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The Comparative Research on Moral Psychology
Between Confucianism and S. Freud' s Psycho - analysis Theory
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Abstract This article compares Confucianism with S. Freud' s Psycho — analysis theroy at aspects of moral psychology. Tt aims at illuminating
some helpful thoughts of moral psychology in special situations and providing basis for discussing the relationship between moral psychology
and personality in the background of Chinese culture. There are many differences and similarities between these two theories such as the
meaning dynamical mechanism of moral psychology the influence of moral psychology on personality etc. These two theories give us great
enlightment in educating healthy moral psychology.
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