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Abstract

Objective: The present research explored the effect of psychological distance on moral judgments
of transgressions with different severity and virtuous acts with different virtuousness. Method: In
Experiment 1, 15 realistic life scenarios were created to form a transgression judgment question-
naire, including transgressions with less, more, and most severity. Psychological distance was in-
duced by adjusting the keywords in the scenarios, and 242 college students were randomly assigned
to either the distant or near psychological distance group and then were asked to complete the
moral transgression judgment questionnaire. The procedure of this Experiment 2 was similar as in
Experiment 1 except two changes. One was 187 college students participated in this Experiment,
the other was 15 moral scenario stories of virtuous acts with different virtuousness were created.
Results: We found that distance augmented moral evaluation of both moral transgressions and mor-
ally virtuous acts. However, the effect of psychological distance on moral judgment was more pro-
nounced when transgression were judged, compared to virtuous acts. Based on which more effec-
tive moral education could be got. Moreover, the virtuousness had moderated the effect of psycho-
logical distance on moral judgments. For virtuous acts with most virtuousness, the correlation be-
tween psychological distance and the moral judgement were not found. And for immoral acts with
less severity, the effect of psychological distance on moral judgments was weak. Support was also
obtained in favor of the assumption that value salience was responsible for the psychological dis-
tance effect on moral judgments.
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T8 7851 1 (Moral Judgment) /& A 13E T — 52 BIARHEXHE 5 -5 S T8 A2 R ) R W . E N N\ RIE s L
RIAZ O R 53, B W MBS R k. AT RN B SR T IR, I A
I £ FE R AR T A e e DN 3R, ARRE KT B BBE B a2 — AN A

fiftBE K- B8 (Construal Level Theory, CLT)I\A, TEINFIZ AR AATTRE B4 B R 2 B 1) O BERAE
(Liberman et al., 2007), A[FEIHSRFEER ORI AR, #EREE SRR &,
SR AE AR R R KR . RSB XIIG, SR ACTIRAS 5 AL SN R ARG B R 3 AHE K
FRRE K U 2 I AR RORAES « B E B SR K 5 OFEFE B, RARRE KT 550 0 38 FE B A N B G R
(Fujita et al., 2006; Soderberg et al., 2015; Lammers, 2012), FEE¥IW R, 08 E S (Rlmit &8
B T R 2 AR AR AR ) A A 2 B 2 R R A B o B RSB AR, 4 S B A I TE
TR, (HE, IOBEEE N, MEASERMEEEMN, a2 HEMREEER, HHEAK™
&R BT

— RHFFAUESE T B S B HEN (Eyal et al., 2008; Agerstrom & Bjorklund, 2009a, 2009b; Choi et
al., 2012; P57, BRigHE, 2013; Agerstrdm & Bjorklund, 2013; Mentovich et al., 2016; Gamliel et al., 2017;
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Wu et al.,, 2017; Amaral & Jiao, 2023; “FUKEESE, 2023 kiafH, #81, 2024), EABEEHTEAIELIZA
(Gong & Medin, 2012; Lammers, 2012). %8 FiRg5it, AR REKBR RE T % UE S ] R 5 AN 1E
AT R B R E VA G (Gamliel etal., 2017), X AW BT tREE R I, TEAT NS ™ H% LhAs
eI, AR 7K ST B B PR B il BE S B (R X T AR AR E I R 45 (Eyal et al., 2008), ARSI L2 LA
3, B EIEHEEH (Agerstrom & Bjorklund, 2009b), 5 I 45 FELASAE F 8 A 1 F (Gong & Medin, 2012;
Lammers, 2012). Agerstrom and Bjérklund (2009a) A FL 527~ , 7 8 B v PR A4 L Tl i B 2 i 3 A U,
FHECZ T 7 B AR A AR AT A A SE A U], TS« DR 28 <~ T AR R U 2 AN [R) T o Sk ) 22 St e AR AE
X R] R A P H R T AR KT S TE A W 1) 5 AR 0 SR R . AN AT g R A A AR R A A
FE,  TEAEAE I 0 fi A X — B AR R 2 15 B & BRI 1) 7 S — 2D AT AT

EAERERAL, METETERE ) IR AN AR LA 530 ANTE 7847 9 RV TEFEE AT D9 ) 11 9F A1
JSE 7 AR I SAT N I A 5 T 1T, 300 AR LA H R0 A A T AR v A B P ) 47 O RITE AR AR VRAT A A
A AR R AR AT NIRRT 1 o BRI A T v B AR B VR I B 0E 10 R B Bl
i RE KPR S AR AR VAT 90 [ S B AR R VEAT K T R B2 (Choi et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2017; Eyal et al., 2008;
Gong & Medin, 2012), {HH BT CoHURES . MR/ T8 7554 W 520 7 T B RIE 78340 2 B8 22 it 1 il 4EaE
FUHCR G 5T, I 05 B X SeIF B8 O BRER B L R /K1 5 3B 1 1 AT D B T ) 5K R (A gerstrom & Bjorklund,
2009a, 2009b, 2013; Lammers, 2012; Mentovich et al., 2016; Gamliel et al., 2017; Eyal et al., 2008; Gong &
Medin, 2012; BHECF, BRI, 2013; FUKARZE, 2023). X7 B RS WRK T F G108 M A i 5 0
e P A 550 T A A R 5 A o P R BE i T AP DU ) i 53X — L 75 B T B AR K P B
WAEMRE G B E I E R ?

BT, AW SE5G S AR DO B R BN AN [ AR B TE AR R TE A ARV AT e W s,
TR RS 20 AT P AN S50 DL SEE AR B M S GE R 15 . PEVRIG B0 O B BE B 55 S A0 W 5C SR S« 3%
S PUAMERBE, 20, 2 Rh B 2 N E A A TE A AT N B A (R 1), IR SE e X i AT A
WIS B SR H (B 2), R B LM TE AR B VAT 9 o (R 3), SREVFIE B HOE RS 5 R O
AP T T A I S BE s 4) -

2. /1

ARSI G DB ER B AN FRR L (IR h ) IE AR AT I T R 5 o
2.1. #iX

242 FAERIRAAE, BOA OEIERES . RREKT L TEER AR SR sl T4 P
2.2. SLHHRY

ARSI S i 5. 78 DU 98 (Lammers, 2012; Gong & Medin, 2012; Gamliel et al., 2017) 3l
b, GE KA AR b AR, BT 15 MBS SRS, SRS NS s
AT N RIE AR AT . RS SOBE R, TEAE AT AR R, ey =28, - JEE
TR 5 Ay, B =RIEMEE G B AN 5 A (IR EE ST N EHE, AZE ERFEWR, 6E e
ITEATREKRSE, HIEEEMEREIAT AR, ERMAGCR. T RBE RS, mitEEs
BT NSRS, RIUEET]. BllEHSE. EAEERE, S MERSSETYaEHE RPN G, 55
TS 2 T — BRI, SRR Z A Bl b AT O 0 TE AR P AR T .

OHEEEERESTAAHLSRRET. NEESHE. H2XR/ESTTAT, O ET NT A
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NS FNS TR A, w0 EAT A EAAEAEN, HERRE S ST, MOE A R (a5
i BRSO SN OGRS R B RIRHE, S RE EAE, gm0 BEEE B A 5C
BN, WIERT. BRI ZAEET. BTSSR A& (Wamner et al., 2012; Dk, FHRZE 2024), A
HeBptt 2 X RE ST, BB AT 8 B AR BER 2 BT a4 A (Agerstrém & Bjorklund, 2009b).
TE RGBT AW A A, JEDUNMRA, Tt B S R R A R T A A R R i
FELE AT T T (8] PR 2 (0 AR AT N W e B T B B R A AT T
2.3. LIt
ARSEEGH 2 x 3 HEFRIRE W, OHEEECL. )yl AR, TRhrEEEEdR. . &)
NP AR, AT A IR A W PR AR
2.4. SLIGTEFF

AL LI EKE ST AR RRET . MEEFWHE, BLIR 171 % 71 A0l AP
FHe T ARA, H, R AEFUHNBGUOABELIL R 2T S B S A w2 P e gL, a7 T 41
At DAl B AL UG P A B (1) B 2 2 5 aze i TR 2, DU 28K 2501 58 P 3R DY AN AR R AR5 1) 4«

TEERIWTE . 11 RER, 0 MURARE ANELE, 10 HURARRIERE, /B0 RRIZAT ok

e

18

G

AT RS R B A R R . X 242 il BRI, AR, P SRR E S AT N X 4
AR AR PR IKS S AR B E AT a7 B2 7 22, md =0.89, p<0.001, md=0.89,
p<0.001, 5 mEfEEE ST B W B e AR E, md=0.002, p>0.05. ET Ik, F3CEAT RN
EEE M AR AR S REHRAKTE, irEas s MERREEEEEMAT A, EEEE S M RREEMUK
5 /R B A AT A .

2.5. &R 5118
TEAH A W Bk 1 s,

Table 1. The effect of psychological distance on judgments of moral transgressions with different severity (N = 242)
1. DIREEN A ERREEEERIT AFIBTRIE MmN = 242)

B TR

AR IE S A B IE S A BARRE B T B TE A

n M SD n M SD n M SD n M SD

HEXRiFES 83 340 083 83 252 0.88 88 2.54  0.86 88 1.69  0.72

B )i S 34 336 1.00 34 244 0.96 37 279 0.72 37 1.82 0.74

RAETZNRM, OEEE S F RN T, Fuon=63.58, p<0.001, ZOoELREE R HAMANT B bR
P8 FH B A% — 28, A AT T CRE AT AR AT . AT N BB AR R, Fooa =
364.28, p<0.001, MEINK, HEACGERAHL, BEidEMpAT e EATEMER . O BLEE 55 E s
LHAEHAAEZE, Faa=0.01, p>005. $-2FFEAET, OHES RN RE, Foiw=5587, p<
0.001, 78 CoFi P B8 1) A 0] T8 FE AR v P 4 FH B A% — 28, AT A i AT 2 BE AN TE AR Y . SR 32 3L
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PARE-

RLEE, Faie=234.73, p<0.001, MEAAE E ™ EFERAT S EAEMR . O FE R 5B MR )
LHAERAANEZE, Fuie)=0.12, p>0.05. I A5 FEAE TR, OEEEE EMN R E, Fue=1022, p<0.01,
26 B[R] P 25 PRI AN AR A o A5 FH B P — 2, AT R AT R SE AN AR Y o S N
#, Fueo=131.30, p<0.001, MEINK, SEMCERAHL, BEEmT e BEAEmnr. OHEEsS
BRI HAEHA RS, Fues=0.11, p>0.05.

O ER PR 0 0] T8 AR WA B2, S B B X T A R o 1 R B 2 — e, AN B ) T A i A R
AT RGN, B 1 ARNESL. Z45R 5 A AE— I M(Eyal et al., 2008; Agerstrom & Bjorklund,
2009a,2009b, 2013; 21%%F, Mg, 2013; Mentovich etal., 2016; Gamliel etal., 2017; 2-UKEEZE, 2023).
IE A 78 (Agerstrom & Bjorklund, 2009b; Warner, et al., 2012)FT3E 1, SR FAE 0 N B4R EE
i, M 22 26 5 B AR RN DU AR ) 2 10 AR D) 3k 25 5 v o A L 0045 0., T A0 S PP R T
[ A o AR B /K ST T LA ) =l BB B (W et al., 2017), XEUESAMABENS 1A 24 B h R 4L 3
B A vT JE 0B B 52 T R AR, R D PR . Ak, HREE Gong A Medin
(2012)f487, B IRRT AL B SR B AT et B R k90, bedn, A Le s AN A g T pl i R R ) 1
AR B T L2, MRS I R ARG XFE—3k, BRSE 2IEA v JEE H 1)
RARRE K P38 S T W ity S B X AN B E - 47 7= A X I TE BEA T N TR 2 5 8 o (HAHIE 50 i i Ak 1) SC
PSR A R R SO R b s, A SR L BRI AT REPE /DN, VR ISR, (RMREKTE T AN
W2 B IHAE— B AR E 4 E A RS B S G T S B3 e, AT AR 7K ST EE 1 B F ) AR
P BT 5E

AR b 8 A 3 5 17 5 ) O L B 5 SE AR AT IR KOG R RN, BB 5 SR B,
FE SR R RIS [R5 T T, 32000 BP9 8 Ak B T 1t 455 FH 108 A s v RO 358 7 L2033 100%. 40% !, 35t
B, AT T O BEEE 555 TE A T IR 00 RIEAR T S R AT B IO, AR VUK R Fisher F5HME
R RE, SHaiF S, BRSO B SRR TR B AR ME O, ERIATL
GWEIKT(p=0.083)0 T LA, FEXTEURIERAT AW 2640 T R B E A Kis e, AL
ZAF PR . BB MRS EE, PRNA S N O B EE B AR A T T b P R A R 8 Ee B oA
80%. 70%, VUMK Fisher KM In R —FH Z R AR EQ =0,p>0.05). AHEFH, MEREAFFN
VERAE BT A AW A TR e, Bk 2 153/ IESE.

Xof EL T8 A W40 H T B B, R/ IE S 7 0 B R S 3 7 ) UhF S I T T P A 15 e R
BER. ttn, 5 Eyal 45 A (2008)fIBFFCARLL, Gong & Medin (2012)Fh iR 25 f 18 7 31 W 43 B85 B4
— 86 2, FEESE T OB R B 0T T A R U AR B AR, TR A KX — AR ARG R S C
BT RA — AR, PP E T T AR K S 1 0GR . T ) () REAE — e FR A LA
B R ETER . 2 BT AR /K F T P AE AR I RUAT R W 2% 1F R A AN R FRE, Pl RE S R A
R R (LN, A AL A R R R S A A B R A e 2B R RS ]
DIME S AT N 2R, AT B LA REME 2. RN AR, ([REMRESE N OEE RS
TE W 2 (898 R T I R B RARE, ME5HSHSREMLE RS SR E 2, F &
SRR SRR C AW R A RS IE 92 (Lammers, 2012; BR8P AR, 2013). L, R
N R AT NS ) S I S50 s S 25 B B AR T

VELAAE B AT 28 T 4L 2 B SR IERR 15 ME AN A SEERR 15 MBS, 3830 MESE, R,

2Eyal %5 N (2008)BF 7 A iR AE 28 50T Co BRFE 85 2% 1F R 4R A5 (B A LI 0 o 4.12 55 3.41 (11 J5 8%, -5 354, SHMEIR
HANEE), AT E G 2 H08 8.80 5 15.90 (4 EkkE, JETERSMR), MM 730 Gong & Medin (2012)HF 78T ()
AT GO B EE B A R I ME > 0 29.6+ 15.2, A BB IS b AR T 9w A P A ) 308 72 kg A 452 1 S T 9T
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IR, TELENE
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ARG HE L), O IER B AN RIRREE (G, ) I TE AR VAT I W AR e
3.1. #iK

187 BAERCRZ A, WA DHEEEE . RIK . a4 AH X B FL 48 0
3.2. SEIEHH

A S5 A P iR IR 5 . 7E UMEBFFT(Choi et al., 2012; Wu etal., 2017; Eyal et al., 2008; Gong & Medin,
2012)[ AR b, S A RFAES) ERE SR, Wik 15 NSRS, BAREAE MK
P AR RS RAF VT (AT N RV IE VAT A R NIR RV IO AR B, TEAE B VFAT B Ak, Ry &
=R, B RMIEEBRVET NN S A, RIS REERVEE N S . BV oM AR, B
B R BEHEBAFTURES, &M SRV N ESE, A S TR S AR IS . R IR
HA NS H ORI EYE, EEEEF T AR, ASUNRIXBIEYIHELEYRIBERX . B
WALESE, [HAFERENL, B MERESE PG RIS RN EE . FSER 1, SN FEED T
He 7 —ANEEAWE H, BRI % MO R VAT R I TE R R T

ARSI O A S SR RFES. WEEFHAE. FF A% 1.

TEBOE BB VFAT N AW 02, JEDUNRRCA, JE AL 28R B R I IE AR VAT I S ph 4 PR R
PR VEAT N PIWT . JEC IR B) B BT PRI AR AR VR AT S T . B [ PR S (R T R VT AT O T

3.3. LISt

AREH N 2 x 3 RAR, LHEEREGL. ) PO AR R, AT NRIEEVERLIR. P m) iR
WA, WAT NREERIWOA AR & .

3.4. SLHFEFF

FSZa 1, ASLi ORI pin S N A, AW, BENLAC 95 4. 92 L4kt
AWEFEF T R +H2 R REFAHMNA X BEALUCAC 2T+t 2 pE S St 2 pE S, A 4
(14 A 1 [ AR A AL DG R 280 0 B T B2 28 2 5 e b R P 2 2, DY 2E 3K 2 31 5 Bl b 3R DU AN R AR 1) 25

TEAE W2y [RS8 1

AT N RE ARV BT A RS . X 187 il MR B, BT X A A, RBEVT N
VAT N IIVE 22 R B3, md=—-0.73, p <0.001, 14 55T NE) 2 R B3, md=-0.39,
p <0.001, RBVAT NG &ERATHINE S ZRES, md=-1.12, p<0.001.

3.5. 58

TE A W7 23 Hon 35 2 B .

RAETZMWERME, OHEFEEEMNEE, Foiss=21.16, p<0.001, ZO0EEEE T RAMAN B iR
PR FH B A — 2, AN T U B VFAT 2 SR TE R AT N BBV RN, Fose =
145.84, p<0.001, S5H%, RBRVFAT ML, MRV ST & EIEMER); OEEER S5V
HAEAEE, Fois=21.09, p<0.001, [jHEAMEIR, EXMRBEVE. R ERFAT RMCHIN &4 T,

T3, A SR 15 21 0 B R B oS A [ R RE A 1 AT D 4 i ) B i)
FE? SR 2 AT IRY o

B
T
T
S 2
s
o
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326 0 PR S A AN AR Ko T8 AR v 110 458 P B A, A A A ) T S SRR AT O R T I AR ) (md = —0.87,
P <0.001, md=-0.35,p<0.01), {EXF & EERVFAT NI 24, OB PR 25 o) T 2 ) T V3 A 52 M (md =
0,p>0.05), HEXRRFEST, LHEEHFHUNEE, Fuem=17.01, p<0.001, Iz RN
TE AR P A P B P — 2, AT TN BV AT N BB R AT ARV E RN E, Fown) =
76.72, p <0.001, 5% RERVFIAT AL, MR @ BEVFT N O IE Y OB R BT
EXHAEHRE, Fooy=37.89, p<0.001, FHBMNATIRE, ERET. PERTATRKMET, OHF
P T o 3 7 4 T ) S 45 3 (md = —1.32, p < 0.001, md = —0.47, p < 0.001), 2o FEFE B T (R MARHE bR
YA TR A FH B A — 2, AR T AR BRVTAT R B NG, fERIBE VT NS, GO FREE B iE
| T ) 2 M T % B 3 (md = 0.32, p = 0.08), I /Cr B FR B AIANMAS T8 fE bR o A5 FH o ™ b — 2%, A AT 4Bt )
FINRNBVAT AR B . HEES T, OHEEEERNEE, Fow=5.65 p<0.05, O
N A A O] TE B AR A RS B R — 2, AT R TR BV AT R S ORI RV R R AN R,
Fos9=78.29, p<0.001, SRV, PEBVFITNMAIL, MERUCNEBVAT MR NEMER); OB
AT NV EAEHA R, Fosy =048, p>0.05.

Table 2. The effect of psychological distance on judgments of virtuous acts with different virtuousness (N = 187)
2. LEEBENTREEEEEIFTAFIERIFIN = 187)

IR RS TEFE Y

WA EMEPSEYE JEERTEE EERRYE EETRSEYE EEERF

e
n M SD n M SD n M SD n M SD n M SD n M SD

AL
ﬁ;z;% 48 631 0.68 48 7.50 0.56 48 827 0.70 47 7.63 098 47 797 0.66 47 795 1.02
75

BEES 43 6.97 081 43 7.75 0.80 43 8.11 0.85 49 737 090 49 798 0.77 49 843 0.62

oA B SR b O B 1 SRR IR G R AT, ARBEVE . TR AEBEVE . R EVER 10 MESET,
WA T AN 3 1 ARG Iz O BRI R I 2 (R A B R X — S5 R, RO R,
ZHEFRRE( =509, p <0.05), RIFEXS VAT MR T O 25 A T 0o BRLER 25 5 T 1 K ) 0% 2R T 59,
78 o BB B A M RRE A AR A e AR T FE A

SRE ot 1 5508 2 AR ST, 1580 B SRR B R, MR I OB R R
AR T A P TE A AR X — S5 R U 038 3 o :

Table 3. The effect of psychological distance on moral judgments in experiment 1 and experiment 2 (N = 429)
3. %I 1 535 2 MR ERHEEFI AR MIEEG S RN = 429)

HEXRRAFER i Al S it
SEIE 1 (CEEE ) 86.67% 60% 73.33%
SEIG 2 (BT 46.67% 26.67% 36.67%

MSTEEAR VIR R RTRI RN, SHMEEALL, BYrseE T O S 5B EmA W REFHE =
8.70,p<0.01), HiX —Z5 RAEH 2K RTEF L WA 3564 FIIFEEQ?=5.4,p<0.05; > =3.39,p=0.069).
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4. BFiHE
4.1. LIRFEEFEEIEN . EEB T RHIETR RN

O F R B T A AT SE e, R B R A TE AR IR 2, XS RAEXE M BTN
I RSB, B 15 3 3 THESE. R O Bl VT i 4 )l i i i/, (HEESE 1 Hr
TFC 3 PR B9 J5 AN B R AR AT 93 ) (Wu et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2012), &7~ 1 EfiRe KT r] fg ity sk
RIS VAT R, ASBEFUESE T iZ 5

XU, fEEESEIEE, RE R IO R B R A S S R A, KRR A
BRI g UL R R SO R “ 53387 A5 B AR AN A BEAMY 2 b AMATE 2 iR 15 TE A
AT, MaIbAMATE & e BB VAT . [ERFERNE, AR RS A S 5, X4
IRNEE P LSRR TR /K 1 sz O 3 PR 88 1) U7 s B RE B Mk [ sl A g, BRE AR R
B E S AT NIRRT, AIEIATT . BRATIEESR VAT NIRE ), XN TR MR A A e B
=988

5B PG A LE I R B2 T 0 B PR B0 G AR T R L R B R, (R 4 133 TIESE. HARERIIE
PANJTI, —2, EMIEETS, (OB S E R W R R A, AR ERRE T, =2, 5%
VEGSEAH EL, 3 450 O S8R S 1 o T8 A A 5 ) ) IR S5 L R o oy, T HL vk R AL S R R BT
IS (B35 S ERAE IS SAEAE . (R H A IzE O B PR B S A R T A MR AR A U3 — 2510380 A A2 1 U1 B2
IESE/3 5 £ (Gamliel etal., 2017; #0%°F, BRiFHE, 2013; Agerstrom & Bjorklund, 2009a, 2009b, 2013; Men-
tovich et al., 2016; 4-¥KEE%ZE, 2023; Eyal et al., 2008).

NTPREVFIE SR T R R RIS T AR FCHEN, — 71, T R85 P TE A A W N R B AN E A R
(Alper, 2020; Agerstrdm & Bjorklund, 2009a; Choi et al., 2012; ZFUKEESE, 2023; HEFF, SDEE, 2017). W
HIT SCHT I 15 B i S A e A R R KT 5 TE B A W AR AR OC R IR — A HE, T 1% B8 A2 75 A S G A 10 0 200
MM . Agerstrom and Bjorklund (2009a)SEEHF 5T 1T T AR B IX AN AR, DL 0 3 E 55
PTG . SRR, RAEN IR EMIN T EE AT, A B E e R N AMEE A A
AEFS R ANTEAE ) . R, FARTIMRME, RG4SV A ISR AN A e B T TE A,
AL P 36 3 8 e AR AT R R IR e AR A2 22 S A e R I R . VAR ST S A A
K FL B BT KA E R (Eean, 2638, A AP IS EEA, BEVEE S I B o
AL, R, BB E R, AMEREA B FEMEWACER, X TR, VG
WU ) AR N3dE FHTE AN, T R] MR 4 T8 A0 O A AN RD 7 77 SR 22 S s AR AE . AR R /KT
oF T8 W PRI S R £ LU N . BESE R, Graham %5 A (201 D)SSIERF AL HRR, A0 52 T 32 Bt 4l
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