S 1) WA N TE A8 i o3 ) T BF AR, TR AR RN S A PP Al Al NI, B RAEEI RIE S K
R, TR R AAL T R SR, & — AN AN B A% (Strohminger et al., 2017), A2 b At 4 5T B R
19 N4 5T (Goodwin et al., 2014) o RIS At N\ T8 8 5 AR 0 U o) A4 2 0N NI R e AR .
AU B R e BT Bl AT RE B R 2, e 5 ARSI KBS, i HL &4 AT
X AT ORI B ARG A S RN H AR R JE 847 A WAE . E4h, Rai 11 Fiske (2011)4%
H, SEE BRI R A JSTE A8 FRLO B HS AR O . B AR T IRATM A 255 R0, AfT4t
AR SR RRB, SAEAF RN SRR S, FkE & A AT 2R E A
A Uk, IS T T (10 3 2 o A B AT R R ANTEREE IR R SN i LA AR B,
o ) W 7R A A T B P N B O R AR R Y RS, R A b S At N R WS — s S 80 T I PR
K FZ 25 F (Barranti etal., 2016). [RIUth, R 7T 5506 % B0 18 5 ot ) B A 1R 2 L L), T LB R
T L

JE O SRR SR 1% 5585 SO T A8 i o 4 B v At 2 1 ) R, {HL AT AL R = — AN 4 THI PR SOk
LR RBE G IX L TR o A A BRI AR A ) SR SRR I, SR A — AN T A T A A SRR N B A
KRR R, BFFOC RS S8 A 5 i W i I 1 OC R, AT BL TR REEEAF I
X TG T BRI WTAE RV R 22 5, R DR M AN R TE A S, T EA B T AR N BROC R B R
FaE RIRULSONIEEZE . EMEISH R MA RSB %,

2. XRFERE
2.1, ¥

RERE L — B RS A OB 22 3L R SR AT . XK PR N (2017) F2 Y SR ROR R HIWrE 5
T FAREVH IR T ARIOFEEE,  DAE RS N ERSE AW
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22. HEEEN

MRORETRTE , RARE R NRINEL . B DBRRE . A2 N B A A E 2
(Ogba et al., 2019; Reis & Shaver 2018). fESRE KX AN, MBI SN ELIRRE, 705 W OLIRAEK
RNEAESZ, AT HERAM 7 E AT, (2t B HAFAR . BAh,  RAFIRSR O AR Do B
RRHIFEAT . AU BT AMEIEAE S 28 h B A BRI, TR EIR F AR N A RSN, S8 5R A [ BA
R, Miifedt MAE N . R, SR KRR SIS MBI R B S VG E, 1&iE 507
F AL E L

MW ETHRE, REGE X T2 AR E At B B2 L (TR15, 2016). SRR R
AT RN &, 8G90 BRI G AT, SR A SRR E | (kA S R B A R

3. EfEm B EERN
3.1 S

TEAE T 5 W AT e i B N BRI, R AT R Al N AR BN R R0 o DR TE 2 5 5T 5 1
AW H AR B R A ik 2 A 5, PLAABATE 15 0] 58 2.3 A 5% (Goodwin et al., 2014) . 2T LAEHH 42, Good-
win 25 N (2014) 52 Y, 48 5 A W2 HE 6 N IR “TEAEATR” BOMERE ST . 20— AN A 4 R
HEAT FUWTIE , PSR IXAN N TE  FRE IRFAE , 33K SRR A 350168 FLAN75 A0 (o s 8 5 ) B 22 (IR T 428 0 R )
T T S T P A A A ) i e 381 ) 5 0T 5 I A P B ST R PRI AR AR . R E S A
JRATEFE AT, X B S A o R R BTG RR AT o G SRR R — AN AN AR PR A o ) A R T L B S 1Y)
TEAE T T, A sk JF A o ) R R o E L FRon R 1 R A N I A — ST,
SOMAERANE ? 2 HAIW, ERA NI, B0 ARG 7 X A BT AT R — B RE AR R ) 1]
8

3.2. HEEIF

24 R0k, BEARN G — BT B R A RS B AT S 2 B b ke i 5 TE 4 4 T (Sun & Schwitz-
gebel, inprep). FEREETTT, [ BRI FOMNIR 5 S LUAT Al B Sl PR AR 35 . SR e 8 B, H
b v A P R AR A R A R - A N —Z (self-other agreement) At A\ - 4t A\ — 3 (consensus). 3%
= At N — 5T A A W 1 5 W b BRI 2 TR — 2, @ E s A — N A AR IR S S
) 5 ) At AR 5 22 1] ) AR B A S SR 9T 72 (Lee et al., 2009; Watson et al., 2000). 5o AH 5 2 B i A1
W H bR (8] LR, REAIWTHERS . N - N — S R AR AN B DAL AR 0 W3 50k 5] — H AR E 1l
st 00 H T PR — BIOPE AR B2 (Hel zer et al., 2014) . (HZAXE M AR rl et 2SS, BB &7
FFPFERE BRI (Vazire, 2010). BAItG, B3R - N —Z50rE H B 4 5 o a0 e i 3 2 2 A

SRIM, BT HHARRRTAELE, TEARE I B3R - N — R (Helzer et al., 2014; Sun & Goodwin,
2020), FIRERBAEMCHE H K - fh N A BRI AT S B 5 TR . I, Pringle %5 A\ (2023)2 H 1 —Fh &
RO7E: %18 BIMZAME BILHEE (RN 2 /M N) 2 RIS I iE A 22 5, B 24 JI I 5 40 7 B A E
Wz A — Bt PTRASE, XM OTVERRME T B — N N STE R R v, BUN BT TN A
i I, AELE SRR 70 v AR A TR T o

3.3. BigE#

SV fff 1 45578 (Reality Accuracy Model, RAM) /2 i 3& [N M K22 O B 22 0 K T » {5 /% (David Fun-
der)ft, FEHER 1 M H AR IR T 5050 & F W R Re ot 2 18] ()3 A% (Funder, 1995). 13RI, #ERA )
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FIWAE VA BRI A5 BRI TR X R AT DI e S Al B L2k 2. W2k
ZAEMHR A, BPARSG. mTH S ASIUALR] A X DU AN i FR R — AN ] o Funder (2012)34 & 45 T 5 MA 0 W o e 14
FIPY S A AR &, B R 4P B FR(good target) . K474 (good trait) . K 4115 2. (good information)
K W (good judge). BXAITIEIE RN RAM H () — N ERZ AN BEM M Wi o [RI0k, i 2 o o
WAL PE SR T IR S B IR LA A AR R S

H 3 - Al AR AS BB R (SOKA model) i Vazire (2010)42 Hi 1, IAABATH H SRR S A
SFBRATIVRI 2 SRR RN A2, TR IR T B A BT RE SR B (5 B 2 53 DL Eh LM R 2 . 14570
5 RAM AREIE, & HAE K BB A 0 W AEwf P O bs v, 1102 A A A s e I B bR (%0 18,
VIR, 2014) . HLIGTE IR o IR LLAT SR 3 U S A, ORGSR A A R v . DRI, A R R
Y a2 A o A U v f 1 T LA R PR S

4. RAFEESERREFIEERYE ZENXRAHAR

TE B T N B B A% 0o (Pringle et al., 2023), 1] DU 242 (1) fth A A 2(Cohen et al., 2013) . LaFol-
lette (1995)#2 HIEME T EA SR RFPMAL, #5552 AR X RFREEIE S T — M NF b\ EAE
L2 A NI AT RE T o SR % ¢ R T DA A8 AT A FE A AN B A, R 8 mT DO it 28 2% 6 /15 203 7.
A, SEBRR G REEZN . HAh, Linke (2012) R F0 R I, S84 55 EAL A 525 &R
O IR RAE — . SERE AL 2 0 R M TN S WOR B R AL I G INAARAT . A R R AT L
DNAHIE AL 2 A W RV AS SRS B R, A TAF 6 REEEFEE I GREUE BAF, o g s
st TR A Pt 2 BT ]

WEICR I, W 5 W B AR OC FR R %A B e s A T i HERfA It BV SR%5 OC R s — A A\ i
A 5t 5T 14 U5 AL A I W (Hughes et al., 2016) . >k H # IR ACH 15 40 B B AR ¢ B 340 e 2 8] 1) — Bk v T
KB A KA A5 FIWT H b B P2 18] 7 — B (Ashton & Lee, 2010; Lee et al., 2009; Helzer et al., 2014).
M H K REEREAR, AR — BB, a1 Helzer 25 A (2014) i 5L R R A IR
[F SR I, RIS OB E R - A — S s AS, HI B3R - AN — B & Barranti 25 A
(2016) FRIRIE 7t R FH SR B A E NI, IR Oy IS RN E 3R - At N — S0 25 5 K AR A L
Pringle 5 AN (2023) W Fe R RN A [FISRSEE N HIWTE, RIICE S B 3R AR5 Al AR 2
R AT R BB BRI EGE, TR AIRE A —E R BhAh, TEANE DG R A A e
FEFAENT B R AR AR, WE R Ry, REFRIWIE M ERREE ST, NAeHEBLEMR
(Moore et al., 2023).

AU, FETEAE S A, O RS KT 2 R MR A T W R . AR E AR R R AR
FEE D AR AR ZE A 5 o 24 MRS B AR ROC RBAFIT, AT E FRoxe G e 4 h J5  Wir A  BE A HERA
X AT RS RN SRAL IR B8 22 L2 WA 1 fif H AR X SRR N AERE AT . il R fE KSR %
KAT, WHIESRHEK ARG, T ) AR A RIRFE G T, A AT 48 I A A8 o B 4 4 o i —
HURHER -

5. ¥MXAFREESEERRFIEERMENER
5.1. $FRiEY

FEUREE R AR A S B I, BRI, T8 B AW g (Paulhus & John, 1998;Cohen
et al.,2013; Helzer et al., 2014; Vazire, 2010)F1 A 34t #4514 (Leising et al., 2021; Vazire, 2010).
T P B M B R T HERA I . Vazire (2010) 09 1 3R - fl N TR AS X R (SOK AV BB %, 1
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PAR 5 55 A N PR R K A e E e R T A AT SR b i IR P AN AE T oAl v R SRR .
Je, EES TR LR NAER, BI—LeiE AT Y RA R AR R AT RE AR (A B3 ), HAC TSR, TE Al
s JSURFAE PR 3RAR T E Al AN o SE AR (1) T B RS ) o DR BT P AE BT R R B AT AT SE A AVE A, &2
% T AR L K i (Vazire, 2010). WS IVF 5 0] RETCIE SR AEX) H FR1EIX LeAFAE IR T f# (Fun-
der & Colvin, 1988; John & Robins, 1993; Vazire, 2010). 1Ak, 4 5 5 45 57 2 18] () o] v thg T2 57
Bltn, FECSE - GRS T T A — SO A LU AE AP kS SRR U R U T ) — S AR 2 (Lee et
al, 2009). HVk, JEAE S TP R ATV AS B (RIS pE),  AF 58 3R B DA PR AE DT 23 10 4 B TR A S
PEAE AR TR VP4 M4 4E (John & Robins, 1993; Vazire, 2010). X A 1 —B0M: AT 68 2 i T 1A R AE 1)
PRS2 At 2 B VPV B A B PR SR I i) R (G B B SS fh IL) R 5 e (Helzer et al., 2014), X FIRESHEIA B
PAR S e (U TR ) o B, FEPEAE— AN ANBIFEIEOR, B ERPPAR I — &0 a7 B2 RN 24t
SBRVRI ORI A T M, T PR (B PP WU 2 S R 1 A VS E AR R AR O, S0 B ROP
il 5 At N VPl 2 T P2 A A — B0 T VP AN P s PR A A R IR L (A 2 0 B ) A O PR R TR
(Connelly & Ones, 2010). Blln, 5ANKAZA: 200 G ERFAEA LL, B8 324 200l 18 fEr fE 22 5] R B
R —8E, XER T ZRIWHE5E (John & Robins, 1993).

R TR I R 40 BT 2 5 4 W L R £ 9% 22 )5 R (relationship quaality) f5 55 . 457 A AT A8 B4 280 B AN AR AE T
KRUF MR Z 18], T AR AN SN o B . B, EMERRMES, L - geidm g
& - AN B E, 5HAAMSLER R BIR - N — SRR SRR A, MM
(1 — S R AU, AE R A NI B — B TR LT A% . TR B A A6 T 00 5 PR P o o o 5
DU AR 0T, I RS2 . BB Hayes A1 Dunning (1997)38 1,  AATTGHEAR A M B VR AS S A0ATT X
H O f WAL, P9 ERSZ s L R R M RE o 17 ELAE X RS MR R S s R, e E S
W H AR EER, SRV PEAE DG B R - Al N — SN 2325 (Vazire & Carlson, 2010). FIAL, 4§
TR OR 2R 506 2 B 5 S A 5 O R BRI A A S

52. FEHENRE

T T — B S 0 2 1 — B AL AR I — S DGR B A O, Fn B4 A (Funder & Colvin,
1988). i (4 A SC T HARKO W S B (Funder, 1995). kT HARRIAT SR, WRIFHER. RIF
15 B 7 PN AR A SRR T MR B, EBASERA T 1H, — &5 B EEME R E), Ml
FIWTE AT USRE 2 AME R, RERFE, RIS E 53R RHE AR S g

WHFER, 15 BABCE (B e # AR 5 a2 0 g m I Wk i ks (5 B B GRIUE BT
M) SRERRHIMERG R, FREE. ATHEERRAEEE) HEEERISAFMAIE, MR W
M 1% (Beer & Watson, 2008). Cohen (2103)# H—AN NAZiAHY 1 ffE—N N, A Be X i it % i AE R
(FIWT . T BE T BEA S 2 (W R], AT AREARFIZ LG M N RENS B BI85 T . it 1 75 BRI () A
P FEIE DA REBTE— NN AT H o RPIREUAE B A s Ao 22 500 i o R R T e v o il
U SR — P A R ah — AN ST - B 1 N\ A R B R BT R SR (W O 2 TAENLSR), T4 b N g 23 B 15 At
T REE - Teidh 77 T R IR AT, ANE A2 S Btk (Pike et al., 2022), FTLA, HomiGEiHlt, 515
B R IRMR D, BRI, REEZ I, S E I E S, AN T 5 AR

teah, (5 BAEAR NSRS AR REE R EA R AR . TRV, bR E R,
Jash e RAEE Z K 3K TR (Ogbaetal., 2019), WFATSME N AT LR BIES, e 3R
BELZESL. WRAMERE, -5 AR AR M RIS LU A TR IR, 5481 ) Bk B O B Se A8
UKz, AMEBAMREEERI, X RS SECH N I = A R s m 2= . Rk, RERKTFIAR
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S

] 20T A5 S BN R AN R, R R BT L R A O W AT, (E R R A
X2 R P TE A i ST T A S

6. EXSRE
6.1. HRENX

=, AT HER R E G & SO WTHER PR 2 TR R, SEUR AN LR TE 1R SO (0 R A
FELE, R NATREAE DB . DR BEE 5 SO W HE R VE AN SZ BT AR B IR, 3852 214
AT NE AR AR IR

B, ATLUONIEERE AT A RS HER R T IERAE AR, HTmT DR 24 St
NHIRZREE, WEEEHE KRNI L. X TRARE LRI 2ERATEET N, W R 2 RH]
SENAHBCRIRA G5 57730, BT S S 9 B WA 2 I B 1l ORI W AR v . XA B TSR T HE TS L
BISERNE, B IRSA A M EE Z WL TE A A ST RE 7o BEAh, A7 B e DR A7 TR B 2k A e i 22 1T
B TERE S BTN TR, B B TR T R R A A E Fy . CHORAERIE . DA PRk, TT L
NP E RPN S

W=, RATRE OB i FUA BT AL 5 R B S ARG E o BUARXT % AR 9 A B 1 i
SR HERA L T g, (E A AR DN AN B ANTE B AT IS, T RE 2 R D 17 R 2 T o AU 7 i J 14 B
HIHERATE, I FERES A AFEMEIE L. WA AT PAG1 S AMRLE T N B ASEEAT I R 2 0
AAIE, MTTHES A 2B AT AL Lo XA B TS S ROMIEREE, B9tk 2 (BRI R0 T

6.2. FRESRE

] P A1 F T 0% 2 00 5 5 0 4 O P T HE R M 2 TR ) G R AT 77— SR F 5, IR SR AN 3 T X
N B 2y r T 4 o T R M R ER A, T EL MK W AR BT B AR A R R AT R FE . AR RN AR AE —
SR Z Ab o B HHIREEAN L, ARRHFFT AT LA LA R LA J7 T I

o, RTEME ST A E T, H AT R B R L AR AT IR DU A &
BEAEEHZE., HREE0EIE T HAAERKR. Fik, afgEMaraE, VRS H A F
B i G EAR L IRBIE RS, BUE R —Fh R TR Arac . K &5 R AN Th RE AR BRI & (G K2 JEk L 5
R E SN EAL, HIHEAS T B 7 84 5 5 W

HK, HatoARIBEFR, BN DA R 2 M, AR R B A5 0t 70 45 18 1 8 v A
AR . ARSRBE LR DA A AN 22 AR B, B G A U8 S5 E 00 R SR JE S A L SR oG R b )
TER . UbAh, B4 S AW 2 32 R RSO i sem, 1o BLAS RS AR B AR R TS SO R AR E S, AR T
SCARTE SR 2B VR R TRy, AR ARSI A 9 VA N TE R B2 R (XS, 5KkIE, 2021).
B, AT AFF R SCAG LU IR 7, AR /R AN R SO TS S5t 0% RO 2 P 5 T 22 o P T AE A PR R G R o

E, HTEARESS, fTREREX T MAANEMSTGEE. Bk, 5w bk
BT R ZE AL, 0] LA RME BRIE(SCAM R B SR S5FITE 5) T ROC R L% A
SXoF SV BRI A 1 ) S

B oW

Fogh R e A SR ) —HR . FEIE,  FRARS IS LEAE IR 56 bl 78 TAR A s T3 B, 3
FEAEE N N R R 2O IR o O AR SR T RE P IR S AU, B S A A SRR AR
B, RS TR S RIBUR BRI .
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