EBfEE: ANNARFPHEYLLERERRKR?
KEX
(IR NTE RS20, BFR 250358)

# B (E1EA(moralization)F F R A B P 3L AT SR T IEE PR R . TEREAL I K
S/ INE VRN L EIRAREW . AR TIEEL BRI = EONE O 5
EEHERARTY, (HE B TR R . B @ RIEREL R A
BEBM AR — AL BEAZEREA “WII8)” WiRg: — 5, EExT TR
WAL AT IR H AR SR BABRAE L 55— 5 X R EOARMR W Toim Bl o2
B REARAL . SR B ISR R . ARORIE TN B IR R« R IEAEAL” (K LB 5 T
FBU HABARBr BN W 48 TE AL OB 54T 9 I R2 M . N R BEm A B AL R 7T BL R A
T EA L ACREE O LR .

R EEA, KL, BOCEIA, HEREM, fpESC

1 518

JE 8 (morality) MU T R 18, IR T H W ARG Mg e 5 sk b BL—
AR RE NG, Eefe s — PSR REVRL, BRI NiEHE, W RET] K
GEAIE LRI SIIRURIE B4 & TR R B 40l (Feinberg etal., 2019). £ HH AT H, AL
R4 VLR R T AEANE : TR S M ORAB S0t BRI IR, I8 R X R ST (i R ERE A
AE ST Cndh D 15 5483 E 48 (Rozin et al., 1997; Rozin & Singh, 1999). X Ff A4
A i B TEAE BRI AR S T BRI B SZ AT D A5 2 B i I T 3 A SR 7

IKIERASOITEART ) “ I T84k (moralization)” ILR . TEHEA B (MR IETE(S S0 72 A
R om AN )3 FE (Rozin, 1997, 1999). 1X— & WLAOHEILRAEMAZ T BiE 7 AR
HIWT S &R R G4 B, EAL S R T MR ZISE IR T HEBR ¢ R SURRIES #: 422 1E (Skitka
etal., 2021). SR, AHEL T IARET (078 480 B 22 008, QniE AEEE | T ARk, T
TR TEAENIAESE, JE R0 IO B 22 FEAR NS 32 3 % 5L 1) 240 (Rhee et al., 2019).

R, FEENTAAF R B HLATRDT T IEEA TR, A TSGR B AR,

Wk HH: 2025-07-21
* RA S L AR TG R SR 3 0 SCHE
JEEMEE: KRR, E-mail: haotianzhang@sdnu.edu.cn
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e T IE AL S UK AT N G B (e.g., Decety, 2024; Feinberg et al., 2019; Rhee et al., 2019;
Rozin, 1999). IXLHF AR T 0B Ak O FRHLE O FAR, thigR 1Mk TAMRAT
FRIE S R IR S A E . R A SCIR OIS R, 0 TE AL e S, A
YRR Z RIS 4, SEEHSCH ISR Rt — b, B S E
FRAKIRN IR (KBS OB . AR SC S 7E R GORHH 5 00 A A A D )0 B A2 B 5 SOk, e
AL 58 SR H AR (R X5, AR5 5 AR AL (RO 175 IR A 2 2 T 4 B
i, L SR IE A S I ER A, A B B AR ) A A SR AR T 8 A S
B, BUR e E HATE A S BR Z =R R WIS R 80 RSB 9T R B O 230848
1¥(de-moralization)” ¥ BEHLH 5 T T TF-Br. LA BAAHT BEA KT W 2% 8 44k 0o B 5 17 9 1 52
M, N TR R ARHE AT 7S, JRRREE T EA LS B OB A

2 EENZAHE
2.1 EEUNBRSEX
55— HIEFEH] Wr(moral judgments) AN, EEAL S EIRITTETEE SRE R HAT
22—y P O BE 2 57 Paul Rozin [R15E S, RIS 74k 2 458 SR AR 28 48 HH 57 (morally neutral )
ARZS I PIR T 18 75 P 3 ) FE (Rozin, 1997, 1999; Rozin et al., 1997). iX H {)«1& {2 dr 37 F5
()2 S S I AR HAT W A TE AR Sk, T AETE A bR D ) AR P AT 1 o AT 8 A
LSRG IR T E AR TETE N R, (EAERE LI B Al A T X ook B TR . Bl e — A1
BN — R ST S H H R AT e, AT S A3 2 AN E R Y . (EAERE 21
B Cangifsf O BE (i F TR AifEgs (B iER T, AMMES A9
—FhANEBAT R, X R A T BT FE (Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025; Rozin & Singh, 1999).
2.2 ERESHEXEAINRRS XS
TEAEAL A BAE TR A B SZA R T IR S, il BN FTEE (R TE AR T .
AN — AN T2 HOAE S, 7T A5 A% 22 30 AT O PO MR 2 S RG2S, T T ) B
TEPEAS R . TEE(E &5 . FESERRiT O AR, B0 I8 2 AR B — A AT 9 I TE
FIWr . TETES A OVIE AR R TBe, AT I A A A R AR AL 7] 15 58 2 (Rhee
etal., 2019; Skitka etal., 2021). SEARTEMEN S AR 2 BN & 5 UUBHISC, (HHAMRR 2 AAET
B IFARIE R ETEEM AR 728 CAnTE A W, A, e — “ BRI
FEVEALA]”, B 25 IR AN A R A 2 (T4 JE A e P P S A 3 X 3 S, TS50 A1 B
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BESIT . WA, BEAS AR SAEARTTIX M. 5, A T A .
TEARAY (1B — A B 2 S T3 A AU BT ) 18 1 LR 1) (Rozin, 1997, 1999), HiE AL 2
—FPEh AR, SERRIE AT S EE A A A AT N T AE SR e A . bSO
HEM I, WA B 224N g AN NSRBI 10 R, (HL R T BRI AL 255 A 1, S i 1
WA AT AT g o T TE A T 2 e — AT Dy A B 5 45 S A AR 1 WP, E0d
AR NS O A B A 2 S 1 AT B0, MIBRBEE S, AMTATRER A
e AE NI I 3E A7 38 48 4] T (Rhee et al., 2019; Rozin, 1997).

HWK, B AL AR E T8 725 BE (moral attitudes)BEiE 7545 & (moral beliefs). J&# — A4
PRECEEA R 1O T 4 3 5 B AE 1, T8 BUONRE , B SCHORIAS NRE IR 22 5
B, st —Ph Sl B AR 22 N A A TGRS FE Bl (5 . T A — KT B
REREAE S AR, HARZ —MaIS e OIS, & r IR TR AN
AR PEAT N LB £ X (Rhee et al., 2019). ESEBRIFFTH,  EORHEFTH ALK A o0t Fhdk
AT D 1A TE A W s S A T AR FE b, (FURTERL R b, Al S — M
FAT 15 28BS AR5 DX A AE T8 A T A G A TR LI S, R B RS
THIB M Zh AL FE(Rhee et al., 2019).

2.3 EEANNESR

FEIUA I SRR 7T b, SEAE A A0 2 T B ORBSORT A3y B e I 2 A ) e i 7 K 7
BRI, B I 75 VR TR BRI B DA AR A N SR T s R T A
R, Bl T AR R AR . B Lovett 28 A(QQ012)TF R “ H# A TG B @b R L
(moralization of everyday life scale)”, L& 6 4% 30 24 H, BAEMEAMINSRHEITHN
i TE A, BEARS— SR RS N (R, ), AR —teiE AT
Ut . 808D TR 55— Pl LI a7 2R G T R A N s R R A R, |
) AR e AR O (UnBEfR . FEFR). ARSI RIS ML BT EH &1
% 0 TE 845 2 (Skitka et al., 2021). I B 7035 K HIE Y @ 14 83K (moral expansiveness scale)
R EARTEERI LT, BTGk (AR, 3. BR. IR 4
NH “i7EE (moral circle)” (Crimston etal., 2016, 2018). Aid, AVAVE [ 45 2 % ki
I FEAR MR P A ) R A 5 A I AR, BT AR S0 SR8 2 R A e g 77 20, Lhis A
ATHE AN [ BRF 8] 5 5 (0 T AT iy, DA SR B TE AL = AR L O . TR AT IR R R (e,

&

oy

~

D’ Amore et al., 2024; Feinberg et al., 2019; Leal et al., 2024; Luttrell & Togans, 2021). k1 H ¥k

BR, HERKSES BRIESEBEBRKA R, WHaEBITGRME B SOAR D Hr ik (i
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Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count ({5118 FE IR SR 2087 KB U AL AL B p i
TR IRESE Hita % (e.g., Kennedy et al., 2023; Kirkland et al., 2024; Mooijman, Hoover, et al., 2018;
Solovev & Préllochs, 2023).

TETEAE AL A 1420 B, 5 AL P D7 10k e e 00 45 ) . S5 7S Ml 22 P ok ) e
WriE ALK, BROATEFEAG H) ALl % R I v AL . A Z W (Decety, 2024). ik, FIyiE
TEAAEAE PERE SR ZL IS 28 S 8L, W90 o SIEAEA G s CnZs it PSR 17, M
PO AE RN B TE AL 1) 46 B FE FR (Feinberg et al., 2019; Leach et al., 2025). 4k, W& HE
RAE 5 T AN 55 TR 5 1 0 DX At 2 e 1 5 B SR W A A R R B, 5 A5
1R S A0 B E R0, LA R R Bk B S A0 2648 S M 45 A I A (Deecety, 2024).

ERELZEE

3.1 EEUNELXER
.11 AHEEER

P R BRI R AN R 3R L A R L RIS TEEARRE . BRI S BUA R
WAL, Bk, BAE (perceived harm) 2 AL H & 1340 W7 BT 9 AR A% 0o Y DU (Grray
& Pratt, 2025; 5KZ2K 4§, 2023). (ERFFL N EFELEHY)Z B 145 AT AN T E
S7 o) RR B AR . B FCR B, AT R IE RS IR A, D RS 3
BN T AATTH AT I 3 % (Feinberg et al., 2019); [ AT S B A 55 f R F) TB1 A B 435 6L
2 RN A TR AT A 5745 (Rozin & Singh, 1999): 5| 5 AATEAZ /K B35 B = % 24 3
Joit DR R 1A A9 55 £ S 35 T A AV T SERCRT IERCSRE (1308 A S JE (Wiismeski. et al., 2020); 515 AAT]
A SZ PR SR o 5 5 B A% 5 T DA 2 000 o e 5% A4 11 38 4 4L {5 (D Amore et all,
2022, 2024).

MARRINFRE R A ) 20 R 28 (A A A A o S o IR i L TE A, R oR
22 B0 1 R R A P AR AT 3 T B B K (Haidt, 2001). A W 7038 KRB Fil A SO
(cognitive reflection trait, B[ tH 5 22 I RIS 7ok s A0LR g ohe e AL 0 B IED) AR
) T4 B 5 S4B B4 (conventional violations, fIZEHEAR FHE) #EATIX Sy, FILHAK
TE AL 5 AR RSB U S T Bt SR AT RN e AN B ATy, R e i A A
[j(Royzman etal., 2014). X, HIMAFRIZ) R MEEEELAY (binding moral foundations, B

W BUB VD BIAMARS R B S R E A . 41 Mooijman %5 A (2018) A 5T & HI,


https://chinaxiv.org/abs/202510.00083V1

JE B LR A TE RS At o SR BN B AT 9 HE AL o A, 8L [F] (moral identity)
A3 2 A AT A A e ) 2R A KR PR 3R o T TR e 1R SE DA A2 1 SR
A OR A BB () 854> (Aquino & Reed 11, 2002), M 54 ] - S M T 37 AT A B )
B o WEFEERMY, TR S i AR I N AT O BE s B A AL 15117 (Feinberg et
al.,2019). #Ja, BUATRST 1 SCE EMA TROGEE P R AT OB r) e, X ] BEE IR
5 SCE RSP GUNELIL, X AR AT R A L, SNSRI AR DA LA BB R S
¥iH (Everett et al., 2021; Horberg et al., 2009).
3.1.2 FBREHEHE®R
CA KEFTFTUESE 7B EHE A R B AE ] . Haidt(2001) B4 42 B 32 SR
(social intuitionism model) Ay, /™4 ft HE 3 7 ) W7 A 4% 6 - 17 IR BIK 2 1) 38 4% L 5 (moral
intuition), 5 MAZ ST BN B & HIWrdk AT & BACAERE . ROMTTETEAL 2% 1 2 IR
H(disgust) M54 (anger 5L outrage). DRAGNE 5 1) T 2D RELE T HUEERR AR R B8 R BF 5T
F il LA R R AR A A B BB PO S, A 5| R A B PO MO B RS AT
NI BT 4% BB ™A (Wheatley & Haidt, 2005),  [R]I 38 in 7 %6 78 B 245 55 135 14 (purrity )47
SN PR IE 74 {6 1) (Horberg et al., 2009; Rottman et al., 2017). ASid, 5 A& A BE PR E2 08 #14k,
FRIAH SCHIE 7E 18 38 W] 3 VRSB , B U 1 A oA AR R B AR B ) PO AR 2 1 I 1 AT
AL {517 (Ghelfi et al., 2020; Inbar & Pizarro, 2022). ML F, S FH0FAG K1 OGS %
(LI fiG; Wisneski & Skitka, 2017)FH/ M4 R 4RE 5 1 PR /K T CRIPOBBUSEME, disgust sensitivitys
Donner et al., 2023; Landy & Piazza, 2019) R DL &g b P00 AT A3 2840 A6 1
Hk, Wl s KIEEA R E G . VR0 o s A A1 1) £ EAE 2 OB, Bt
42 SEUE 1 5 FE T B9 &S FE AT N(Ginther et al., 2022; Plaks et al., 2022). i 753%&H,
g U S 3 B TR 48 2 25 T 1AM R AR AR, 1T L 5 S RN R SR AT
FE(Clifford, 2019). TMEAEATHE A LU A% G i B S A% BE REIBGES 5 1 A TE 7215185 (Crrockett,
2017), i35 SE T BEARMLAL 2 M2 5 B (Effron & Brady, 2025; Mooijman, Hoover, et al.,
2018).
3.1.3 A EEEE
DA BRI 22 DN 515 1 R 3 25 & TE AL T B AR, AR A T 5 WA 23 2 T Y
IR o, M ARSI ANATRTE bR, 8 —BoE AT oy A TE 15 E BT ™
#Hf(Cervone et al., 2024; Kirkland et al., 2024). Cervone %5 A\ (2024)fIWF 72 £ 1], Hhox AL

hn 7 AT IE 81578 (moral outrage), MM BN SCHRFEEREAT . Kirkland 55 A (2024) %} 3% [E 4

/
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AEPRAR X HIHE ST I A HEAT KB 53T, RIRAL 2 AT S5 F2 P v 1 [ SR AE AL AT I AR bt B
THZ SEMEARIES . 2T 41 NMEFKERRERT TR, AR R 1 [ XK
AR ER B8 JER0 B1 B 2 R (PR L, AT X 335 B4 T A B0 ™67 1) 443 977 (Kirkland et all,
2024). F4k, REAR SN K RAWRAAIE AR EEEESZE R R, HT
“FAScAb Ccultural looseness)”, “'E3CAk (cultural tightness)” B JI5H i i 42 K VU 32 M
PASO g Z2 4T AR B, BOR A AL AR A 2 A A AT B TE AR AL 16T 1) (Gelfand et al.,
2011). IEAEWFFRI, KB EET LEFHRASK ALY (uncivilized) 474 (i
MR L LSRR EE) AAEANTEREAT Jy, T RKSE BAR N S F AR AT S b A A O BFRARRAE , ANAY
A EAHBAFERNAT A IR HE NAEHEST (Bernitnas et al., 2022; Buchtel
etal., 2015).

Befi, —SBHE AL AL FIRE S IR AT A A, dn R 2 3N T R
SRR AT N R #4155 (Janoff-Bulman & Sheikh, 2006), S AEAZALIGAN T K RE IR 15 L1 HU5
(38 744 1517 (Salomon et al., 2017). I8 T HE R H IO LRI, AATLEZEF AT 4%
TRIFALATEE RS L R 11 B DA R s i e ) 0 25 F 845 A% S 35 489 0 (Francis & McNabb,
2022; Graso et al., 2021; Kunnari et al., 2024; Malik et al., 2021; Prosser et al., 2020). LA
TR DAF H 25 WA 2 R 2575 O A A RO A o BT LA 2 B (sense of threat), R THI %) %
FIVEEAE A8 N AR A5 S N4 57 32 X (Nail et al., 2009), T~ SF 5 LML £ 53519 hn3i 44k 51
(Klebl et al., 2024; Versteegt et al., 2024).

3.2 EEHEXAEIRIER
3.2.1 EEMURIBKER

Rhee £5(2019)i8 i Fi B AT A HIA B TS, SR T EEARIBORE Y. (moral
amplification model, WL 1) , A&k B AR IUE K1 =R, BIHH
(judgments). 75/ (attitudes)5 SE A (entities); I & AL FE RN 4 N AN B, HIE £EH
Jll(moral recognition)5 & #5 8K (moral amplification).

MIBEA ) BARRIE AR, 1 ARG R T FH 7 1202 00 et R e A7 4 (i
R BT, EE RS 5E R MR R S TR ARG, B R AAT]
PP AT N AR E . A28 MR DU U A, I AT BE Lt 23 ]
B keSO HD 54T N G R (Skitka et al., 2018). 18 fEAS B /EF 5 8] Wr
WATEX A, SEIASTE o TEAE T g 1 A o S e 5 N AT A R R I, T A
JEE DU S5 et A A s SR T AT I R AN (B L (Rhee et al., 2019) AR AZ O FRTE 78 £ 43 A
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[F](Ekstrom & Lai, 2022). i 4rili &3 £ 20 Wr o] ge 2ok 2 53 51 AT N “FE AFE A 4L
PR XA AT Y FETE S LA R, T TE AR 2 e A AT A E g — A A 3
17N” (EIBHE 245 1% (Rozin & Singh, 1999). a2 Ui, EHEHBINE S 28RN &
(Malle, 2021) A 2% [K & (Haidt, 2001; Wheatley & Haidt, 2005) K154, R I AR X 38 i 5
352 PR 22 ) BT T A SR (1) 4 W B AT N (Clifford et al., 2015); S AEAS W B T A6
WY L RS %O FARE ) TE HEH 15 (moral conviction; Luttrell &
Togans, 2021; Skitka et al., 2005, 2018, 2021). Pfr LLIE B BEAFEAE AT DAFI0MIA A SO AR 75 B K
HEFHAER R, WHESI(Mooijman, Hoover, et al., 2018; Steinert-Threlkeld, 2018)+
LR 12628 (Brandt et al., 2015)55 . JEARA 5 e — P LT 2 RIVIE 72 v @t i v 22 1) SEAASE
B, RPANATT 75 2 2R3 R 1 3RV T8 45 5 25 1% (moral expansiveness), %5 T84 N KHEA
AR NSRS K E R LB IR (Crimston et al., 2016, 2018). 1] SEAE
R R /N R R 75 5 R e A RS IR R 3R, AN — ELCIR BB 32 1R TR 38
NG ERTEE R, WA RS — L 5B R FYI B, JR XY
YN\ H CL[3E 15 B8 (moral circle; Singer, 1981), WK, 455K 3K H % (Rozin et al.,
1997; Schein & Gray, 2018).
EEA AR RS, AMISE RV EREF ED AT e 52 R, HhRIIE
WHHE R . e MITRHGE R R, RIVONER Y ST N2 KRR L

FETE /AN TERE I, XS R A O FE (B 1),
— AN TATAX. SKRMT ATE A 2R
TE 1 7 _ _ = ol I e
AN H— iR - ubEin R R Bl HAR R
R T eN
“XAEZ KRLRE LR T IRt el Al ar 77
THEAS : ] e
A T oN
“TERMIRIA R LA FFLE b G,
RN
TEIERRIL 7 2 51 [ﬁﬁ%mﬁj[ﬁﬁﬁw%}[ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ]

TR

1 BEELBIRARER(EE Rhee etal.,, 2019)
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3.2.2 BN

Feinberg &5 A (2019)¥ A 5¢ T8 444 P IR B R ERT PR 25 Pl s idb AT B 5, R HY T T8 1Ak
AR A (push-pull model of moralization, LI 2)°, B{EMFFEIELEML (moralization, “HE
) 5LiEMEM (de-moralization, “Fizl”) MITEEGERE . HEHBIA 2 B (R0 5 L TE L
FAEX LA, TR TE R — sk RIS AR R . R R R A 2 AT
AMAT S BRI R VA TG AR T LI, I ] DU HE T RS  FEAR SR SRR T
MR H BT ARIE . BUATE RS ARG A S0 SR B A BN R, (S L

AR, BETTIAR)—ANE AT R, RIAMATE 2 KRR R _E X S e 57 ) FUBEAT T A4 . RS IS
) HERS 5052 B LL R B KR WU, MAXT FV B EA AR REEE S, BHIRE
AL R .

R 2 B TE AN JIAE GRS RPN TS 45 1 TE AL 0 R R o 17 R R 3 i RO
SRS IR AT 1 2 DA LRI RIS AR 155 48 444 BE A W] e i 9 ANTE 1847 9 (Horberg
etal., 2009; Wheatley & Haidt, 2005). 184k )\ K #5322l “TE 24 /) (moral piggybacking)”
FIBLHI LB (Rozin, 1999), RIS 4N 8005 F IR G EASTE FEAEN £ 500 . TEFEAS ) E 2
AN PR Bl o B NATTE B2 R sV T S R LG I 28 ) LT B 1 1
F, AT B IXF F IG5 R AR B R I IR P — M T A DU B R R SR (Wisneski & Skitka,
2017), MfmxE IR B G A0 H I o 1

IAh, SIEEBCREEAAE, Feinberg 28 A (2019) MY 18 [ IEAEAL T L 72, [RIN

VTR T FEEA AR, B SERRAT N S — BB U rh R, 2 il f ks
LG FRAL E S AT eI AR AR m DUIE I D ORI B0 7 TR R o R B R R = R
Chedonism) BHLARZ), KDY NEHI RSB A E Kb IR E KA, K /M (Bentham,
1988). LAEAT NG, NEERZIZAH R PURES, BB Z e, A
BH A AR 52 S DR AP AR DG O TE AR HE I o AEASR T b, — HNATTE A N\ i i R0 T A2 o )
(PR SR 388 4 SR — L/ I 2K 1 (cognitive dissonance) ) 55 B SR A BEALADATT BT A5 H 1)
AEEATHA . GIAETTREDUIR E CARE 325 A &4 2 10w M som e, ARk 8

T8 AR HE L 25 B i ) B BUR SR SE B 2 18 710 (Bastian & Loughnan, 2017; Buttlar &

Walther, 2019).
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JRiE AL o Ay, A B AL SR B TR

oron ][ uew }
i it
[ A /D R gy ’ JE A
AL, HeMh § } st

wHAk, iR HEG ), BATE
[ 2 BB AIERIER(FER Feinberg et al., 2019)
3.3 RSN ENY
EFEAL R BOR B R A T B an e ARSI AR, JF X 7 7 =M R B AL R

WIEC, RUGEAEA N, B SIS, HIR B BOHRE, Hihg 7B 5K
AR, AR S S AR 2R, I HARM 53— 07 [ 55 G A A 3R 2 BEAG A AR S 5
YriEEA, RI2EEM (de-moralization) FIRIRE . SEAEAL HER B GRRN T TBORBAY 1 %
AN 2 (Feinberg et al., 2019), AMX[RINHRT JIEREALE) “HE (RIEE)” M “4r (B LIEE
7 1WA, T HMAR S 16 B 2R B b 1 TEEAL S R E AL A

S A VR TEFEAL SR AL Rl R AN A2 TE AR L ) AR AR Y, E LA R A4 b T4k
AR JZ TH A 515 A, 200 T B o — NS, BRI R R K. £
XX — AR, AR BB “ N1 -1 22 (cognitive-affective-social, CAS)” &
B CnlE 3D, W RN 2 R AN TE AR ], 5 A0 R A IR R 2 S | g
B “HERL” WA, AT ARG R RO  . BART S, AR 1R
R HEMAL R R R FECE RN =AML R, 8 =35 2 18] Sl 34858 B[R] 98 1 TE 1
IR . B, SUER . A FERE LS BN FMEE WL SHE, S0IREH
AN S 1 SRR R, e 0 5 R B PR SRR, AT 3 — 2 3 BN AT 0 3 P 2 1) 1
AR, DAIRE TS #4528 (Stanley et al., 2020). Hk, MM E SHEHEEATERN
SR TG f5E 4L [ S ST ] (Feinberg et al., 2019; Rhee et al., 2019). [N, P9 A] BN R,

7 5 Wi AT 754K 15 6] (Rozin, 1999; Rozin & Singh, 1999). M2, iEELE CAS &4
B IR RN E IR B R SR SR RS &, DU At S 258 AR
B R O BEALA o ARSI FTRT LAGK 2 B 18 M SR J2 TH AR B8 2 WAL 2 PR 3O IR B A TE
PEARA I RIS, 50 AT AL S S5 2 T FOBY JE RSl I 2 4 22 T PR A 22 AR DA S AR A
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A AU A5 T T T W FE o 727 105, IHESRS IJ FRR R th 75 B R A e S 6 S T L A0 R PR
T ARSI 1 S LE R M 5 KB SO o W S AR S AU B K T B A
7R AL 2 R Z R E AEAL R 0

A LR TR
/ fikisi=dl| \
THEEE {’;; EMEERE
=| eSS
g&ai{ = -
&
EES e o B mmmune
Bl ®IPEEFER=
N L O e
WHEE BRERE i ST - ]
FEMNE ‘ﬂ N
B - B i % FaeEn
e 15 5| mwzE
A Rl 2 FE .
______ | BRI
% EFEghH
\§ **2

K 3 TEEA “INEN-175 K-+ 2 (cognitive-affective-social, CAS)” &A1Y

4 EEKZEY
4.1 BEEEHER LT ANRRER

BB IR AT N (5 BN E R T I R I R, R AE AT A
B o WML RT , N FSABZR LA JE A 75 2T R v ASIRARN 0 1 S ey g 5 f ey, X
SENFBON = AL A YR BB A I YME SEAEGT S IR, 2017). #HALILFE T
AR AT B TR 5 A L 2R ), ARAEAMARAEEW _EETR], DT S A A A A IR S U s Je
(Haidt, 2012). W7CRM, BTN OEIHENED BRI A R K R o A B
SYREAR A A7) 2D (Curry etal., 2019; Haidt, 2012), T A8 WA HER 1 RORER B AS BIBRA BRI 7
PRAFIG L5 5 5 (Clark et al., 2019). 55— 71, EEMER LAAR AT R, B RN ARE
AT ROk iZE) AR AR 25 (Vollaard & van Soest, 2024)., Ih4bh, JEEALIE AHE
Bk SRS I3, U0 R WOE B A AUZ BN % AR TR AT A0 B A8 e B, AT
WORA o Bt 2 B DU HES) #1233 25 (Purzycki et al., 2023).

WIHTSCRTR, TE AT R A AL o AL, AR AR S ™o B A & . e
PN, CRIFAEACIE RS« SR 5 P i 5 S LN XAT #0221
W, NATTAEAE S0 0 3 AT 7 I (138 841 7% (Francis & McNabb, 2022; Graso et al., 2021;

Kunnari et al., 2024; Malik et al., 2021; Prosser et al., 2020), .3 7%} Vi i 7™ 4 il [X s G
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MIZET BRI (Gelfand et al., 2021). BbAh, BUNH HH LA UGBy —Fitt & 'E
FE (R 5EmE , T3REE {7 (Klebl et al., 2024; Skitka et al., 2021). /{5 &% (Arhiri et al., 2022b;
Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025). 8/ PERT S (Silver et al., 2022)% . HEAT WL, EAEALE AFTEA S
AT NI R BT B, (EMBRAL SR T ERRAL SRR T LS B AR SR AR ST 55 7 TR 2 T AN AT 58
R EAR

4.2 EEEMEEFETROFURIER

M — AN A ) 0T GERRR R B AR 22 58 B 2 (Aquino & Reed 11,2002). ZE7EH,
AT 2218 5 AT 9 55 ) e L 52 e PO 428 5 3 DA SRAS AR ¥+ 22 B% 1 (Anderson et
al., 2020). FFFLRM, KA N HAREME AT AN H AR & #  (goal commitment), 1 ke {gk
JRE () A5 3 75 My — b S m] DG AN BB I s i 23 5 1 B b, BB IR RO 2 A AT
Zf(Hosey, 2014; Mooijman et al., 2020; Mooijman, Meindl, et al., 2018). AT i Beid &1k
I TR, R IR AT R S AT A 2] 2 S BUMA M A AR 3 B CAEE S
BRI, WA NBIN B IR BEIR G 57 SE R DT, A AME AT 9 LG SR AR
i 7 [ 3% R (Fitouchi & Nettle, 2025; Jackson et al., 2023; Sheikh et al., 2013), {11 J& &y
IR BT (RAE AT HH B 22 1Y) (Ringel, 2020) . Bb4h, H534% TAEM Ay —Fhi& 48 55 v] LA A
ATESRA 2 S 34 N iR L (Kwon et al., 2023; Kwon & Sonday, in press), 4> B 403
RS 5T H A TAE(Amos etal., 2019), [ 23 f5 i\ 5 & i TE 2 PP (Celniker et al., 2023;
Gai & Bhattacharjee, 2022; Roth et al., 2025),

F—J7 M, EEAESIESIR T IR A GRS (psychological standing), {835
H R I T 3(Effron & Miller, 2012). O HEEHIAT @ Fa MR IN N B OB RRE AT 2 3E 241
EWEAZ. YA OB, SUHESERRFIR S FIRERE A S A AR
1780, JLHAZMAIR . BB S HE 24 iR U (Effron & Miller, 2012).

4.3 EELR “FAREE”

TGS & B TRV AT WRIANMA B AR TR A BRAE R, B H g . &
Je, WAMERE E, EEAESSSEOA AR A . Kraaijeveld 1 Jamrozik(2022)FEAH 50 # 1
HEZAL G RIEEAE S, RIUX LS AR 50k A I35 44 4 (stigma) R A ) [
BiR (fundamental attribution error) 5%, FERLEH IR IFAE T4 NIAEEAT Sy ERATE
N U S0 9 e M 9% 55 A i RSB AL D, T 2R B R I A A £ PR 36 ) B g
(Bagcchi, 2020; Frank & Nagel, 2017). I4bh, T8 485 & 5 0T AR AR B 38 2 10 s R

A (W O 4618 KovachefT et al., 2018) LA K Sont % N A it R4 AR A2 (n 2 v 22
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T A; Philipp-Muller et al., 2022). EARFFRI, — Ll & 52 AE AN EALRIESHTE .
&SR G R AL (Abdurahman et al., 2025). I RIAUESE BRI, X AR E Y
iy () T8 AR A5 AR A S WS 5 AR B AT A A S WA DG R DX, P 0 A
(vmPFC). MEMSUIRAA (ventral striatum)F1 45~ 1% (amygdala)5(Workman et al., 2020; Yoder &
Decety, 2022). 3 1t B 1 A0 2 S IS0 %/ s e i R PR UM A2 E B0 22 [ R sisiBii, 0 E 2
RIS AAE, HEAEIE A SRS & (Decety, 2024).

MBEARJZ I b, KRR T 3 BR b 5 (R R A S5 8] 78 T 38 48 47 20 1) % 37 (Haid,
2012), BRI AATE BORE AR Dy s DU SR 52A6 (Arhiri et al., 2022a). T FER W,
SR L2 o L 3 AR R AW i P T A 5 22 T O A4 14 A K (dehumanization)”fi
W), FF51 K m R R A EO A B 5 0 A (Ballone et al., 2023; Résler et al., 2025), HEA
AL DA D B AR (I A R FD LGBTQ /A%, Adelman et al., 2021; Monroe & Plant,
2019; Ringel & Ditto, 2019). X LEIE MBI (E S EWRE BORMHMBM:, SFEORFRBARE T
A H X Hi(Garrett, 2019), H B AN &2 Pr(Delton et al., 2020), M il it AR AL(D’ Amore
et al., 2024; Finkel et al., 2020; Garrett & Bankert, 2020; Marie et al., 2023; Zaal et al., 2017). T
X LT AL ST P BB GAE A S AR PRI IC N R, I8 SR A S i
I 2% 5% 1145 W% 347 9 (Brady et al., 2020; Rathje et al., 2021; Van Bavel et al., 2024). AW 515>
BT T AL — U A 3 (0 5 N2, R I e il oy R R PE SRR IR B S 1 58 22 (1 i
155 (Pretus etal., 2023) . TEAEAL T3 SRR BT 375 B A 5 28 22808 N BEREAT 9 S5 HEAA
% 71(Agostini & van Zomeren, 2021; Skitka etal., 2021). FHIHF TR, btk 2 FE 5w B iE
AL FEEE R, AR S RRE I 5 F94T BT AR R SF B (Cervone et al., 2024; Mooijman,

Hoover, et al., 2018), FFIAN S Z HHKRHI%R J14T 2 A1 H(Workman et al., 2020).

5 BESRE

TETEAAE Dy — PR B 1 S S T B T PR AR, X R AT N B AR B AR
TREAEEE S, HEMNB ST K R A FREHRE R, TR RIE
TG . ASCPEAI 4 T IETEAL R UL S RIDCOA], JEMGARL 1Bt R
IIHT T B EAL A R R KA R K B AR (EL TR ORI AL TR AL s R R TE A I R
s, AL IR IRt 7 BERMNBOIToriNE— A 2. 1R
— AN EERIE OB AP, EEAAR SR S 1 SRR . B EF AR
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F AT LA EAR DUAN T 1 B AR T
5.1 RE “KEBNL” WOEBNHSTFRFE

TR R A TR SR T SR B 5% A E f R, X T ReH 247 Bl
A E AR TR BB S (RN, B4 B IR B (8 AR 5 A4 2 S 800

VeI WO A BRI AL . SRR R ARG R, PTDAMERE S RS BT R AT R
TR T IR R L, DRy B2 25 TE AR AL s M o — M “ 3 433k 22 (moral progress) ”
(Buchanan & Powell, 2017; Sauer et al., 2021) . ANidk, 2538 £ A4 - 3F 2 M <18 8 72 3 X (moral
nihilism)” 1% 4 & 4 3= X (moral abolitionism)”(Wright & Polzler, 2022), HA & AT
TEAFAERIAME, TR BT A 9505 om B AR 15 7T Be 3 BB N B S R R (HELH
RPEEE P S I BRHR BV Z, ARROFF A LA T AT

B, ISR MMPNRBTEEM A ) 2 57 B0 E T BRI, 2 A TRE 1]
2 WUAFAE B 3 SN, o R AN [ e 2 IRt SE v AN B2, (B SR AT T i A ]
A2 W B SO AR, T SR B HA B 1 (1) B 75 B (Wrright & Polzler, 2022). Hik, K&
MTHEEMMEWAFAE B R ZE R, AFREA AT — L85 3 A 5] (R TE AL A, 5] anxe) £
FAB N TT AN A IE SRR (KRR 55,2023). wITMFTFREY, 1S AMTEEARE
AR [F] 3L RN 5] AR AN (B 00 PT DA B AR AR TR R U IR 00 B (Voelkel et al., 2024). B[, 5]
MNTEHG AR S A TE A (EW AT P E 9 PR S 8 A5 S i) T B fJm, BEoriid
FR TG DA R RELAE it 50 Tk D R A PR T A 24 i 22 5 B 2 (Decety, 2024) . BP0 I, A0 BBk
AR AN E] T S A E WL 5 B A 28 (Wrright & Pélzler, 2022), JERILHBURMH
i) (Bowes et al., 2022) o ASRAT FT AT L2 Y24 0] TE A8 17 85 1 Sfeadh R84 i o
7 iR 1 KB A SR K Y AR RS SR
5.2 HZREFEARELZ RIEEHATE

YN, N5 N Z ) 4L 23 BB K 238 1 T T AR T A8 I i 75 2045 LASE IR o
{EE LRI AL SRS B BRI A JE, AL BRI NS I R T IRA e 22,
AN TR A B A T G0 1o X 28 3R 474 25 .50y o IR Nk AT TE PR AR 547 7= T 250
Wi CAWFTERIN, AR EARAEAFAE “ B AR ISUK (moral amplification) ” A1 “JE #84% 4 (moral
contagion)” FUELR: AMTETEMLE - 3IA LS A 3% b 58 N 5im &1 A4 i 00 -5 3 A 7%
1% 2% (Brady et al., 2020; Marie et al., 2023; Van Bavel et al., 2024), Jf HiX $6f0 & i858 5 A1
SR OHE SCAE AL SR 15 5 S 1 % B (Brady et al., 2017; Brady & Van Bavel, 2025; Leach et
al., 2025). U7, A6y 7 EAF R SRS P ERRE R, Nl B
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£ [¥38\ ffi W.(confirmation bias), %% %5 EMITE A AL A5 SRS h AW A0 B O i
ey, B “iE7 [E 3% % (moral echo chambers)”, MM it — 25 hin il #4442 44 (Mooijman,
Hoover, et al., 2018). XLEM BT N R BN E A, WAL BT & 8 7 &F) B st
F P TIE  BA L Bhh Z 5 B 2R A3 4 LIV BE 44 PR T 3 3000 BTk Ok 51 R Bt
PE B SNPE 1) 5 18 (Crockett, 2017; Van Bavel et al., 2024). BB 70 K £ 52 DR B L 2N
E, RIS GEPIRA, M Z 0 2 AT O BRI PR 5 e A BB R, DL
PP 255 T AL o R S A 0 7 A R 2 AN R SR I it X 2 1 i) R A5 AR SRR 7
oI AR o
5.3 KEATEREFRAEELHTR

ITEEsE, NT#6E (artificial intelligence, A FAR G & FE 51 & T 2 Fx) Hod f st iy
Mo, R EFFLRIRDS AL A OB B sl k. B AL R REKFRIAE 2T
REMIERTE, AL AR T Reshtt, Bl BB 5 /1B 48 (moral agents),
[ I S, R T B AR S MR A 7 /K (moral patients; Ladak etal., 2024). i#
TEEARIRBEE N B AT N ST, ARAHIEE S ISk, T A AR TR L8 2 B R
IR B G 5 T 0 B e NIRRT AT MUOIEAE R s k, 32202 3] “.0 &S (mind
perception) HISZIR(BETT 45, 2024). LAAL Canthropomorphism) 7E i id F8 o &k 35 45 S d A
Fil: AN T4 S BB BRI S AT 2 B, BANTAN AT BRI BESh 1

(agency) 5 (experience) B, ARATSEAA T T AL AHR 1 IEHE 54T 5 8UF] (Ladak

et al., 2024; Sullivan & Fosso Wamba, 2022). FE#H Al & HEH#TRE, X AL & Gk EELL
THE I =ML, B AT AN TEFEACHE (moral proxies)fX #f A\ JE#E4T Hh 5 (Bonnefon et
al., 2024), XBSUE T MBS FE T A HE R PSR BEUR SISO i R, A
ATTRF AT P00 BN S 1IN T % AL BT AR RE, Rl TR AR A 4 Clnf /3 B2, &
"D H3HEIARE Joo, 2024), 2 A1 S 5YGRIT, AT 25 H LS, s ik e R
(1) 51T $H (Salatino et al., 2025). EMAKE, JLE Al eSOV TEHE EARAI IR 7 4+ (Gamez
etal,, 2020), {HBE%E AL {9 E M SRESNERABIEEE, TR AT OB E H
CUK{HIE 57 /F (Bonnefon et al., 2024), [RI, X AT E feiAE mafb a3 B 51 & (138 #3541 )0
JBSECI R, PARIERTRET R IAE SRR, iR T AR FE 50 AR

ST, NAITE ALER IR b 51 % 1 2 P Ak o) BB A9 0 . N LR e T4
BB AIOERE S, DY ARG AT . BR A CAIERST SN, IS

El
S5 2 UK BE TN R 58, (HANIRIRANMBAE AL ik 3, R B “ 53R 7 (algorithm
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aversion) [FJfii[a](Dietvorst et al., 2015). FITIIFFFAR, FIEROEM A IR 2 A1ET
VAT U 7 55 XK S PR AR T, T Y T A R T A AR BRI HE S (de Mello et al., 2025).
de Mello %5 N(2025) MW FE AR, FEAKH AL BJNRES, MR 60%1 %2 58 Ron B CXF ALY
A T A R, T FLSRoN TS AL R S BRI 2R TR B
Al N8R . HIERIN, AATAMX S TEREAE T AL 94T, anH i AL A4
B BEFRERNT, AT SEIAMEAE WARAIH AT 46 ) TAE )48 HI % (Bonnefon et al.,
2024; Reif et al., 2025), JCHANATR AL B4 AR Tt , 20918/ AT R [RIFE N
ANEAE, SR 62 F S R B 4T N (Zhou et al., 2025). ANIEAFFEEATHARH, X P T
AL FIAT P TE A A ] OB LA o AN B, RN A AE i 2 MR 2B E . B2
PEOwLT . FSETEA fRIE (5 &, Dietvorst & Bartels, 2021; Schenk et al., 2024; fK 2K, M,
2023) VA S SCAL IR R IR (e. ., Folk et al., 2025), {EAF7E AR 78 h AR SLIR IR T
5.4 ETHhEXHERNEESHOERR

BN BB T FTAE T LA AU B B R, (H H BT A ST S U FEA R 2 =y IRT
“WEIRD” A#f (3RVET7. Z#AE. Tlfh. SHMARE-SMARD, XE—ERE LR
il T BT TT 0 S A 2 B (Fitouchi et al., 2023) ASKMF 78 N 4 BRI EA R ST 5
TFREAEAHI T AT AT MR 5 e B, Rpo) 2 RN I i [ AR SO AG T B R IS AL R
H E AR G DR A E R E R BB A, BB AW S, o EME G DB EE
NNARZERIM, RIS “ZIEMEE S B (a0 EIE, 2021; S0, 2015; BT,
2024), XFf “ZIERE Y 7 BTYREAE T X PUEERE L T el R T RN A RS,
2024), {HIRIN 32 5] K Bt gz, BUEREARIAL 5 28 T AR A R (R, J3RCR, 2023), {H
72 H Ao 2 A SRE A R 7 2 22 DAY 2 5 A0 B2 AU ) L0 R 8, BOM sk Z
O B 22 SR J7 4R S i v BN R PR A O B 54T R, O /D B UE B 7 R 30 A [ AR AT
P8 77 N F6 S48 47 3B 4k (Bernifinas et al., 2022; Buchtel et al., 2015).

PRtz Ah, hELG SRR “ASZFM . ALSURRAE”, 7R H O AE i A %
(TEAERE, R 2 MRS B A OB 51T, WXt AT, CEES I EEEIZE
BNAEAEA . B, KR T IE AR R, R W KR SRk ) T, S
A FF L AR 2 58 B NSRS, BB “ R 2K, AZE Rl 7, AR H T B AR A BE Y
A, RAEFESAPHRAE “420 0 B B b7 1, SRS W0 AR A A
&%, AR B THAETER” GEA GRIE « W), XSEPESTHRIFERAE “ 30, B,
B AL E7 AR GEED - 28 R AMEY) . A, NN — AR F B3, i,
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A DAL NI AFE B RMESR, il “STRARE” GHA (LD « 3 300D R
A F L IRAE R ALBONTE, PR RN O-TEE . BRI, XS5/HR “WEIE”
HESMRE, AN ROV ENEZIRE. G A, 2] USRS
NG A RTEEPESE - S22, KRR T F A E AR+ S AT S 0F 7C A BB
FRHUTEGEAL D BRI, JE i IR LS 508 J5 B BN, DY TEE AL RORIT T STk b AL A 5
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Moralization: How do people ascribe moral meaning to morally neutral things?
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Abstract: Moralization refers to the psychological process by which morally neutral objects,

behaviors, or issues are imbued with moral meaning. The emergence of moralization is shaped by

a range of cognitive, emotional, and social factors operating across multiple levels. Existing

theoretical models of moralization, namely the moral amplification model and the push-pull

model, offer valuable insights, yet they all overlook the influence of macro-sociocultural factors.

The newly developed “cognitive-affective-social” integrative model of moralization aims to

address this gap. The consequences of moralization are double-edged: on the one hand, it can

promote prosocial behavior and help individuals pursue meaningful goals; on the other hand, it

can also foster cognitive biases, unjustified discrimination, antagonism, group polarization, and

even collective violence. Future research should focus on elucidating the psychological

mechanisms and potential interventions for demoralization, investigating the role of emerging

social media technologies in shaping moral-related attitudes and online behaviors, delving into the

moralization study in the era of Al, and exploring moralization phenomena grounded in Chinese

cultural contexts.

Keywords: moralization, demoralization, amplification model, push-and-pull model, Chinese

culture



