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B AE A BB A IR BT, 5 T AEAE MBS NI [F5E 1 i 15 28 TUY T 95 SR R E 18
RAAHFOL ZIRRY, FRANE R LANLEE, RAEREET 16 B HDER 13 &
A AW O BT, SRR I BT A A i 2 TE A R SRR W
ZESt o IEERRANE A TR AR MR . AT, F/0 478 AR mfE % U
IR B S BT I R REVE S K THE I E R A T SR R, PRI
THDEREERFEAINMAFAEREZR. SR, EEES ST DENEE R,
FEAN [ AR 176 85 P X T R R SR RS2 AN [
[REFE]H D, R, R, EERE
[MEZ NG, P EB GO BT FOITT R B S S ARFI, PR B

K% (dbxL, 100101)
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PEVE TRRATTH T I PSRRI SR, Horh, TEAE RS R R E M —Fh. FLILL
Kohlberg % N9 AR 22 5K vk TE A AN FEE AR P SR (B SR, DB R HERE
SRS AT NI E E A & (Candee & Kohlberg, 1987). {HJZ, T4 RMIWFFEA,
YR 3 A0 0 T A ok S A ] S BR B KT (Gibbs, 2006; Krebs & Denton,
2005) , T 15 25 PRl 3 A TEPE SRS T an e NATTRT AL (M, J5-F, 24% , 2011; Greene
& Haidt, 2002),

T 5 3 388 5 SR P 17 4 T 7 X% A A A 2 (K R . TS T, AR A Axd
R AEAT O (1155 B8 s 1 28 B T I W, R L B U N S B i
LEIEH 2 T ME 7B 8. —FPRIEEE [ (MoralityOrientation), BIUAJNHRAZE Y
TN TIEEAEN, PTOABUHIAR N FE SR BN LSRRG R B RE )
(Selfishness Orientation), RIUAAMAFERE] T HCHZRZARE, FrATUHAE 2K
FIEN. WSS, FERN “PRIIAE” S (Happy Victimizer Phenomenon) o
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WU, 8 & LUF I LHEE S L “ MUR BN IR, 8 JA1 BRI AR A R B 5 1«
T8 2 DAL By ) L B3 5 4 W A N2 S SRS w8 0%, I ELAE UE1 K] g A 1) TR B A 5 1)
(Malti & Latzko, 2010) « IXUiHI, ANIEE [ 178 LM AR RN B 7. st —
BT, L T ANIE E 725 R 4 U A AT T S 2347 RS AT N A —
SEMBIER ( F5HE , 4FEM, ®Y%A , 2014; Gasser,Malti, & Buholzer, 2013;
Gummerum, Hanoch, Keller, Parsons, & Hummel, 2010; Malti, Gasser, & Buchmann, 2009;
Malti, Gummerum & Buchmann, 2007; Malti &Krettenauer, 2013; Ongley & Malti, 2013).
SR, FETEAEAE GG AL AT B R OG R LA 4l o T BN 45 m] RETEE AT N o =2k
(AP BRI 2 JE R A F S ), TR A AT A, BTS2 B R
T ORI AT (I TR ). E5 s T, e

PR BAT R 75 52 SR 7 T 45 B SRR T AR AT o XA 5 B S 80T A Hop
T RAIFNY, TR EAFEE AT A2 BT IR ORZE T, A A — Rl IR AE I S AATTH) ok
H it FE (Krettenauer, Jia, & Mosleh, 2011).

HAOFERFREMEHE N EER, MR EFAROHEEE Journal of Psychological
Science 2015, 38 (6): 1377-13831378 .» HL B} 23K, LK, A XREDFILIEMHE
TR (0 “AER—F ), BIRADEE F RO I RN B SR
KADE A, Bk wmbe, B SR TOE EA L, MR BA . 3. REE
% (Shaffer, 2009). JTHIBTFURY], fEHDEMES L, “DURMBIAE " SR BRAFAE
%1 (Krettenauer, Colasante, Buchmann, &Malti, 2014; Krettenauer & Eichler, 2006) .
T2, W TN [RIE )25 RS 17 4 T 2 AN 2 S AATD 0 8 4 e S0 2B A1 I 2

Saelen Fll Markovits (2008) %2 T 4 AN A IE FE 1% 45 T 55 TE A TR SR 2 R R %
R A1 RIG 14 B 16 B IOBHRE TP AR, ZRAI AW b i
RISy B T TE AR I (K AT R, DU B AT X BT R B R R . G5 IRK
B, BlIA T R TE ARG G AR (0 S PR A, A T At AT 2 £ A SR T M R K
Krettenauer % (2011) ¥t 7T 16 AEstt &MU A1 SR I IEEE B MM, Mo
(¥ = A B A M S T AN ( ANRBAR ST ), AERAE STl AR U R R AN A i 2 [
JRCT SR ZL I YLt IR, S AN R BLEE I) 2 PRI 51 R T AR B 46 SN o A e A
A BEESFTEAEIN, RS AR EIEE 45 R A O R M, A, s
BT A CBERSR, B OB R A N7 T8 AR A N
HOSERE Y, A E RN SEOX M R ERA RS, W E ORI E. BT
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MR S BT A E 2P ERRIR 2 B K (Krettenauer & Jia, 2013). Jo7)
e EESE AR B, AN N SO AR BE AT 5] T2 18 E 3, TARAAR T SO A4 B A
6 T JE A FIZE AN (Oyserman & Lee, 2008) « FET-1tt, FRATITRITR H 75 /04 75 fif 1 o
TR PR SR 4 52 B TE A E o) 1 1 R 52 1) P AN [R5 1) 17 28 T RO 520, O HLAE SR AR 2 I AN IR
LB ERRRKEIR. AR Krettenaver 28 (2011) B 16 ANt i7ok
G, LAPE 13 A 16 BRI DENXR, HEAFFIT 3R T A EE [ 15 28 TR0
TE AR IR AR, DY TEAE R SR A8 3 1 A SRS IR S BT TS .
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0, AMETE H IS S AN 2 5, 251 R SIZEEHCIE S &I Bz,
MR TEEIE 4, HX LTE I 4 il KB 81T (Arsenio, Gold, & Adams, 2004; Hoffman,
2000) o AWTTTHIGE RN —MRRIR AL T SCRF. AT T, TETEE 45 /2 UG 25 WU B
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The Impact of Emotion Expectancy on Adolescents’ Moral Decision-Making in



Different Contexts
Li Zhanxing, Zhu Liqi

Abstract: Some early cognitive development psychologists such as Kohlberg put much
emphasis on the role of moral cognition in moral decision-making. But recent studies have turned
over this opinion, and the relationship between moral emotion and moral decision-making has
received much attention, with some studies revealing that the anticipation of moral emotion
significantly predicts individuals’ moral behavior.

There were two views coexisting on the relationship between moral emotion and moral
behavior. One deemed that moral emotion followed moral behavior, that is, one felt some moral
emotion after they did moral behavior and moral emotion was produced after moral behavior. The
other opinion insisted that moral emotion was produced before some moral behavior, and this
moral emotion could induce moral behavior.

This study was mainly designed to examine the latter hypothesis. The experimenters chose a
total of 123 thirteen-year-old and sixteen-year-old adolescents as subjects, and adopted a 2 (age:
13 years old vs. 16 years old) x 2 (types of context: prosocial vs. antisocial) > 2 (emotion
expectancy: morality-oriented vs. self-oriented) mixed experimental design to inspect the impact
of differently oriented emotion expectancy on adolescents’ moral decision-making in two different
contexts. The results revealed that there was a significant interaction of age and types of context,
F(1, 121)=4.07,p<.05, n2=.033. Sixteen-year-old adolescents judged that they were more likely to
conduct moral behavior in the antisocial context than those thirteen-year-old adolescents, F(1,
121)=10.68, p<.01, n2=.081, while there was no significant difference between the two groups in
their judgment of moral behavior under prosocial context. The interaction of the types of context
and emotion expectancy was also significant, F(1, 121)=9.14, p<.01, n2=.071.In antisocial context,
adolescents judged that they were more likely to display moral behavior in the condition of
morality-oriented emotion expectancy than in the condition of morality-oriented emotion
expectancy, F(1, 121)=10.63, p<.01, n2=.080, whereas there was no significant difference between
two conditions in prosocial context. This indicated that emotion expectancy indeed influenced
adolescents’ moral decision-making, and the influence was different for different behavioral
contexts.

The results also revealed that adolescents’ moral cognition judgment was higher than by



chance, and they judged that the extent of prohibition for antisocial behavior was more serious
than that of permission for prosocial behavior. This outcome indicated that adolescents could not
only grasp moral rules properly, but also seemed to be more sensitive to antisocial context. This
could offer some explanations for the afore-mentioned significant interaction of the types of
context and emotion expectancy. Furthermore, different cultures and values might lead to this
different outcome than that in Krettenauer et al. (2011). As China is a country of collectivism, and
antisocial behavior was seen more serious and strictly prohibited in such cultures. For the
significant interaction of age and the types of context, sixteen-year-old adolescents judged that
they were more likely to conduct moral behavior in the antisocial context than those
thirteen-year-old adolescents. This indicated that the high school students’ moral decision-making
was more developed than that at the junior school stage.

All in all, this study replicated previous research outcome that moral emotion could impact
on adolescent’s moral decision-making, and this impact was different in different contexts, with
some differences between Chinese and Americans. However, there were also some limitations in
this study. For example, we asked adolescents to consider the question: “what would you do in
that condition?” Thus, this first-person questioning method might produce the social desirable
effect to some extent. Another example is that, in the design we asked participants to answer the
moral decision-making question immediately after presenting them with moral emotion
expectancy; which cannot fully exclude the impact of moral cognition on adolescents’ moral
decision-making. Future research should come to terms with these problems and apply some better
methods to examine our results.
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