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HRER RN

B 1 XEFES “RRLSEE” BRBE TN,

B AR IR SR . AT R SIS SR L 2 2t A SE XTI A2 5,
W SRR AT, R A TR RGBS RIR A AN E o B TT 2 R M MAAT N 4 1,
TEATHER T, MASEZhEIGAE R, H2% 8 RIEH], 3 H0E S0 BB (755, B18E, 2021).
PR, FATR “Hf5R” BUOy “AIFEE”, EHENAFE . FE, ZZ65RMAL LT X
IR, DN T BRI TE S W I B AR ) AE AR R AR B R B A S IR, A DI SCE AR R SO AN T
TEFE? NGB E P HE RS2 7 (W, ply p9)e

BEAL, FRATHE SCE K OCHEA, DLECSCRR A O T AL SIS BE I SA A A B SO A FFIE B

B 2: BERSSFONHAAENERNR, BHONRRERHE R/ ZBRR LS. Bk, 5
MBI T AR TR SCRE.

B AEW RS B A L AR R AT S > AT 1 B, 8 7O TR S
4, JFHBES TR RNEE . RAERESAET R pl):

“UIETFT 2 A2 b T B 22 BT 72 DR 58 ) BRA k) TR SR HEAT 4R o ASHIT 78 K F RE % Ak D SR 45 SR
SR | A Y BB DA B — AT B 517 1) CNI(consequence, norm, inaction)f& %Y, i ish /> S 56 25 5 A T
175 458 0) T 75 9 S R SR RO o SR — i AR B, KB ARSI AR O B P e B . s —
XN P47 FIW I ORI R I G5 R RoR, AHEC T Bopb by, P47 40 W7 A0 [0 54 B B0kt IR
B S AT BT, i EL [ S T 20T 38 ARG A R I, 3 AR 45 T A AR A R 45 A
TN E 2R “AER” RN BFFRERY, ATFEE T AMAE RUE SO AT BEE T B il RIFHESTE R
MREEL, DL SRR AT B ST B 7

. 3: “ABFFARFBEAN CNIUER” SRS XDE, FXBRALHER, WibATHHEX
B RIS M.

B BT IR AR IR W ONIAERURE S b i) = A B2 AR AN A E 2 1 W v = Fofr AN
] e SR 7 4% SRR (sensitivity to consequences, C), T fE ] ¥ BUB: (sensitivity to moral norms, N)AlI
— Wk B AT B B AS 4T 34 5] (general preference for inaction versus action, I)(Gawronski et al., 2017), % =

(2020; 2023) A 7T, 5 CNI BN R H5 54 “CNI(consequence, norm, inaction) #5787, [Rlk, FRATHF 478 22
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AT TR AR AT CNIAR AL ” SO “ B FE R RE S 240 D 5 3 45 R L T Y Rk DL A
— AT Bh A i1 CNI(consequence, norm, inaction)f< %4 ” (I, p1).

B 4. “HETEZUBAR KB BT CNTAER T DR LR HAE”, CNIZES|I S8 —KHIN,
WEA R ETR.

RIS B H LT KRR RATOK SIS P kB NI 3 A AT B 2, Ahoe T 27K
B T (W p3): “ % T £ 020 T 4 A (multinomial processing tree, MPT) 2 #) [ 1 £ ] I ()
CNI(consequence, norm, inaction) 58 1] PLGR#h 34 R (Gawronski et al., 2017). ”

B5: BEAEEX CNLERBNBNERS, RHRRZEBSEFRRIRR, EEH TR,
R MMBEREKERET EHNRIRERRES: “RFAME, MILTRMAN, EAFRE
AAWRER T, MESMIEEZREXRE, X—HHRE TR EENESR RN 24), 5
—EH T R R BRI ATEMRIFA SE)FHN.” BIEESEEHCHERER, WIS IE CNIBEHE
TROMLTERMRS, URAEEDABERT CNI P EASHRRE.

BIS: e B A & AR I R, AR X A AT R AN IR . R R, BT
PO SCE R IRART A R, A SCHIRGIE AN CNIBALIEAT 780 A 20, FTRE S A R = A — 5 1A R
Fsg b, CNUERUFAES XU THAR R 37, T2 X FH 28 gt T A A 355 90 S 7 45 SR BEAT 77 SR N R0 31
(RIS T AR o — ST e T8 SCAWTE 1) R0 Dy R v A0 Al L R (36 3756 R, H RN T B8 38 S 3 ORIy
A E SO P SLEIN Td R, 3 RN EEAINRE A, SIRB K — TR R, BB
R NPPZ 7K _EHIHOE (Greene et al., 2008). CNI S Y £E I B it b 1 b 1 AR AU ME AN 25 RBIURR I AT B
o, [R5y B — AT B . BRI, B R OREENHR 2 CNT SRR T2 it 7 R B3 U £ 3

B 5-1, CNIBEBIRALE: BXUN LB NG, VF2 0T TOR F 2 T8 18 P R S5 2 % B HE 28
FFRME T (HEEHT I T — S AFF S H B AE R, WORs P PE R (K DA 2 ST I A b BE A A e
LA U R Bk fF) T8 1 3 (Bartels & Pizarro, 2011). B 783 % F4 22 26 A 58 BALAE LA R J LA J7 T »

HYE, FET G MGE AR BT A S B DRI PR S DA 3 SRR S, A2 DRI PR
PRI 5218 A SRR, A AR SRR, H N A 2 55 K JR B BT TE (Conway & Gawronski,
2013) MASE T E LR, S W REER G5 IBAT T Ja AL S MG BLRAT e R I JE R M2t TT
UEHE R B, ThAR AN I I PEAl A2 0T IR 47 3R 47 ¥ (Hutcherson et al., 2015). fT LATIFI 3 SORTIE X S OB
1) 56 4 v] DU EMST,  IFAT AT B MR 2, BTLRE, 2021).

HR, 20 T A PR 5 0 VR 0 T8 SR SCRVD R 3 SCRO B R B HEAT Bk o 900, 224 7 ol i o 22 55 2
NI A AT BE TR S B TR DB, (EAT AT B AR 2, AR T OUARRERIAEZE T, TSRS RA—

SERE Y SR LS A . Ah, PR S R 2 Ak TR IR VERE R RE, 3 R AT A R IE
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MRS RRVFN, FERIE KBTS R VFIE L. BTEL, TEXHT N R RIBER AN, ARAT 2 A5 4
TG BT O VFHEAT R, 4 AT AR S o SR MR AT ) (R FE 43 ol 2 TERE T 6

B, BT OB R SRR BT SO R EARERTRINE, I HLRE T X— AR S S (7 AR I RS
Blhn, 7P RFER R K2, BT CMEREA TR E SOESRMER, AT DA T S
WS, FLE R A ELE LW, ARG, L gl s 47 2l 3 1 (b o oo 45 1
I B B 1) A AW AT EN ). BTRL, R — IRIAT S I N R SRR I 5 R 2

CNI B RS f P S 45 SR (K SRR HEAT 100 B, B0 ) BN A w53 1 65 SR BBURR M, 38 S AR DA S —
REIAT BN BT B o ZABERI T T 12 AN ST, RN RS SO N DU RO [ A, X DR R
AAEAE B EXTEAE RN R T fOvF, LARAT S EE RAFIBEINEAT T B o lid 2 I o A @, R4
TR SR T s I AR 50 AN [ 0 BRI Ok R AT 0 B8, AT SRR = S R A 1) A B2 PR A o B SR, DAAT
FUAE A F 20 T 8 PR 5 Xt A R B0 (R A e SR AT W TN, K 2 AR I S g SV 45 T 75 2 4R R
XM J1(Rom & Conway, 2018; Bostyn & Roets, 2016), {H /& XG> B I 804 SCHe, IRk MARA B3 B
FEAB T (RI7Z Ao IR NS ER 0 = s 2 ) EAT 4K RS X AN AR SR SRS BT KT 10y PRy 2 A L S 7 A £
fiRE .

RIS, RV, arAB R 7SR RS, £ A TSR R BBy
PR. Lee %5 N(2018)RHtt &M ez, M52 WIS A 10 PR SE AT B4 4% . Chen %5 A (2020) 1 FL4 IR
SR AIE R BT BRI, AR IMRI &, SEEGTFARMETEIEE 2 55 — N HANBE SR AR 7 I Pk
Andersson %5(2020) 44 B AE AR BEALAL 4 2] 8 NM/NAL, EAbATT 58 e A SEA S I 2 . s 2 e s 1
HEHIWT(DOAIWT 4 S 85E),  Ab T TR BE T BB sl e v Ja 27 R Bf A o A AT R L s AT
XLEHE T I RN BAN TR, #ANR R TR R R, B RO 115 B AL, HEt
SRR RIS 220, FTCAESSIRIOHE M BAAEAN L . Rk, ASHE SR SRS E R SR T B 1
FEA IR FE 1045 B TR TR TR BB RV BURNE « 25 SEBURMERIUAAT Bl 1) = e 35 5 AT o) ) A8
1t

gL, FRATX ONI BT AL Ml 18 R 58 1 BRI A7 51 5 A T AT AR SE (W, p2-p3)-

B 52, CNISBURRIBH: VF2H R AR, AT R E 255, LA MmA
TESIS AR 1 R ST ) 22 R AR, X P AR AR P A 1) f B R AR, % Cy NL T =SB0 7 )
WARAF R, AAKER LT

AVEFFERIL, M4 F B =D I A THELER, A5 5 BB RS (K 5 4 Brie Tt (Bereczkei et al.,
2010). Jf HAEW A3 R G B BAT (Kurzban et al., 2007) LA K & 1E (4 5% 1k 5 (Egas & Riedl, 2008). 44

PRAE i Ak AT vh B 5 5 0015 SRR I AT I, Al i 90 I 34T %5 22 (199 1 (Andreoni & Petrie, 2004) .
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XL, AFFRE NJCRIEE FAMER P4 285 A AL M IAT R I, B ST — sl
WFE R A SRR AR 45 7 T 4R T N 2 4] 47 9 U AYE (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004), Jf H 3 e s R I
FF et 2 VG I TE % (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009). K, ASHF 78R 8 2 4 55 2 52 AN A i A0 3 1) 9% 3
BRI LR ) N 25

BARZ NGB N AMAAAAE I B ARG, 2D AH 2 — T R, 7EA A NFE IS OL T, A
A4 1) B A7) 32 2 R B (Fischer et al., 2011; Zoccola et al., 2011; Hortensius et al., 2016), EJfEZE “ 52 M & %4
27 T BRI, ANMA SR B B AT 9 AL RPTEUN ST 7 BRI T R T, AT e A 1

DU BRI s 77 (Bandura, 2002). B S [0 TEAE MG A 4RAE HUAT 8, 1 T STER 08 RIS, R
WKL TFAIR. Bk, BAVERBE A 52 A AL A W7 P 1) T AT, BRI =1 1

Fh, BATEANTE TR T 45 REUBYE(C ZHO M. DHTURM], MR SAFER L1 32 A TEA i
AP (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009). NITAEAE A I8 & R DA 1 SCGEFE SR R Lr, R 5aiE L8 X
DA 3= SCHIHFI W AT RE 2 S BORR A R ROAE 2 BN R T8 SR PE SAEA IR, 058 8 W A U IE 46 0 3 I
S a2 05 (1 (B 4535 fE(Everett et al., 2016). 5 A [A Py (Uhlmann et al., 2013); 1 DhA £ st T
RAFN D NIERA RH IR RIS, 250N 68 7 5 R K 2 (Lee et al, 2014; Rom et al,
2017)0 AMAFNHE KRBT T 25 1 A2 TR BR AN RE T AR I JEA R AR, HI 72 BN R B s 80 () 1 22
2 K & (Fiske et al., 2007; Lee et al., 2018). [KlItt, AHF 7R 15 T 1554 FRARAMA ST AT 3h 45 BRI 25 1K 5 FE
AR I R C 4.

Zx b, RATDHBGA B HAR SR O R A 51 F T i TR (U p4)

B 6: “CNIEEBA P RFBIUFRAKSEF: EEMEEIE, THFRKFEER “ZELFK” ).
BRI, TR TR (R “FRbBK” ). EEMERE, THRRTFERER “REFMNK” ).
BAERTEIRME, TR FRI(ER “REBEK”).” EATRARUHE. A, ERFFH, 1aXAM6F,
PRARF BN A XA R—A “EEMEEEIEATS), TERFERTRE” KBIF.

W& AE R B R L S BR A 0 e OINTASE Y 75 S 00 Wi 1 35 v ) A YO 0 ) B R /N R AT 4
BRI T 12 DM EARRTETE RN B, BRI BEA DA FE A AR S, LT A 48 T8 725 7 Xk PN 58
TR, X T IEE R AR S R 1R CE NS AT S (R AR SE oS i Ja — Al iR AT N g 2 1
Frefie, DAsd 1 P28 INEEO0 ], 78 1a f1 1b rh “ B ORSOATIBE G 2/ MA T RS AIAT S, WR RS
£, WAt AL 2R RHId E S E, ATNEZRSER— AA, BE T “EEmResEl” ’iEs. /£
Ic A 1d o “HEMESOAS B 7 RMA T Z R SKAIAT BN, XN AT AR Rt ic & i) A=, JR T “TEAERE R

E 9 :usa
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KTAT N RRB ) RN G G285, lam “H/RSOATBEE” AR M2 i Hhid & — N gETs,
WS ATk 2 PR A 20 SEalds, X “ SR 2 ATETD7, I bAEE N ARSI 4 1 45 R 3 2k
— NH A, ECEZ AR, BT R, & TSR TR K. $sE b, 1R CNIAR
RGPS dh, “ZRIERIR” WA R T E e N e, . RS, AR MIVEA SRV
FAATB AT IR 2 N Hoftl = AR e g o B A BEOR N o6 SR BT B, AN FEBECR

FALE S| b WA 0 X #3047 7 BARR U, B T (W p3):

“FF 22 10 T A% A (multinomial processing tree, MPT) 2 4] ()1 7 S| i ) CNI(consequence, norm,
inaction) 5 A4 W] LLOR AR F I & B} (Gawronski et al., 2017)(WLE 1) ZAER BT T 12 MRS, RIHAT0)E
R DA G A B R NG SR (R R BRI AT O B BL 5 SR ER AR (A 35 A i 3 B 55 3 1)
ME), FAEEA DA A EEREEE L, TSR R T B (RAR “AEIERIRT ) EERVEEE LR, 1T
BERTA(FIAR “ZEIEBOR” ) EEMVEIRAE, 1TRhMR TR “SRABFIR” ). EEMEIRIE, 1T3h
RTRFEFR “FABBER” Yo IXFE, TLIRERA BRI, FERIEAEILN AT S), ERTE SR VFR 473 4 fE
IR A o T AR RO ) o SR 7

FIS, 97 7S s, AE 2.1.2 BPRHER 70 91028 1 55— AR S ) 748 T B, — JF IR Y
KPR 2 ka8, BAARETIL p4-ps).

BR7: CNIGHREMARE. FEEERRESTERTHUH.

B AR AR T XISt . B CNIASERY (1 73 B BEAT PR 4

CNIBEAYR 1 X 43 P 35 (R TE A A ORI L 25 SRR DA B — MR AT BB ), 50 DAY 85 v ) 4 R Y
FAT B 45 BRI /NIEAT TGN, (AR S RS A AR, 78 4 RSB, B A
RN Z AN 1. Hdr, CSEERR S R LR, N ZEEORNEEME UKL, 12805RR
TEATE 845 RAFTERS, MER AT S W . BAH] 4 S5 BRARREIR 1 oy =Mt ) SR B I 47 ik #5110 4 B
DLOLE 1) BB EIRIKBIN, B2 C AR S RIRSAT N FE G OLE 185 —1T): HE R
KB, BEAR(1-C) XN ARG R TCIE RS H AT ARSI AT AR BL (BT 158 A7) A MAEAAAE — R AT )
B, HAR(1-C) X (1I-N) X TR 1 45 RATEE VG HARE AT Ty, DMEAEAEAT S IF B DL 15
ZAT): BAEA-C) X (1I-N)X (1D IR T AR — AT BB B O () 1 350047



EEMFEAIE TEEHTERE
FIATHE | BT | FIATH | B TH

-4 AR &% PR

rER | AER wE i a

AR | AER | AER | FER

BR B2 ®w%2 mE

Bl 1 CNI AR B R A% B (PR RIF:  Gawronski et al., 2017)

MWRLX 4 2% HAT, AT DAHES Y 4 P IR 2R T R I B 2 sl R R OB A T 1. BRIl TR ERAT s
R 4 Bl g R R B M AL Z RN ZE, AT =D RAE C. N THIRN . A KL
SRAGTHRA AT XS 3 AN ARENB S HG T, RIHINE IR G2 PR BB AE s 3R 7 T i 78 20k, L5238 10
R AR TN R B R 2 TR ) G it 22 RN, RSB GT. BITEL, 7 G2 AR (p>0.05), R 515
BMWE RE: R, BEAMMEE. Gawronski 5 A (2017)#2 4 15T multiTree #4221 2 AR AL,
FEHAHIN 8 A R SIHER T 45 = S50 il THE (R SCAF S AR IL: - htp://www.bertramgawronski.com/docum
ents/CNI-ModellndDiffMaterials.zip). %} T C Z4f N 24, hTHME 52 KT 0 B3R BHAMA R Yok 2 3 45 R
B BB AV HURVE IR SN X T 1238, MTHERZE KT 0.5 W WIAMAR — B8 A7 3 1 SR i
U, NT 0.5 IR BIAMEE — IR AIAT 3 1 S MR G o

BN, AT RLEE R R IR R S EBEASE, RUBRPIAS B A Z R E: C=Cy), A%k
RIS IRE G br G2 LM T % (p<0.05), RN ZSH EWAMFEREZER: ke, RNH
ZETESH_EAAAE .3 7 5 (Gawronski et al., 2017).

gi b, AT CNI B A AN TS AE 5] 5 0, RN AR 0 3& P 2R 4T 7 SE N vEgn i g, A
RSB R (L p3):

R FH DY Ao R S5 2R T B S MR AR, SRR DAHE T L NMARAE T R B P B o SR L, I X 4 IR
IR R SRS 155 —4T), XERERUR N e SR N 158 A7), LA B E RGN — B A T3
BATEN R RSB 1 5= PUAT). DABEXF SR SEMIR HEAT 170 B, SEPUN TR 45 REURIE(C %), 1E
TRV BBURNEN 280 U S — AT sh BT S ) (1 280 8L . B T4k 2t 72 vh s 25 Y 1 77 B
(Haidt, 2007), LAREaA]GREE B RE, A8 RO EEBOR TR, R SR 2B R KNATE),
T T RRE AN SR P RN e, AMARTERUET 2 J5 (S ) B S S REAA L de s il . H BT, T CNIALALH)

HF 7 155 45 (Gawronski et al., 2018; XIfEZE %, 2021), BUFIE(Gawronski & Brannon, 2020; = #, 2020). JE /1
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(Zhang et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021). AM&4F4E (Luke & Gawronski, 2022)%5 PR] 22 5% 18 18 340 it 1) 520 o JE 3 HY R
DFHE I, DB ARTE R O SR B AR R AL 1T A AR A R A .

BN, JATEAE “2.1.4 CNLEERL 47 #5555 CNIAE AL ) HAR W 07 ik EAT T BONPEAR ik, FpA
B~ (W ps):

“RT 2O TR B, 7R R AT ) CNT Y AR sl AT 9 B AT B A, 3 mult
iTree 44 (Moshagen, 2010)fli it 3 MELEOLFEFE(C. N DIIRER . X TR iR, Bigs “AEe”
WA N 0, W “He32” WA 1. H G FRoBin SEMMIMEIE, 7 G2 AR (p>0.05), RUMER
oo ALTHHE C AN SHCE BE KT 0, REBOCE BB R 8 RAME g, 12805 RE KT 05, &
BB AP AE — AT SR o AE AN R AL Z B RN, 35 A G 22 (p<0.05), 1 B H ik S 8ifr
7E I 3% 22 5 (Gawronski et al., 2017).”

B8 LR—AHAEWARRIAAS—B, BEEARSNUH. BENEERRAIAS.

B AR R A AR SR X — . AT R AR B 1A At Mg AU AR SCSCER, A
S8 — R R ISR 1 I PR B T L4 D TR L A R 1 SR FRIE e ik 22 W 52 (¥ 4 F AR [ (Barmettler et all,
2012)2 45, A A EEFJEE AT AR R B E L B A 2B RELES . Van Dijk 55 A (2002) 4 8L, 3t
[[2 52 7 SEge a2 18] AT DR At 223K 3R o MR AP (0 50 O JE S AT 2 (AR AE AL S T R
VIAHOE, AHREAE U6 5 b A IR 2R 55 B S A 3 vh ANk 2 18] S 52 5. 50y 32 ST 16 3R A 4 A4S 5T X 31 (Soetevent,
2005). FEA LIS FE PR G H 2 [AIAAAEAEFTREE ERISE,  HAGAA SIS X R S5
SR, P LARSS 1A 2 AR T BEME DLE il B RIE R AT 2 0. 1 H, AEE SR A
CFFA BRI & V£ (Epley & Dunning, 2000), J HAEH LL#EAT B YU, FEAFAEAT—F ok 545 224L(Uhlmann
etal., 2009), Fr LAERA RAGHIIC 7 % RE N ILAITEOL S, w0 P xk ok SO UK ZE 8 25 i A4k

— BEAH ST T I8 A SO 22 S A ) 2 S A PE AR SRALL) SR B 45 2R . Martinsson 55 A\ (2013) K B 5 5
& AL BOAE A SL W b 5256 o B TTRRZK T, DA AT BB T RS E S RER R N AR A T SR, BT RA B
SR TR A F AT Ho . VRS A R R o B L AN N 5 SO HL B AN A\ BRA ) SCAG PR B N 1
A BE R ER], T P05 SCAEIX W 5 THAFAE — 7€ %2 5% . Sparks A1 Barclay(2015)% H IR It [&1 1y 1
NMEIELR, KIGaXFIEE A WA AR, YO8 — TR B FEEINE RSO SR 2R, 5
—I7 R T R 2 . AR IR R R 2 o0t B3 A IR MEAR A e, R MR B
Wil (Rigdon, 2009). M55 &R HIVEFIFEA RIVER 2 PAFAEZE 57, ASCSEEG —rh ot pilng 2 T 55k, X dm]
REAE R 2 —.

g b, AT LG — 45 R RER SR R ARt AT 1A E, Bk En N (R p9):

“H i RE RO S B L A R AR, MR AR OGRS AT TR AR
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HRAFE VIR, (H2E SR = K R 5 IS 4300 AN K 2 T8] e 5B 3 8 SR BBk R A A AR J5 X))
(Soetevent, 2005). Van Dijk £ A (2002) K3, I[FZ 52 o S48 1B 2 8 A DUB AL S BER 2810 58 56
— ISR B Z A AR T B R, PRI DU A 2R R, AEBCH BB TE 7 % Al N
BT, SO P EIERAR, TERE RS LUK L S AR 7

B 9: FHASFRELRE, “PRALER” 2R ERANRBMEENZE, ST ARKNSER.
EEEAUERARNERE IMRETANKIER R —RTHHRI, RAELRE R ERTTR.

B AR SR L RN E St E . AL TR R SE bR E g — Mt R, ek E
AR A 2 IR T NMARAT S Z T A B it Ty e AR RS A AR, AR R, MR PR AN 5 ]
AL, WEERS HRFEMMNIATE, o RHTE R AHE R, CLF5 RS ] R 1A 58 AN E 1k
A A R SR A SR A2 AT E PR (PRSI, 2010). T8GR X i) REUAS B B BORI R RN E 1k, (R AR A
FAAESIGIN T — I AR, BT R A DL T A A R S 7 (K 224 75 225 FE IR AR I IR 3R

MITIE S 245 B BT R T — € 8 L5 BHAT N R (MRS AE4E, 2003) . N 1 72 NBRAZAER fE
B AN BRI P AR RE PR A 28 3 5 S R SO, K6 ZBE S N T AT e 2 T S RALE P BN 428 ) 155 553
{5 B (Lee & Harris, 2013), Flanf NS 3. BE AT AMESSE. AL EERFERE S, 4
A fi T4 o ] B T 45 JE RV A TR A I B A% 0

FATHITE T Je R R SR B TR, RISV 75 2 U B A PR A, BRI Bl A
SRR N WIRAZS T 1005 BB, W R AR S R A e, AR B TN Al NAT BT, A&
H 5 T A B A A . SR FRATI IR A BB i ok SR A0 525 A4k, B 2 — AT RE R e 1ML ¢ A 2 )
AFEAEAR B AL, Bl i) PSR 2 Xk DA s (K iR S IR R AT vt 1 S8 =, IR RAFRE R
ATRESE T B PR SR AR

FEPAT W R SR, BORXIIRER 2007 IEME A R, (BT BEXT R A R AT VP G —, 5
SRR AE BRI, MAREEERIE 22 B AR . BRI R Th AN RPN A,
(EPAT AL v SR 2L R B 5 P A B R 5 I S B il R S A (G s A P o FRATT R 1 A7 2L X 1
PR —BUEREAT U5, 48 DM ipXUT 1) — BMEE 2] 62.8% (BRI R “ —8” it “17, “A—E”
A “07, R - BUER S ERE KT . SRR, P 138 S, R AT,
BE— U, A TR R EARREAT 5 B R R S A 153 B B s SR

SEFE AT I R, BN RER 20U (IS R4 2R, 3B BRI R A5 B R Bk #2151
DB IR SR, (83 R IB I — SR . B i/ BRI 5 A HI 4 2R, w2, el 24k
BB AAT ANk pl— SR E R I  IXR S DL S B ACIRAR LR — iR, R R B T iR A

T T AR K il o F5e X005 [ RE R B AT B, [ I 5 5 0 AR e Uk (K4 T, 2R
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=+

N

§ IRV P i R (Y AR SR VEAR BT 28 — R AT I T B, DS RS A 1 2 b, b, JRRILER
e AL VR R IHZ AP E I H SRR

R, AR AR L SR R RS A 2 F B AR MR EE AN e MBRLAE A N B
NITs BIRTTRFAHELATE, BEERFATT GG, Bl rE B R g 2k, e84 R
WA R R BB o SR1, FATRWE FOABAAE — € RIRYE, IR E T AT ATE 48 P St
[ A4, ERARBLSEAE I T AR 0 A SN K S5 WL Z A 55 AR R Il s), (HAZ,
FIE TR RS R R BB ANESE, RKBETERT ABE S 5 A Sl — BT IR R .

Zi b, FRATN SERR M IAS 5T A 2 LR R BRVEAE SO R R rdt AT #h 7, BRI p10-pl1):

“ATIE TER A R SR a2 1 SV SO E I W AT I 7, BB R TR ST I AL R
Ky 2 T8 R PR S R 22 57, AR = A S B0 2 AR R bl TE) (45 B AR LB R ik, MRS NS AT
BIXUTRFEMEATF, BRERFENITE LRGN, Fol I B st B B A . wT
Wy VR B AR I 55 R 8 B4 S G SRR DDA O, 00 B AR I S A 5 rp A P 3 4 ke S R AN E AR AT
HEAEEEM A EERNZHEE L.

AT — € RRYE, B0 P el A5 B A B 2@ AR F i R se B, BRSNS i iE
B R A K55 M Z B HIE F A : SRR RIRE ), B, FifhRRERFE R B A

g5, AW T ABcit 5 i sgie Nk — P TR R .7



HRER & M:

ZI SR FUEAM NS I 5 5 54 2 B N AR R AT A R I o 18 SCELAE AT S5,
JEEEET ONIBBII G . SRR, AT F WA 3 [ 4 B 3 Bl e BRI B AT S ), 3 ol ] W7 g
J5 AR T8 AR D BUR R I . 28 SO RBUE A R, SRR RE . AFFUCRA T ONLEAR & 2
BORS R IE SCRSEHE 5 RIS ENLH], BRABmEIBIHTIE. Rk, A “id” M™%, WA A B0R
MERME. RS EmEl, %,

BA1: EH: REWUERG, BHHE? HSBR. EEANEAKR, A8 EE. meed—2aIl
SR EEN RN ELF

Bl JEH U s R T AR I E ST R FRATIR S R E T S B AR RS A B . AT ok
ERSEIRIE R TR 22 AMEE R VTS, W REEIEAATHE, R AT EERE B2
GIEA IR FF5ERBEE(2021) LA KA 75 5555 A (2022)FE R 78 - o0 AN [ SEBAT 253 N T A FFHERIES 444,
HCP R T ATFEE MR, ik, 7EME%Sa AP b, RO Aol Buoy “« AT
B, SRS H .

ASHIEGE A F A R A TE A M VR 5, RO A I o A S0 P A 4 A A 94 o B 1) 5 4 5 X
(BREE, 2021; T RES, B/NAL, 2023; =A%, 2023), HJy 1 AE R H FGR B HARRE, JRATR “ &K 12
Bl “EMEMER . RN, T BERSIERR R P AL R B LS R, R E BA DB S s bR s
CRHTFHEE? ATHEEE B AR SRR ” (K pl. p9).

HRAh, BRATENS ORI T “ ATFHEBE” R GEEHAE” (W pl. p9), BARSCH IS KAt 25
IR TIET

B2 BE: 2iUtn—AERAAHFMEEMANE L. BUEREES CNI RN f8 BA#HIR .
BE—H “GREW” KzE, RETUERME.

BIST: AR R A AR . BRI B AT T AT BT, BN T OR TR AU SR A
4, FEANE T CNVER R SRR I HB S 7 i Ras R &R . BB sn & SO pl):

“ DLABIF 9T 2 4 o 11 FH 40 BT 40 DR 5 06t SRR 1 W SREAT IR o ARHIE SR P RS A e S 5 R
TP BRI LA S — AT Z) B ) CNI(consequence, norm, inaction) B, 3@ 1 P45 56245 52 A F
BT B A PRI R . S0 — AL o gYa A, R AL A B R e i s . st —
i FBCPAT FIWE AL R A G . 45 R EoR, AHEE TSy, P47 0 A 3 [ 40 -5 S0 il o 3
BRSO ANAT B ), T L [ S T 2 T3 R (R BRI i, S P A A ke T 2 PR 5 v = A
TR EZ 1“2 KA. BHFRRM, ATFEEE R MAE LUE U RFE TR T8 i RIFHE R R

s 2, LRt kB AT S SRR B L. 7
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B 3: 515 BRI CNIERE, R =/NEEssCeif. Mg FRE v A 3 &
HER .

RIS R fR 4 SR . ONT AR ME 5 o () = AN BE G AR AN A 7E 18 454 W v =S [ )
PR 45 RBURE (sensitivity to consequences, C), 18 78 M U E (sensitivity to moral norms, N)AI— i
PERIAT B BUAST 56 7 (general preference for inaction versus action, I)(Gawronski et al., 2017), Z% 7 #£(2020;
2023)HIRFFT, FRATTE CNIFEALRN 72 455 4 “CNI(consequence, norm, inaction)f& % ™ (I, p2).

H 25 RS B R RS SO R IR AR G B, AT R R PRI CNTAREAL. ONI AL T X 43 R 5 4 1 1 0
TR 25 RBUR I LR — AR AT BT, X IR 58 v (3 AR R AT B 2 R BN IEAT T HR A, A
FAMCEE S TN E A A ER. R4 RS T, EZAMAEZ R NMEZA 1. Hd, C5H
FoRx A R GURYE, N SEFERIEEMG N EURYE, [ SEEFOREARE R RAPIER, AMEKARITE)
il . B 4 S ERARHIR 1 o =i (m) SR BN IR AT i 5500 4 M S OLOLEL 1) s i 45 R Rshiy, #AT
C MR AR R IR AT AR BB 158 —4T): B IRBh R, 48 (1-C) X N AR 45 L 10K
ENEMTEIREN AT MR OLE 126 A7) A MEAAAE — BT B N, AR (1-C) X (1-N) X TR T 45
FRTE SR LA IR AT, AMRAEAEAAT S AF IS DL 135 =A4T)s B AR(1-C) X (1-N) X (1-D U fifi ik
T AN AELE— AT B A BT 1 S DA

EAERTEREE T ERE IR
FIRTBE | BATHI | FIRTH | BXTH

54 AR w2z FeEsz

AER | AER i34 i34

TR | AER | TER | PEE

2 w2 B2 B2

1 CNI B2 42 R g (PR RYE: - Gawronski et al., 2017)

HILIX 4 2k HAR, ATCAHES I 4 PPN B R N IR FR 2 U R MR A T R R, THRAT NS,
Rerfr 4 PSR N R R SRR R, AT R =R C Ny TR i KBk
G THEAE AT X 3 N ARAE S H i, MRS IR G2 WAt R R Bt i ik 7 i 7E 70k, B
WA AR TN R 2 TR R G vt 22 S, BRI AT . FTBL, 37 G2 A3 (p>0.05), R HHE 54
TG REF: R, BEMEHEZE. Gawronski 8 A\ (2017)3&# 7T multiTree B4 44 £ ) 2 WU AL

FEH AN 8 A I BIMEZE AT 15 = S H A THE (BB S BB, e http://www.bertramgawronski.com/docum
11



ents/CNI-ModelIndDiffMaterials.zip). X T C S5 N 2%, A5 1HE B2 KT 0 2 AME R Yo 5 52 1) 45 1
R BB ARV BURVE R IR BN s X T 128, AHE R ZE KT 0.5 R WIAMAA — B 10 A7 3 1) SR fig
&f, AT 0.5 IERMIAMEH — AT S RN 4 o

4, AT LS R AN A R I S BB AR S R LN S B (B I 22 (R B . Ci=Ca), A7 IR AR
BRI SR E G it br G2 R T £ (p<0.05), RUIEZSH EWHGIEREZR: R, RPMNHZ
[ 7E S 40 b AL L3 72 5% (Gawronski et al., 2017).

gi b, AR CNIR R B FEAGE AR AN FEAE 51 5 & 70, (RN A o I PR 2EAT 17 SEI0 R 40 Y 1) 3R
AT (I p3):

ORI P DU PR B 2R T T B S B, R AT DA 5 Y AMAAE BT TR 85 B R SR L, R o & R
IR AR (B 1 2R —A1T), XGRS A AR QT 128 A7), BARASE B S SRR 1) — ML AT 30
BATHM (B 1 B = DUAT) . DA PRSI BEAT 1 70 85, SR RS 4 R U YE(C 25, 1E
TEMVERURMEWN S50 LS — B AT s BT sh il I S HO M B . il 4k 2 A R Hh I8 48 FLE K 77 1
(Haidt, 2007), LLAGEAIEEE FPEVE RS, AMTEF B2 Z8 I BORATS), A SRR R RT3,
XS T RVE AT Rt R EE,  AMALERUET 2 58 B0 S S B Re AR I L g sy . HAT, T CNIALALHY
TF U145 1% 4% (Gawronski et al., 2018; XL ZE %5, 2021). HUH| K (Gawronski & Brannon, 2020; 7z £, 2020). & 77
(Zhang et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021). AASHFAE (Luke & Gawronski, 2022)%5 K] 25 X 18 12 31 7 frt 52 1 o g B0 R
TP P, Dy PR ARE AR TR SR A RR SR AL 1R RO A A B IR AR AR

IeAh, FRATETE “2.1.4 CNLEERL BT 50 % CNLBLAL R BAR B 7 VE AT T8O R A, Hogk
e (W ps):

T 2B T BT R B, A E AT A ONT AR RS AR i A AT Bl #EAT B &, A mult
iTree #ff:(Moshagen, 2010)fi i1 3 MELELEIEFE(C. N DIMER . XA mdEm s, Kk “rz”
MRAE Y 0, e “H&” WA 1. M G FRosBuE SRS NE, 7 P ARE(@P>0.05), EWUMER
oo M C N ZHCE B35 KT 0, RUIBGA PR R4 RABVEBURYE, 1280 BE KT 05, &
B AE — RO AMT BT o 7 EERCA R AL S8 ZE R, 35 AG? 22 (p<0.05), Ui B A0 S HA7
£ 5. 3% 7 5+ (Gawronski et al., 2017).”

B 4: 515 XTUMEREMTE KRG R 2 7 ROE S, B ARABIW, BEEAMIEESM
HATEIRIR PSR, BB AIEBRRE) RIS . DK, HaR “EBXL” MREK, BERE.

WIS AR A o R L S8R TR, A DR T A Il REUREAT 1 4 5

B 4-1, DUFp R BAMAM H 2 5 ORI FTRERIBLA] . AT 3) 2 Bk 2 S I 1 29,

VEN—R505] FALSAT A E SRR G 14 A (Haidt, 2007), AN AR 2 18] L [/ BRI R 47 A v T R 4
12



SMVE . TAGF AP 2 NGB E P e AL Al ) JC R (Park et al., 2016). SULFES, BREAMEHLRE A
ATEAE R R BL(Greene et al., 2008). T AZEMEH G HL T, AMTIHEE B DR EEIEBORKATE), HR 54
ZAABRRHIAT SN o T T B A AN G SR A b R B N B, AMARTEAUE 2 5 0 B0 e BE e A4 T 3
) — AL ]

N T T AE R S B AR CNT SR A o bl EE A vt JRATTx DO A 5 16 X DL B 7T B 3R I HEAT
TR R, BAREE S T (K p3):

“ 3T 2 1 700 A 7Y (multinomial processing tree, MPT) % #4) £ 72 3 7 ) CNI(consequence, norm,
inaction) B AL A] LLYR b F 3k J&) R (Gawronski et al., 2017)(WLI 1) BRI T 12 NG, FIHATE)E
R DA G A B R NG SR (R R BRI AT O B BL 5 SR ER AR (A 35 A i 3 B 55 3 1)
MVE), BRI A IR RRAS . EEVEAE IR, AT R T B (TR RR<AEIEAIR) . TEAERVEAE IR, 1T Eh K
RTRN(FFREE B, TEERTEIRAE, AT SRR T BR(FIARSRABAIRT), EENTEIRAE, TR TA
(TRIFR<SRABBR™) . XFE, TORERPIBRANT, fEMVELEIER AT S, ERVE RVFIAT BIA fE S A A%

TE AR A e R

I FH DU o R 55 2 2 () R AR 6w oo, TR A S R i R 1) 7% il (Haidt, 2007), DA ) e
RUBEPESS RS, AATIE T B 2B BORIAT B, R B RAERN RHIAT SN, % T A 45 b R i)
PR, AMARLEARUT 2 5 s A S L B B A I SRS ) o e 7

Fi8h, BAES]F Ko 0 B i B3 I R BEAT 1 Ab 78, X T AT e Y B A 45 R DR SR R i 1
iR, B pd):

CRRIE LMEDTTT, ATHEE R REXT CNIARL i) =SS 8™ AL AN FJ7 ) BREE , AT e 3 1E A e SR
6] AIF 5T R B AR =05 (I AEAE BERS 14 55 41 2547 u(Bereczkei et al., 2010; Hallgeir, 2019), F{& 3 {51 ¥ 11
AT (Kurzban et al., 2007), MAA RBLFT &4 2 MIVETE B 87 K (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009), it 22 15 52
Al RE AR MR BRI B SGVE . T HL, 38 SO SCRITD R 3 SCR AT R AL S BN R BUA AN, R15E A
N 6075 FE I P S B 1545 fE(Everett et al., 2016). 5 R 1% I & 4 [P0y (Uhlmann et al., 2013), 17 ZhF] &
SRR NAR R A 70 A0 EH R A (Rom et al, 2017),  F HARBE 2 BV G BRI Br 5 47 (1) 32 22 0k 58 R 3R (Lee et
al., 2018). FTLA, ATFIEEEAT BE & AR MAR AT S &5 RAN R HIE S . SR, WA &0t TR, i
N BIAFAE £ BEAR A 1 BB F] (Zoccola et al., 2011; Hortensius et al., 2016), I I X R 35 1) 54 H B4 L
A&, NEISHERBORUE S #0828 Frigde (Bandura, 2002), AR I H — Ak AR AT Sh i) . 7

B 42, X “EX” REBWBIE: 18485 W7 10 F2 b A7 78 2R B0 0 3L AR, 46 0k,
Greene(2001)55 A& Hi 138 FE AW (K 00N TR, AN AE SEPRIVIERE N R R, BEVE HE AN 28 S B At

[ X S TE A T o A PR A W R R A AR IS AN R AN R G — A 470 S 0 0 7 JE ) D e e
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AR NN R R A 2 E NAH R BTG ZE B AR o AN A AR T8 725 99 X ) AT o SR 4 7 A Y e
AR B R BB, — b 8 S 0 At N3 s 0 55 (038 S SO, — o o8 1 R 2 e KA T AN i 48k A
FAT NI DR 3 U] (Greene, 2007; 2014) . ARHEIE T SCH RO, AT 9 HE 241 58 2 Bk T 47 W26
B, TWAERE R T AN E R, EARBEEEMEEN . A5, WRAEDIF T SRR A, FaEE
PATENRAERFERE T, SRR RS B Bt A 52 245 1947 3l1(Greene et al., 2009).

gi b, FAVESIF X I8 LR BT TR, Bin N p2):

“HRIEIELERIBT XU TELR, 548 AARIIN T[RRI SRAE R, 15 46 2R G KAl A A 38 AT AT
555 HROTE SCE SRS, DRI T UAE AR 7 A el 75 38 SROF 2 5 AR R DR 2 SR 5K (Grreene, 2009). 7

B S: Jrek: 2.2 ERAPRERS, REXN —WIERTTNELEE, UHBREERSER R HEE
B B A X

. AR RO AR L S BR A . ONT AR B4R AR 75 00 i T 175 45 v )8 A0 Y A0 ) i R /N AT 1
o B, Wit 7 12 DEEARREEN RS, S EEA DA AR R, R 48 AN 1E 4w A

o r LI, T BV R I Tl NS AT S (VAR R R S — R TR R R AT )2

B ARG BAVEINEMMANTE T —DF AT L BAR RG] (UMt 1, 83 2 ), BLou ),
FE 2a Ml 2bH, “45ip R 27 AR ER R SEKATE), AR, BT UBHIEREEA LS, (H2A
= “ibASETREM 7, BittE T “EEMEsEIE” MikdE, £ 2c M 2d h, IR ERT T 2R
78, XA A d, s T “CEEMNEIRE T M.

KFAT 4 BRI KNP R R J5 23805y, 2arp “4 A 257 S filh— ASET:, (20T LATRRL
RELZNMILE, KT “F—®27, Prilgd “rahfRT8” )RS, $s2 b, £ CNITEARE I K
Frr, “ERERR” WA R TSN B, e R, AR VS A SRV FEAT AT
PARHE S Ao 2b B s e R R B 2E, JF R dr, BaFERASnE—KEd, iR
T AT TR NS S AR DA SRR B AR, AR BEE .

g5 b, AR 2.1.2 MPRHER 2 B B AR B 2t R (W ps):

T 1 P 3 R 355K B 4 Korner 55(2020) 0 Fo MBI RH PR RIS M1E MU= FF, 2023) . 1E 12 DMIEARET
SN, PIMERSECAGEEMTE: 25104730 RABATE) < (SR TR R T8, ATsh R TR 77 4L

IR 48 A PIAER BT (ILF 3% —), B A 2 RE & TR HF T ATa. wPIRE 1, #FEEFN: IR

Fe RRIEEFh —FER BB . — 2 ZE GRS R ANE ARG T — M E . 77
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R 1 VYR E FE A AR B

LI £ SN RABFIK ACLIIN
RMIR RGN R, WE XS, SR XA R R, UG XM R g, X
FENFLEH BB A - Y2 MI=ER B R, FHI=ER B EE. NF ) LE AR B AT
ME—BE A ROH IR R AL RR T ME— R A AR R R XA A AR S R XA A S T S R BRI,

A BRI . RE
AR, HIXA
AR BRI, 2
KA i ST AR -
FERXMEL T A2 ERGR
LA G ?

a4 B EER . RE
AR, (HIXH
BRI B, 2
R AL W SE T 7™ AR AR
XM BT a2 R
AR H G ?

DRSS o] [ 4 2 RS ARG 9T b
BT aE. At R e X
23 SR 2K B B A% R X
K. FERXMERT, WEEN
Rl 125 X 3K [ e PO 4L 4R 206 9T
RAT ARG ?

U SRAN 0] [ e B2 R BRIR T, At
RET TG Rt H R 2 X
o SR 2K R B A 3 X
K. ZERXFMBOLT, WEEMN
R S IX 32K o e 4L 2 32 90T
R ARG ?

B 6: Jrik: 221 UFRTERRS, BUK 214 U FESE.

B U H RS IR I RATEUE “2.2.1 i/ BT “2.1.4 CNUBEAL 47, I Hoxt
CNI BRI BAR G TR EAT T O TRAR M ik, HAAE S A E R L 3 1R .

BR7: &R 322407 CNIZEEREAZGTRTES . XESHRET ABE—PFENM
BAEMTERE TR EAR? WaTbl, REAHEBRI?

BIS: AR AT KA. BT IRAIIE S 5 R X CNUBALEAT 7R A2, B b
BE e b PR AR AR 1) BAR A BT T30 . D6 T ONT LR 1 23 JR B 7 LR L 3 I IR1 &2, NI S8k 7% 2 D0 Fh
WA R T A SO RE, DR I TG R AE A i A S8 B T 4 T A

F52 b, 3.2.2 0t ONL 28U LB RAR 5 Z 0 W18k, TR 7E 2 TR (R 56 1% 2 BOdEAT It 5
P 0T CNL ZHUM A BIFh 720, — o oh SR Al 2 A R A E i A S 2828 T s L 1y g o (R
YEPE “HE2” AR ED, BHBOBRHAT NGB MM A4 TS 8, MISCE PR3 MK S
JERINAE R T — R TR TE T I AT RN IR, TN A B B AR S 5L
TR AT R TR SECFIE, XA S HOT LT 7 2 0. DAAEVR 2 TR A — i
793 47 #4573 HT (Hennig & Hiitter, 2021; Kroneisen & Steghaus, 2021; Li et al., 2021; Gawronski, 2022), 7
SE A A A R AR R R S SRR, AT WASCRERE, RS R S B
M, BRUTEAR SO RS 58— Rt HOVERT R4S R B MOnER g R T

SR A R R AR R R AR YR A AN R AT G, R AR S BOK T (LSRR
Do BVHBNAAER, 2BL Co Ny I =ANSEIE AR ST SR R 07 2087, @8R EoR, T C
SR, WA ERNALE, FQ2,172)=1.278, p=0.281; %+ N&¥, AR FEHUNAEZE, FQ2,172)=2.113,
p=0.124; Xt T 1B, HAREHNEZE, FQ,172)=5.778, p=0.004, ?2=0.063, FLFELAATITHK IZHE
EHERTHMA, ps<0.005. XFHEMAMILFEHP) N SHSHATHLFER R, WAEZRUGEE,

#(119)=1.865, p=0.065, FL[FEZLH N SEA & T HMA @A
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R 1 MAEZ HTE R CNI S E (M £ SD)

CZH N 24 1S5
ol 0.199+0.134 0.449+0.277 0.418+0.235
FATH 0.238+0.141 0.461+0.273 0.566+0.222
FFA 0.227+0.130 0.543+0.280 0.548+0.292

B8 4R EAMRAMLSBEXEERNERES T U SERRLUL CNI SH s =M EH
RSB ? bl REFEERIN?

B ARH RO AT KR AW RN 7 RRIEE R iER], FATE ST R K2 CNI R ES —Fh
ST, SERTE R AR TR IS EUR T ITA R R RS, BN SEE — M, X
TCFHEATAR IS BT o (AL FH 35 b I VE I ) LA 0 S 5 R AL 22 BV £ 55 ONT =S BUBAH DG A0 . F5 2L
I, CNI S EU M THE T HORTE & A P I RN, BT ATEBAR AR R LA KK %5

AN Co N TS E P 80 B R AS 5 AT pearson AR T (LR 2), #Ak L N SHH
A BEVEE 2 IR AR R IEM %, 1=0.161, p=0.033, ¥e5crfE ML f o 2 82 %, —=-0.269,

p<0.001, FtbeBVEvEREEIEMX, =0.211, p=0.005.

iR 2 AR AT R
JEFI50% iy /4R ca
CZH -0.081 -0.014
N Z#; -0.050 0.161%*
128 0.033 -0.043
TE A e S0 € 1 -0.269%%* 0.211%*

X 323 ERNERERS KLY, KAV EE S & T RMmA, WEIAEMHRES R EE,
A BRVEPE T DLE 2 IR T N 2 HAE e, AT, AATTH TS AL 2 PP 0 3 Bk S A v BE N SR TE

{8} V5 (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004; Rom & Conway, 2018). b4, &K 7150358 2 AR MR R S5 0, B

0

i
R TR AT REE 2 Ab T 2 ALk, R A 2 B VE Xt v i P IR R 300, s — 2B Ui, kA
LRI RIFIEEL R, MUSEASEEGR, 2R H QORI RN .

BI9: k. EFAKMEZETTR, EEIFERIPTERNERHRSE, REEREFRAER.

B U AR L KT IR SR ASCR A AN R R A 2 1 B2 v SO E A A Wt AT 7T, 0
BEAL MG AT WAL DA N (o SRR 22 5 . 5, DS SR Y 2 B A R o R A
e, DUOABATE R A T4 H B A8 7.3 (Lee et al,, 2018). X 7] fE 23 LM FA K 18 4845 & #4 0RAT 30

N

IR, X AR SR U0 S SR TP 48 W o R mG . ARWIEFUSE SRR, JRATTH W 1 TE R A 55 R A A 2 1S3 U
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FAOR, XK RISt S A R B S5 R L

FR, SenimFFuaR e, AT T A R 5 1 e 5 AN 5 4 b A U ) A S SR B Y o AR
52 B — B B AUTE I (AR B (O FEI, LGP i (Friesdorf et al., 2015). /M (Bartels & Pizarro, 2013). 4k 15 5
(Han et al., 2014)%5 . [FIREHE, A 17 855 b (1 e S 0T b5 B s B 4 DR SRANIR], B T AP 24 R 1 e 2
F) F JE fif P 2 #N(Rom & Conway, 2018; Lee et al., 2018), b8 BRAAMNASE /1. TUED B SRS K,
A BAER T SE BAE RS AL E AT 2 LRI, IR AT RS 2R AL R S B8N A TSR
TIRFAR M . A SCHE— SRR BARR T AMARTE A 55 il 8 SO SR OB AR, R X AR 100 B
IR I AR, w7 AT T a7

W5, ANFRREE A TEE SR AT N R0 i 78 520 AN R PR T A R 5, X 0 s JRAT T TR G b A
F2x R PR T UOERT, 7 B AL s R AR A I T2

gi b, AMERHS AT I I BES E SGHAT TR S, Bk iEeian (W p10):

CARBE TR AN F AL (R A o 1 B VE O B A W R AT R 7, 0 il B 5% T AL S P AT A A L[]
W 2 18] R R AR [ 22 57, B3R =SB0 S5 A R A ) 45 B IR BB b E, MR Al NI A TT
BB RFAIEATIT, HEIRAI G T E RGN, BRI 87 e s i 3 7 R A FE . Af
WL, HE R TE R S R e B AL IS B R IR OGS B A B S B AR 1R T A e SR O R AN TE AR AT
HEAGEERAH R ERNSHE R L ATFESE PRS0 SEAE, BT A S 4E A
TR B A AR % 22 A (Rom & Conway, 2018; Lee et al., 2018), 875 2% [EREAMARE /1 FTAE/>BRE5 44
KR, ARt st s BA SRS . BRI, A0 BEEEE o AL AT N 2 SK 0K, IRATREE 2 MEILE R &
AN NEATHEE PR . ARAE—E R ER TAMEE A TS S i S0« X L7
SRR, JEXETE RO BN TR M, R T ATFES T s . A, AREA
TERE BN 4L 2247 R M JE A R PR T AR Aek,  HAR R A2 B 1t W R BB B S A 2SR A S
N a5 B RARIER .

MBLRN: HEHEREFERAR RBTEE, IR0 SRR & SRS AR AT 3 — 228 2
AFRTE, 8T [FATREAT B ok B 132

BIR: CRYE SRR ORI CERATE B, IRt RE 7 CENIE S REMEEE. #
ORI 257 5% L% i 8 S X AR ST () o 3] !
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