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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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1 ]
TEETHT (moral evaluation ) J& AT #EATE T8
PERNE R YUR RGBT, & TE 1 e A fE
HW A FE L2 (Bacha — Trams et al. ,2017) . H{E
M T PR L H B R R, T
W RARRN FEREREES R, REFRIE
T TE PR PEA B T B AR B A R 2 R AR B3
el A8 B P I8 9 25 £ ( Marechal , Cohn, Ugazio, &
Ruff,2017) .

HT, REHIF IR AN BB S KRR E
FEE AR Z B R , B EXET S L
ISR %, WREFEOREIAE ST RBEE
M2, VAR & B4 (Juan Yang,2014 ; Tasso,
Sarlo, & Totto,2017) , T A B S5 BIEFEAT 5
B H R T K2 W SSIER Y, eIt R Th B
BRI B RS 8 R A0 0 R BL T SR 45 G
(AnBE AT ) FOOA S5 AR 56 1y (2 S iy
B ) i DX B0 R, LA B 5 B 4 A DG i R R
A, B3 (A N1, N2 ) SRR 00 4 35 AH O 1 B 30 0
(A3 I o), W12 ) (Fede & Kiehl ,2019) ,
B R — BB E AR IO N A B 220 R o B £ BE
Kl S BIEFES R TTERNEE SE
BRI I8 Ak 2 AR AT BB 2 A 1E # 1 ( Kahane,
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2015) , —HRBHEEXRA—ESFBIIHN
AR, LLNTE R B R X TR 2 F R 2
TFZ I RRIE , &7 MR ZU TR B,
SRR NBESRIFH L RAGE , A2 AT X s
BRIV E A B AR DL Pt R A 2R T 1 ) B 5 T ( Cam-
eron , Payne, Sinnott — Armstrong, Scheffer, & Inzlicht,
2017) o WL, AFFREATICTTH T M BRIEEIT 55, 2
S AEVFBHRR BN & A B, BRI
HT 5 RETC O R P (At ) AR08 AL ) i —
PRCPEAIIT , AT 45, e A B A 2805 3 R
] DLREAR A 1B 1 B 9% 19 13 #2 ( Harenski, Antonenko,
Shane , & Kiehl,2010; Yoder, Harenski, Kiehl, & De-
cety,2015) o HIABIE FAUE — R RE IR D0 BE AR
XEHERAF AN RIEELS BELEEER M
TEPEAERE 2 (W] B0 28, & LR P00 wij 2 7 T8 T 4
P AL B B SRR, TR M A TR E R A
Fi o R 5 5 E (K /E A ( Harenski et al. ,2010) ,/H
RIS FIE R X5 e HaE, E1E
WIMEAE 55 H WA S T S i A TR R 2 A 3]
EEEMIER, T N NRTE A E R R
HEZEMNIER (Moll & de Oliveira — Souza, 2007 ),
XMpERTBEFE AR BAE S T (BIA BIRH
) MRS (N ERIRINE ) ZIEfFEMEAE
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FAR AT BB, B, TR AE T RERE PR B AR IX — 723 1]
JE5 T b T A 3 R T T L T e 2 L X A0 T
I, AR5 2 i T IR 3l SR B R B 7 B 58 FE
Pt (A LE A 4E R EZE SR

73— T, 1P i T o T R L 9 K
FRAAFEISEAAAES UL, B 40, UM T3 3% ( dual —
process model ) 35 I8 & AT R P MAEX M ST I R G, —
MRINHR G, — TR IE ARG (Paxton & Greene,
2010) . HEZF X T HE RS BWHELTIK TR
ZAU MG R 6 R R IR EEE R M
T ( Cushman, 2012) . %< H 4 3 i (social intui-
tionist model ) W 52 1 & JE 7E 18 187 fr T i £ =2 A4E
M, TE LR HE R X2 b5 59 #% B ( Greene & Haidt,
2002) , PIANEISX THEEE A THEERME L
A3t [ & AR TE R o ATTTEE P 7T
RS SR RN M B 52, A E BTN T 5
AL AT E A S RO X R N A R B 3
B PG T Z AnE L, B A TR U], X E R
WS H EM AW AKX (Ham & Kees,
2010) o A THEMEMEEE LR, BIREN
FTIR S8 BR AR 2 A BaE i Frp B F s
S, IR ZhIE BR AT LU H g i (R s [ 2R 22
MRS RER G R, WA I LZED A
HBL B & UL, 10 5% B I 1] 30 25742 A B PE A AR LA
KA ESR, fnid o LB RN LR
BRIA RN o R B, v AL (AL E K S i TR B
Z&(Fiedler & Glockner,2015) ., lEfLERFREZH T
MERGERW, AAZEEESR, ELEHKMR
B, BB R I e de b BEAR 47 1Y Sz B Wil ple #E
& AL, AL B AR SKREEA RN AR i 3G i
[F] ) 52 i T T R A TR B fin T ( Kaspar, Krapp, &
Konig,2015) o AN, B YIRS 8] | - 2 8E R ] |
SATEPL ] 7T BB 20 R B T i T b B shiE B )
s ] I IR BE LA R TR 4R (Wed & Li,2015) . &
BB IR SR 12 T BB R SR, (H
HHEEMEAS S RRE R EEER TR
#8, ( Skulmowski , Bunge , Kaspar, & Pipa,2014) . U1
EETR, TEESE RS BORXS B E AT 5
MR IEEE AT 5 TG BT, FE TR
RIBTEE WA R M N EDLH .

A, B TEEN AR 5 BA AR R, 3
LKA WA BB HE IR N BB TR e B A SR
FUHHE T HUBR B TE B 1 B A [R) B3R T S BOR [ B9
% B ( Sinnottarmstrong & Wheatley,2014) , K, 18

TR WOH o N IE R BRI X R FR B RN,
REFERIRARB AT X 3 FR B A 2 AR PR A 72—
AR, TEH AN TEE BT M (Gray, Young, & Way-
12,2012) o FoJ , 15 45 e B 26 B FEPE M P 2 B 56
@ 4F F ( Buon, Seara — Cardoso, & Viding,2016) , i
KRBT R 15 4 e TR R R AR Ay 45 1) 78 & (Lotto,
Manfrinati, & Sarlo,2014) ., 3 B 1k, R4 Ha-
renski £ (2010) (IR EIELE N RS RIS P I
BT R TIEPEE RS TR i AL, (AT
FIRF IRBEMENE , BENEN ZHE, WA
BB LR,

g5 ERTR, AMABE R RN S R4 KK TE
TEE R, LS B AN BB A8 T 2 el XA
RF o HHTHIIR ST ARSI BB 7
E55 PXHEEE BN T B R HR gh B0 52 R, HI3E
R T 545E/ R HA R EENE, A, ETE
BN CEMES A EE) FE e i (5 51%0) wakik
ENPORN R, RIBSCHIPTEC R I ARG
AT P E AR 1 2 i o S AN TR, 1R A IR 3l
H AR PRTE N B AN BB TEAE 55 th AT RBR B W],
A, Seri IR Zh B FE B & BT E R AE B
TH—TEBEELRR, B kT g M
T AL 2\ F0 8 1 B IR 3 813 ( Bangee, Harris,
Bridges, Rotenberg, & Qualter,2014) , B 7T AW 3
PR | AR B T R AT DA S R ke 3R A
TCAZh ARSI L) , H5 i [a] J) o3 oy B o e =
AEF (1B , LASABIFAE P Ba FR A 18 78 in L v B AR
HAMBEEENENTE FWEiEER, Wik, =i
TR (1) B AR AE R A S A EN A B
W2e 5, A RR AR ER B 2464 B (2) HIEEE
5 I D 2 R P X RS LA % 17 4 g B )
TR REA
2 MRAZE
2.1 #X

BRI A3k 48 24 (Z0H: 20 48) BRI 7E 18 ~
28 iz, Ha 24 2R (LE104)S5H
PRIBETEAE ST , FX4ENE (22. 58 +£2.23) % ;24 Al
(ZHE10 &) 2 55 BIBEELS, T HHER (22.96
+2.40) %, PIROATE S0 0 T 32 207 R Bk
FFUEHC . ArA s B EAL DB R Wr e,
AFIT X B E TR R | AR A ) R
FONFIRERS o

W5 8 i AR T R B T b R B Bt i PRBFE 5T 4 22
TR SHA, A SO F RE RIS, R
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2.2 ZBNE

SEESRFH SMI RED 38 MR 3 (R AE AR B B8
KRN S00HZ , RIBEIAE 24 35119 LED BUR2S,
Ry 60HZ , 43 3r3 0 1024 x 768 R R . AR IE
SRR ek 60cm , ALK 3. 8° x4.9°,
2.3 EBHH

M LEEE 2 %) (Crone, Bode, Murawski,
& Laham,2018 ) rf L BUE 5 37 5 B F 18 S S 30 41
R, L B R | 3 T M AN TE TR N
H R A R A3k 192 3k, B SRR TR
B R 5hahsi#EFE R EE, E5 I ERKF
FIAT BRI T IR ROF- 8. B K/ R 600 x 450 £
R, SLRATEIRE A 100 AT HEEHEE F
SR R R G E /L E R LA
HPEIAT 1 ~9 FVEGr X J VR4 40 A AT 2
CGEER B, NEE) x2(1F4 Ml =g,
) PR R ERME T 20 (R 1) 451 E
(1) BEFRZE: EERNWERNBE F
(1,99) =2463.05,p <0.001 7> =0. 98, A 4 F0
TEAMIE s HAE B F(1,99) =29.55,p <
0. 0017, =0. 39, #— R BN R , T2 e
BEIA R B S (4 B TR A B R
RTFAEEE R ,ps <0.001;, HEZ TR B
F,ps >0. 15 (2) 1525 M B - TE BN M B9 300 2
%,F(1,99) =157.61,p <0.001, 7. =0.77 &4
MR B 2508 B, F(1,99) =24.79,p <0.001, 7% =
0.35, BB MAEEMBEN L TAENEZE, F
(1,99) =12.01,p =0. 001,57 =0. 20, — B A%
NN, TR EERRAE LT, S
R HTE A B B K T & f, ps <0.001,
HEZFHNIAEE ps >0. 1;(3) f5F/ K0 EE:
154 e B ) F Ak N 3B, F(1,99) =56.94,p <
0.001,n; =0.55, WM E A B0 /50 8 B
TLM R R, HE R0 A B A B3, ps
>0. 1, A, I A% BE TR B2 PE 3 1) RO B
LHBNBHABE ,ps >0. 1,
F1 FREZGTEEHRSEMBEREREITES (M £SD)

B e
B Rt T Rl

EMEEE 7.46 +0.05 2.56 £0.10 7.64 +0.05 6.38 +0.11
IR 6.88 £0.07 2.85+0.10 7.16 £0.09 6.23 £0.13
2.4 RBAERF

ASLE R 2( AR MR/ S A ) x2 (GETERK

W BT/ AEAE) x 2 (7 48 e « 7 M T/ PR MG )
1RA SEmrise it , Horh 280 gl ] 28 2, SETERL AT
THE M FORN R B . SRRIT IR ZATHFT 9 AR
FRRHE , B HEZ A (8BS 8 3L, ib AR & AR
Rk i ER D), EXTma WA XA, 3t 192
MK, BfF BaeRAT AEMIR S BAR, LK
B 1 iR, EEALEP, BEERAERSR
“+ 7, FF gL 500 ~ 1000ms; SR J5 2 WM B E R
3000ms , BRPAIL S R, IHEH R BE 2
—1~ 800 ~1200ms W= Fr. SNBSS, BoR A
IR R A KRB EAT N NIRE S Bk
EHIWTIE b R S e T IEASERSE
MRZJE , BRPALEE “RWE B i, HExd Ho0E 45 i i
FE(1 =fRMaEE,S = R M lE ) 64T 5 oy, X2
VEE W TE 45 M B B2 D20 64T 2 (AL : BB, S B
H) x2CGEES M BE, NEE) x2(1FEME . &
g, IR ) B A2 0 0y 22 AT, 4R R AR 22
FRE(F(1,46) =6.56,p <0.05) , 4 B A HY1H 2%
MR B 2 R T B R B R B (F
(1,46) =106. 14 ,p <0.001) , NIBEERE 15 25 e B
BERERTEEE R (p<0.001) ;& 4551 1) E2L
MNEE(F(1,46) =262.75,p <0.001) , = Mg & H
THEEGRE BE S TR B R MR R B FH %=
F(p>0.05),

(800~1200)ms

Bl SBxEE
2.5 FBEBRELEE
RHIRSUECE iViewX SR SEATHHR RS ,
Jil Begaze, SPSS 22.0 #k {f 347 48 it 2r #r, % M
Greenhouse — Geisser IEEMETIEBRIE AR IE .
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3 HR
3.1 #£RAE%

FEGETH 3 HTHT , B S0 NG B R (4R X (Are-
as of interest, fAJFR AOD) FEfTEN, WHE 2, BT LI#E
3% ( Mathieu Garon, Forgeot d’ Arc, Lavallée, Estay,
& Beauchamp,2018) , R IE L F RN E AOL: 1 [y
WIEE(G B R, MR A 2 A e, 18
ARAETWE WHAE (I FREER) LT
RS EER SRR S 2 G & R A SR %
A ST YRR AR BLE P Y 2, AR eI U1
Bl S — 1, B AOT L 5E 3h 7E e fil B 1 45
B33 AOT k58 5/ N T ARl s Wy T A B 4 A
TEEUTT 247 B BAR (WL AR BE) Y AOL 45 5, LA
FELR T AR SR B R IE AR 8], S e
], S-S Ta] L A2 o

A fER R [

IEE

B e g

IEE

E2 B&EMTBRKEERMASERE
(A:XBX AOT WEE; B #aE)

3.2 mBEHER

Xt R 2B ey vk AR T LS T A T 4 T
245 AR, AP BA) x 2CGEMERM: ETE, A
) x 2(IE L MeE : = e, IR i) T W&
ZArHTo X I [ AR FL /N T 2 (A5
WS, FNB ) x 2CGETER GBS, R EE) x 2
(TEEEM R : o e R, IR R ) x 3 (P2 FLJ9:0 ~

300ms, F11§:300 ~ 500ms, B HH:500 ~ 1000ms) E
BWMEHZ51T. IRNEERILE 4 FE S,

B KA R 45 R R B, A 8] RO A B E (F
(1,46) =0.05,p >0.05) , JEAEMM FRN BFE (F
(1,46) =34.65,p <0.001,7. =0.43) ,BLEE F 1)
BHIREMR R NFAEMEE . TH MR 30
REE#E (F(1,46) =31.38,p <0.001, 7% =0.41) i
M P B IR AL ) B DT e R . B
BHMIEERBENZEERSE (F(1,46) =
34.65,p <0.001, 7> =0.50) , 3 —H & B0 40 A7
FHAUTEARM R B oy, JE T R B R R A ]
BE/PNTABERE R (p<0.001) , T £E 7R Mg &
THREBEZER(p>0.05) ANTEABE L, Kt
FEE R B R e ) B /N T R MR B 7 (p <
0.001) ,M7EIBEMEAH T KB EZR(p >0.05),

SRR R 25 SRR, R B B (F
(1,46) =1.50,p >0.05) , JEAEMM FRUN BFE (F
(1,46) =18.21,p <0.001, 7> =0.28) , 7~ 18 £ [&] A
BR[O T AR Fr o R4 Ml 3
B (F(1,46) =17.59,p <0.001,7 =0.28) [k
TR R S R B K T e e REE fr o EER
FEEMIER S HAE B #E (F(1,46) =7.72,p <
0.01n2 =0. 14) , 3 — TR AR 4T R B, AUTEAR
MR P 7, AN TEAE I B S TR I ] B2 R T
EE R (p<0.001) , MAERMERG T LTREZR
(p>0.05) ;{NTEAEFE LM, R EE B R SR
) BE R TR (p <0.001) , TH7EE A
HTILEFHEZER(p>0.05),

S-SR AT [B) 45 SRR B, A 8] RO A BE (F
(1,46) =1.50,p>0.05) , EEHMN FRN BE (F
(1,46) =88.06,p <0.001,7. =0.66) , A3 &[5 F
- IIEE AL ) B 2 K B f o B4 30
)3 % (F(1,46) =160.79,p <0.001,7> =0.78),
R RS B ] 1 - YA 6] B K TR MR I o B
FREH AL B3 (F(1,46) =243.09,p <0.001, %
=0. 84) , RV 5 P ] 8 28 K T M8, et
FERTHY. AN BHZE/ENEE (F
(2,92) =4.60,p <0.05,7, =0.09) , 37F— 2 B3
BELATHTERER AT M A A2, S B 20 S S B I ]
BERTHEA(p <0.05), HE WNEMPER=
HZRELEAEBE(F(2,92) =3.11,p <0.05, 7,
=0.06) , #JE— & BN IR , £ 5 B 241 H HA i R
L AEEE RS R R FEER A (p <
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0.05) ,MENRHTINE F, A EERF 5EE WE B, MRS [ BE KT8 4H(p <
BAEEZR(p>0.05) ; (UTEABIER AN 0.05) HA TR A HARIALE ,ps >0. 1,

g 450 - W W .
& 400 // //// %
*m 300 | %%{{] %%
T rwm wm | rEE s
S EA ABaz

3200 -

3000 +

2800 4

2600 ~

2400 -

2200 -

2000 +

1800 - 4

Aok @ ﬁimﬁg
LT ' [ & e

*=p<<0. 001

/

S
S==

N -
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i FL B AR R NS IR R, A o BB R B E(F 2.95,p<0.05,m; =0.06) , #2518 SN B, 4
(1,46) =0.20,p >0.05) , WM ERMBE(F  BAHP, = PRRZEIPIFEE (p <0.05) , AN
(2,92) =22.54,p <0.001,n; =0.33) , (eI RRE  Badirh , ACE RYIR RPN EZ HERR BE
BN BER TR, PN EEERTR  (p>0.05), HAtERBON R BRI RE, ps >
B, ARMNBENLEAENEE(F(2,92) = 0.1,
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RN BRI RIEETN ZE X R, RRERHM
R A P SR A, TE R RS LSO A TR B
7 7] LA B 7E i ) AR - M sh S X
4.1 HBRPHOGEMARITEESBR

BT A B R R ) R S RIS B
HAANRAN T EEMABEEE W EWEZHE
A L E 72 R (Harenski et al. ,2010) , H
A 25 R B ik e R AR /b B4, 54
TERPE RAA L, AP PSe T 12 & 1 R R B ] BE
S50, 1 P A ) 52 R % AT Dy 4 R DX I Y
HEhoRE, | R E LR A A, R 5 &
( Garon, Forgeot d ’ Arc, Lavallee, Estay, &
Beauchamp ,2018) , 45 R R TCIEXS THEME H W
bR TE RS A, U R g T 4 & B RE
SIMEIER, ARElm TEEEX ST
MY THEEMN RS RE W ERIN L, EER
B AGE X — G5 RS Re T I H R ( morality
dominance hypothesis) ( Abele & Wojciszke ,2014 ) , B}
NEXHETERHE B iR i TR E AL . 1
Ab, BT A1 45 R s R e e AN TE 7R ] i B
PR ] B, SRR TR B B ) H AR B A
BC 1B B0 B B Ao , 45 R 38R To i W A E 48 i 1
HREMASH M A B R ERAE Z
B, ATREH TN E R — T f PR L’ A
MFREIANT TR E R SRR RN E
B4l #E 30 s ( Huang, Fan, Zhang, & Huang,2021)
BRI R, B B AR W] BEAAAE A R B B
TR AT, 7E 100ms LT BRI B, e
K Ay 7 Y AT BB ERTE R 4EHr 1 i AR ( Armstrong &
Olatunji,2012) , fit LUK 1 U AL 8] A] BB R
EREERH B, R X EERE B LR,
HEFERERFN B A EERF A EZNER.
4.2 MmTREHHEFSETN

W TR R A S B, IFoR & BRI 4
O BIBEILET A (1) 25 5, o) LW AP AT 55 S BB 5 A 5X
FRIEA S SIRME T R B SfbER, SE
#2£(300 ~500ms ) AT BEAAZR A BT F MR BIRME
FRUERRIEL (Cui et al. ,2017) 455 B IR B
L ANBANEEE BB ] B KT E
B F, MR RA T 2= 5, R ER RN B
SPRAXAEEFEBRATEZHTEER, TIEKH
WA b, A A P B ] B T N FR A A
RSN BAXHEEF B AN TR E S, AT e

TAESHMEEMESR FH N, S RAFTEE Z A
FIRERAEMSEFE BN T, B ETFERERY
ICFERTS R, AR, AEEE A&,
B2 S BRI I ] 20 BE A, AT BB T e
B 4H # Xk B A B 1 R B TR AT O B R
(Schein & Gray,2017) , NEERFEE AT ERHEA
TAHRER, MR THRANTER, BRESIMATER
PEXTAE R B AT, AT HER AT
4.3 BIALAAGHEHEZL

WFREER BoR , WA BRI, 5 W AL E
R, T7E N BRAL D , M R L E 2 B
FERTEAH], R ULE R R B o T] 493
TN, 15 4 RS2 ORGSR , DA JH 57 AT AR K LA e G 3%
RO DA R 5 R BR 22, T 1 3 o AR e o AR
WATERMR B, 772 MRL AR 3 )45 & BF 5%
E G I e L SO, PRI R i 88 (X 380 R 33 R A 26
P, 757 IA 095 1 #1175 45 9435 ( Critchley , Tang, Gla-
ser, Butterworth, & Dolan, 2005 ; Urry, Reekum, John-
stone, & Davidson,2009) , WHFFE s, B TN BE5F
A T PR A ST 5 T AL T R 22 0 i
e , W B A AR I A 45 R RE 0 SR , THE BB
£, Bl R AR BE AL, BUR &Ik
IER B R EA R E M L wi s B
ENER X A NI NGOl TR ) =
5 #Hg

BRI : (1) S AN BRAE 55 A i %
PG P T VT 11 o R AL T B, X e
TEAL A, (2) MEES RSN BESRH A5
Ain TH B F X BERL 6] 6 B3 2= 57, LB TG ig
AL RN RIEFEF RS 5 ST ER
EMIT ., NEES T, A EEE A X EE
P e AT B i ) B K, T B B AR B e i X
MEENAEEUR, (3) Bl ERT7EP YN B35
S, 2% T T B0 I AR i R A A AR A
i LA, (BB AR B i L AR (A R R RG
X EESE AR TR TOI8 T R T AR R TE R T
BEERIRAMEEIRZEMHAEER, AR EER
SR AR I LAl BEAAZE RS (8] B S . AT AR
Wshe Y R R EMEIR T,

S E 3k
BTS2 ¢ (2015). SRR TR 27 £ TR 3 A I
B LBIRLE R 23(12) ,2020 2041,
Abele, A. E. , & Wojciszke, B. (2014 ). Communal and agentic
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A Comparative Study on Explicit and Implicit Moral
Evaluations ;: Evidence from Eye - tracking
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Abstract ; The present study aimed to explore the physiological mechanism and the difference between implicit moral intuition and ex-
plicit moral reasoning in moral evaluation. We adopted eye tracking technique to investigate the eye movement patterns of moral intuition
and moral reasoning influenced by moral valence and emotional arousal during implicit and explicit moral tasks limited to harm/care do-
main. The eye tracking results revealed that the time to first fixation were shorter on low — arousal moral pictures and longer fixation time
on low — arousal immoral pictures in both tasks;and there was no significant difference in dwell time between explicit and implicit tasks
at the early stage;in implicit task,the dwell time was longer on immoral pictures than on moral pictures at the late stage,besides,indi-
viduals had greater pupil dilation at the middle and late stages. These resulis support that both moral intuition and moral reasoning in-
volve interactions between consciousness and unconsciousness, however, moral intuition may have a lag in time.

Key words :implicit moral intuition ; explicit moral reasoning; harm/care ; eye — tracking



