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RN 750011)

AR 1) YT A
Geim % . I ARV 1] 3 R A T M S ) T 449 &
(2) F RIS Bl A A R A R R A Wmm&w
L X T A P A g RN

OB (9 A IR T 7 L A PR SR L T 4 S B T 48 % A BT 0 P TE TR L L 3 i ﬁﬁ%gﬁ?ﬁﬁ
BT S H KR,
EEiE A E, AW, MEARES, PR, MR
NS B
oA BE L5 2017). ANMBUNM, R HE S IR 256 30 5 0 A A
=

B 18 K M (moral judgment) $8 A 7E SCAk BT BR
FE Y R ) 4 25 [R) R Rl AT Ry ) 3 I G IR
HEAT B VRN B BT (7 °F, IR BRI, 2007), MR
A el VE 1 T A B2 L B ol B e R B R 2 0
FE A RN FIRE A 40 W7 v 1 25 224 D (Williams &
Bargh, 2008). “ K" RSUEAE B EMA&, TR
FLHINMIEE R EK, BB A RS & Y0l
ST [ 1 FH 52 e A 44 04 il 52 R 3 K BT (Barsalou,
2008), AALANLE, B R 28 50t 25 X A R 1) 1 A
MR AR (RS %5, 2011), B AR L5 [F] 18 fEA
PR T T T AE B A (15, 2011) . R E
BE, BRZIAEEMEAW PR EEEM.

HE& R B s, I B RS 0 R4 E
ML &I LAY BL Rl (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980), 14
(R B FEAE &« Al 7 O AR R R SR e
B R K 56 & i3k (Schnall, Benton, & Harvey,
2008), “ihE” HCWUNE” SRR RS CEpE”
AR BE B R S (Yan et al., 2011),
HE AW D, “WHHEEaE” M “kigEs” Kk
RAEMNKWEEAT R, “FIE” M “BEIE” R
W S A A 1 i 5 4T R R AR B TE TR TS .
k) B B RIS T T AR N, MRS A Bl
AL E R SR NS AN E R A B S (TR
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{74) 18 74 T (8%, 2014; Zhong et al., 2010), 417 &
ASEahE, MEAZ & A g7 5 “Em”
(1) B My BR 245, T 72 B X ) DR B T T s BCE A B
i, MEAS A BT 5 CREE” MR
Ay I &35 , T VR T B AL (TTRUEE A, 2017).
SR, DATEWFIE AN 5 8 14 0K )i o) 5 3 700 W =2 1)
MG R, BEAT BT S48 7 1 Ik IS 30 52 e 1 7 540 W 1)

PAEAL] o AT ZE BRI BIE RS Bl ey LA K A o] Fof
TR MIEE AN, XA BT HE TR

qaﬂ%éﬁmié%kﬁﬁl%“ﬁ4mﬁﬁifﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁé§f*ﬁL%J%nl_

M, XTSRRI EECE B AR AT i
Eﬁig%%%Wﬁ

T JIE JE 20 0T T P T %) 52 ) 32 A LE TR RO
R — B ROy, IS 3h S T 7R W ) —
ﬁi, ﬂﬂh:éﬁrzEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ4\ﬁkﬁiﬁ§ﬁﬁﬂfiﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ?%——
WAL, T I 2l 42 A4 A S 78 19 afl ) D i) A
fE—M A (T IREE 45, 2017); SIS T, MK
s NGB A R MES T SR ] W Sk B G 7 (Schnall, Benton, &
Harvey, 2008); 42 fish JIc Ak 47 1A% %) g i Xo) 8 8 2%
-@T‘@fﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬂfﬂ§%$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
(Cramwinckel et al., 2013); F-REHUAEGT T S 4E F
Ry ARV 5788478 (Yang et al., 2013), 55— ﬁM
RN, NS ) 5 8 18 A W R 7 1 AH B (Lobel
etal., 2015), T30S A T8 TS 5 25 300
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521 %

657 1) F 16 5 35 140 AH 5 72 5 (Lee & Schwarz, 2010);
U RE R IR BRI 2 SC A AUV (Zhong &
Liljenquist, 2006),

A2, R Aar 2 B0 LA 1 A AR AN TR) %) 8 ol 08 555
WE? Hong Ml Sun(2012) AN, SLH A RIAS[F] (F 58
T A B S 5 O W AN — B0
SR, A SR, A 1 s A
W T SRy T, PR T I BT A A TE T T i g
FIWT R FEAS (T IREE 55, 2017)0 H BRI AS [R] fifi
AR A SN T AR TR Gk i, B4, 2021).
BAg W, A B S NEET B R N AR, R
JUE D0 ER A1 BB ARG 55155 A, AR T B T T ARE 2 B v
LS RE A e 22 5 . AL, MAT R 5 R
A TR A CAE B B PRI T (Ma & Han, 2010), H
FAG BB MR, MRS Z 2R+
Pt (Dijksterhuis & Bargh, 2001), A HCEREEAE, 4
TRAR G A vy IE U473 AR T, sk SR B
E A RGNS BE AR, AL MR AR
HEBEE, ik, ARGIEE L0 E SRR E
T T 1) 5 o B LA SRR, (AR IE— PR

BEAh, B ) S AN T S R
17T A O B = 3 ST, e LR S N TE R
SC, RO S N R A, R b S AR R (T
WUEE 5, 2017) 0 EZHIER 1 o 1 42 ) S v U oy ™=
A B G, 0 T o A AR S U S Bl T )
Wirg k&, Wik, AEBEsNMEA S “iEE”
5OCWUME” RS, I Bl X A A R SR A )
Wi, DAORIE S50 44 Rk 0% BH B 4 g E $ ) 9 L A
P ARBEFTHR BB HL: fE A B8 35 sl i
T O B A T ICME B 2 S e A A e
TR TR

i1l H K E 4 (moral self image) 45 MK X H &
T8 f5 2 B A9 JB% A (Cornelissen et al., 2013), 20T
93 Y T [ FRME S (Jordan et al., 2015), EfE [{ F &
G20 1 U I Bl 5 v T 1 ] T ) P9 A BIL 4R A TR
MR . B, WER s mEEARESR
(Yan et al., 2011; Zhong et al., 2010), Bl Gl F
MMRETE AR BRI E, WS s FARETE A
WRELEAL, Hk, B8 A RS0 W
(FEJ7 5, A T, 2011); EfEARERE S, M
T8 1] 23 18 ™5 (Zhong et al., 2010); A2 A 1H
FE, ATRIERIFMEMEARES, #iln
SEAESAT AN (Jordan et al., 2011), BbAh, EfE
AREZXEEANEG A ER., BEARE

S8 T8 L 5 18 AT O Z )R A AR
(West & Zhong, 2015); /™A P 2K A 56 5 12 1l 1 Fk
ROk WU TE 18R Wy (B J7 5, A AL 2011). 98
I, AR Rk H2: GEE A R E L E SIS
Bl 5 JE AR W = [ AR

f7 P 18 5 1% 45 (negative moral emotion) &8
A E AT S ARG K 1 4% (Zhong &
Liljenquist, 2006). ML 5 A58 5 >4 i £ M 1 7
1% 25 A H 58 Ak (Stafford et al., 2018), 34 An-MA Ay i
i3 3% (Landy & Goodwin, 2015), AL A, Bk
T V5 O M R 25 5 B R e A AR 1 T 1R H
FES (Tang et al., 2017)., RKEFE B G, MK
37 A T T I TE AR WY, H Y AR T T T TR
ZHPE TG, W2k HERE A FE R (Schnall,
Benton, & Harvey, 2008; Schnall, Haidt, et al., 2008),
AMEF 1, 8RR RS, ARy PR e
TR 2R S P B 1 80 5 28 o [ R B, BofdE A
B AR ER LA, 5w I A W
M, ASHFZT 82 AR H3 . e E S B i 16 1% G
IR G A A R i 3 ) W 2 2 3 B M G TR
2T S

T8 AURANE (moral sensivity) 7F A8 758 51 K7 1Y
Fe S5 (Rest, 1982), 51X T8 72 (] 231 ) LB
ZE OBAR 22, A [E W, 2008) 55 1K 18 7= AEUR M A A AH
Ho, el AR A A i FR 4 5 (Cornelissen
etal., 2013), I&7EH W ™% (B &R 5, HH5H,
2019), Jf H. 18 U 7 1 R 5 R a0 R
INTEAT R R RS VE T (Baumert et al., 2011), It
Ab, T TE AR X A IR RS Bl 5 AR 2 TR i B
M IBE 4 B T AR T (T RIS, N &F, 2020), 3 m
R EHURAMA R EE A TR S, HoEAET R
. F 2 $#4 1 (Cornelissen et al., 2008), #Elt, ARIF5T
PRI Ha: TETEHURPENT BB IEE H IR ESR
Xof T AR W 1 S W

£ o N e 7 Ve A S I I A i
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2 BZEIT Ik

2.1 #ik

Bl L1 RS K 2 460 & AR BR AR R AT ) B PR A
S 63 e 225 R0 BT A B I — B TC R R A I, A AR
K449 %4, HMF97.61%., HEBBIH 211 4
(47.0%), H, B4 49 4 (23.2%), L1624
(76.8%), BLFH4FER 19.70£1.22 %5 BilE)S 30
21 238 %4 (53.0%), Hh, B4 61 4 (25.6%), &
177 4 (74.4%), BT AR 19.16+0.89 %
22 BARIAESHH

HE RS AR 5% Zhong % A (2010) 4R
il TRUEEAE N (2017) & 1T 0y 3 ¥ AT E JS 30
A, 45 6. TSR ST “ A HE I NIME BT
CIRMEE ORI A BUHERR s <R
& FP A BLMEV VS 0 7 “IRIEE T I R 4F

B T R 45 7] & . R Zhong 1 Liljenquist
(2006) % il () Pk TE AEAE 25 1) B o s ) F I
B A B 6 A Tk TE RS 4 iR (s . 25
M. WIS, 5HITH, “17 F “waBaRit”,
“57 ARER G ARR R ALY, 1950 8E KOs PR
R R . AR iR RS RSN
T —2E RO 0.89, JLIEE S 4 N — B R
M 0.90,

EEAHEKER TR, K] Jordan 55 A (2015)
wAEEARERRER, OF 9N EERETE .
9 RIF4r, “17 Fom “KEALHEHACD”,
“9” XN “Timfh FEHEGBH ALY, B
FUEMEARELM . AU RN
—H MR BN 093,

B O ) o R AT ZE R A [
(2008) Z il 4 18 FE AR PR ) 5, JL 28 ANTH, R
A6 R4, “0”7 Fom “THaEARE”, “5” RN
“ORAIE R, A9 4B 3R W TR AU B
ARG i 2R 1 AR — B R B 0.92,

T T T ME R T R OB . SR T T RUBE AR N
(2017) & il A9 208 T PR ME S, HE 8 . 9 YISy,
“17 For “HEFEE”, €97 Fon “AEHANIETE”,
A543 R ey 2 WY 4t B 0[] T AN W . AR5
LRI S S AL N — B RO 0.79, it
JUE J Bl 20 B 9 R — B v R AR 0.73,

23 MRBEFRIELIE

PLBEG Ry BA 7 44 AR 9 A 00 H 98— 1 45

G HEAT B A A, O 5 R AR 2R Y ST PR

B2, B TR s HORE M 6 A fkiE
A 28 1R) 5 5 S ox HL Al 1) 6 4% BRI 8] SF- 1685 HE 51
FEER B o AN Ry 20 434h,
R Mgl n g, HEmak/NMLYI. SR SPSS25.0
F1 PROCESS F2 J7 Xt B4 kA7 4b #H

3 gEH

3.1 HEAZRERR

AW 5T o BOHE ok R T R A FR R, rTRE
AL k2, PRl E A A AR
[ TE AT T —E s . [FE, SR Harman
PR PR B8 i A AR AT AT, SR
O, BRAERERT 1R FIEE 94, F—1K
TR S BN 22.79%, /N T 40%, FHIA
I GEASNAF A L [R) 51k i 25 7] 7
32 #RMSEITSHEESH

BT, SR e AR b, R e A
KA E G KRN, MEEARES . #E
T AR AT B, T R A PR kA
TG 2% 5 1A 8 7 AR R 4 SOIE A W 2 B A
X WEAKERSEMEH KRR EEML; o
AR P 5 ) DT R S I A O

=1 T8 H R G it K 18 X R BB RE (n=449)

M=SD 1 2 3 4 5
IRl

2. 4HIE RS B -0.03

3MMEEGEL 2304111 —0.15%%  0.47%*

AETEAIRES 5.5741.50  0.19%% —0.41%* —0.54%*
5 AR
6. JE A W7 530£1.29  0.12%  —0.40%* —0.34%* (0.45%% (.46%*

e oM, TE=1, =25 SERA S, Wdash=1, B
Fh=2; *<0.05, *p<0.01, **%<0.001, LT[,

3.02+0.81 —0.02  —0.21** 0.05 0.08

33 EEBAREZRNPNMMEAKRE

AW TR A Ry A5 AL B A A, AR
Bolin(2014) (M55, >R JH Model 4 £ 5016 7 [ 3 &
SR AER . f R 20T, i BhEE i
W[ E S (B=0.43, p<0.001), NS 3hhE 5%
T S 78] W (B=—0.35, p<0.001); &+ i3 50 A 1
AREZREE AR T RE, &6 D Em
3 7] BT (B=—0.22, p<0.001; p=0.29, p<0.001). 1
ZWEIE W) A 43 5L Bootstrap ik KB B, EIEH
A NE R 2 5 3 1 W7 2 8] Y A 85O0
F, ARV 0.12, 95% CI=[—0.17,-0.08], i
1 36.18%.
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21 %

*2 EEERESRHNTNERKR

SR AU AR R R F(df) SE B t
1] 7 ) 0.41 0.17 44.98%%*(2 0.09 021 4
BEETS ) R . .
i Id=ED)] @ 0.04 -0.35 —0.10%**
el 0.10 0.44 4.20%%*
HEEAKRES 0.45 0.20 55.87%%%(2
S 3 @ 0.04 —0.43 —9.58%k
531 0.09 0.09 1.04
T ka3 0.51 0.26 52.65%%%(3) 0.04 -0.22 —5.68%**
HMEAHKREL 0.04 0.29 7.53 k%%
34 AMEEREZSERSRENEATIERKER o AT B T B s 25 08 e

58, R Model 7 S ki 5 11 M 18 555 28 11 14
WAER . 23 RIAL, R B o) TR A A T TR
B3 (B=-0.26, p<0.001), ki fly 2 % iE 7 5 3%
AL BUAE 23 (B=-0.39, p<0.001); [F]AF
H I Bh 5 0Pk T g 22 G T E R
SFMAE I B3 (B=—-0.21, p<0.001), B 7 H:iH
TN 2 1 I 2 S5 T 7 1 IR 4 2 R A AR

SEBT, RS T A (R R AR 2 (G A
PRk 2 ) FEAT AT SR SR 50, ELPA IR 1 R0 DL 2.
Pl 2 WY, Y00 1 A 2 KT BAIR S (M-1SD),
A IE S 3 A ik B 3 T GE 7 5 R B4 (B=-0.01,
p>0.05); HPEIE NG 2KV BRI (M+1SD),
HIEJ 3 E 5 . & 0 16 TG 8 3 FR S (B=—-0.54,
p<0.001),

*3 SMEREEEMEERRMHATLIERGR

R A ot AR R R F(df) SE B t
51 0.10 0.22 2.28%*
WA RES L) 0.60 036 62.13%%%(4) 010 026 e
ftk A 2 0.04 —0.39 —8.42%%%
HOE IR Bl< S P T 2 0.04 -0.21 —4.00% %%
P 0.08 0.10 1.29
TE A i ﬁ%%&% 0.65 0.43 66.50%%%(5) o 029 so8m
TR AU 0.04 0.34 10.44%x
TEAE A IR G < BB U 0.04 0.09 3.02%*
0y o I oo FOUK L SR Model 14 3 46 30 38 (AU ME VA 5
65 . . YEM . e 3 mln, dE7E 1 R AR W A m
# 60 e T (B=0.29, p<0.001), ¥ FEALEPE 5 2 1F [
§5_5 N3 0 K (B=0.34, p<0.001), & AR 5 i
€5, 1 3 5 10 52 T 90 % 3 8 ) U i U0 2 S
is (B=0.09, p<0.01), FHEMHERMEAEEEARESR
0 , 5B E R Wz B AR . A T SIS A T
i I TE T R R T O A SE T, T T R Y

Bl 2 AROPRE G g R IR 3h S AR IR R ) RN
7.0

®----@ il MY @——@ Rl st

6.5t
5 6.0
;:J 55
%CEJSAO_ . ..-®

45 o .

4.0 .

B ARES B ARES

B3 TEAEAUEETETE AR 8 S R T A W 2 T B R

WU AR 4 (I B — A o 22 ) 04T 137 A 3R
¥, JEASON T WL 3. 3 R, 2 AU
PEAKSF- BRI (M—1SD), TE 18 1 3k 7 5 6E Wl 3% 1E )
i 3 75 T (=020, p<0.001); >4 18 o G 45
BT (M+1SD), B 18 3 5 0 T 1 W A [ 0
YE FHIE5R (B=0.37, p<0.001).

gi b, WA shiE i A IR E L WA E
JFH X T8 730 DRIy 7= £ 1 5 i 37 3] £ S 7 2 R
TEAURME R I . BRI S, B P AR 2
FIE PR AU KT B I, 4 IR S 2l o 1 1
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524
e 15 X BT 1 A P SR
4 $HE

EN e VINN RS ) [N =5 DO B1=K P2 1P AL 1 PN
HAERMLE, — 5 MR T A SS B « ander iR AR
FH7, BIE B 8 [ R 40y A VR F 5
BEPEFIWr; o — T, FHET “AHamHEfEHE
K7, B — A o BT B AR A2 3 T M
95 26 IR YT, TSR P I AR A7 B R AU R R
Xof T v B TE T 2 KT v T TR AU M KT Y
AR, B AR E R AN R ) 5 A
ZIEyh A E R, XX RIEMEAE T A
HEEMNSHME.

4.1 HRRE S Bh X EE ) W R N

ABESE MR, EE S B 5 A e 5 3
AHOG, I ) B0 W, BT S, S AR
Ja ShALAR LG, WA Sh 4L iR R e R R R, 5
DIFERF 45 R & (T RS 4%, 2017; $5m, 2014),
ik HI o7 o BRRITE T, T 6 i S A 30 3 % 1k
s B IR, B AR R B T,
NN N = IR = - 1 NSRS (= - T gt
1R, KA P A DR T Sy g Y B AR
S W R R TR B B RS, B EAMR R A
B2 A, R T R A 3 O T AR 56 T HE R 1) Y
A R Al SR, A A T b N ) S A ) 2 R B
o MAT ST S5 BV RE S B L v DE S 3h S 1
FIW O R M HLHE T, JLHX AR R
B, WG A SRS 2 5 T H T 7 ) Wy Fn i 7
TR RGERE s WUNE B B R 56 30/ 2 L 1 )
T R AT A A ) A
42 EEBEREZHMPNEAR

TETE [ R B RE 135 e 18 754 W (5 5
Bt AL, 2011), L RERTH AR AR M (West &
Zhong, 2015; Zhong et al., 2010), AW A,
JIE )G 2h 5B 7R [ R R Y RE W T G A
H ¥ JIE I 2 8 0% 38 2ok 30 18 17 3R 42 R) 42 5 i) 1
FIWT, i H2 BT . 2R WA /O i) B A 1R 35
KB R B RN B R, R E e g R
GAR /A%, RS R A TR W, R T S
Bl . TEPE RS R T W = 3 2 E) Y N AEAE
HHLE o AR 4 E B D %0 B R T T AR A S ey 2
W, 5 A SMCHE SRRSOy A SR
“THT, XMEBKRERERZ S CEMERN
MR, BENMAAAA S “ M7, HE

AR ERA PR, &R L3Pl A
MIEEAT o, TELERIWIE ey Mk, 5 A5
HH O B T E A 36 2 AR S A B 2 AR it
BE”, B ERTES “RIEE” MR, Bl
AN ACS “MERT, BEAKRERMS
AP RE, WA R 2 R T, O Tl A2 2
o 1 T (] B AOIR A, S RORE 2 AR
FI By I8 fE AR i, G E BT RN . e T
UL, S R R G RE S e S PR IE R
AP DL Ry 04 P bR E SR A, I A W S
JEH . XN, EEAAEEEHE T, "
BT DA S R FOT R IEE AR E S
YN it — 20 e o E A W RE

43 HMEEEESEESRMERNETIER

ABEFE N, TR E P g5 Y T R 3
HEEARERZEIM KR, METRAEIEE
T8 45 AN A, e B U 2% K S TR TR
SRS 5818 A TR TR, GH 18 Wt 5l
VoRs, SR TRV H3. DUEWFSEIA D, DS R
A58 S AU B T 28 AH 5 4K (Stafford et all,
2018), 3 TR E 7 5T (Landy & Goodwin,
2015)c HEAh, ¥ L B PR OR 56 5 40 el T 45 9 52
HAE I 22 5w SR E 78 A R4 (Tang et al.,
2017)c AHFZEH, “HUME” SRR T A
AR RS 4, O T 2R e M I BN 25 BTl
K BN R, A PR AT L T e A R R R
PGS AL, R E T SRR R 2 il
Ik B B “EMETG 7 B CuERT, Akl
TR L, HEARERIET, HEHIWE
JHF . NI, MEREEESDEEEARER
IR B[R], W 5% T vy B 1 R 15 2 Xk 7 D AR Y
HWZ ), BT RLSIT, DLk 5 X 55 0 4 18
TEHE P A B AHE A .

W45 RE o, E USRI EE AR E
G5 18 TR W 2 ) A R YO8 2, BRI
R X T A1 G AR A A, R R A IR Y
B A RERB PR, R H4 13556
k. B, SREEGURMENRARLL, R iE
SRS PR BE % BT BB b S 5 T G PR R R, A
B HAT R AR 72, 4 [, 2008), ik, fIRIE R
TR A AR A T X T AR 1 S I AN R DR L figp
HhORT 28 Y E R S, XE DL A R AT T 1 )
(Janoff-Bulman et al., 2009). #J5, 18 FEAEEURME Y
Vi UE SR 3l 5 T R 2 TR A B IR A (TRUER, A
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J4F, 2020), PN TT L, 25 AR A4 A R 5
B MO AE SRR B, AT I 0 2% 1
T A, WA R BB BRI T A A
BT, AR P L MR IR
B/ X v U7 5 30 SOF RO, B
W S A A L 1 TR R B P A,
T g A L 6 T B AR 5 24 A B 1T
B O A P Bl A 0 5 4 T
FRO S A SRR HLAE B 11 TR BT By
DAT WARME % 5 T 25 0 A/ K Bl 4 20
FICHIS v 240 1R B L, 5 e UM B
F 3 B WL R T T % AT W
B %k . E K R T
AR FO B 7 DM B R TR B A
EAEPINERE Ty, AT
44 RRERE

AP TF AR : 85—, AF5R A
TRETER, HoAl 0 39 22 7 5% A 45 10 3T
ORI | RS 5 T LA — 2 AT HR T 5 4
= RBIGEIET [ I R B R AR AT T
5%, I ok 1 R U0 B e
BRSO BF 98 R 2ok WA WX L L I
S48 75 v W 2 AT R T 4, e
13 150 JUE 3 306 3 o 9 4% 25 1 Bl ik 20 S 19 ¥4 U
A, A BETE %X VR BT B R A
K 4%, DAREGIERE 30 550 2 0, LT
FOR B, PR N L AT LUK AR L e
DI A AR LT AR B 5 A A e IE T R A 1
FH . RIS 0T L ARSI A

5 Z5ip
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G AV R WRE R W5 (3) ¥ R 3l X e 8
I B v A 1 P 32 0 T R % R 8 U Y
PR, 0T O G T 2 R O R U A
Mw, EAE ARG PR

2 % X o
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The Influence of Clean Dirty Priming on Moral Judgment: Moderated Mediation Effect
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Abstract

This study aimed to explore the influence of clean-dirty priming on moral judgment, as well as the mediating effect of moral

self-image and the moderating effect of negative moral emotion and moral sensitivity. A total of 449 college students were

investigated with clean-dirty priming, negative moral emotion, moral self-image, moral sensitivity questionnaire and moral dilemma

story judgment. The results showed that: 1) clean-dirty priming directly affected moral judgment; 2) clean-dirty priming indirectly

affected moral judgment through the intermediary role of moral self-image; 3) the mediating effect of clean-dirty priming on moral

judgment through moral self-image was regulated by negative moral emotion and moral sensitivity. To be specific, for individuals

with high negative moral emotion and high moral sensitivity, such mediating effect was stronger. The results reveal the internal

mechanism of clean-dirty priming on moral judgments, and provide a reference for the intervention of moral judgments.
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http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167211400208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745691615583128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797610382788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2014.931230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0015797
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3560621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167208317771
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors6010009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsx036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1162548
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.29149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.04.003

	1 引言
	2 研究方法
	2.1 被试
	2.2 研究工具与材料
	2.3 研究程序及数据处理

	3 结果
	3.1 共同方法偏差检验
	3.2 描述性统计与相关分析
	3.3 道德自我意象的中介作用检验
	3.4 负性道德情绪与道德敏感性的调节作用检验

	4 讨论
	4.1 净脏启动对道德判断的影响
	4.2 道德自我意象的中介作用
	4.3 负性道德情绪与道德敏感性的调节作用
	4.4 不足与展望

	5 结论
	参考文献

