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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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(1. SENITAE A0 BB, BEPH 550025 52, 575 IS o Do B B, IE I 010022)

B E:RABEAMMRATES AT A SO G B, AR FERFIM YN L
B AR G B B X, B S A B vl AR AR F B 04 o R 4 B 5 1 SRR & R T, ELAT
RALE B ARZBIIR, B THEHERTEX ) BIRE,ATEE AT EAEFIB CNLARA IR T

A BT EIEFI B0, HARB A HH LRk ARBT M MERE,

R RAFR T & CNI £

AMA TR R LB BT EIEA W09 B0 AR H RS B L FRER S B ARE R

FIB £ W BREAF R

KB A B EAFI M ONT AR s e B B3R X

E 4y 225 :B848 XERERIRAG A
1 5|§

e Er SR R R SRS, REL S5
AR & AR, BRI LT 2RI 3 AL S 20
g, TPt 2554 #9282 B S i AT TxE
A2 T T ] R ) DR T R R E AT L (B ORLER,
2019) o HARUIE A S — AR, ©F
BEIE R BAL T3 52 W) A AT Y 38 72 A 7 ( Gawronski &
Brannon ,2020 ; Lammers & Stapel, 2009 ; = #%,2020;
RORE ML, AR, 2013 ) o R 40 FAY 7 7= A Wy £ T
RN AT TXF A B B4 L B 25, AN A F AATTIE
BB TEAL st P AR BRI . [W, 1T
BAAERE R I At A2 vh 52w AT AR R AT
o (BA5,2015) , B4 =AU st A7 i N B 4
PR T A W 5 e R S Xl N TR AR S 48 TR
Z BRI A A K AT A R i AT Y
WREXEE,

DMER TR BAHEEAI R TR H, KER
Ffegwix B R, @ o8 3 BN R AR
BRGNS TEAE A W (0, EAR AR GE P X
BRSO k) Zis B RN
JRBRPEFARF S R Z B T AR ESE, 7 T IR
ZHER AR, Gawronski 28 AFR T — Mg X iE
&AW CNI( Consequence , Norm , Inaction ) #2732 [
S IR b AR R AT E TE AR P IR BT rh A T 2 R A
Ml 5 A ( Gawronski et al. ,2017) . B =,
CNI AR 15 AT A0S SE A Wi i 32 =~ 2k 57 0
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B (1) %25 R8s (sensitivity to conse-
quences) , BV Zh F] 1810 1] 5 (2) Xof 3 4 A0 5 g0k 1
( sensitivity to moral norms) , B8 SLig i 5 (3) LA K
AN JREE R G E N, IR 4717 30/ AT 3h, R~k
B & B 5 B {8 [7] ( general preference for inaction ver-
sus action irrespective of consequences and norms) ( %
KW, EER6,2020) o fHET ABFSE M AR XA ) B
W S A T B SCRR HET T R GEA B, B = B S J= T
BT B e 3B T4 B 0/ I PL R . BRI, AR
W R TR E AR BT 200, REE M T
450 V9 M PR 52 ¥ 3K A B T A U CINT A 78 9k i 45
IR AR AR 2 BN A S OB2E
AHSCEE XA I W 1 A B IS (L g A T IR
X
2 WABRKRNIERERERM
2.1 BMABES

B, DHE AT I BRI SR RSP A
Yrid BER AR P I, (48 SRR AL SR
YR BEIR , B TR I B A E—Fh 4
478 & ( Keltner et al. ,2003) . fEHF (S OLHEFH
RIE , HREN RN ARG L Bd 2 —Fh
DEANE R LI E sh O FRR S ( Galinsky
et al. ,2003) (oI TG MAUS) AR QTS
PRy B HIESHTEARL ), BE 2 AL 3% (sense of pow-
er/perceived power) , $5§- A% 5 i 4t A F1 5 £ BB )
RGN, BIARME B B AT DAEH B DR fs AR (&
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HE8AT A ( Tost & Plunkett,2015) ,{HZ W H KI5
MIPER 15 W AU BT A B IC RS, Lt an,
MATE TR B B9 AU ) Bt B g T T 5 e L 3,
2 FRir 2 & (Smith & Hofmann,2016)
2.2 BABRRTERFINE
2.2.1 BUIHELE—IP IS

T EYFEAM, FENRS TR -
146315 ( Approach/Inhibition Theory of Power) , iH
SUREEELy B S N s A PO N ST )
& AT R R (F REE, ATE B ,2009) . 45
BNME = AU BT, “ 4T A R 4t ( Behavioral
Approach System, BAS) " $80i , MM 0] T M B &
Flgk & R H B b st S AEEE SR Y, Bk
FER BB, 55 2 RIS & % X AT 3K
HKo )8 SIRA 7T, “ A7 4 i R 4L ( Behavioral
Inhibition System,BIS) ” 3% , M SN2,
TOIMEED] MR SR, 52 MIHRIE AR
KAFTHHARER . Kim Fl Lee (2017 ) #5511 24
MR T BRFIFSE BT, A TR IEAME, /AT
AR Rl 45 45 5%, H i F BAS REM
T, PR SR EZ BT R, )
TIH £ M EEHIWT (Kim et al. ,2017)
2.2.2 FUIHH RIS

ET ARSI A, BN T80 M4t
Z PR H 5 ( Social Distance Theory of Power) , 435
M B 5 IA AL 2 T 4R 58 A 7 %o 18 75 40 W7 ) 5
e, &5, AABRHLEZR RS, BT & RAU )RR
AR ] A X BRAR A (TR AT 1 A 55 20 4R gt v
7)), BRI RAAR A  4L 25 BB 51K (Mag-
ee & Smith,2013) . MIAKIWLHIZ T KE  RIEHEE
AR WL, At B BE K, iRt sk
DR ELE 52 (Stel et al. ;2011 ; Magee
et al. ,2010) , DA B K B R AR B AT E 1S
FIBTET AR E LR . Wik, BB B A T )
TUAMT o 45 3R o 5 o, ik S T R 1 4 A I
( Aguilar et al. ,2013) ,
2.2.3 BUIRGHEBNS SEUI S ELS

WAL, B AN 1 WA L0 A 25 B A
X E A W R, AR R a5l A B, AL
NRET—E M SR L MAAAE NS HIES
(Theories of structural power) AN, B 1 B
o TARE , MR B CTEAL &9k EE i A
G T AT B AR 5] 7, DLAE R fR 47
PR F- B (Lammers & Stapel ,2009) , FrAEA T
TR A S BB A0 S T PR 0 T i o TSP T A
FIWr. FEN IR R — 1 LEAE, )
UG AMTBE AU M6 2%, [FB 2 —fh )

VAE A 2R R sl M ZA T (3 58r 55 5 =X BB (10
HLIR 25 (Galinsky et al. ,2003) o A7 10 B H i
(Theories of psychological power) 1Ay, B AR J1 B fi
M5 3% B4t 2520 (Magee & Smith,2013) ,
AN KA GRS T A A 180 54805k, B AR T A
ATXFEFE AT B ST ( Galinsky et al. ,2006) , B 1t
SR T D R () T 7K T ( Gawronski & Bra-
nnon,2020) ,
3 EfEHIE
3.1 EAAI GBS

TETEFIMT (moral judgment ) & ANTHKYE—E
15 5E % B CEUth AT T R R AR X R HET T IEH]
B AR L BRI T, 2 B A 1 P A W] D R
HrvEid B2 (203, Tk R4, 2015) . AETE Y — iR
NEETH, WIEA ISP RIS AL
BB AR TR 55 75 (1 I, {H A5 G e — S pfE DA
P ESE ANTTCE RS 0D AW . B M
R BRSPS 5EHGEEEME DB R R E
BON,“ R 1 012038 H e B O T R ) SR, A
WAT HRE A EEME, RE S5 R B 5
sl KA IR AR FTHESZ 0 o T A5 B [ 28 0
SRR R SCHE R TE AR AW, TR &5 R i ff RE &
HEMEARER R AT RN . KT ATl FiR
PARRAS [R] A AT, AR B9 58 6 i T T8 1540 I By XL
I AR AT AR RR, F P 2R TE AR Wy 5 1O B
RS EEIn TR 8 shAk i TAEX L (X% %, BT
FE,2021) . TR AIETIHE TR B hF
11 BRI RITE AR 2347, X0 A A 25 3 4T
HEA N L5 45 Y 1) ( Greene et al. ,2008) ; &
SGEFWHE HEF A E 1T A POEN B S iE %4
BN 2 B b in T 7241 ( Greene et al. ,2001)
3.2 dEfEFIRERFHERBLEX

TR GEWIMEIRIBE 2 2 B HB A R R L AT R 3
B AR AR A B RO BA R i S S k)
ZiaM(R5E3 %,2019) , F ZEEFRENTT A
TIZEPIXER 5% i 1 e SR i 5 U, KR 22 e 5
PN T A Sh Ak O B G B Ry, 5T T
H KSR B e —, H AR IRA ZER
FIBR IG5 S T 2 2 ) % BIF 5% 45 51 W) 3 A (X4
4 BETLRE, 2021 5 427H],2020) o

B, R PR R I R B AR
X SRR T 4 R S AR T R
BB DA AE B 16 b &2 D) R A | B
SCHEA ) %A A BRI I BTRR 155 PR R 558
T BRI R 25 e KA AT oy, i R ST
TEFEMARIAT R, Wi L 22 18] B vh 5K 2h 118 1
T SGS AT B0 ST GEBE— i Bk & 16
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%7 H—F) . HLTEENEMNFHARETRER
SE4 R T TRV 1 1) ()5 B 2 5 L i B SR
[ 95 3 25 R, Sl O R ) P N 22 0 Y G SR
( Conway & Gawronski,2013)

R, A& 58 Wi B 5538 2 T8 b A% 47 3l 5%
AT HRET 1T A RCHERR , SR 45 R B g R
FEMIE, BT RS Trshii s KT
DA B 11 AU AR A TE PR 5% ( BREL R AT B i 4
fHARIFLIE) , BB A 7T BB LR R T3
S/ RIS IR Bl , iR A FEAT B/ AT B R 4
PSR BN . GmHe R 35 H — S ) & SR s 1 A,
TXIAT RIS S AT e B — RO HX 5 — 26 A
T, B — A R e — ASiimst — A+ g
PREFEMIN  ABTE R TP FFLAF , XA 1T3h
Wegz /N T AR RS T R AT 31T R IR BE R R R A
hAE A ] BT BR A A 7 [R]A , HY T X AT Y 8
B MR FE A RIATAT B — S AR 1B S Y
FIWT s (HAE AT AR ST (Bl — SR BLE R
AN AMEEARIEFEAES , X FAE N IE R
PR IE SRR ] T BK g7 [R Ak s 27 I 3
FEA—E KA B E AW, B A e R &
B T A B AT BT SR, BNAT R 4T ; ity
B R WA — BB SO 1 1B 1R
Wr, B ] Befih R A B AT AR AN BI—Fh AT 3h Y
A ( Gawronski et al. ,2017)

G, BT 4 W X R 5 e = SRR LI A A 1
TSN T B 4232 A FAT el AE 4 0 FEAT A AT g St
( BT sl SCHTIT ) , 4 T A o 5 Ui A
ZUPRCo B 1 Fa7 50T 1, F O A R A o6 R R il 5@
3ok 53 M A A 140 THL D R S T S5 e L T P
B S8 FT 2 IEE T XU T AR AE F 1— BB 5T
TR BN GIRERE . WX A TIA AT &
FIBEAE AN DI RS0 KB R, B AR K
B EDRE B I B AR R TS b o A 1 o
Te] T80 HE D R ) TE 420 BB ( Kahane et al. ,2015) ,
TX R DY R A PP A 2 (DT BN B LA B R
Flzi i KA, IR 5 ANTHIH AT 5, BB BT X0
T TALAIR AR T A REAH OC B 2R = ma A TE 1A T 1Y
BRES EWAZ ] T R (XIEE, B, 2021)
3.3 A EAIBTey CNIAEABF 258 X

S T FEIRPIE R SR B Ry BR , Gawronski % A
BRI EEER %k, R T H ey EE A
Wt CNI 25 ( consequence , norm , inaction ) , 12 5 5 &
BOEAESIWTE G AFE A A LRl 72, X347 2 B s
HATILE IR A A R R AR R I — 25 Bk
AN DA SR 0o T 3 U ) BT R R

B, EEEWXEREER |, Galinsky &

(2017) ZETIE 2 Wy CNT BB W BF I ek 4l T
FOR S RIXEE B, BRI AT DO AR
TTREERMSAE T FEITR, U3 5 A 173h
TRIFHIT ARG BT R E R E AR
e E SG e i et Z A A THRN , S BURRTT
TR R Z A EAT A (RP ST A6 T8 15 ] )
R EAT A (BINE S B BRI W) , (A TCHE AR
BAT A 5 OB FR A T S B 2 R e i 1y 3K
BT Bl O 470 1) SR A58 T SCI fu 1] 9K 45 B ANA T
IR =B R, EREE AR, CNI &
TUYE W XE R B A XY R OB > b AT T RN,
il T 6 MEBE (B RS i E S B A
AEE HREE SFEBEEE TEEE) , 51
& B8 i B AT N AR BRI B R U R AT MRS
5B —B, 8L TR hET i/ R
(B RTAM vs W zi /D TARH) x BT (2L
1EEY vs BLERL) 4 MRRA I 24 S EEEEE, 8
I EAMATE 4 A RS 2 AR E 1T R
IR B AT AN S 38 S8 LR AT B sk A 17 3
Jis] £ JE R W o ) STRRRR B

HR, A FTAXE R @ m ST, 83
TN BRASE AT AR XS ST T A T 0 e, BT
CNI BRI N IR AT E R R =AM
AIOCHRC IR I Tk AL R MR : (1) X945 5% ) Uk
PE(C S50 , RS S TR 38 AR W 1 0%
B, C ZHUBE R AT 55 R AU (2) xBTS
FILBURPE(N S50 , /2 9Rh T8 e W G4, N
SHERTR 2R R VB TR B BUR (3) AFIREE R
HEEHNE, — AT ST 3R (1 2380 3K
AN B B B R R B, 1% 2500 S0 T 5 F8 FiE
WHIWT, JE XA FNE 51T ahReT B SGE 5 AT
Tt i o, T8GR R s MR 17 A FT 3, CNT
BT R A AT A b B W e [ Bl e =Rl sh L3R
SRR REPE , R A T o sk i = A0 B i AR
MAREEAM TR = R BAmE, X T
R P AR Ay T {0 Ty 850 00 P A S O
CNI ERY B BIF 9% & BIRE A48 P A X 4% 2R 1 0%
P 6] T PR R AR A DL BN ASAT Bl Al 5 1 sk
PEER A , FR A A AT XA Ry s SR AT A R
T B BRI A ER R T X730 M m ar akfi
flAT I B FLAF( Gawronski et al. ,2017) , 4N 58 faj B
FE PRI R B 8 S Th RS i el 42 Sz A
BAGE ARUIRS B, XN T % G PIME R 5
WA BNFE AL, 48 BRI R, A5 P R R i
AR TG P A0 AS 5] Py 18 1 T SR S R A T 78
FIWr 2R R 2R SWAIN TS R BEX R,
CNI FREUA Y BB R X — 22 R4 4t i — 20 i i R 14



FEAL W

BOTAEE B BRE A S R e A L T CNT LR AR A 543

B, i R B AR — 5 i [R 2R 2 5 A1 %
C.N.T =S5 32F 1 52 me 8 78 4] W, [R] e LA
B WA B b B A =R Ut i 708 A T Bk S AR
LR TR PRSI R R E 2 B ATEE
FIRTT 5T T P BN S T o
4 A BIHE EHI B i A 5T

R —Fh % 416 55 U (A X 4 ] BB 7
AL LR R ML I AATTHY AT B, AT LA
ZR R T 45 R (Rucker et al. ,2012) , DA
PR TR S TR AT A5 AT DA 4t o i
15450 99 3 PR 55 705 X (40 28 B ) H, 26 TR 8 B AH DR AR
) BB DL R B TE AT CNL BRI B9 . A
SCKEEE T B0 B P8 52 W 58 I AL AA | e A S BF
U0 AT EARB R TSR
4.1 ATHARERFGHREX

R BA A7 B BT R AR B SR S M T
R &G X R R R R IR BOR fR HE
TRMTIFIPERETA 2B RIS AR, — 2k
WFFE 2 B, A7 el b 5% W~ % A 8 77 1) R s ) L
4 Jy TR A S A [R] A SE AT T, e A ) I
P B AR i) T DA A T g R A 1 S
T ARA D SRR A 1) T AT o 5 3R o B v
i S A8 B8 ( Lammers & Stapel ,2009 ; 2= /NS
%,2012) , —SEWFRFBE TAHR WS R, Sues-
senbach F Moore (2015) BT FT 45 5 & T Y4k iR 4
TE ARG T I 2 B A AT SR E i 1 B TE 1A
W, IR 2 A= Ay 52 B0 U R, SRR ) & B B O
(Suessenbach & Moore,2015) . B S BB 4
A EEARAS 3 B 3l A A B A ) 22 Th R e
(Lucas & Galinsky,2015) , kb2 4, EA B R
N AL 2 )2 (Coté et al. ,2013) . E2FH ( Carney &
Mason,2010) % 5 IR M H E WS ED
HAE TERE A e ey 38 fm, b AR B 5t A TR i 58
T = A AR HE 3 8 A e AR T AR I, T
UL, {8 R G Wi v R 59 R SR A I 5 T A W
KA RGE LS, HRBHEZE S
AU BN, 5 () BT B B FE Wi A 22 7 TH /Y
R, V] AR BT A Mo SR, BT A SR R
SNBSS
4.2 AT CNI AR X

T % 5 P ME R B e B AR Ja e B A
Wit 5T G5 R A — Bk, — S5 A LR P I
BTt ge e B 5598 X 1 )R B ( Fleischmann et al. |
2017 ;Gawronski et al. ,2017) . F T LRV FE
BB R , Gawronski il Brannon (2020 ) {# i CNI A5
BRAII R G EEAW R R . TEIRBR T _EARA
JIEAN B TR MBI I AR 58 A0 ST, T2 AT Ik

EMMAME R T FS M R (C S50 B SGSfm (N
S8 VAR — AT s AT s (1 250 415148
BT IS TR , 88 7 T A 7 B 38 i3 5 me =
AU BN L AR R A AR S AN ] ) T A

B G, SIS YRR S AT
SXPREROR , FE T RECHIWAH G E B W T R AR,
E 7R W A I G A PR A A1 2 3 A O i B e
W45 (Aguilar et al. ,2013) , 3t CNI 2RI S, OF
FEN VAR TR A, m AU B A4
X G5 R IRUSE (C S50 B, B T80 2
FIE R TETEA W . R, AU 5 BE A &
BTSN TR0, R B O S5
] BE P AT, X3 T AT BRI 51 T,
SRA R AAH B 2 AN A A Ty i o T S
PEF BRI, (HAU) B0 IEENS A, S AU
B AN 5 52 B 4k 52 i, B TATAS K AT BB DG T
N IR BSZ FERIR , i LA RBAR T AATTX T8 PR R 138
ST, SARAU T B A AH B v AR SRR A0 ) T8
DRI R W, BT DAL CNL BRI S, ;W™
FACT T 3RS W SRR T 3t , 75 AR T ST S AR R 9
(N Z%0) By=Za Jy 1a] i 2Rk B iR, DU TE SCEsF
RgkL, B, R\ REGE - MBS,
PR RS BIE MENAT M EIE RS, AR E
BB ZHIERFE G HEER L, RBUTsh E3hiE
K H#E (Keltner et al. ,2003) , FFLABE CNI LRI
T, SIAUTRRARM B, S AU R A R BT T
SR BURE AR, R AR ET 4730 , 15 1) T4 s 2
I SCHEFERINT . 25 BRTR, AU % CNT AR A
EANSEREWTEA MRS, I BREEXT C 8N
SHUR I SHAEW L, RANEN RS T
AR G5 SR B BURRYE AT S A7 A R, R (I
M TR 3 SRR ERINT . (BT RSB IR AL
T3 IR TE PR U B R e Jy Te FETE 43, 2
K3 EEARA ARt T8 1 ALY 9 B B, 8 AR ) SRt
TEAEF W R WA A6 BT S A T R M
W BRI 5 2 A ) B o e T A 9 % R
A, BT AR S AT AR 7 A L 0 A 2 ST ) D
IV FA 2= TR0 ORI 1 5 5 T 41 59, T
YA I3 X TE LS A Wr 2 i B B 2%, T 22 (A 1Y
KR T SLUFWI T HIESE

#ESLRRis B CNT R 53 Gawronski 48 A
PIRFF 5T 85 3R IR 3 AT 8% 32 i Ao s X TR
I A BURYE (N 480 s ma B AR T, AU R 45
BB (C 250 DTl IR (1 250 ¥
T, EART S R A AE S s R AU
B AT E AR R BURE , X — R BL S RUTHY
SEM RS — B, BRI RGE 1 58 = A A TE AR
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O BB AR A A (A Al ) T SO 30 08 5 T R A [l 42
1155 J8 3 TR A IR R AT 1A% i AR 1
UM, X — R B 5T B0 FRIEE B, RS AU
JRRGH o AR AT T BRI 1 FUR A , 0 A A ik
HE SCHERINT, #8787 AT IR0 B RN S 48 5 T X
TERIF 7= A B 7] B9 520 ( Gawronski & Brannon,
2020) , MAh, E N2t A CNLARERMRR T £k
YRR P A B S MR 45 e S AU B TE T A
Wi . 45 R T & AR AU B Mk 5 E
TEFLIE M BURAE TR 7, DRI LA 1) T4 T SR T
T EZAT: 55 Ja SR AU B R AR T X AR
FIBURPE (N S50 , 38R X 45 5 B U (C
SR AT S e (1 280 TR E 2w, B
B IBJR B T AR I T R 0 0, 4 T HOE
SCHEH W B ( 4 ,2020) o

CNI R B S AW Z A —BOC R
AT MBI AR, R BT IR S 8 3 AL
J3 R 3 B A i R e AT B AR LT B R ke
M 8 TR R, T R B O 1) 9 S — BT
7= H TR B A 7 LA B A 07 vk i g 3h AL TS
RERIE R W S5 B, 24T % R 3 M E R
PEAU 1 BRI B & BT 0 288 4, AL 7 0 B
S ¥E) T THG o) 1 5] U8 A7 AE AN [R]380 0 ( Tost & John-
son,2019; Gawronski & Brannon,2020), {HEEE X
B2, =4 5 Gawronski [A]FEfE ] RZAE 55 I s Y
75 UR S AR AT 8%, BB 5T R R R A Ik
T8 2o AR AT 0] T PSS ) S SR s e T A
Wr , (HTE = BRI 92 3k & B i A3 Bk 3 i 1 4>
X S5 R BURE , R A 3 3N A 7 B i A4
B I SCHE R , A2 2 ik 10 D R = SRR B
Wro AT O, BPAE RSk AR R A 3 3=, AL
JIREXTMATEFE R W R FR 2 MR A i % &, X
TIERGEEAMIN LR BENREE, REVREFT R
AFWPE Z ARSI FETE H A H R B T4
5 MIRRE

X E AV M EE A, R A& T4
OB ARSI XA I B 5 TE A Wy 22 [ ) 26
RIAT THT, B 6 G wi X B By X LA S GE FE ]
Wy CNI R B 7 i U T — 8 SR . 1R AT
25 T M TR 35 1 X f gk, CNT AR 3R (B 55 O 86 A
B3 AT S A R E AR R At T SR A B0
fEREVLEN , 87 T AU IR AT 8 5 52 i T 4 i
JG ZANTEAE F 0o B L 1 R TG — 20 5 e T A
Wr, AR O L BEHR S WoEk. HER
PR G50 M AR IR, R RAD T — PR
I, 855 EaRA T B AR G B i, 28 3 X R R A
CNI ERIR AU 1B B T H W = 7] % RFR AT

TIRH,

46, L LUIEDESE R 248 807 I R 0 B AR
&, RS a0 g B EE SRR, kR
B SRR ST A 18 7 A W ¥y S e, {HLSE BR
A RRAEERATEEANZF P B LES
BAE(FHE 55,2011) o AMITESEATE 75 Wi,
AR SE R D, WA IMER T TR T
A ER = SR AT, B MG R o PEAS T SRR 5 1 B2 PR AR
NBREES RN MES L, BT ASHEITE
( Person — Environment fit, P - E fit) iS5, B
AN RTE A B BOAONE A5G A B R 48 s AT 28
B VAW DA R AT A2 R0e B RRRYERT, AE K
MRAEEE R B, A BEXT AT 2R A Al s 38 m
HER . T 52 B B (Josephs et al. , 2006 ; Kristof
2010) , RHutk, ZE#F A K, TH X 18 £ X [A) A, A
TR BT PEA ) B S IR B MU Bk T U ™
HIRETER . E2NAENRERENBR SN
TR 5 AU B A 0 2 DT, 2 W 3 DL Rk
ALFCHT, R R RSN R RERA BN 7 —
JE A W2

HIR, LB FIER YA TT BA ) BT T 1]
Wit sEm o DA AR A R (P TR X A T
MR R B =25 — BT A A TS
JA S MARVE B A ) B, AT B AR A i A &
BI#EZA ( Galinsky et al. ,2003) , — B F {241 5
(Galinsky et al. ,2003) BR 15 X 8 3 £ 4 ( Chen et
al. ,2001) ¥ AUTRAE N O EAE B MR, = 2R H
BHRBHRG R EAE N B BT RBRI, CENR
WESE T 975K 1 22 38 3 AR 1 8 AU 8% (B E ST
%,2019) , 7E HHI{E ] CNI BEUR B AL ) B 5 18
TR W75 R MRS, K B RP A 2 5% I AH [ B A
Ja s, U B A R B R W R E R B T
i, Nk S T AU BAE R OB B (S5
T BHARE T FHARI I, E s R st
% B R E AT 55- S5 7 I 3 B AT NS T8 4 i 1
M, 2T 5 OIS R RN R R 3,
A3 IR T ] it ) R e R AL T i AR S IR

5, DX A AN RIS BIA 7 X B T T R R i o
DAFERFF S e BRASU 1 IB%UR 3h J5 e 445 SR A s i ke A Kl
a3 R AL I (personal power) Flift 254 7 18% (so-
cial power) ( Torelli & Shavitt,2011) , 5 & MRIFEA S
RAER— R LA B i 88 ), B B
FREE R IF 4 I A\ B 428 1 % W) ( Overbeck & Park,
2001) ; J5 2 0] R A0 B TR B0 I SR Atk A IR
FRANER] (Lammers et al. ,2009) , BFFEEATINA
KA Gy TR S RAU B R AR S B i
WINES), FTAE Z R TS8R R, A
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1M, 3R AR IEMZAT 55 BT JR B A A1 I8 22 IR~
S AFEM IR BE ST, 58 98 A AALF7 /& ( Gawronski &
Brannon,2020) . EAHFFEIESE TR ABU R
BRI E AL ST, T ekt AT
JE BRI T AT SR RS, B T AU
O BEE LK S BIE REXT FaR G RIEAT S0
B AT AT RSB 18 T8 W K 3 A SOR A S A
Al , 4~Ja P BEE  J LA S SRR 5T ik 1] AR TR
vl 73 3 B AR T BRI A 56 A A7 8% (Ruckeer et
al. ,2014) , A = 3UAL S7 S A S A J7 J& ( Caza et
al. ,2011) &5, I W LA RIZE AUy ERTE A b
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The Influence of the Sense of Power on Moral Judgment and Its Theoretical
Explanation ; Based on the Perspective of the CNI Model

Yuan Fangzhou'?, Ye Qin',Mu Fangyan', Qi Shisan’
(1. School of Psychology, Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 ;
2. School of Psychology , Inner Mongolia Normal University , Hohhot 010022 )

Abstract ; The sense of power refers to an individual’ s perception of their ability to control others and themselves. The existing research
on the influence of power on moral judgment mainly uses the traditional dilemma paradigm ,focusing on the utilitarian tendency and de-
ontological tendency of the subject’ s moral judgment affected by the sense of power,and the research views have not reached a consen-
sus. Due to the limitations of the traditional dilemma paradigm,the researchers developed the moral judgment CNI model to explore the
impact of the sense of power on moral judgment,and this model provides a new way to explain the relationship between the two varia-
bles. Future research should focus on the influence of different types of power on moral judgment from the perspective of CNI model and
explore the combined effect of idiosyncratic power and situational power on individual moral judgment differences.

Key words: sense of power;moral judgment ; CNI model ; traditional dilemma paradigm



