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[ Abstract)

ment in college students. Methods: 87 college students participants, were divided into happy, sadness, anger and calm

Objective: To explore the effects of emotional state, temporal distance and social distance on the moral judg-

emotion groups for emotion induction by watching video, and then answer some questions about the moral judgment involv-
ing different temporal distances(a year ago, now or one year later) and social distances(their own vs bystander). Results: At
doctor’ s dilemma situation, it showed a significant interactive effect between emotional state, temporal distance and social
distance on the moral judgment. Simple effect analysis showed that, moral judgment score from their own angle was signifi-
cantly higher than that from a standpoint of a bystander in the sadness state at three time points; Only from a standpoint of a
bystander, the moral judgment score in calm was significantly higher than that in sadness at three time points; When a year
ago, moral judgment score in calm was significantly higher than that in happy, and score in anger was significantly higher
than that in sadness. For other situations concerning moral judgment, it showed significant interactive effects between emo-
tional state and social distance, and between social distance and temporal distance, simple effect analysis showed that,
tmoral judgment score from their own angle was significantly lower than that from a standpoint of a bystander in anger and
calm state; Only from their own angle, moral judgment score one year later was significantly higher than that a year ago.
Conclusion: Emotional state, temporal distance and social distance interacts to influence moral judgments.

[Key words]  Moral judgment; Emotional state; Temporal distance; Social distance

UTAERE , FE2e b 7R B H R A IE FE ) THOR 152

TN GRS 252 W TR T A BE 77, Fataneh 58 A
AORIFIE A B0, PR s 5 R 050 2 IR 2SR 1 1 7 p)]
WrAE 1 2 & = TR IS 28" ; 1 E =5 55 A IFSE

AMATETERBT ) — > EMEEN R, CAHHRIT

(E£mB] WEAHAE T A SGESRRET & A5 H (2014-ZD-
101)
I At

NI, oA 2 A HRR A 4538 PR IR RE ) 25
TG4, 5 Fataneh 2 AIBFTESE A S5 SRk
BEFE RIS I, 2R A0 R A 4 RS T #Y3E
TEHIBTAE 1 = T ORSR AN P A 2, TR 1 4 R



+252-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017

N HEERIERE T T POEE 4 Al L, ASE
LR ZS X E W A 45 RO A — 2, NI A 1
B A A RIS RS RS R TP T AR
o IEAERIBFFEIR KB, O BREE B (AU 52 0 AT HY
TE BRI, I 1] g A 2 B B 2 O BRBE B R LAY
PR RIIE . Eyal 55 AWFFE W, 05 1] #2552 17
TEEAT 0 B I 1] 25 L 3T A A ) B2 A R0
EAEAT S TR S AT, AR (A 2 s
A A5 B A NS5 ) R 2 i A TE
Wr, AR ST 0 EARAOH SRR RO, A E
AV SR FH BE Ay P (R AT

FIEWIHT 1 I 1] RS o R X B A B )
SN SRR R RS AR 3 M IE RS
K EAE LRI, WA e AR T o BN TE £,
7 2 TE AR F R AR A = AR AT OR DL 5 22 5% i
BTN ABIFTE e B, AN ] 4175 28 28 TR X AR 1) e e
TR = HE R0 BUIR IR BT 5 R W 5 & H R AT
45 7y AN AN TE FE TR [E] S A 1 S DTG 252
BUFLC HE B A ] eI R 52 M AR I PR, AR
IR AN R 25 25 i (] P 2 At S5 R s — 3
X B PR SR A b =8 Z [ 52 AR

1 WHR5F®

1.1 &

BEALAI O K2 1-3 4AF A K22 87 N, Hrh
BN, 44 N, WOFEHLS BUPUZ , Horfr
SRE 21 AR 23 N AR AL 22 A, P 21
No WRS3 HE I, H s 25175 5 i) i Bk
62 N, IR 71.2% , Hoh R4l 16 A, BG4 15
N 16 N, T4 15 N, B84 54 e i d
I 1:1 SRR I — 0/ ML
1.2 g

SCHCR I 4 CRE RS - 2% GRS
x2S R A CMSE I ) x3 (R AR . —
AEHT AR — A S5 )R A S T, Horh i 2525 A
Stk AR f i) R S AL A B R i e s i
R 785 g Ay X A e = 1 [ R T3 A e
A [ 25 P 43, RV R SR A, S o Bk =
W AT
1.3 SRIEHR
131 HW&FIFHA PURIEHE S SRR A
P 268 e AR e B AR 26 5 S BRI ) /e
OB ILKHRR ) B B TR 25 52, 15 A 415 - 4
R H R (g g 5 (B AR D AT AL OR

BURIBAAE NSV SN R B (AR, R 5 B
P53 30 FT LGS & 58 A 5 2 A B AT 2 5 1 -
G251 PR A 20 5% i (kS 50) v Be, A
I 10 38, (5 ] 22 AR i ep A
1.3.2 v R KA AOR—R W A7 E 4
1) 3 P M = R — A SR SR AR AR R RS
INORFRT —DNIG, [ 5 8 5 D%
BFF TR SR Bt < S EAH IR 2 X R R SR S A
o MR ZSR RGP S 1 T 1 X e = v )
— ] ORI T — S TN R A A B
2RI FHAEARHLAR 5 W ILAA TR 3, {H 2 2 3 I e
N, RA RIS IR OL T, oA Al LR
B XA I ANEAT R IR A T AT A
SHUEHE I SRAGAT | i S TR BT I AT 2 2 Y
ANEAT R o BPBE=SR TG - PRAE S0 1% 18 5 9 X
SR — I SR A T R T S IR
2 AT AR A B, iR B AR LAt 2 AR AE 7]
R R A R R It . MORTTE A a bkl e uf
B —XF RAAA T G 945 5, (B 2288 A I i i
JUA SRR NER , [P B E TG
1.4 XEEF

Seib AP HDE PR AR R
PSR, B 52 2 5 , SEEITEIE 26 A ER Bl &
MR ARG 2 0 R R T 0-94T 43, 03K
— AN 9 FIRAER . ARG VL6 51 h r AR E 4
WRANI AR W E 2575 & R B X e bR
W ATRA o i 375 i T I 18 17 2 e 5 L™, i
PR R BT R B S 2T X 53 o1
K 7.19+0.98.7.00+1.13.,7.75+1.07 F16.53+0.74,
AL UL DU 2 A3 K e I

56T 46V RE J5 2SR E 4 A% 4 15 1352 e )
BB SR RL, 101225 5 Wb R S T S5 B A 7S 0 R
ZEANF AR [A] R - R AR S 7 25 5, AR [
BRI a B BFEE TR R DL R 3 S A 5 b
MR ESRE A | EE RN, walikst
Ji e X A AT H 3 B, -4 3 4 53 ) 4 xof
A a T R ML R E D R I BT A
LT St 1 ol ol € B 2 7 1 P I DN T8
MAER—AELUG o RV AR 22 01275 h]

L, RIE DU R s 22 (]2 24 4]
1.5 HiiEghE

Bs oM SPSS A AT, 7 22 ik
T Greenhouse—Geisser 7 1E , 22 7 FL 3 HIA] BAR N,
38728 % F Bonferroni #2 1F o



REIGROBEFZGE 20174 45254 2]

-253-

2 £ R

2.1 MiEZARRCEEENEZERRES
SEEA R = (BEA R B RCE) 5HE =450
POBFCH E— R F0AE L) SE 23 B 25 SRS —
B, SO O AE A R = 5 e 2 S R A T
a0 U Bawa | i WS o [ =N A R GR OR S @S 7
HEZEAT LR 1 R 2,
1 HREMR— RN EREIBER®
ETARLIEEEEERESS (xxs)

AP #hs DUR4D ARG BERd PRl
e W (0=16) (®=15)  (0=16) (n=15)
—AEHT 2 1.10£2.93 0.40+3.03 0.3322.79 -0.2022.82

EWH 1.5442.75 1.24+3.05 1.2522.65 2.22+2.41
PE HAC  1.40+2.80 0.58+2.97 0.42+2.74 0.11+2.99
EWH 1.4442.67 1.07+2.82 1.3322.72 1.89+2.71
—AEE A 1.65£2.64 0.91+£2.98 0.29+2.79 0.53+2.93
ZEH 1.77+2.64 1.51£2.76 0.90£2.70 2.09+2.53

£2 WIREMHE (EERSHE) ERRE
SR AS TR BO IR B ES AR 84 (X29)

LT I 3 TRERA A Eed FERd
PhE B (n=16) (n=15) (n=16)  (n=15)
—AEHT {2 1.69+2.73 2.67+2.44 1.75£2.72 2.73£1.91
ZEIH -0.06£3.09 —0.40+£3.42 2.31£1.99 2.60+2.93
WE Ad 1.75£2.98 2.73+1.75 2.25+2.27 2.13+2.62
ZMHE 1.00£2.94 -0.60+3.14 0.69+2.94 2.93+1.53
—4iFFE He 1.94+3.00 1.73+3.08 2.19+2.43 2.80+1.90

FAE 0944326 —0.67+3.04 1.25+2.57 2.67+2.23

2.2 iE AR EM A —  ZFM _ERED
EEEMNEERREINEITT

DI EH R B AR & PRI R T 4 (1 28
ARF B4 G BURAER <2 (FE SR AC
FNE A ) %3 (B[] FE B8 . —AFRT AR A —4F 5 ) 1Y
Ty 2208, 5 R TS 4IRS I E R A
B3, Fis.0=0.99, P>0.05,m,°=0.02; #231E 25 1 4%
B, Fua=19.63, P<0.001,m,2=0.10 ; I} &) B 25 1
FRA B, Fosen=2.20, P>0.05,7,’=0.01; {5 Z5R
AR A BEAEH B, Fs.=3.23, P<0.05,
M,’=0.05 ; #1232 AR (] 5 25 () 58 AR 3%, P,
=3.36,P<0.05,7,°=0.02,,

X R A It S B i sg BAE e — 2 AT
TAT ERRUN S BT, R IRAE PR AR PR TS 26 N A )
A5 55 A5 WL (14 £ 5 4 A S8 P P i e o
KT R FZER, Fuie=0.26, P>0.05; F 1x)=2.47,
P>0.05, 7E BT A B C 1 FE 73 i
A ) RIS 1) T AR DR SR KT SR T D55 L 1 R B

T T A ) SSEET F) JE AR TR KT, Bl is2=4.19, P<0.05,
Fois=21.88, P<0.05, R 7E 0T 48 F1- A9 47 25 IR A
A A K ESR S T A O .

Fe 2 T s B i) B S 10 A0 A e, ik —
S UEAT TR BN AT, 5 B2 LA 55 UL B 0y 1064 1 )
WA, —4F AT B — AR5 I R R A o2 5+
Fi.360=0.92, P>0.05, L2555 A (A ) S0 170
B, —4FJ5 A TR RS o T — AR T R PR
495, Fio360=3.27, P<0.05 .,

23 MMEHAERKEMHN=(EERERE) L
AR EEBWERARE NS

XFRRTE AR = (B A R BT ) LB PR
SYEGIEAT A CIE 2557 - 5 2% R 07 (BRI ) x2
(FELSBEES . A ORI ) x3 (B[] BE 5 . —4F R .
BUAEFN—AF S5 ) (0 SR I iy 225007, 45 SR B
2EISAY B[] R it S B = 2 R A HAEH
W3, Fiene=2.56, P<0.05,7,°=0.12,,

i — 2554 T 8 B BAKON 3T , A — AR AE
F—4FJ5 = ANBEE] o i AT 4 (I 45 2580 .
M GIE BERRIS# ) x2 (FE AR . H O RISE
FOWMEE MG T 2500 SR W, —4F0 e
M—AE GG B 4IRS BN H 2 1 £
JEE 43 M7 i) RBERS} 4) 3 il e 3 7K S 447 8 T S5 I O A
JE 43 B [0 750 B 1) 8 A e SR OK P, Foone =10.73, P<
0.01, Fii.110=14.56, P<0.001, Fi, 111=6.08 , P<0.05.,

TE 2% AR BURAE- R TR LIRS T 4351
AT 2(FEHE R . A 2 S ) x3 (Rl . —
AEHT IR A —AF S5 ) B E Ay 2550 . S5
R, AETEBUS A IE LIRS T BN B F B 4%
T [ TS, — 4 i ) PSR KO = TR 1Y
BRI, Fone=3.83, P<0.05,

e, R LA WA RS N By e T, 43
BIHEAT AT A2 - i % A TR SF- ) 3 (B
)R S . — AR AT IAE A —AF 5 ) i = A 7 2557
Bro SRR, BT — AR AN KOF B H A
AR BE AT AT [ BRS , SF e AS A T R B0
FHERFEEGPIR S T 0B B3R 050, Flue=3.88,
P<0.05, Fi1 19=4.78,, P<0.05 , 157 ROIR 25 Y 18 T pe 5 73
o TARRIRAS T AIE RS 5L, Fiuie=4.00, P<
0.05 5 B i AE BRAE X AN /KT b H NS5 W35 1 #f B 43
M R R, SF- bR 285 9 T B D0k A B0 TR S
T HE RS L, Fone=6.31, P<0.05 ; Bl fE—4F
J& X AN KA b 5 S5 1 £ BE 43 Bt [ AR, SF-
RS A BP0 T AR T A FE R R 4y



-254.

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017

B, Fine=5.32, P<0.05.,
3 i it

CL A AT 2R BN [ S A () 3 =R 25 52
AR TE AR, Wark Fl Krebs $ /27 £F 31 52
AR BTSSR AP RO S SR
A REAE S PRI LB A SE AT
RIS TR AN ) ) 3 R B S e R AN [ 1 )
WibR ", Krebs 7% 7R 24 18 fl 1 W4T 45 A 37
A CEL AR R AP S8 R M = ) B, A
o ) S R L S A 2 i S A B R B, W]
VTR 2 s e MR A E T T, AR R
B, LA = (B A R ) 5 s = 41 5050
REORAE— TR IR G T ra R —2K,
AR = A ) PRI 45 (I A e 5 T 9 N2 R BB I 2
SR TR L 3 1 R 11 T A K R B T
Wark £ Krebs T &I 43 B9 25 2= S 42 (AN —E %
B A e AT R Sshe i F R ), Bl
IRBCI S — G U ), A A
FXEIRICTAT T A4k, 1 H AR E X% AR5
SRR RO RE 1), PRURRIR I , BOKE A R =
SHE = 4SRRI AR SRAS 0 B T T

AR IR, BRAEM R — 0 = 41 S5
ABh I T8 A PR BRI A S B B R IR A 1Y)
ZHAER, A TS AT #1280 T I, B
FI 18 A 31 A e [ Ao ) A SR KT fE
TINS5 11 £ 85 2 43 B () RS 1) 3 P e SR 7K
AL FE X P AE RS TT , sl b A A FE R
XA TR . fEX =S R Y SS
A R B, B[R] B Ak 2 B B (R A AR S, st
[ E B 7 2K 255 3 7R A K I
A2 B HA A A ST ) R — AR S Y
TE YR K5 T —AF R B R RO MR AR i
B BEIS , AMA F 2 A B p SRR T, & F 3
AMRTEEAR R AE SR K R, IR
K W) —4F 5 5 —4FE A He B ) B B O, AR S —
NG BE b 2 0 A [l R i ELE AR B b —
AN G AR, T AR AE Bsf 8] BB 25 38 1) 7K 7 3k
T B TEART .

Xof B A PRI A0 1 43 B 25 SR e I, 7 I ) il 1
A (AT R A —AE S ) B SRS,
B F O A BE AT ) 8 FE SR KO 2
TINS5 1 £ 82 43 BT [R]85 B 114 3 A ke S 7K -, B
X H A TE AR A BDA A O A B S

JUATREZR /R B  IE A A= Ay o Fataneh 55
INATEEGPIRETS , B AR T &R 48, A
B 1) 1SR 52 A R, DT A T 0 DB e T AR X A
sl AR 24 T, MAZ R G R HN T,
(v b P [0 122 SR BB S 4 S R AR B2 1, > ik
A O AR RZ AR ROR A TS T I8
N v L O 25 A, RIS 1Y 3 A K-
BORH R BEA WS 455158 R, a7
TN 2 RS HA S5 X3 10 ) B 3 30 74 ) A
I, —4F R A9 T8 PR SR P T IR R I R P Sk
- ST A AR R KT E S, BN ACE AR [ B 8 3 i 7K
V- R EEACE o BEA BRI S5 RE
7N R DA S5 WA 1) £ B8 S B T ) AU, 7 P ]
) =A  (C—AERT AR —4R )5 ) X B T P
ARSI TETE DR 80 RS B o o3
B, I HAE—4FFk A E] A s PR Y
TEFEYR B0 T PRI T BB B R 8,
HERCIRZAS B AR SR A 0w T AR iy fE ke
T HABIFEE R 3, RIACR B A
DRI 30 L AN ) 1 IR TR R 2 AR ) T 1A T fig
77, G5 R SRWIAR G RN DRS485 RS 1 B TR A T R
Jiim TR TP A 450 (AT ST B 45 30 Y
AMALL S WA 1 B 53 A B P ) B, Stk A Y 1
FEAHER THRORRAS | RITE PR 2 A A S fii ]
TS AT REAE /M N BIR  , SEAC I AR A, X 1
TEAL SR BS U P RS RE P 2T e, AT
WAE 4IRS A2 B R ast [ B 2 = 3 S ) 1A
) TE ™ A 5]
& £ X W
1 Fataneh Z, Martin C, Stephanie M. The effects of happiness
and Sadness on moral reasoning. Journal of Moral Educa—
tion, 2000, 29(4): 397-412
2 Em, FARE, R E AR X KA B A e
TSI D ERRRE, 2007, 30(6): 1324-1327
3 RO, A RIEERRASRAEAL 22k TR AR A W e 7 1) 2.
AR 2Bl 18 3¢, 2011
4 Eyal T, Liberman N, Trope Y. Judging near and distant vir—
tue and vice. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,
2008, 44(4): 1204-1209
5 Barkan R, Ayal S, Gino F, Ariely D. The pot calling the ket—
tle black: Distancing response to ethical dissonance. Journal
of Experimental Psychology: General, 2012, 141(4): 757-773
6 P, WIE, S, AF. AR OhE IO AL BT X0
TR . T I RO B2 2% R, 2012, 20(4): 580~
584
(FH55250 1)



-250-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017

s £ X W

1 BRMERE, A ERAR, AR B, IRALA 257 IR SLAY W B BRI X
B3 TR BRI, 2013, 9(4): 90-100

2 Marin A, Reimann M, Castafio R. Metaphors and creativity:
Direct, moderating, and mediating effects. Journal of Con—
sumer Psychology, 2014, 24(2): 290-297

3 Tanev S, Frederiksen MH. Generative innovation practices,
customer creativity, and the adoption of new technology pro—
ducts. Technology Innovation Management Review, 2014, 4
(2): 5-10

4 Burroughs JE, Dahl DW, Moreau CP, et al. Facilitating and
rewarding creativity during new product development. Jour—
nal of Marketing, 2011, 75(4): 53-67

50 R X AR5 5 TR SRR T o A ik
FE. AR RS2 (2B R, 2016, 48(1): 143-151

6 Vohs KD, Mead NL, Goode MR. The psychological conse—
quences of money. Science, 2006, 314(5802): 1154-1156

7 Tong L, Zheng Y, Zhao P. Is money really the root of all
evil? The impact of priming money on consumer choice.
Marketing Letters, 2013, 24(2): 119-129

8 Horng JS, Tsai CY, Hu DC, et al. The role of perceived in—
sider status in employee creativity: developing and testing a
mediation and three— way interaction model. Asia Pacific
Journal of Tourism Research, 2016, 21(s1): S53-S75

9 Park NK, Chun MY, Lee J. Revisiting Individual Creativity
Assessment: Triangulation in Subjective and Objective As—
sessment Methods. Creativity Research Journal, 2016, 28(1):
1-10

10 Zachopoulou E, Makri A, Pollatou E. Evaluation of child—
ren’ s creativity: psychometric properties of Torrance’ s
‘Thinking Creatively in Action and Movement’ test. Early
Child Development and Care, 2009, 179(3): 317-328

11 Liu JE, Vohs KD, Smeesters D. Money and mimicry: when
being mimicked makes people feel threatened. Psychological
Science, 2011, 22(9): 1150-1151

12 Zhou X, Vohs KD, Baumeister RF. The symbolic power of

money reminders of money alter social distress and physical

pain. Psychological Science, 2009, 20(6): 700-706

13 Maio GR, Pakizeh A, Cheung WY, et al. Changing, priming,
and acting on values: effects via motivational relations in a
circular model. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
2009, 97(4): 699715

14 Liu J, Smeesters D, Vohs KD. RETRACTED: Reminders of
money elicit feelings of threat and reactance in response to
social influence. Journal of Consumer Research, 2012, 38
(6): 10301046

15 XA, G BRSO Pt MR SR 2 I 5. OB
B2, 2014, 37(6): 30-36

16 Hansen J, Kutzner F, Winke M. Money and thinking: Re—
minders of money trigger abstract construal and shape con—
sumer judgments. Journal of Consumer Research, 2013, 39
(6): 1154-1166

17 &% 55, SRR M. AL R RO B3 T AT o R 52 i
TSR A A FR B 3 R0 RE 12 A R 5 R0 I,
2016, 35(2): 9-16

18 Tierney P, Farmer S M. Creative self-efficacy development
and creative performance over time. Journal of Applied Psy—
chology, 2011, 96(2): 277-293

19 De Dreu CKW, Baas M, Nijstad BA. Hedonic tone and acti—
vation level in the mood—creativity link: Toward a dual path—
way to creativity model. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 2008, 94(5): 739-756

20 Bowden EM, Jung-Beeman M. Normative data for 144 com—
pound remote associate problems. Behavior Research Meth—
ods, Instruments, & Computers, 2003, 35(4): 634-639

21 Zhao X, Lynch JG, Chen Q. Reconsidering Baron and Ken—
ny: Myths and truths about mediation analysis. Journal of
Consumer Research, 2010, 37(2): 197-206

22 Hayes AF. Introduction to mediation, moderation, and condi—
tional process analysis: A regression—based approach. Guil-
ford Press, 2013

23 BRI, TRIREE, KK ZE. TR DR XU S F ) 56
UEFIER VT, L, 2009, 21(9): 23-28

(KA B #1:2016-09-21)

(R Hes5 254 51)

7T EB R EERI W AR, ] A e
3, 2013

8 BUHBRK. 154 It G FR H IR MR A AR B TR Y O 2R
WEFE. DU A 277383, 2015

9 H T AEE L5 AN RIE 7 M v A 1 A
TR IR B TR AL AT ST TP ECH “# B4, 2008(5): 162-163

10 James J Gross, Robert W, Levenson. Emotion elicitation us—
ing films. Cognition & Emotion, 1995, 9(1): 87-108

11 Bartek SE, Krebs DL, Taylor MC. Coping, defending, and
the relations between moral judgment and moral behavior in

prostitutes and other female juvenile delinquents. Journal of

Abnormal Psychology, 1993, 102(102): 66-73

12 Wark GR, Krebs DL. Gender and dilemma differences in
real-life moral judgment. Developmental Psychology, 1996,
32(2): 220-230

13 2RI, 175 25 55 A 2 T DR 2 A 3 T W Wi 1 S
WFFE. PR A1 Bl 3, 2014

14 Wark GR, Krebs DL. Sources of variation in moral judg—
ment: Toward a model of real-life morality. Journal of Adult
Development, 1997, 4(3): 163-178

15 Wark GR, Krebs DL. The construction of moral dilemmas in
everyday life. Journal of Moral Education, 2000, 29(1): 5-21

(B AS B #1:2016—-08—-25)



