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role of ego depletion and Confucian coping thought in it. Methods: Simple random sampling method
was used to collect data from 586 college students through involution perception questionnaire,
moral violation situation questionnaire, state self-depletion scale and Confucian coping thinking
questionnaire, and SPSS was used for data analysis. Results: (1) Involution perception significantly
negatively predicted college students’ moral hypocrisy (r = -.89, P < .01); (2) Ego-depletion and
Confucian coping thoughts play a chain mediating role between involution perception and moral
hypocrisy (ES =-.01,95% CI =[-.01, -.003]). Conclusion: Involution perception not only directly and
negatively predicts college students’ moral hypocrisy behavior, but also indirectly reduces the level
of moral hypocrisy through the chain mediating path of ego depletion and Confucian coping thought,
and explores the dual moral regulation mechanism of psychological resource consumption under
high pressure environment and coping thought orientation under Chinese cultural background.
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1. 5|8

FEIL AT, AATLE R AR AN R A 2 R 48 SIS 31T ¥, Tt sl bl B0 B 73 B Ay
o b EE MRS R e SEAT S AME BoR, FEE RS B ) iR RN R EOL S, X
i, 2012)0 TithEE, REEMOE, 25— FiT RohR b R RRAE, (B X082 itk B A d 4,
W7 2%, 2008). TEFEDy A MAMCRILIL TETEIE R, (H SR 2 Beidit S 1 S84 38 P A A (04T 9 it
] 8 HL(Batson et al., 1997; Batson et al., 1999). AfEft< BB HAEMEERZIHL, HEARR EE—
ot [ B Ol S, 2> B HEAT 2o AN A XN BT, BF 90 S 0 ok A AR T A B 35 00 HR B RT DASE — e AR B
WG AL 2 RAF R o IR B E AN AR SRR Fe g 1. JEEOy 3 BRAXGEME, L “E7 5 YA
7 BIPERAE ) E AR MM A T 2, A AR O NIRRT LS, X5, 2012), XHEEE
“ PR AT A AT DR A A g B AR vE 5 A & (Bitel & Friend, 1999; Peterson et al., 2008;
Fointiat, 2004). 3E4£47 N HI KR (Morrongiello & Mark, 2008), [FI}iEAE [ 203 M FIAIEM, (2 3E4L 2R
FAAME 1 & R (Batson et al., 2006; Teague & Watson, 2008).

PG RN P SR AR AE T A 2 PRI [E] “Re A7 BT AL A R, AT Bl
KA AR T, T AT A BB PR RS, AMAOT A 2 R R S e | — RO B BEARAT
A RS AES TR 2 40 &R TEE, 2024). RIEES RS H L (Bronfenbrenner, 1979), M4
PRI 2R 2l I AR F AN AR B R B0 55 P S TR 3R S M MR BOAT 3R B . TN WAL S 2 T R, L
AL HERR P A 1 B IR SRR B 2 A BE PRI B I R I R A e, HEMNX MEEAARSL A “He N4 1
AN BT S — At AL AR TR B A FIVROY . 0 S ) RN A5 N IR S (5255, 2024),
M 1% 26 AR 58 (Polman & Ruttan, 2012).  H & iR (Batson, Thompson, & Chen, 2002). 1#5% X % (Batson
etal., 1999; Lammers et al., 2010)55 X R A 5 MATEAEOF AT I I JET ok, SRBAT TR 1: W
T IR JBE RE AV A7 1) TN e A2 2 A A AR 3

H FRAFETE — i B 58 A 8 B AR 3 BURAMA B TR ) T RERPIRES, BRIy B IR
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O BN R AT NS RE BRI N BE(Muraven et al., 1998). WA b & —FE—2 B IR L
15 FH & B 1 R BRI k(AR S, B AR, 2021), X R BRI IR BN N B b il AR B
BARKE, BRI N B BN BE 2R T AR B3R FE . T BB B Wt EIE Sk B FRAFE 45 J A A i
TEHEONEAT N oy B FRAAE SR T A ) T 1 Oy 35 R 5 3 LU 25 1 T Bl iR Ot ) 2y 3 R
&, RN NEE O EIE 2 N bR 28 O 3 3 b R (= 20, BIa7E, B, 20215 XIZE05, ZEmedl,
gk, 2018), RIS HIRAFEMAE T A TR B AT . DRtk SRHMER 2 IR T E
o B FRATAE ) A S TE A £ 3

il R AR ARFR AMATER AL TR N T8 R — 18 ARG S AR AT FR i dfr . TNy ST A
ATEE RN A, RO AR R RS E S BN, SRR REMEAA ST
TP (5o M, 2006) o R FTIAFIVTEART BRAE I AN AE OO (L s ) SR, 222 TIRI 9P AR VAT
T3 6 B} SR (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984). 1A B F0(F0L, 20215 2R, 202 1)@ i@msinir 542
T SN BT I, e 772 5 o DR DR I i AU 28 1) P 6 SR R FEE v ) AR TR U 52 31 2 b P 0 B2 S 4
BV GRAL OB R TSRO, EWIZ A I T BE 2 1m] TR “ 9" VP —Fh “ Bl BBk,
TR IR LA I 1 o T o B A A 32 SO AN B I 2 0 S S 8 B B it 7 20, SR ARG 0L 4t
(£ 2% TR0 77 T CA G S TSN b 2R o A 244 SR SR ok B IR g ke I N, M 2 idid & B BAT
RN BERRVAE DL, AT P AP 4T N (Festinger, 1957; Batson et al., 2002). JNE LN 7RI, 7E
R SOCA TR T - SCAG R ME R R AN T A ] T 4R A TF ) “B 17 TR R, (BAESEBRAT A R R
% (Heine & Lehman, 1997). J&T ik, $RHERE 3. F RO BARLE N A& 180 FE 5 8 1 Oh 35 A) A2 31
FAER

fig R AR AR S —MpaT DA B AMAAE OB B4252 . M ARHE R AR 984T 5 1 E, e
A TN P 477 DR 5 s g P A Pl AR RO B RN R I, DR TH A . R AT B o s B IR R SRR (5
M, 2006), HA B FEUE G K RO AR — MR B B RO B4, AEAMA N A A TS A B IR
A TTER AT, 2018). £5 b, 1 S A0 BAR N AMAFR AR 00T He 774 A8 3 40 (1) 78 B2 mT DA BRI AN A
LIy, FEID VAR TS SRR I, TGO 3R AR A S R S B AR Bk
BROBX L, 20155 7R450F, A, 2016). RIFE S AR BARME Ay —FhoC 38 5 IR v] Re 2 0174 B R FE
170, AR R A B v R, 1R 4. B FRIUFEAME 5 N0 EARAE P 2 Ik 5 T 1l £y 35 )
A EH .

T ERZGRR, AWFRUUANGEAE LR, EEGEE R R, DA RIFEAE S R0
B AR REHATHRZR, RHUTRRREAEIE 1).

ARBEE | S|

P9 IR LR

Figure 1. Theoretical model hypothesis diagram
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2. ARFE
2.1. MRFER

AT TR AL 1) 77 3, FEEROT I 5 SR R A R, IR 612 £, ik
BREZS. WG, e bEms, BI6R1EE N TR Al e A AR i), 3R
ARG 586 1, ARENLE 95.75%. Hrk, F4: 284 A(48.46%), &’E 302 N(51.54%); K—H2%
144 N(24.57%), K49 145 N(24.74%), K="FZ 133 N(22.70%), KV L&A EF5 164 N(27.99%):
AR 1T 286 A(48.81%), ARAT /I 300 A(51.19%). #OREERTLELE 18 £ 27 % 2 [a], T4
WN 2063 %,

22. fiIRIE

22.1. AERMENR DS

KSR 2(2024) il I A 5 RN B B M 4, 3818 Nk H, W “CBRIFMBT o RS |
CDHEIE ST 5 “SEGATNT UANGERE . BIESR 5 A ER 7 A, BRI ARUELL 0 B, 450
R AMERBA B A BT . AT, ZREN o RECN.96.

2.2.2. EEEREREE

ST PMT(2024) 18 F DY AL TE R BRI R B Oy 3 . DUALEENS S0 v RE 5 1252 % 1l AR B
IR AR RN FELLAT . R A G AR eI . 155, LP/D(:FE'%%TEJ\I‘; T3 LB T 57 AT
TR T CER” M AN BEATRI . TE PR 5 Zatar, 17 BRI R aARR”
B 57 FHRA AR, Paln B AR NI ZHEOR, R HAEE Oy B AR 2. A
W, ZAEK o RECON.62, HAFEATLIEAZ.

223. WEEERRRER

IRAS B BSFEFEAMRLE — @ B [ A5 55 A9 B B FE(Stillman et al., 2009). AW 7K i Twenge 2 A
(Twenge et al., 2003) 4wl FPIRZS B FIFEER I LG A, HKIUNKE . AFFFRAH, ZEER o R
.82,

2.2.4. BRARBYE D)L
KA TQOIYBITHHER AN YRR, G 11 AN%H, Bk “RaplBge” . “TERge”
AR YE” =ANGERE . RIS, BUH DBENLT S AWF R, iZEER o 250888

2.3, Gt FAE

K HI SPSS27.0 AT FT A 4047« 1%, K Harman HIR 746056 LUR S R 7 v A 22 1R ™ B0 3L,
Kl SPSS #fif PROCESS H1] MODEL 6 % F F AL 5 1 2 A0S - AR 7548 3 46 2 5 18 1 O 3
Z R ERIFEA P A .

3. 58
1. £FEFERERT

A A 7T A R I R A B AR, O HERR T REAEAE IR AT iR 2 IR, 1] Harman
PR RS R DU B T B AR, SRR AT B 0T, SRR, XU H LR
3 AMFIER KT 1 BEsr, HE— AR R A R R 19.82%, (KT 40%)I FHE, BERIATEAE
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FEE AL ETE M ZE(ETE, ALsE, 2004).
3.2. Wik Gt SRS

I MT AR FTH, WBEAE SIEENEGE=—289. P<.01). HESFEGE=—80.P<.01). fHFxNM
AR (r = —.88, P < .01) A1 RILR 2 FAHOC; EEES AIRIFEG = .79. P <.01). fREAREE
= 85. P<.ODERFEIEMIG; HERFFESMHEFANIEAEF=76. P< 0)EEFIEM . FBEAHIIE
BEL ~FIE DA SFREZE N3 1 iR .

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of each variable and its correlation

* 1. BLENEARGT RERAX

A M SD WA EMEfE FIRBUE il R X AR
A A R B 67.58  26.52 1
B 1.55 6.69 -.89" 1
H FAFE 1059  3.16 -.80" 9™ 1
i X AR 0T AR B 3534 9.06 —.88" 85* 76 1

FE: N=586, "Fxp<.05, "Exp<.0l, FEKp<.001, FF.

3.3. AP UNEE

i I Hayes (2012)32 £ /) SPSS 4#if: PROCESS H'[f] MODEL 6, VAN BAE N H AR, LLEMEN
HoEAR R, DLERSFEANGE K RO A EE U /A &, FTA 1 A ROSR  n 2e 2 FIE 2 .
BANEA T FEEE, R*=.80, F(586)=2306.12, p<.001. E KM=, HRIFFEAE AR AR 4E
A BB ER DL = AR B AR AR Y IR RN A R : (1) E P A BRI P — ) RGO 8 B A 7 AR 11
6] 42 5N A —.04 (95% CI = [—.05, —.02]); (2) FH P45 80 — 15 2% 30 Mt I AR — 368 4 P 35 B 42 7= 2E 1) 1)
B RN =04 (95% CI=[—.06, —.03]); (3) HH PG EHIE — H FKBFE— 17 5 R0} AR — 18 1l 0 25 B8 42
PR I TR B RN =01 (95% CI = [-.01, —.003]). Fif [N A& 11 -.09 (95% CI = [-.11,-.06]), HIK
PRAE 51 5 R0 R ABLTE PR 25 [ o o8 3 22 O 352 110 A7 1 80 S A (R B s A PE O . X — A5 R CHFE T

ik 4.
B= 41"
H IRiFE fi 2k BT AR
B =
PN A5 R Ty
BHEMPL: f=-.14""

Figure 2. The chain mediating effect of ego depletion and Confucian coping thought on moral hypocrisy
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Table 2. The chain mediating effect of ego depletion and Confucian coping thoughts on the influence of involution perception
on moral hypocrisy

F 2. BRMBENFERANN BEERNERANEZWMERMENEXFNER

A AR RN kRWEIR  LLCI ULCI MR AR
BSYLEIEE 2 -.09 01 -11  -.06
W IR AN — H P TRy & -.04 007  —05 —.02 44.44%
P A SR P — i X ANt AR - TE A f 3 —.04 008  —06 —.03 44.44%
N B — ] FRAFE A S U AR ARy -.01 002 —-.01 —.003 11.11%

4. ¥Wig

AT I PN A R P 3 A7 [ T K S A AR O3, SR 1 ARHIE, RS AR DG B AN SR AL
FMFE . A I SRR+ 238 3 1) FL BRI ANMA (0 2 PR VP A, BIFE AR 2 20 $ a7 Hh AN Bl
£ BRI SR BT, FERREEVPAG AT e 6 R I A, 5 MK AR T 36 0 R 10 SR A L R T e v
FRIRENBNASH ) “ANPE” , SR FOE AT AAMEBOAN HTR B R E AT B0 (Blau, 1964), Hfi 4
A A KB SN 2 A AT A AT AR R G R RS HeAN A, P RE 2l AT Sy E O B
P, 1X 5 Kasser 55 A$&HI “H00 E X - EEAME” BIAAERL G, RISMAE 70T e (R 456 s it
AT N IRANO I ER R, OB AT (Kasser, 2016). 412 RIS 18 th e H AN 2 52 BIF 2 B Y R IR
JLERA A AT ARG s b e s B M I LR AT A, DA4ES #E &8k 7 (Cialdini et al., 1990). BIYE =B 45 1)
B AEVE IR, AN S I B BRI R A B B AT N LB G S R, JREIRZ B AT NS
BRI A — B, BT SH RIS, il E S P47 CAAERERE R A ]

SEIRRE, EIRPFEAE P A5 B B FIE B 35 2 RS o R R, B8 E TR 2. PO IR B B
SOy, Hoodnd [ FRAURE I R e TE A O3 . Hh A 80N R AT B P A TR X [ TR A FE )
S 2 I FREI AT AU 0 EE P AR A0 DA SR A . AR Lazarus AOUAKIVEAR BRI AT A0, MR ) A A6 B0 R
TR T SRR T BN SR A AR RS, UL SR FE IR OB RERT, MR 2 id i DA N VR
IWHEER, B O K R S, MR T BE T8I 6 “ BTG I E T E SORT R
R 2, BSR et /o 38 i 2% DTS IR A T R VR T 2, DA 58 B X 2% B J8é(Lazarus & Folkman 1984; Bandura, 1997).
HAFERBIER A S EAE SO =T, AN R SIS, AMesdd “gw2prisE
87 k2N TSRk, K 9 A R N SRR T B, AT 22 1 5 PR AR R 0 R0 B FRAFEFR FE (Hofstede,
2011)o T A RO 9 5 2 B [ FRAFE 2 35 1 1) 000U 38 8 £ 35 1 45 R AR 5 LU FUAE 75 (Baumeister et al.,
1998; Gino etal., 20115 Jufh%, 20165 ZLATHIZE, 2018). Bandura FE {4 it B 18 A A TE B I 52 PR 1% 5%
TAMA LB TAT RS A R EL L G A S E Ay A BN B AT O LR AR O B 5% (Bandura,
1999), HIYAMALE T 5 RIFEM ZBRIE BT, 23R AL Fho7 & Bk 5 5 K D347 9 DAGERR O B2 P17
Du S H R I, HFRAFE S B AR R 8 R O 1, FRAURERE B s (A SB35 R I
By (Du et al., 2019), SCHRFT B BAUFE N AE O35 100 R

WSS SRIRUESE 1 A8 RGN L 2l AR - 7% 2 QR AR i U AR S a2, 56
7RV 3 MR 4, TR T “ WBIRRIE - B ERIUE - Ho Ao AR - TEE Oy X —1E it &

Je, BHURBN RN R T AR S R EGE AL, MR B A O B B R DL PRI, 2 AR
FARII SN2 BN sR AN T A RCR B SR I % (Edwards & McCarthy, 2004), B P 5 80 BE %o B FR AT HE A0 6 [m) T
WER o T B FR A B AR G 4 MR B A d 2 A R BAEHIE R, St Ra SR
SRR, RIS A RS, EREE AT G AL ME 94T A (Hofmann et al., 2009). #0177 241 B FAFE AR 4b
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TRIETOLRE T, HoA BN FIEH 68 Sk U ST 5D N B RS, 2 A T #5454
SRS 1 2 AR SRS LA A o HLAT W TR B AE o [ S 0 1 SO 5 A, SE ) T i
TYES I H AT 2 I H S A B 347 N (Heine & Lehman, 1997),  RIF i i ¢ 2 B2t RELARL (A4 B8 41 1) TR B
HEE D

AT TS NG R 5B RO 3 58 R L AR RIBURRTT THRIT, £5 7 HREIR IR M T 1F TR,
EARFRAAAE AL Z 4. B, EINERME L, AT ZRBOAE M EEITRE, miEmE &
MALESMETEREAT NS WS NI AR AN — BhE, @HRIUON “AT Mo 5 “SEARIL”
RIEIZE, BB BB Dy 5 0 0058 HE S0 8 T4 04 3 1O 8 75 (R I =5 2 AME 5 9 R P S H b DLEAT 42 T
PG o BACSCR AT 190 26 AT I B e DA A B Ok R BEAT AT VP, HARGERY B AR 5 VA B 5 2 AL P VF RN
Mo, (EJa IRt U T A i H e RSB TR AR AW 22t JLUK, ARBTG5 4 O 1
BRZA, Mo T RS B —, 4 )5 RORIT T T DASS & SEPR 7R SRR Bl il (A st — 20 R
AR BRI, IR TUAEA RIS B B B gk 1) sk 4 45 R o2 75 R — 2dk .

5. &t

AHTFER A WAL, R A 2 I L0 w1 o AR TE A O 3 O 82 i S AR LA REAT #R3R, lad ar Ay
BB —~ B FARFE—~ i K AR AR~ T8 Oy 38 ik xCrb /A IR, B TE 45 R0

(1) A IR RE 8025 1) T i 2 2 A O TE B 3

(2) EIRAGFEAE A B LRI A8 Oy 35 1 5% AR rhuR B 2 P AR

(3) 2R AN R ARSE A A6 BN EATTE A O 35 (1 5% AR ol 2 sh AR .

(4) B IRAFEAN S AR B ARLE B R B 5 T 1 Oy 35 2 Al g sCrh AR

MR LL LGRS0 B RO AN B A PR S AR A Oy B AT 0, il B FbiaE
51 A AARLx BB AR A B S o B AR (R AR TE AR O 35 KT, SRR T e IR 0 B BRIV AR 5 v S AL
T 5N RO AR OO SRR L. A RO S A B R B R AT 0 LR AR TR
BRI, CRGRMRR AR TR P RAR AL T BT FU LA

E&WE

AR TR BT 5 R L0 OB S0 BE U IR R 2024jzyb-48; 2024 T IYE K EQUHTIZR T
R I H R A 2 R KT XS A TE B O AT N IR . AT R R B, S
8202410412058
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