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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

JEEESME R =P AN KPR G &

BFHhE BWmw H =
(=FRTE RS H =5, B 650500)

# =E.#/E5MEH ) (Moral Foreign Language effect) & 3 A6 BB P BT SN E S H TR L
BREAGIME, ABABRBAR, L FEAOMNS — AR R eI M E, EEINE T 65 EH
FEAFTENIHEE FERLR Yy BB ARREARBF, AN ZMHPad#aFTHR

W, R I Y BB HLTE A SP BT AT A P BT T

RAEFAEH R, AN, ALHBERRTOONER

PR NS B SRR K AR G B B AR R T AR HLTE B ShE KT 2 4 K AR BAT AT R AT,
KB AR IME AN W e 238 s AR ML ; Sh B KT

PES %S B4 ERFRIRAG:A
1 o

MMM S EAET WA R MEEG? HE
A BRI A ER 2 AP LA 115 = (Bia-
lystok & Ellen,2017) , Zi& 5 B2 , AU LA R
AN B 3 4R 45 D B8 1 ( Bialystok & Ellen, 2017
Houtzager, Lowie,, Sprenger, & De Bot, 2017 ; Thanis-
sery, Parihar, & Kar,2020) , T H. 8B4 #EM A BN H1
Jil T. ( Maschio, Sulpizio, & Abutalebi, 2020; Tao,
Wang,Zhu, & Cai,2021) , HEPRRY], EHIME
I, AT PR 35 P OB 2 A 31 S A D T T T
HE H I # ( Keysar, Hayakawa, & An,2012; Costa,
Foucart , Hayakawa et al. ,2014) , B33 Z ¥ X Fh 5
PR Z JHNERIUNL (Foreign Language effect) , T
JEHIPLE, RZ BT 45 A R AR — B 3T
Hr W EEAMERN , FEA =F R, R E i T
HOR SR 1R 2 RN D T PR 25 U8
1.1 $hEz R

“HMERN” BT Keysar 4 (2012 ) X7 X,
R AHEZRRON] ( Framing Risk effect) IRBIFSY . MR
A 244 ()RR A S e R i 23 B, AT 1) 7 XU AR
3 5 {HL 205 B R R 5 DAy s A 2 P, AV B re T IS
FK, REPIMRARNG R ZMFIR . LI
H5] ( Tversky & Kahneman,1979) , 75— 375 2 T 3k
HIEIHBIR T , A 25 YR TR A 60 T AJE TS,
DA HESR IR R B (R RE R 100% B HE 32 20 7 A 3R
REE 33.3% MR IR ANER 3K $, 66. 6% KL

MEHS 1003 - 5184(2022)06 - 0536 - 10

KA N AT DL R HE B2 R A 1 1) &
100% FIMESH 40 J7 NSET- 8% 33.3% MR A
NERARRL,66. 6% MR AE NS, BAR
PIFPRR SR 2 A R B, (H R AMTTEEW M RAT
MBI BEA N FH Xl FRRR A
A REERM M ZH AP OB T iEH
(Kiihberger,1998) , {H Keysar %& B{, 24 L\ g% i i #b
BRI, XA XRAEZE SR R R T,
AMEFM N ARSI BE KRR A R
A R AT o

HASIS A Z I T RN AL . B4, (5
TEVE N RBE B AT LA AT 200 (2L IR
MAERPEE IR RTE &, AR ET RSB
TR 2t 8 (Gao, Zika, Rogers , & Thierr,2015) (2
FRIBH IR SE R (Yoella et al. ,2018) |5/ R
447 ( Diaz — Lago & Matute ,2018) %
1.2 AR BT 4G SN B2 R

TEEAT, B SMERN BT S 1 57—
TEAEART E AR U8 — 5 1 S AT S (R S SR AT 4
(Cohen & Ahn,2016) , FoHp, 42 it 1) 18 7 4] W7 14 R}
e A R BE B H AR R 5 I 4 ( Thomson, 1985)
P, ¢ PR 358 SR W 2 R AR S B AT R BB i 4
BE A LN T AUERS - LW AT
N RIS R —FE A AHETT KA DA B IR 47 3 59
A p B0E BB TR T AT A A Ui T
32 ( The Dual — Process Theory ) ( Greene et al. ,

« BEWH:ER O AR E R RIESGEE AR LA " (32260205) o
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2001 ; Greene, Morelli, Lowenberg, Nystrom, & Cohen,
2008 ) TA Jy , TE PR i 2 WU AR i Ty =k Y 45 R
HE R ERIR B I T 504 218 A RIR
BN T, B4 TARfEE X E LR B (A R
WA ), BRI AR R T A 3= SR, BB AE &
GERA 2R R R (ERER M EZ AWML T, Wl
DA FR 2354 ) o Costa S (2014 ) 4 J R4 I 358
BRI, B BB AME R, A MR S T i)
F BEERSR A LA X FhE A W ESME R
T RABR M IS RIE FESNE RO (Moral Foreign
Language Effect) , Ak £ AR SCALH 5 I AR &
B, X P AN ARORE B A s Sk 9 — B ( Cipolletti,
Mcfarlane , & Weissglass,2015 ; Costa, Foucart , Hayaka-
wa et al., 2014; Geipel, Hadjichristidis, & Surian,
2015a) o By LARTLASE I, X AP ROV I A R i1 T AR
134k (CanEkiE 5 ME AR SUR) 331

FELRIF RIS TR T i & A R R b, 18 4
BOA Ny & T BOE S F A B 5 R N (Haide,
2001) , YANVHA PRAEL N, S F mEEEER
I ( Cameron , Payne, & Doris, 2013 ; Ugazio, Lamm , &
Singer,2012) , {HAHBIFE A BHZ AR B Ir TR
RGBS G, R I A Hih X — R FE R
BEAT N TEN I K F 22 5 (Johnson et al. ,
2016) ; Biaek ,Muda , Fugelsang F!| Friedman (2020 ) {#
FHRET | & PO BT B R e A = Hh RO 1 4%
[ = B PR B B 5 B A 32 SCRIE SCE AR
KFRo RFA—FINBIFT SRR VELE S5 EEHA W
RIKRARAE Y E A, MEHEZ MBS —
AMRE R TR 28 15 R R, B R AME SR A
ITITESE FAME R 2 8 IR R s, (H5X 5 5b
BEHIEERIERAE R ? B2 FE N TAMNEH ki
IR R R R 5 B R R E S5 L6 24
A7 R R EER B, Wk B T R R A
W AR B LA AR RISME R & R IRE B PE 2
BREBREMIA . ACESER THEEAW
AMBRL, WS T HA] BE R ML .
2 EfESMERUN A B = FhL
2.1 SPMERR RA TR 5R

30 L AT AR e A TE AT F SSUf R i 1
BB EESMERNL , AR 45 0 L5 W 5 i &R
MEEEENAC, HEERBEZEMI & LXK
( Haidt, 2001 ; Kusev, Schaik, Alzahrani, Lonigro, &

Purser,2016 ) , T4ME K FI AT B3 3 T & EH L,
B R E AR i TR ANS . CARBIRE
R, JA SR I T2 kil AR 2 oh A £ Uk
N, Ja Bl E 45 L 457 B 20l R R (Kva-
ran, Nichols, & Sanfey, 2013; Paxton, Ungar, &
Greene,2012) , Jir LA, WF57 & (7400 18 7E S 1B RO
FYRER T AMBIG SR T I L2200 .
2.1.1  HEMTRER N

N TR AESME RN 77 E L, Costa 55
(2014) 5T KA R EE , K BAME B A6l
EFEEMINA . PFRE NI FAIMES TP
BRI , B ASAN BONE R B (1 1 B P
HEZRAAIM IR, NTEsh THENT, 5%
HIBF S R BUAMNE g B E AT A R A
W T AT NG5 AL ( Geipel et al. ,2016)
JYEE SCHE, AE RS ROk B (2018) R TN T s 2
JF 2 A7 L A by B TR 2 TR R I T &
B, AR R BT TESME SR T SR I TS8R 8 .
B2 H AT RE LS R A X 30, FFEE AT
ST FEE RT3 A R I B,
BRI, AN Loy 85 KRB I T A 3= SOk B S B
o, PR TR 32 SRR T AT RE R AN R 8k, B
DI E L5 2bR B A REUCIISMNE &4 F 5
THIEIN. AR, 0 3 AR R X — WA
2.1.2 PR TILA KBRS

Costa 55 (2014 ) {5 B TA 0 B2 if 0 36 ( 2% 00 46 4F:
S RIBGT R H H AT R 4EB S £F) (Freder-
ick ,2005) & B, B BB TE BFE 5 AMBER T TG
BEER, BIBZOWA, R E 3 THEES
MEEIN T, R AXMEE & T HE R AL NER
NZA e B BE R, (HE 8RR IMNERME TR
BEE L b 2B T (Bodig, Toivo, & Scheepers,
2020) . MNHFRIERIM A B I &, EAME R T
WEAR GRS AEERAT UG AR IRS
BN T 38 58 #9 3 B ( Uur, 2020 ; Wu, Peng, Mei, &
Shang,2019)

T RS N B RS2, SR RN (LAE KA
Fi% W, AR AME A RRIR & B R B IR &
Y %% (Chan, Gu,Ng, & Tse,2016; Cipolletti et al. ,
2015 ;Geipel et al. ,2015a)? Greene &% (2001 ) ¥;i8
TERS R BRI A AR B SFE P AR S, DA
WAL (1) " ER S A F; (2) 18 E PB4
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FeE I (3) X R AR IA BUbh 5 7 (%
WHE RSB AT, EAW R L&A,
WA AWIBE . BEAYEAS AHBE S AR5
%R T RIS S ERSE . WEZRF—E
B2 KA IR 5 b 5 i e o T B A (i
) FA G T G R B rh e e 18 BRI e e iR &
B 5 BORE (BP0, e ) o BT RL, AMERL
N R AR AR T BER E TAME SR T MA R B4 g
BT FE . % T i, BRI 7 [ ¥ 1) 118 %
TP BRI
2.2 SMEEET AR R R AR Y

XAV RSME R BN, B EZ AT
FEAK ., HR1E Stefano, Bart Fil Van(2009) BiE 5 4557
&35 M 0 /298 3 B 18 ( Language — Specific Episodic
Trace Theory of Language Emotionality ) , S B 42 i 59
TSR R o 7 AR ARG , > TR 8 B3 2 1d)1E
I, SR WA R RO , = AR R R . R
AMEREE T R TEIRE B, 6 598 BB AURTE
) B AR IR P B IR an bR, e
IR 48 R B AS 40 B 7 5% 21 ( Brase & Mani, 2017
Catherine ,2014) , Green (2007 ) 7ZEWF 5L K BLIE 5
TR B J2 A K 547 ] Ak TR 8 0 56 1) I i X S
A B4 B B L I A Bl R B B 2 i 2h A 3 30
FRL s AHETA0E , ARG B e B A BE % i
S MRS IR 21 B IR R L (R RABARR T
AMER B T8 4 M B ) (Jankowiak & Korpal,
2018) ., HMERAFEIGEMA , e itE 3, L &
AT EE 18 51 115 45 i HE BE BE I ( Opitz
& Degner,2012) , ##1t, #ME B AR AT BEPHLAS T
B e SRR T B ia K WiELm L, A
TR 1 AR
2.2.1 JEPESMEBONIIT P 1545 R AR

AR SMERD T BB AL, T
P/ (15 4 A s 2 1 o B PR, DA AT BB AT
FI ¥ 38 % ( Aguilar, Brussino, & Ferndndez — Dols,
2013) , Geipel S5t F Kt B 3% 1 F 22 IR R 3 AT 0F
78, bR B OB 4 A 1O IR TR
a1, GER R I ME AT O 0 POTAE 280 A BT
55 ( Geipel et al. ,2015b) . X T AE R &K
B BB R PO R AE 4, fE R SME W LA B
FRE X R R B, AR T] A i K 1E 45 AL
( Geipel , Hadjichristidis, & Klesse,2018) , Corey %

ANIIBIR BERER T POGE S N 5 HMERU IR
% (Corey et al. ,2017) , TERBFHZ A, A4~ 2
BAAR RN SFHHAARE HNZE
B B AT B Z S Il R RGBS, B R R
W, ZEA” MRS R SR A B, SME ROV 2R
T o WA NN B RBAT S U E 5 R BN PRE
1ELE W D i, SN 3E B W Bk 25 08 /b . T Hong Tm
Shin Fi Juyoung Kim(2017 ) 7£ 52 56 = F3 1 74 A~
ANBEB(REHTE) SN N BE B (RIE4F
FE) KIAPEL, ZERAS AR S 2 BT SMERURL , T
PR~ N R B R & BAME R, Hong Tm
Shin £ Juyoung Kim fy A N HMER N B T A
5T 1 48 IR BB 20 B, Sl Marie — France
(2020) FERFFE A 1 T B35 A B HL0F , SME 3 1E
BOETE R, DAL B 5 KA N A O SE B i
B, R R BTERRIE - RIRA RN g P IRA K3
MBI , TEFRHIE - B AN R T HE
HISMERLL . S I Marie — France tA AH H T :F,
13 PP BRI AL P R RIETE WL 5 & &K, X0
RE il FISLTE I P AL BE R B UK . FEE TR
BTN DB TIAE #E— B T AR 2 1
PN A3 8RR , 2 Ll ] Tl R v 4R A A
TE R T o E
2.2.2  INILorEF B

GG T AN BE X 43 A 3800 B RS =
T 32 SCAg 38 i (R RN TR 38 ) s 218 X 32
SCHIID (B 45 2 L I8 20 ) BRE 35 A Y1 O0
BB, B e 0 Y 38 B T B X 5 — NI
HIFE4 . 2 B 3)X Al , Muda, Niszczota, Biaek Fil
Conway( 2017 ) 5 Hayakawa, Tannenbaum , Costa, Co-
rey 1 Keysar(2017) &8 B i .43 55 ( Process Disso-
ciation) ( Jacoby,1991) F2f¢ (B 1) S IS 4E,
RIAEIME R T B B 45 i LA A LS4
HRREAR T, HFFEE XTI B R A1 18 (o B ik Bk 2
TXPREE I A R RS 45, d sl T X
RRE RN BB ELE . (ERUHEENFFE Muda
% N5 Hayakawa £ NI EER , AR REREK
PUSMEBN FIHTER T 45 4518, BT SMER L
T I AR AS TT
2.2.3 BERMBEIEHAR

HRAR 1 4 B W/ B AR 15t , 1t 48 T F) ik
5 1% 2 BUTE 2 Bpal ™ A m POB IR 4 (FEAER
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L) BFIRAT B, {H Geipel 5 (2015a) A1 & IHIRXIF
S5 N 1 I 5 TE B 5 R B R AR
Chan (2016 ) % 9% 1 1117 25 W B2 BE 5 T A1) 32 X
WM IEMR, Bl T 5 ZATAHE R K54 2R
Driver(2020) 7E HAF 57 il A o0 22 5 R IR 5 /E Hy
R Bk AT B B TH IR 1 A8 TE BB RIS MNE 5
B HEAEER, McFarlane Fl Perez(2020) A4,
HEX TR 4 5EMEA W M5 R o2 — P C

&, PIaniE SCHB 51 AL AR K, TIAME R 2
BELASIF 28 1R AL 2 , DR B T H SR 00N, HP 28 SR
e 20 F o T 1% 25 S B D 2 B Corey A
(2017 ) FERF TS BARXIE B AT TR K SE”
N R B TAT B ZJE RN REEE B
RIS, XN T 17305 B g oAk, B ASE B e
REIRIE T X ER MR

SR X
) B

1

1D

BXENX
P A EHRR N
HREF

EXEXF
IRZhE R

BERE Mg EE
—> IERLGE B25E

TE=hE B25E

TE=hE B25E

1 #BENIRFERER
K B 375 : Conway & Gawronski 2013,

2.3 SMEFAALEAMCIKE GRS

Xof TE PR B2 i S R E SR BB R E
FELAIN L R4 i =1 45 44 6 (1 00 , T FT BB TR T b
BT EEMNE SR R 2 . S E R
RAERRE AW E B b 188, TR 5 —FiE 5 & A
T AL X B AR TR 45 B AR B T BB /D ( Geipel
Hadjichristidis , & Surian,2015b) , Etzioni(1988) (5]
E Antonaccio & Tittle,2010) z8 I AT FIELS
S5 i B KA R TEFEAT ot R O 32 BB R 0 59
185 SMETT BB URAL AT i v B TE AR, s
IBTER S AT EE X SR MK E,
2.3.1  AIR1R 4 e i PR S5 v TE 1 AR M BB 5 WL AU B
P

Geipel 4#(2015a) B3R # iz B 5244 BHE WA B
SIHE O MRGEEER . BREA, BARE
AMESRMT T B PORIR AL T (R F RS
Y PR 4 S B R T 2 TR B . TESET 3
AT T N AN B R BRIL” 59N AEBE
“ERMEA”, ERFEEE RN NE S
HIZL” BEA R BUSME R, TTERIE 48 P2 i
FENARTE ZRWERE” PRI T HE R IME

R B At e BRI EE (E AT IBRBUR L2 it
(k) B ATRIE , (HJR 40 3 350 25 1L IR Sh i AT
X478, BT BT E A et S BRI B 7T e
PETESME A TS T BT SMERL .
2.3.2 GEPEFIE 5 HME RN B H A SRR 5
BIZAE ANV 16 (2020 ) 5 1 1 T BE s S A
o EA S PERT N =M R, R
RSBSOS TR B SOB R AT
NIRRT T, WA R EAE S AT A
B ERALT BRSO T4 R A
WA Z BB 5 W . Brouwer JEH T = B 2GR 1Y
A2 BRI ERUEE , £ B RS AR, R & 3
HMERNL ; {5 52 BT S8 AR, R T B2 /9 5h
BN ( Brouwer,2019) , BRIMWT 3845 B LU L8 (5 5,
HEE 41 (Caldwell — Harris & Ay T E T - Dinn,
2009) , it LATE 31 W15 28 B 7 s 20 A W A A BE 1
B SRy S0 T8 00 Y BRAE T 58 IR 45 4k 19 W i 2% 14
T, Brouwer Hy A A SME R LA R i1 4 S Db
FE, M E MRS AR
2.3.3  CNIAIE T SB FER T i e
XHETESMNESNL B T AR = -k



540 A PR

T 2022 4E

ST, B A EE FAME K4 Bk
THE 43 L, B S R TGS X Y T A 32 SO R 42
Rl TAMERR R T EA L, B R R TR
L, BB AR 5 55 R RN Lo B R B Ay
I XSEE L E LS, A RESH
HIAE A , B AR TT T X 3 Y — P S A ] 5 55 =2 ]
JH CNI #%%% ( Hiitter & Klauer,2016) 24k C.N.1 =
24, C( Consequences ) $& L # 3 LUK Z K B, N
( Moral norms ) $8 78 . F Y 3K 3 B9 )2 7 , I ( Inaction
versus action ) 3§ 7£38 78 B B H 19 AT Bh IKAT N IR
f& %F ( Gawronski, Armstrong, Conway, Friesdorf, &

ThRlEX

Huetter,2017) , Biaek 2 A M\iB =M TG B S5 19 A FE
N, U Z AT AN T B R PR E 118 X 32 LK
B R AN — AT o), R D Tl S F SR
78 OREHE T2 N ) AT RER A 8l A — A
ST ANE G SR e, R A CNT A2 (L
& 2) #5147 T B8 43 7 ( Biaek , Paruzel — Czachura, &
Gawronski,2019) . 5 Z A MAFFEIG 2] T M A B 45
W, BORTESME S T BT A 2 LS HOoRXT 4k 2508
TEMTERBRIES B TR T, AT i A
E 4.

BRI BAMT R

g1T3h g1T3h
Trahtas | 3R | A7 sk | 1T st
RFRA| DFERE| RFRE | D FRA

Liesifia) A

173 Mish | 173 RT3

T8y | ™M1 | 173 173

T8y | ™I | RT3 | NI

173 173 173 173

2 EfEHETPE CNT AR
[&] F &5 : Biaek , Paruzel — Czachura, & Gawronski,2019.

2.3.4 HPEALTEBRAS VLA HIBREG
EEEMILEREE A B A K B Yoella %5
(2018) HBIFSE , QAR A0 1 1l ik ) TE R R S e 55
BEANAIBLZTESME SR TR E 2 A EELT
1 R R R R ASME M T AMHBEE R
TARFIMIHGR , MR B AL 17, B gk
Bl ER P TR E R, RE ZRINE
SRR T BRI B AR , (ELDROT A 25 1 2 08 2
HBIAERsR . JEEER TR T IR e g
BEAE T B ¥ % 38 78 A W 1 5% e b R AR A
(Geipel et al. ,2015b) ,{HX AP A-1E T H H 34 5R
SHESES, e MR EELE Y R . Geipel 58 A% I
REIF BB M & R, AR IR L ImE R
IFEA PR BRI 55 WL . 456 2Tl Geipel
FENEANNTGIEDN CBPEE 2 0 B2 5 R 45 e
FiE) R h # AL T AMER N MR R Z 5 , AR
PR, TEPERRYE 51 4 ng i T R S [ X A b

AR . TE RSB 515 4 R 3t [
W T P, T AEE A AR 35 b B AR A
Fi, 3348 2 AT A M RRUNE S 2 ) T PR 5 A AR
or R BLIE A A R R R (iR, H
A B S SRR WA ST AN 80, B2 MR 2
W — AL A TR
3 SMEBEKFEXTEESME R B # 0m F
HMBERURLAE TR 5 5B Z Al 3 2 577 4,
MG SMEKFH RS, B EREZRELAES
/o Costa 5(2014) XF 4ME K- #4770 A &
BT XFERIR  SMEAKF SOl A 3 Lk
JRJZ L ( Corey et al. ,2017 ; Geipel et al. ,2015a) , R
HMEIKT- R, SR A SR L R, 250
EARM T FIETEH W T I H LR MBI K
KRR SR K B AL AL S RSO R R AR 25
B S AR RN 38 ai WL AR, AMR KRR
RH B TAMER R EFEHEES IHAE LK
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TANHBEER , DA I U5 80 A B0 1 17 48 1 5 ke
S RN L, AT BE I B A5 R R a5 e KAk AN
AP RN I A R E R AN Z MIA BRI,
TIXE DA 3l e B L, o B i B A e v SR
B RIBIE S N LA MBS R IR
45 I BB/ AR 46 T o ) B R, AR
TCAH B L EE 3, BRI S 1) T 2h A 3 50 H2 = Ak
7K BBl R 25 7= A s ZU A AR 4R T, 1R 48 IR
IS5 M B T B, i 5 BB AR F T BB A B o
= R E MRS LR B R A
AR E S R, ESMENB AR S R
oK B S A AR R R 2, AT I AN TE AR AT
M7 AR (B2 R AME KO AR E R AEXS
HME B H R AR 3R A A T e TIRAMEK P
B TEDERYE A 008 AT B S 25 2 e R

SR H R BRSO S 48 5 AMEKF 3E4 T T BR
FiH. M lEFREIBIAIREHAGE
B, 2577 A 5 B WA 95 20 Y 1 45 1A 3 ( Cather-
ine,2014) , & F R HEAERZ G BN T R E =
F/EH (Kazanas & Altarriba,2016) . Galston F Chin
(2018) (A T A HIEAN ABUXTICAC /Y 5 % 1H 12
A}, EBOR s iy s p R RUE & (3 2 Z 17
FIGF I UGE) el #7585, 45 R R BgGAH
RTEFFE T A4 T AL, R &K BLAME R
B NS S AR AR R IR £ LSBT
R, ANEER ] X SHH B TIENAR
5, 3t AU TR ] 11 4 B 1 U A0 AR T BE A
SMEBIKT-E L B 2 A 3 AW RN . BB AT
RIBESE s TAME KV 5B R R Z B C R, 4]
WNSME KT E 2w R B, FUS B e SR B B, Bk
ZREERNIPIFIESE, KA RN R R WS E TH
RN T3 5 BB P MY R 25 D LR

Costa %5 (2014 ) $& t T SME {5 8 f50 0 T3 58 &Y
T, 85 8L ILF- A B 58 R TR B A Wr b b il
BAE#FHE M THIER, BACASSHIEWFERE,
JT LAR] RAHEI 3 RS MERUN W] BEFT AR B BN L
WERFH. MBEN TEBEEANFEEREE/EA
( Hadjichristidis, Geipel , & Keysar,2019) , Mcdonald,
Defever Fl Navarrete (2017 ) 75 Jg 404 1 32 15 5% A fifi
AR SHERS, RU=EHEZRERENR
PR 5E 30 T 555 2N A A= 3 e B 5 Doerflinger 1
Gollwitzer (2020 ) 13 & BLIH R 17 45 W) 5 3 2 R BUE

ZIB LF LR, TR R OGS i T-BeRe
% 0.2 AT X I B VA (1™ 5 1 (Jessica et al. |
2019) , Gottfredson F Hirschi(2020) (5| g Silver &
Silver,2020) ti1. & i : “ An R IATLAGHE 1 A ZIRH
ORI A= 5 SRR e B — Al BEIAT 3
B, BRATM I B A AT ML, e
TR TTA 52 T P00 X 70 47 W F Y R i 4,7 5
ARTE T, F e AMERN B W EERE S, A
WL BNE 28 172k s AE X SRS b, BloxT 1T
)R PE AR U] W 32 1 ( Geipel et al.,
2015a) , AME M FSZ M T AATX T 18 AE R 0 1R ek
W, TE &t A T8 TN E R A T ( Geipel
et al. ,2015b) , &5 b, {E4E MIEEM G ER A g3
[FVEF THE A, 72 AR5 (R s R 45 i) 1%
95 5 TEPERLE — B X A W A s, I HAE 4
TETEZE TP T AME K B TS i s e s FE AR A
AR SEEMAH F RN, A 3 i, X Bk
TR7K X E A 3 AR AR R IMNEK TR
FIREHABERMN LR, ME T fBfrER L EE
HE B RN EZ NN R BTN

TE AR

B3 SMESREE B RS ImE A BT AR B

4 RE

TR, IR EN &S AWHES ), SR EE
SMERONASH TE R TTER . AT, BSIBAT A A
V2T R R 25 18] 5 g e i (R R

F—, ARIEH SHEBIMERDIM AR, AR
PR A ST ARELE MU N TE RO, LA R BRI B
BUEARZHGE AT Do g (anvh3h) B BE s, 7200
THEZFEH RS HEIN T K G 35 ( Tangney , Baumei-
ster, & Boone,2004) , R B FI=H B I BEEAL, A
ITH B RERIRIR 2 A R E, 7EF4T B A 7 3
i, 23— BIIA A& JE ( Baumeister , Heatherton ,
& Tice,1995) . WHIRFP B {H N T3 58, A8 4 %
R BT 1 B 4E o N i i B R AR S B B 5R
Klesse, Levav 1 Goukens (2015) & B AEAME &HBF
PR R AR H C WACE MR E AR MY, A
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WAPFF R BRI H TR RIEFE, S mAEE
FI4T 9B 7] ( Qian, Wang, & Shi, 2020 ; Zhang, Kai,
Kouchaki, & Zhang,2019) ; Gino, Schweitzer, Mead /i
Dan(2011) ffi & #h 5 WHFEH I, wEH T
MFEMER . ERIPIRRY] B RIERIEIMERMG
TERR RSB WA AR, HIEESMERL R
WERES G HRIBFENRN,  FSCRR B RS
THEAGREE S IR T RO BRI R, 1R 7] B AME
NG B R E R B2 A SCAS VA FE BE 2211 5 FRAE
IR, BE T 7 A B AR T A e , B AN E T
HEZ R (B — D AR N) o T
Klesse 55 NIRRT A5 R AL BB 2 BT B3R B 7%
ROTEIMEFRMF T RALRE . RKHIBFFFEH LIS —
RV B IR RE IR IR S EESMERUN Z [H] 5
KFo

55 RN 2l iy 512 X A1 BB B AL 1
BTG, BN TSR W R BAA R Z L, (H
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Moral Foreign Language Effect; Three Mechanisms and Their

Relationships with Foreign Language Proficiency

Li Gongrun Shao Lina Tao Yun

( Department of Education, Yunnan Normal University , Kunming 650500)

Abstract ; The Moral Foreign Language Effect refers to the phenomenon that peoples moral judgment may change under foreign language

conditions. Since the effect was proposed,the mechanism behind it has always been the focus of research. Its explanatory mechanisms

mainly include the enhancement of deliberative processing,the reduction of emotional reactions, and the weakening of connections to

moral norms. This paper explores these three influencing mechanisms and finds that emotions ,moral norms, and foreign language profi-

ciency may impact moral judgment. Meanwhile , this paper suggests that future research can be conductedon the relationship between self

— control , cognitive priming,negative emotion priming, moral norms and foreign language proficiency.

Key words: moral foreign language effect;dual — processing theory ;moral norms ; foreign language proficiency



