REGERLERRNHMESIRE: EREMEL
WABB, SV, Ek

[ ZE ] MR RIEE RGN PR TE AR K B TE AT 20, T H AR G e T AR v
TR A . DLERIE 3 SO R M G O B R EALE T X, 2SR, R
e R IETEA W, BB ST N, RERGIIE MREE 2T, Z0E LR,
SR A R AIE TS N AL B 2 2 B R R S AT, e & A i TE FE Sl B e NOE T A .
IR YONEEBA SR W BN SO AN EARRHE, B RE / iE, A
-/ WK, B/ R, BB/ B, TS/ PR LOTIEEAR, REIE A S / RIEN R

EEANR . FETIZERHRM AT, &R0 BRE S 2 T E N BRI R R A FIRERIE
T8 A 22 5k LR R LA 3R B A A 22 S MR AN L O S0 = A5 T o R RATE 7T AT B
ZREEIRANIR T AN FLE RS A A T M2 AT NS TR, DUk 2 Jeia 1l Ak Atk _E (1A

TE R .
[oRBE ] JEME AN, EEERFS, ZociEE
[MEH N TG K2k B OFWT 7 AT, NS ORI E A=, (i

100875)

m

Mg R AN AT S o T S AR SSRGS/, R SR, B EE. MM
5 S T AR (S IR RGP PP, X — R G TR 2 A A 2, 7R HLTEmE
RAE S IR AT B PPN A R N2 TE T . FEAH R RE RS BT, R TAT NIETENE R A
[ 75 5 S MR R A A R TE IR A ZE . DB R 2 UGB MATETE R e i)
JEfRREX LE 72 57 . Piaget F1 Kohlberg FHFRFRAAHAI o] BEUANBO 2 ¢ 1) L SIS AR A, A
9 NATTTE A i i) 22 S 5 T 5 ANIR] B #E 22 5 0 (Piaget, 1965: Kohlberg, 1971). #RTio%
TG A P 25 A B (R B AT IR S s

AR, BEEREY . et B LS ERIASIE IR, B
Z R R BTG ) TEAE N AR FUBE g AL, TEE T AU IR AL . L
2R A BUAl (new synthesis approach)” NIz Az, ZF G NIEEREE O FYLAE
BN, HZuEEMENE . ZMIEET BN Z A2 S SE R B O BE R St
2R GUIE AR AR R SR 4ES H R AR BT R IR IS8 (Haidt & Kesebir,
2010). FETXAMEE, Haidt & H-AEE @A 17 EMEEAI 12 (Moral Foundation Theory,
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MFT), RGN JEERSERIE. TN, ERIEN 2 SoERHE. B0 T4 125 545E
BN, WANBMEEEA, RKIURARRA R SO R 2 e B .

—. EREMERRANA

T LA F S (Moral Foundation Theory) S A E 7 1R ERL S (5K 2 22, BRik, 2010),
FEFE T RO PN 2 Je S RTE T ER G B AR &R, A DA AR BB s T AN TE 1R
filic

(=) MREAFRZMITEREAM

RBE 1, EERIE TR, RS RYER L] 2 R e BB B B )l 2 i
A5 N7 HEAH L (AR A& 2 HL ] (Tooby &Cosmides,1992) . #Lox L 5 A2 1 75 ZAE AN
PR T S REMENE (Hadit, 2012), BT MARIRAAAE, RN NEMERGNARE A,
N EAER 2T RE P 22 2] BAR P TEGERNE S AT RSt 1 Uk 2EAil (Graham, Haidt
, Koleva, Motyl, lyer, Wojcik, &Ditto, 2013; Deloache & Lobue, 2009).

st 2, JEMEEA AT NE . KIWHHEAE NIRRT L2 A, (HAI 2O A
I R AME RS T 2 3 AN TR B BAR 20 75 30, e T i 2 FEAL B TE A AR 8. 512 ey T B i
BHREIT A ZE R, BRI R RS —KA . B R AL R S5 B o hn il Hishk
R, X T AR BT B 2 205 2 1 ER A B (Fry & Souillac, 2013).
AMEAER AR 2 SIS E ST St B TE AR R AT R, fE e RIEFE IR LAt E
KR —BREHE. ST NN, B SOk et B S SRR . Biltn, ENREJLE 4
A BB IE RAUBN I 2 8 45 38R B, TR 4 40 G 21 B 01 44 B2 I BUA XIS &=
i S RN, T SE A 2 T R I % T A 2 2K T 9 (Grahametal., 2013).

B 3, TEMEAWIE ST, MG . EEEAERIA Ty, AT TE S B 2

A PR T B PR L S NS B W2 SR o IR B S SRR T AL, R AR L e
ZAEM (Haidt, 2001). JEFEHEHEA UR SIHURAE A AL SRS R H A, B R 2 i)
Wil AR S i, Hae R BIHIWTER . B S Aat. WHEAINE. 15288301520 (Mercier
& Sperber, 2011). AN[R]HEAA X 128 P 7 Vi L P SR AR P 22 S 34 S X L )T AP A £
B R M A— (Haidt, 2012).

R 4, EEARRZITH . WIEERIERI e R IR TR, A SERIIETE N A EBE B R
T BTN PRGN P BRI EER . Rk, BRBURAN ., AEAE R P SRAG BE 2 B FERFR A UG 58
PARHFAF PG ER, EH T NRIEE AR L e . XA [FE T 5 A7 A T
ARSI R, AR BN R A 5 Al (Graharm etal., 2013).



s LR VURFEAMRL, Haidt ML AEERE T O KL uEmN A LSGET 7T, 12
T NI R 5 FhFEAEAE N 25 o AER0IE AR N AR RNl R S RAFAEE LR, B
i NI DA R i SO S P R ARFALE , # AH L R S A PR 15 U L e ML 1 1
2% I (Graham et al.,2013) 4 Fk Jy o il LAt

K% / 3 (Care/Harm), 53c0o . BEBURNLRY th N e 5245 = A0 I FIE 18 N 25 5 M o
T RIS AR B LA CRIE I M e 2, ARG S5 AR R I RO L R DL R HAth 55 9%
TR FER R TEE AR . 195 /MR % BOEAE AR IR & 10 i N B0E M R RS O
Fro Al AT it 5 4 77 A 4% (Graham et al.,2013)

F / Bkw (Fairness / Cheating) . 7E-53ESE4 ¢ R I NSATIME A e fl+E 2 BB,
R T 1)) i S B T T Js PR T A P 2% o AR O B 2 R R B 5 6 AR U 1 A1 5 3R 45
FAAMEGTE, BAMLMRE (Triver, 1970, Wik, (E#R. SEAEAT ASME N
N5 F AP RISUESE, H51ABEE. WIX (Grahametal.,2013) LA R (Chaman, Kim,
Susskind, &Anderson, 2009); . 219555 U 23 51 & B (McCullough, Emmons, &Tsang,
2002).

A/ H R (Loyalty / Betrayal). 7£ 2 MHFAATEFHIIAET R, AMAHR ) H B 263 44 (1) 1
TEAE o X YT IR) SE U RE AR AR AERE A B BATRESR 7, AT FE R 58 3145 BE £ 1) B R AN
Mo HHRANTEE BORTEARIN AT 251 KA T B 115 (Roccas & McCauley,
2004). JRZ MMAENREA R A 3RS H 5, R (Grahametal., 2013).

B / Bi78 (Authority / Subversion). MARTEE AR BRI F5 W) _E N R AE =N
A (EERIRN ER, RITED . FFb ARl B P9 30 00 IR R 73 FRL ) 535 R 1 &
IRMAXTFREIHGL (Rai & Fiske, 2011). BEIART 2 51 A AT TE PP 1 AR FE RN A 3
FEALAEE S (Graham etal., 2013), M AR R AN T4 5 A 5 LR SR A 264

Wi/ ¥BY% (Sanctity / Degradation). S{RKFEE, ARG AHCHIEMEAR . 7 E
GRGN , NS T AR A I fa b5 8., IFd i PR SR H 3z B s R AT
NEPERSG (Schaller &Park, 2011). 4 1 R FER KRB FIRAHLE R TIRE, & RGN
MfER S S AN A EEM I EY . R, EESGHERE AR RERI “ATE” BN K&
FEUR, 1 InfE gy B sy 4 LR (Navarret & Fessler, 2006). %i4h, SR¥fsM. Ex
WS AATTIBCSS B — MBI R o, AR OME R RAETERR S (72848 it
HA TR o B LhR 2 s B AU, A v 4 T AR R Al R A 2 ol B0, 31

RPENEE (Haidt, 2012; Wu, Yang, &Chiu, 2014).



() EEEMIELH N

e TS AR, I RAR SR TR EEERIIS R N HBT, HeRITKR
HESE A T, A2 R b, O PRAAAIT ST AT T TLCIEAE N A S AN E D B AE R OR AR
TEAE A A TR 22 e S G I (R 3 L T8 P 0o N R 2 FEE AT D9 PR e 5 77 T RHVR N IE o

1. R NS R

FEFIEMEERIR, Haidt & HA17E# (Graham, Nosek, Haidt, lyer, Koleva, &Ditto,
2011) Zwii 7B LA %% (Moral Foundations Questionnaire, MFQ), i%in)#&:3LaidE “ 5%
Fv AP BN BURFES” AANERE, & 30 NIUH, RA 6 mithdy, Hrhg b
it 44 B S0, 455 38 £ AH G M (Moral Relevance ) 43 & 3% #1138 8 J4/ W7 ( Moral Foundation
Questionnaire, MFQ) 7383 . HI# FH 1A MEMERNEC I R AL &S (Fln “HEA
RBANAFIATN ), ZORPOXVEAE HEEARSCE: 58 H T 2000 BARFIS 5t
PHTEE W PRI L (D “ A Z TN 1% 2 B E AU ” 4%) (Graham et al.,2011).
PRI, 12 B AN AT AU At JEL A A i) PR AR A5 3 e Pl JF 0T 2% T 1 A 28 R AL AP
SHES AR IZE R A RPN —8E. EGERE. Xa%0E., RE8E S TSE,
H B B ORI I TR (R AR M o R G (I S5 A B AE — e R LSRR T I A R R (M
BEE.

2. WRZITEENESMELIEFER KR

PRUTTE A P 25 5 A0 BRRFAE 1 96 R — D7 THNA B TR N SRR 5N S8 7 9 25 B D e FRAE
FYEEL, 5 —J7 A By THEE AL AT OB FEAE AU M T . A TR AN [F BB N
B GAMR O R AE Z AR S P SRINE o 9, AP e ) A RS 9% 92 (1 AN R o ot
BE IR (Ent&Baumeister,2015) ;%% 5otk axth IEAROG, 15 S FRAELER] 32 UK
R AU S EE AR 32 ORI 22 SO R 35 £ TEAH OC (Niemi&Young, 2013)). /03
JETT T AR FE R, ARSItk BROKE #0 25 A6 2 K 98 A AP 4570 K (Glenn,  lyer,
Graham, Koleva, &Haidt, 2009); 534k, ZMHLAURAIHT A, misam sl GRS 5E s
Rz —, REEHIAEI, 2l Ty PR BRI BB, B Sk = AN
TN R F S (Cornwell&Higgins, 2014).

3. WREAFRAE A A 2 R LR R R

MR SR R, TLeiEE A A AT R - A BT . 6, A M ]
JETH BRI TR AT Al N AR AL L BT ORAOR REE A N, R T A A A B TE 7
(individualinzing foundations); FEA . AUZRM R 15 W) 35 B A ks A AR DG &5 21 B A Bl 4 3 [



R TR, e T BESE M B LR (binding foundation). %15 5 AN AED & 5
A — € AR, WAFEA R AN L B R (Graham et al., 2011; Lewis, Kanai, Bates,
&Rees, 2012).

— I A IR L1 8 SCAHIF T K i 42 A 47 DX 330K 99 B 7 SCAR A (SRR Inse k. 7
WO SR SRR (RIE. BT, RIS, TR R, R SO T B
VTR TV T SRR, TITE 534 = OB AR N A T LB 225 (Graham et
al., 2011). =Ny, HEANE G S L (08 JEAARIATA T 2 R LA 2 4t T A A e B 4 e i 7
FEG (RO F L, o SR AATRAT S R Qe R T BEd i 1 R ARESR )0 RISE A 32 3L (van Leeuwen,
Koneig, Graham&Park, 2014). 54k, RMIRTTKF #H2 EEAESH R HEEANE
KAMBEFRI, wtk 2B B 25 B RATE R Z I TE S N 2 B4, 7RSI TE A A 2%
A5 8AK (Leeuwen, Koenig, Graham&Park, 2014).

4 . PREQIEAE YA I0 22 S AR A T 1

CATHFTERIT, BT K TE A A 25 B8 T A A RS BRI (RS BE A 5% 52 4 FE A5 47

BEWS IE 1 T AT T T4 L 3 AR N SRS I s 09 A FE A3 3 U B A7 o) FLI AN A T
gk g . FIMRE AR (Haidt&Graham, 2007; Graham et al., 2011). 74b, B
FEVETEAEIE 5 — R A B R RS S IE ARG, 1A 10 A 0 5 8 o TS B R A7 A
Ko B, WAHHARY, RAMEREEEARBAC, BRmiBu. Uk, EifEEmEn
WA A 2 TR AR AT FAMIFARIZ 47 (Smith, Aquino, Koleva, &Graham, 2014).

BUA DI GURRE TR IR A5 B B URESIEA, B BUR. Wi
5 2 UEZIEMSE (Graham, Nosek, &Haidt, 2012). FTibHia MMENAZRIRES, A
AR TN A R CE R MR R R, R 3 S G KA M
fii FIES, AITRSH R ENFEE A EXFEZRWESR, EHECESESE
MEEE TR RS EIEE, PR~ 3 3CE A% (Graham, Nosek, &Haidt, 2012). it
KR IAT BT BEARHE A RIBUA S SN Z BT LA RIVEGS A VERR . SER S URBUBIAT/E B K
G, JFARRAAL 2 B i BB, TR VR T HOR P K IE R ELE T B (Koleva,
Graham, lyer, Ditto, &Haidt, 2012). FEX4F 4+ SCPEK #E o tE AR [|] (1038 18 A 2545
SrECAERE L VR SRBNBUA S RTINS . B, ok 2 A5 43 (KA AT 2 0 R R
) U S BB i A AR 3 IR Ak 28 3 DR [ S B 305, T o Yt 443 4 (K HAons BB i A
YRR AR E (Koleva, Graham, lyer, Ditto, &Haidt, 2012). X T-4MCHUEASE
(RIRFFFUE A, SEAN DG 2 A0 AP BN A SE A v T F A B 1R T B SCIBCSE s T SE AL AB I ) A



B ) Tk 1 [ bR 32 SR (Kertazer, Powers, Rathbun, &lyer, 2014), A ., jEfdkk
U6 T 48 P 25 1) 22 T0 R0 ARV Rl — 4L S AR AL T 2 ML A

= ETEEEMEIL T S gy i SRR

EAEIEAE S I PRI, R T R T A AL AR S SR A RIS 22 e AL L2, G5
TR OB AR S 2 0 R R 4R

20 40 90 FFEANRT, Lol RTEAERT ST B P R SR LA AU (Haid, 2012).
Piaget (1965) i\, JLEEMIELE K fE 3 LRI R ALE A b BEE N AIRE I
KTERBRR, LB @M MEEIRIG O T EEAN  J& MR B — R A TE R RN,
AR R AT A HERLAE /) . Kohlberg 4k 2K K & T Piaget [RIML AR, 4 L 28 TE 18 510 B 1
HEF T AR 4R IR 5 5 TR A SRR, FFREAL 1384 9 1B 10 PR U e B )2
TEE R R BLiE (Cognitive Development Theory of  Morality, Kohlberg & Candee, 1984).

TEAEIEAH PR 10 22 TUlE 1 N A S TE TR R BO AR SR U B — R X R . A
WHFC R, TEREMERARAES 2 (R E R MEE 3 (FETEr) MBS S/ B
MBS N IEADS, 35 4B (S RT MDD SRR / BUE MIEME N A IEADS, 5 G
SBWLER) M6 B CRERENER) 5KEZ / FFAF / 5 I E A A 2 IEA K
(Baril & Wright, 2012). WAHWIFERY, AMEBATME CICRE) . FalpTE =L W,
SE AU 17 S R A P B v i P A T L0, T A REAT R v A G Y Bl 2 ) T A
ST, TS AE FATRAY o3 A BN (Wark & Kerbs, 19960

Piaget 5 Kohlberg *f 1) LB 18 8 & R IR FT, 537 1 T 4 4 i R A 27 T8 A 0o 3 2 v )
R AL, IXFEIR T 20 tHEs 70 EARE 90 AR IUIE A O B 2 R R TT 1) . I L TP A
T U ARl 58 ) L 38 T /D4 (R TE P BE 58 70 A SR T RSB AT OB 7T » ) A AN IR 5 T Ao 3
il FEB BOEREAT T 4N FERME IE, 41120 Gilligan Ay Kohlberg T 5 (1 23 IE AL AU 53 PR T 53
PERERE”, TN TE SR R Adr. RMI “XE” TEMEN (Gilligan, 1982);
Turiel A SUS KL X 73 T MAFIW L2 Sf AR R OB A RN R 58 (I e Nk %
BRI R TN NSRS, W Ko 2 AN B RN B J& T I S A, TS A TR
15 AR & T RE AR AU A, OB R R Bl R H T ISR S (Turiel,
2006). SRT, IXLCHESTHE bR EAR R I ETE M AN “MERIR” 2, BIVCNE R AR
AT DLIE I F I R AP T HE AR AT I, M SRR 2 S RO A AR R R ) 5 R KT i
A BRI IZ B RIR B DA S RA L, R 3 HE .

(—) EGERE T SHIEMRAREET S B EEH R



— LK, DLREAEIE A 3 SO SR E A A AL OB SO0, AN HIT R AR
BAKEER R FRVE AN . (HORBAIEHR R, HEFL L W7 2 A 90 R A — B0, I i
S BEL . BHE . BNFEESEE R, B, SEImAMEREANFEE (Greene & Haidt,
2002) kb JIWTHT E) (Suter & Hertwig, 2011) ¥4 {ie AN Acfif Hi B 22 4 ThR 1 1 4 S 1
5 PRI TE G SOSATLE PP 53 SR ANACA T X A A4 TE A ) B 10 3000 4 FH 3P Ho i (Haidlt,
2007). 4, WHFLERILENEE 6 2 10 4 RK%IL, MEEW a2 Hal ) HEA bk s s
YEMEFE = Ak EE (Hamlin, Wynn, &Bloom, 2007). [Ktt, okl 2 (R 78 & A A f 4
U SRME 1S5 R AR R G5 R AR, 09 T 4ES B B BOUL R IR B BT AR B P

(Mercier & Sperber, 2011), X433 T IAKIRPERL A SCRE, RIAATIZEREAT 1842 40 i i 72
ARG S SR IE ARG (vmPFC) % B S es ,  Hoth 51528 A S I X Clnfis
By e ABLRTI ) A AT REEE (Haidt & Kesebir, 2010).

(Z) fEGLEREY T SRR R ERE R MERERITH

Kohlberg K LG4k 5% T 25 51781 R RAFEAMR BN, ASKIBIEE R EE LT
), WA AR AW 5 2HH B3AE 1 IE A IS it 2 i H 18 #8474 (Kohlerg & Candee, 1984).
SR, REWFFLRN], TR AE AR AT g 2 8] AR AR A SR (Krebs &Denton, 2005).
TEAEAERE A ) HFASBEAERA SOBMA B BARAT AR SR, TR R ACTHEGR I MA, H =K
AR RIS S e AR . 25 BRI (Kerbs &Denton, 2005). #lUnfEEAT H kit
FEIS, AR AT S5 T AR S, TTIAE SRR 76 AT 95 70 BU A U7 S FEi A o fif th
FIEH41T 8 (Batson, Thompson, Seuferling, Whitney, &Strongman, 1999). 4b, 1%
BRI MR AN TEREAT A 5o A AT N BAT BB . B, 2 PR RO AU e v 2 4
IAMERI 3474 (Dubois, Rucker, &Galinsky, 2015)); &35 RoRya MG " &,
WRPECAMR RIS Ty (880, MR, &%, 2015); RGPS A RS M
MMERERAE AT, ZEETERRESE B AR R 2 A MA AN EEAT I A ZE M (Cai, Huang,
Wu, &Kou, 2014).

(2) fRGHEREYE SRR KR HARVEEAER

L GETEARAIE TR T AR SO R B AR AR, SRR B SRAFHAE (Henrich,
Heine, & Norenzayan, 2010), &7 A& MTERIR KRR XA GES R, DLk
RPN NSRBI T (Grahametal., 2012). SR, 7E/MA T 0tk 2 A H A A B
HU A B K PR Ay 55 . 54, Shweder KILTEENEE, LT BEMFACERIMES . L NEE
AR AR R T B A R ATEAE ), BIRIXLEAT NI AR % (Shweder, Mahapatra,



&Miller, 1987). Shweder & # H 7 —AN B {2 [T 7 py 2915 204 16 7860 2 H = Cautonomy)
etk (community) FIFfE (divinity) =ANZ. 32 T TEEAIL T AT 75 ZER IR R,
SEARJZ I FE AR I T MAVE N R B R 1AL 2 AT 0262 B A AT T MR 5 SR 2
PERAEMIEE &R, DLAORER Ui L il 25575 (1) 75 2 (Shweder, Much, Mahapatra, &Park,
1997). X—XI5rJr a7 IESE Y A WL SR, T AR AL PR 2 O TE A A AU ) B B
FZ . 55 Shweder /) = Ll AN BB BARLL, TR 1% AFE TN AN ZHIFEE,
EYEANBUBR TR R T IE 4, 549 8 10 222 M 1018 & (Graham, Haidt, &Nosek, 2009)
(M) fE5HEREY M SRR 77 £ LSRG

TE AN 00 B 2 50 SR P T O DR S 78 A TE 74 ' (Christensen & Gomila,
2012), {HH1 X B4 N A ERARANE] I A0 B A TE A b SR P iR S RN 2R B AR A 22
DR AP A [ R 5 4 R B PE AS v 0a, A IESCHR BE A B R RE AN v 2, A
[ Ff 0 DT R s BEA AN (R TE AR AN EOL A PR b 5%, 3 M — A J )R 2 5 T4 s ) e
7% (Christensen & Gomila, 2012). JEMEINKILCHL 225K B F G BEEE R E AT GRIR KM
2 MKE (MWD BN E, F7 S TE A5 10 25 R A8 8] 10 96 22 A0 )
Jii o SRTIEAL SRV T, AN RIS 2 AL T AL R RIS 2, A bR 2 TH 3B 7
WA AT R VA 226 R I SEBRpr o, B, Fiske MALERHE 25 RIEHHLARE, i
PY DU A7 AR A YOG RV IEAE: 14, JRIRGE ) SFAE . X RRPE (Rai&Fiske, 2011).
G515 IO SCHF N REAR R, A A7 T2 IR G M o R B B AL S A T B 9 1) PP 571 5k
F, WINRHEE R, EFIRSMR N PEULEANTERIGE ., FERLE . 155
BURNBL IR BC s X FRIE SR I 4% 57 Sh A ELREAT MBI 24 (Rai&Fiske, 2011). Fiske Y
TEI A R 2 %100 77 SRABSU I Haidt, S8 LAk RS b (0 SRR AUE 5 12 A5 7
ML R IREHEEAR B K% AT RIE N A 5 G e 70 ¢ THE A 5 e I8
R 2 5.

Sitr R VRIR AT, B AR S 2 SR DA T AR U A0 G 52 i o o 9 25 [
T B TR, X LB T /D AR A S0 A R BTk (2 S TE AR R R AT L
AT B A RS, SR TS RAEEIS EAE RGeRE RV fE 4k
W T80 3A J LA S AE B I r ol LA Bt ik AN T AN R TE AR AT

= BN ERE

(—) EREERIELH S ek

B SRR E T e R U AT Sk . BN ZOnHEI AN R E . A

&



B BB EFTUCTEEA RS S TEEEX SN, NETFERAE T — A e R
WHESL . SRITIE LA IR AR —A “TERiEe 7, bR IR AL T —Lefa i BEg S5 I >k
HOBTE S TEERT S RTE S . FEIZIERE N, TEEIERES A S E AW R R . B AR B A
TR E L, FEEREAN B ISR DR, HREA B2 2] T A FRE Pk B, At
FENNFER VBB T 2 2R B2 M B2 UK SO BA 1S FF (Suhler &
Churchland ); - 2T EL5E B 5 (1 Bk bl U £ 2 T 7840 By b o iR 28 770 P4 s ) s £ 1
Bhn, XU T AR A A 7 B 5 B HE B[R] I A7 7E (Greene, Morelli, Lowenberg, Nystrom,
&Cohen, 2008

B2 (1Pl S P A 2 OB AE R B AL T e N R 75 78 00 b BB 1 TE A A A AR
b B, SHHLEE RS AR, EEIE RS R A e B R N 2%, RN TEE LA
AT 5 [l EER AN TT ], B RL, AH R RZ AT SCRAPEE AR (approach—based moral
proscriptions) 52 (b HH I (avoidance—based moral proscriptions), i H., iXp§FtiE
HRUNERE AR TN ABR. B =ANEBIER. Bk, BN ARk e h— 2%
3 MHiFE (Janoff—Bulman&Carnes, 2013), &ANMEFEASE — MR FIEMEMANZ . SR,
FEZAEZE N ISR A S 1) TUTIE IS A AT RER AR PRI e e B o L, An AU AU )
TEE PN 8 T S AL RO B J2 T A 25 L TR PR3 5 82 55 22 068 L PR gt A R A B 2R
TSR PETE A S48 (Janoff—Bulman&Carnes, 2013; Rai&Fiske, 2011)) ? i
b, BT T TCE M N AR S AN, WA ST SR RO T e E A P A A
WILAFAE NAZAE NN TE AR R AR TEE NS, FlanEH / K38 (Liberty / oppression).
Bk /IR (Efficiency / Waste). AT AL / fir#s (Ownership / Theft). 52 / #k% (Honesty
/ Deception) %% (Grahametal., 2013). ZiddiHH%FE, Haidt KHA1EEINN, ERA
H© SORT S T A A Rt T DARAERE IS L8 A B 0 2 R K R R (R A I R, PR DI
AR A I T A 23 A IE PSR RFRE AR A A7 1) o AZ0E AR AN AR AR 2 b2
AR U, T LIS S R AR S i RS A A R R I EL B, RE AR AL
8 B3 AR T R oK S BT U AL S AR S, R B A S A X BE AR AL (Janoff —
Bulman&Carnes, 2013), [A[ ., Haidt O & AN T A I8 f LAtk 36 2 h (Haidt, 2012).
T, LT K A S R AR TE N T Uk

SRR L, SERKFRS AR S WA B S . Haidt KIS EF LRI kK T I8
FENFLO IR Z NIRRT TR RIS S 1 7947 =8 52 1 38 750 i ) B o A A S M TE 4B AT
g 2SR, HEFE T IEERWT ORI R . 2 0d S RARFI B A, AR



£ Shweder FIIEE = 0B AN Fisk FIEAEDL STIR AT, B& 700 BELOHAE
AR O T IR U R, GBS TEMER ) 1B LA i

BRI EIR A DUR SR TN SRIEER L FRIELH] . Z R R A B Wi
EARZOIEEAR, M4 RS eEMIt . NAMIRE KT E. 2RI, ESZRRE T
S TIEE N A O ZE DLRA . R 2. BIEEAT NN A, SEAE SR
M RARTT FLA 2 DT FOZ AT S TR, R T 7Tl A B SR DL AT . Bildn, X118
TN RERAETEE L EIRER DB N AR EFALH A O RN 2R 2, giab R 54
SR B AR DR b S5 SR 0] /N H IR )T TR FUAF AL 22 5 o 45 B AT O B2 22 B
J& , PEARK BRI FTHBIF 58 2 PT AGK S8 A 2300 B2 (R AR A 25 G2 TE AR BRIl AR 0 A AE 24T
FRISAME - MR J o B 27 PR A1 PR R A B T P e J AT AL

(2) EFTFRNEERAETHRE ML SITH

HRl, RTIEEAR S MRS AT NI IR S, H 280t i e e
ABGEAT AR R, Tk 2 A SUR AT RS KD o X 5 AR SRR E 1 OB 22 T
[ 3 A P A R A | E AL A W ) R SR T T AL AR I R S AT N BB VIR AR . R
T AE B Z BRI A R 5, TEEN T B AR AT, T2k MR
ANEHEAT N, HEA BRI BRI HESE R, BT 7038 vT LSR5 FE AN R i 1
W BER MRS BERIT NHIBIHUE R . AEERRE, WSk B, EEEMBEIRHZ T
TEENE D R R AR FH A RAN R R B ] (H2 T At AR R S R AR W 2 2k,
AMELEAT RSN & H 3 BT TG 18 22 SRR IR 2o B0, 8 SR R 75 35 B — N SRR A 2R
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Western Moral Foundation Theory: The new synthesis approach to moral research
ZHANG Meng-Yuan, YUAN Ming-Liang, KOU Yu

(Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology, Institute of Developmental
Psychology, BNU, Beijing100875, China)

Abstract: Individual’s moral system consists of moral contents and moral forms, defining
what one’s morality is and how it works. Based on rationalism, traditional moral research has long
focused on moral reasoning and judgment rather than instinct, emotion and behavior. In addition,
because it neglects the cultural diversity, the traditional approach cannot describe systematically

the whole picture of individual’s moral landscape. With the evolutionary development of



neurological and social psychology, there has emerged a new and synthesis approach of moral
research, which is the moral foundation theory. The theory proposed that morality is innate,
intuitional and pluralistic, and could be learned from culture. Basic moral foundations include 5
original dimension: Care/harm, Fairness/cheating, Loyalty/betrayal, Authority/subversion, and
Sancity/degradation, and one newly found dimension of Liberty/oppression. Current application
research of the theory involved the relationship between moral foundations and individual
psychological characteristics, the differences of moral foundations cross different groups, and the
reasons inducing these differences. Future research can explore how the interactions of different
moral foundations influence social behavior of individual and individual’s moral development on
the foundations of pluralistic moral dimensions.

Key words: moral content; moral foundation theory; pluralistic moral foundation



