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Abstract

The study aims to examine the correlation between alexithymia and moral judgment compe-
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ZEE

tence among adolescents. To achieve this, we administered the 20-item Toronto Alexithymia Scale
(TAS-20) and the Moral Judgment Test (M]JT). The sample comprised of 1211 adolescents aged
13~23 years. Among them, 404 were classified as non-alexithymia (NA, TAS-20 score < 51) and 511
as high-alexithymia (HA, TAS-20 score = 61) based on critical scoring criteria. We found that the
moral judgment competence of HA was significantly different from NA in three age groups. The key
findings of the study are as follows: (1) There was a notable disparity between the HA and NA groups
in terms of moral affect at the pre-conventional level (comprising stages 1 and 2). HA individuals
scored higher on moral affective aspect compared to NA, indicating a greater focus on the immediate
consequences of actions. (2) A significant negative correlation was observed between TAS-20 scores
and moral cognitive competence. HA individuals consistently showed lower C-scores compared to
NA from high school through college. This suggests that alexithymia, as a stable personality trait dis-
tributed across adolescence, may impede individuals’ moral development over time.
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1. 518

R RS (Alexithymia) i i 2 R iR EE 4 Sifneos T 1973 EMER R 45 T v 4 10— AL RIE IR ——
“E LB IR H R IIE G AR o IR RS RE )M G AR IR e R, RV B R A
TG AR R, EAIHE LR b N IR IR SR, [FI AR m A A M ERAE , ) DGR AMEAS R
M AE A TER3Z (Taylor, 2004), RIEREASFIFNAL . FERE . B PG5 2 Fh SO R 0 RUG O¢, A&V AR SINT
TR ARG R FEARMER D BT N MRS ARG AT A EE WA R, 4
NFRIRZ S R RS T A e S S5 A o AR 0 77 T s SR A R e (VR 1 S0, R, 2021) . AITEFEAH SR ) —
RYNE ORI =R G G B 5 B NBERRIA 257 . =R 15 Berg 40 B M AT A He 52 )5 5 = (Patil
& Silani, 2014a), XTFEAEG . BH. K. BURIEL AT AR5 T = (Brewer et al., 2015). Lz
T 1) By SRR AR R = AT A IEAESS, SRR 32 SOEE B e SO BRI Im . RS R R 1)
17 AR (Jonason & Krause, 2013). 5 SLHE2 3k (A 3= LA 5 (FeldmanHall, Dalgleish, &
Mobbs, 2013). 7EX TNt A Lok 58 = 5 R A PRI AT 55 M T REMEREILIR LB (IMR) B 7T v, iR 1
By 73 H5 R 1 0 5 B KPR F A NN SR B CARBE I TE 2 S i 00 . 75810l H 28 I AT 55 1 108 72 P 5%
MFEAS N RS (UAR ST, i 15 B RS g FR AL 22 5, AR ) T DRl 32 SCEE, (HIEAS A
B(RMAEN) T, HTRZBNERS S50 FAT AR, 0k R 50 5] 118 SOk R, 10 md i FEAG A 4 A7
18 1) T~ Th A 3 ke (Nasello & Triffaux, 2023).

— T TG 53 M AE e 45 S B IR 1 B R R o A2 A m) BF 7 PR R P i, G HE R AE R I R N R B P
[ AR A P 68 0] At s PR AR i (R AE 22 /NI ) A R 45 SR A R e FE A R SR AR B TR [/ —/KF ) (Karukivi &
Saarijarvi, 2014). 7E 17~21 & BHAAMNT 4 0 1A 18 BRI 70 R A 17 B s 25 Tl A B 1F) A2 4k BB 1R i i
RO Ao 5 1 (RILE 22 A B[] i PRI FR B0 (R AR DGR FE), A2 — P I NSRRI (Karukivi et al., 2014). 124
SR [ T /D AR (1 A0 2 A s A %A, R I T N A I 73R B R 22 AR A RO 26 15.7% (Zhu et
al., 2017), "R EFEMH 10~17 % FH /D FERAR R 36% (Ng & Chan, 2020). 1% B 5 A1 22 00k FE 14 O B AL
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HZ I, AR G AR OEEISEEE . PATTIRE RSSOk E WA, 2011),

T A W 75 B O AR T3 E 2 500, 154 28 A b s s ok 4, AHOCERR AL
Fitt 2> B w5 A (the social intuition model), X F2 N T AY B 18 (dual-process model), A% - 1525 %A M
(the new synthesis in moral psychology) % (i = 5%, Z'iK3E, 2009). AHXTF RNZ M A RIHERE, 1545 fik
RETE RN A PO B . R RS2 BRIE DL, 1548 1 S N SE 25 By 3 5 B A T 1
AR, BEJEBEAT A R R VEHE S ST W] BER  TE A E E TAR A E O AR I R v R R A 1 S
Wr 5K R AT RERZ T 2 ki Ae, WNRZIRT B BB BRI RIN TR, ToiER A EEAT
A RN, XA SZ IR T AN RG22 3T 0 SR A AR A1 1) = T, DRl A & I
Wi R FAT S RIS . TR IE RIS RHE RS E tE, 1X— I SR B 5 A W 1Y KA R e it A
PEAREE TR, I RE B N o RGBS 7S 25 A A0 T B gsh i, DAR Bk = R P R A 1 1 R4 XU
e 2 R TE AT RE ) R T 3K S AN TR 1) i)

B RAAHS (Lawrence Kohlberg) -1 7 11 T 58 5 M AMACEE T A 38 J5 DU 5 T 42 e s R K T, AR
PR IX LRI AT A RE )7 o TE A T RE 70 5610 15 B O (U UG UK 2 ), SRR A
VAT R SIATLAN B AT HE S . B RARRS 3 H AR A A B AR R AN AR T R T i R 40 i >34 SIS
JG M=K, AN ACEESEPIAB B, AR IR LA B AN BOR A [R] P T8 25 4 BT R o
Hefifi(Kohlberg, 1971). JEAEH SR — M7 AN 55K H 0B Z) 254, FE e fE b ) —
FUOPERE A2 TE AR W R ) I B EEFRFR . Lind (2008)4 HH )38 4% X0 ] 2 1% DA Dy T 45 T e ) B 48 P A 7 1
TE AR R AE AN . BRI RO X E AT ARTE A BET A o TEAE N AR Fia A AR B 0 78 30 S 4 ) i
iz H B O FE 0 TE AR AE I BEAT HERE A RE 7)o AR B R RS LT RE R A A% AT AR e = 7K~ 7S AN B B
PIT K, /R EIR, ZHE MR . BN A T B A W Re 4R AR, 2 X 40 Al
HE L 22 T LY (O HE R R PSR R o BTN BV g 1 (10 36 4 5 T 56: (Moral Judgment Test, & #K
MUJT) AT LA 5] A 006 T8 A2 155 J% O 2 7S A B B 28 52 10 ) - #00) A A R E /(B C 73 BONHER bR, AT
FROTEFEFIWTRE 7). MIT WSS ELHE T KU AR AR NN i, 3526 Nk H . Horp 24 M6 H 2%
B RAGAS TE A A e BHAR B /S AN B ok (0, A0 T e s N W4T 9 110 2 R s oo v 77 T ) 348 P ARk (B
FER A BCEEVSAHr B\ S SO0, 2 % 6 x 2 = 24), Rk FRIBERA A3, [RII SR H A BRIR (4T AiE
TERTEAFAE MR . AW TR mrh . RE=AE B AR AT IR, B R G REsiA S
ARG PG B AE B AR R WT B ) FAPAEZE e, X 22 R B AR (R 1S K AR B R FR AR E
2. ARF*
2.1. IRIR

ARG, kA ARG B AR A E AL A2 A & T O 1n) AL
FR AR R R TIFRAE FE . BETCRCH 2045 1211 4y, HAhylh2: 540 NP4 13.29
+0.64). G 332 ACHI4FEY 15.83 +0.55), K54 339 ACHA4FEL 20.76 + 1.31). ST 7t H &%
LU i 1 i N R AT IR 1 B AR R B AR R R 22 5, HRHE 20 T 246 2 iR 15 B 6 & 3 (20-items Toronto
Alexithymia Scale, j#% TAS-20)fIKI 7 A5itE, &5r > 61 7 iR tERERT, &5 <51 7 AdERERERS,
B3 =R E AT 404 A, B3]+ 158 A (TAS-20 543 66.82 + 5.04), =+ 101 A\ (TAS-20 £.4> 67.53 + 5.21),
K% 145 N(TAS-20 j2 43 70.01 + 6.25) . R IF RS 511 A, HHpg] o 247 A(TAS-20 153 42.03 +7.17),
121 AN (TAS-20 47 44.08 £5.44), K54 143 N(TAS-20 &5 41.96 +7.52).

2.2. MR
RTERERGER . SRR A (2003) 21T M 248 Z iR 5 Fmis B R(TAS-20), BRERUZ R HiEH T
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TAFERR . BRI 20 @, 4E 5 BRI BT ERREEHT 5 H0T2 (1= BEATE, 5= BEME).
BRI 3 NER BT EGR I F A R A At B e, ER A >61 o AEIRERER, A
5y <61 H>51 )& TSR R SRS . 570 <51 4 NAERIERERG . A7 TAS-20 R M8 B o
Z%04 0.856.

TEAE BTG . SR 5% BT A 42 57 0(2008) B8 E L 1Y R SRR 8 ) B 56 (MIT), B3R5 2% KT B
EHTHDERR ZNI S TAFEAER AT, L26 8, PF5R 9 WP (-4 = Lot iiRadaxt
AFE, 4= 4% EREAENT R MEE A S E AR BIAR FE N ERE 71 C 2 U S AN B i
TEAE 4. C AP BGEEITE 0~100 2 (8], 73 #m WE A A KN RE g Mkm, I8 IACA 0~9 SAMK4r, 10~29
SR, 30~49 iy, 50 43P b oNARE . B B TE A R 7E-16~16 2 IR], 43 Hkk e B B A )
FERRT, 7SN B AR e T B MR B [RZ I B IE B AT N S, BMA AR B TE AR R
B AH5EH MIT IS 1) s it A o 2204 0.870,

3. &R
3.1. XRFERE

K Harman HL A R30S 2 il 2% H AT SRR 5047, 3E0r i 10 MRHERAT 1 1, &4
KT HOMEREFE N 14.92%, 2/ Tl S 40%, R BIASHIE FEAAFAE ™ B A 3K 7] 05 32 4 2 ) AL

32. BEMEERBRSBEFKRE . RAERERNERERE

Table 1. Comparison of moral affective scores in stages 1 and 2 between alexithymia groups
F 1 OME 1 FIMER 2 RBTR R R MR BRI A RN ER LB

N M+ SD ‘
IECERR ks st L 95% Cl F P "
I -3.76 + 4.80 -2.56+4.72 [-2.16,—0.25] 6.11 0.014 0.015
1 = ~312+467  -145+494 [2.95, 0.40] 6.74 0010  0.030
Ko ~318+3.65  —1.51+4.69 [-2.65, -0.70] 1138 0001  0.038
Il ~3.87+440  —2.56+4.30 [2.18, -0.43] 8.66 0003  0.021
2 wep 335441  —218+4.11 [-2.31,-0.03] 4.11 0044  0.018
K 297401  -1.79 +4.66 [-2.20, 0.18] 5.34 0022  0.018
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Figure 1. Moral affection of HA/NA of different age groups through six stages
1. BFEREAREIEERIBERFES MR THEEFR

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.147479 283 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.147479

FENA B BURETERS B b, SER B SR T FrS AR R 107 Z e e de 45 R BoR , SZ EAF AN B2 (ps >
0.05), W BRAEN/MI B bW 8 235 (ps < 0.05), =AMFRE BRI AR 1B IR R AT & MIT IR, L
A Lo IRTERRAG RN NLESE 1. 50 2 BB 3 (ps < 0.05)0 HE— DMk WIE = MRS B TELE 1 &5y
K, L BrBONEE 2 B B s R 1 PR AG LA 2 v T AR IR RS 4L, HAR 4 AP BOBE B A R i
BN (IR A A 40 10 25 AN .3 (ps > 0.05) . 38 LBMEL. 58 2 BRI A i R LA 1.

3.3, EEINAIRENESFRE . REERERNERLL

TETEEINENRE J1(C 2030 b, Fl B S IR GBS FE R I 7 ik i 45 R R, 28 AR 23 (Fe, s0)
=3.81,p=0.023,1* = 0.008), B LR 2 (Fp, 009= 17.61, p = 0.000, n? = 0.037), i ehGAE AL 24
I3 45 2 (F 1, a09) = 7.42, p = 0.007, 1> = 0.008). £/ [FI4F 4 B IR 15 B A5 201 IRV EAT fA] BR300 o0, 445 SR 7
VI ZERARE, mPERDGEE, K¥EREE, SPMRFENERERGHN C A E8IMETIER
THRIGA . RIEEAFHNIN C 4E R E FR K T B3 . 4R 0% 2 fE 2.

Table 2. Comparison of moral cognitive competence between alexithymia groups
2. BEINARENERBIESAEB N E R

M+ SD

R B - - ZE{E ¥ 95% Cl F p n?
AR 1 T e IR 17 B
c B 18.92£12.58  19.49+11.69 [-3.02, 1.89] 0.20 0.652 0.001
7 w 2203+13.68  18.89+11.36 [-0.23, 6.50] 3.37 0.068 0.015
i K 28.57+£20.47  22.90 +16.20 [1.33, 9.89] 6.66 0.010 0.023
30 == IR RS
e R RS ’”
25 f
C
o
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Figure 2. Moral cognitive competence of HA/NA of different age groups
E 2. RERRIEIRRERIEERIEEIANGE

3.4. RIEERSESAAENHXREN

X TAS-20 053 44 FE R TE AN F e 71 (C 2 0BT A OGRS 58 70 BT R B, AR I 175 B 3 4L PR S A A
PAS EAMERSBE TAS-20 B K& 4SS C BUHKIIA R E (ps > 0.05). i 1 BEAT SR RE A 1)
TAS-20 &7 5 C /- BU2 5 % (r = —0.11, p = 0.023). /£ iy R I B AG HL , 1 vh % 4 S A 85k 2 (ps > 0.05),
AR 1 TAS-20 53 5 C 7380 2 7 25 (mh r=-0.23, p=0.022, K% r=-0.23, p=0.005).
FANE C A HU S I R IA R X B35 UM 55 (r =—0.23, p = 0.022), K2 C 43 % 515 R 51 IR s (235 1A
F(r =—0.186, p = 0.025), 5175 IR IR Xk 5. 35 S AH 5 (r =—0.165, p = 0.047). IEHU R IR SIS FEA, DI
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ke ORTERIAS R, TAS-20 B v BAR R, C o HUyRAZ R K A5 Rk i 45 R A% 3.

Table 3. Regression analysis of TAS-20 on moral cognitive competence of HA
7= 3. ERERERSLAR TAS-20 B 3HEEIAFAGE RIEIT 47

[R5 5 SRS FEA N B R? F p
RS XN 404 -0.15 0.034 7.15 0.001
- TAS-20 I 158 0.03 0.007 0.53 0.592
C /\;& o 63\
- = 101 -0.22 0.070 371 0.028
K2 145 -0.23 0.054 4.08 0.019

4, R RTie
4.1, RIERESEI JAKEREEFR M

BURAE SR H B R R B, 56— B B O BB E U B, IR SIETTE M, KRIEAT N
FIETIR P EARE, 5 P B OB AR S, RA O ESE R, EAT AN B SRR . XHA
B B 1R Ik, M RER Oy H3R 0, REAT N R ARG R AEARHE S R 1 B A
HAEEE 1 MrBORIEE 2 B B i) s iR o W25 = T IR S et 4, R iR I G 4 BN R AT A e R
SR . ST AR BRAEZE PR IR T A FAL R I, 19 5 55 (2021) R A MIT W8 (IR 78 R BA L4 52 7
JUAESE 1 B BORIEE 2 B B ARy Ao 7 ek vy 5 0 R e A A, T e o T A1 B 0 B B P A AR O Je )
5 W BATE R G B Ko AR /D AEFRIU A IR B hiS 2 B 2L 1 70 (K 25 (Leshem et al., 2019; Zimmer-
mann, 2005). AHFFUAF, ARG 4R AR S RS 40 AE B K TR R R B T G SIE KT, IR LR iR
TH PRGN AR A+ A PEE S BRGNS G iS4 1 BBz 2 Brie b
FRIE N [FIFE RS = T AR R S Pt 4, S5 mT e 2 [l R AR S AN R3S o SRS IR B S N . iR s et
LA P T8 Ao 2R B B 0 72 R 5 e S U ) Ak 4 SR B KA 1 Th R 3 S (Patil & Silan, 2014b), &
U (Lyvers et al., 2011), %% & B & F) 2% (FeldmanHall, Dalgleish, & Mobbs, 2013).

RIEAT R B G RGN AFIZE A B AT, 102 LB R R AT e, BRSO
W R IX MK HER . EARBE T E . JER TS FRAGLE T SHE KRB Be 2 TR 22 57, T e F
FIRAE BRI — AN SR . 525 AL 6 (0138 . 20 56 P [ 38 2 415X 1 B 0 3 A AL T2 ) Ay 508 =2 1)
fii[a] (Panayiotou et al., 2015). FKEETHRERIH . WIRMIEE 770, Fuik 34 28 7 A0 2 1R 47 Wi v i 1) Tl
IR (K EMAE, 2011). AN AR AN AT LR 35 IE (8 P00 3R 17 B2 A% (Zhang et al., 2023) A0 £ 31 (4 Uk
(Monteleone et al., 2018).  [F] 3k 2 7% %of T 2 1) 7 A7 T 5200, 7 8 72 RT3 oo AP RS A A9 35 () s
Bk (Koleva et al., 2013). R 4&FHIAKAFRFE 515 B T 5 A 1E 17 T MIT 056 1 38 128 ) 7 e
(Stephens, 2009). —AME#S B AE A B J5 SIB KT, X2 B TEEERAKFRAEZEVIMEL, Mk
(TR 0) R PR I 4k 2 2 ST AT DASRAR . A RDR T B 7E = /MER BRI AT B AKCPSEE S, Uil
RAR BEAGE A — PR e IR 17 46 B 5 BN R AR SR 0 1 R e R s 4 4 AR -

4.2. RIEFERXHER ARG AR

AT TR BT B B e iR RS 5 AR R R IS A E AR ) L ERARE, ATREZ W B
TEE T RE ) P30 b T BRI BOR IR IR o AE by ORI B, enid 1 IRRS 4L A TE A A B 0 B 2 i 11K
TG EAGRE A, JEEIA BB, A R R R BRI FEAAHE UL AL, AR IR AR TS
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AR IR F O DRSS KT, (R REARTE AR BE SR A, 150 BH 7 D AR SR 0N FLE 4 5 ) S T e A
il v AR GE AR N B e /1A R (Lind & Huber, 1994; 1 E%5, 2021). TAS-20 ER AR 1
ST TR M AN SR TG YRS, Ab i YRR TN RILERE L o 0 BT AN [ ) A
(Goerlich-Dobre et al., 2015) fifF 57 45 5 & IR 12 R ol VR A« A7 TR 22k R X £18) 79 11 S A4 2 R T AR DA R
AT, TR FE I R AN = AR R T (R4 im v R AR I TE R . X —S5B U TS g BE U fEE
fEL BT ) EE R . AR R I TR IR R B T A SR L BT, B IR MR B E B e
f1)iE 4% 70 3 (Decety& Cacioppo, 2012), EAEFIWTHE /1 e (1 AMALE 5 15 1R 75 % UIAH S I A2 4% - Bl
R4 (amygdala-ventromedial prefrontal )& i 2 4 380G o, 156 B T ol 0 W o 22 v 1 N o) 175 & P 22 i
5HR ) A T A T 76 77 B R (Jung et al., 2016) .

TG R /KRR T — AN N AR A ) R 50, 1 3 7 DT 5 ) A 1 S D T A ) R 4 ¢ — b A
FH P9 E 8 G AE U R RE 7o 7S ANB B BT R 1 1F s THTW s AT R85 2 B AR R i i R ) 7
1526 66 717G B T L b A1 B RS FH T8 09 D R U (Szekely & Miu, 2014) . 3175 (a5 1175 18 B 7 B I6 B 65
T S LR B AN E ,  ALFR AR 15 28 0 95 TR i (Zucchelli & Ugazio, 2019), H AR FHIHIA E 115 24
WAL J7 20 (Pandey, Saxena, & Dubey, 2011). 158 718k FE AT LABNRE B 72 A R0 B w22 S =
i O FR = R & PE(Rinaldi et al., 2017), LARRFERZE . 4264 2 (Zucchelli & Ugazio, 2019). X} iE 1
FIEANBUR (Chen et al., 2023)%5 o SXMURFAIE JE 25 47 I8 110 15 KT 8 481 T A 7 1R S M 4 22 186 K

43. MEIEXERE

LILH4ER, O KED R YIRTERRGATT DE SO R IR SRS AT N A DA
Ko WRIBMEERE, RS CEAPRIGREIL, M2 — R0 DRk IR S 1 HZ M AR .
R R S A R RN L. B IE S MARE S B QBB EGEIT G OB NLE T 2
RO BREE, DR C0 8 1 R R AE PN IR )2 Uk b R T 17 B o oo B JR PR R T e AR 3 A 0 B2
AHEAVIT IR TR EEAG AE A W 6e /) LR SR C R, #E—B W 115 48 RE e 8 18R e A
MIZHRETEVE o f548 5300 15 B BT AN (U5 Wi T8 728 ) bl o 8 o i [ AR B B R S P o X IR N B
IR AT AE T D SRR ACE A R LA T B S A L) B AR R S A RIS RS S R A A S RUE B
TE T Wy SRR FU R AR B T A o

E&WE

ARHEFL 2019 4 ARG Wl = BRE (BT SR A “ BT R IARLA N F W E N 547 R )
MR 5T (2019WTSCX083) % Bl

SE WK
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