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W EATAIROELRAEBRFELBESSERNRALFERNE, S8 1 FRAAMEHBRRE B AFRE LM
AWBRFELE FR2ERBANGEFALSTRER TEBEEMASBBENGRE, EREN. (1) RBAHMEF
BEAMmASE-REEMAGERNRESE LS SR AR EMANBNRERTHRESELS EBE %R
AWML ()RANBHEEEM TS AREREEMAYR RIS HA2SHEREMT $45 EpniE
BB ANB RS AN BERFLABARRN RN AL E RN, HRLERIEN, E-2FLBAELERNF
EHAAHBERFALZES BIAANEXERKT FROAKLERE,

KR L gl etk 4 s
K5 :B844

[E—

&

EEEEEAR RIS H L2066
HTCOHHE” FC NS S D, 5 HGE AR AR
W (CRiE - BIMY) o WAy T 15 A"
PFEB RO RAE T EE 2 (T RS, £/ 7,
2023) , “IH AR IEPET RS R AN TE AR B B D A
YRR (Z225E 45, 2019) , 3 FEME A& 4 JDE B ndy 4 Uk DI A7
T PRPL S PE (Schnall, Haidt, et al. , 2008; Zhong
et al. ,2010) . SR, 18 FE A K1 F 8 187 Ay B 1 8
FERE & (Zhai et al. , 2018) , {if % £ & 16 f8 U 18
e R R W — > S B 1 AT (Mol et al.
2005) o BLA ST TE FEN RN IE 52 v JIE 5 08 TR A
4 B AT EER 235, O % 9 JHL DK 0 1 540 O 14 52 o) (T RUSE
4, 20225 Z542 45, 2019) . Haidt(2001) 0 7F 4t 25
B9 A (Social Intuitionist Model ) H i 38 2i 75 18 {5
15 4% (138 18 B 9E (affective intuitions ) Jg i 7% ] W Y
F2 B R T A T R PR Y T O 1 4

Bifi Jo e 22 18 1 35 5 JE FE A BE . Moll 45 A (2005) 1)
A —4RE— 1 B 24 R ( Event — Feature — Emo-
tion Complex Model) 14§ H4 18 758 [ 2% Fl 8 75 4 2 2
TR, S T I T U RE AR AT O R A . DAE X IE
TR 2 TN O R I 5% 32 825 A AR T v A o
AT S M6 18 7% 4% (Tang et al. , 2017) s UHIEZR R 55

J Bl T8 TR 2, i o X T8 75 B W (Schnal et al.
2008) 1 ¥ BE A 0 B9 52 ) ( Zhong & Liljenquist,
2006) , /A BIFGE LT B B By B S R 5T e E 1R A
S CPRIEE Ve E R B B ) 5 E RS S (H Ap
0 A R, o A 40 Ak v UE AR YR S T A 25 A
Feum 5k 4 1) 22 5 (T RER, E/hJ5, 2023) DL KA [H]
I B 7 e S e LI 45 (38 N 58 4%, 2020) , A
I, A 5 5 R 3 1 2 MR A U ey B L B
P LAELE IS B AR E 5 3 AT R A S
FARAE
L1 EEFEBISIFHEREMRKENELERRE

% 4=
1L1.1 EEEEE %S M AR iE &R

TE TR 255 A A B 5 AT T8 FE A
JIT 77 A O 5 W T AR AT SRy A RS 1 B I A (1
/N, 2016, p.5), IWAHZERCH TT 43 S R L B 525
T 1 TE TS 25 R K 25 Tk A AT T TR A 2 (fE AR
B HH, 2011) . Haidi(2001) TAhy , i 151 25 P @
TE PRI W, A AT g B0 (R4S B 56 BT 7 AR A D
SRR S, 7 A POR N 2 AT B T TE A S
ey BIF 5 TR T AT 45 7 e v o AR v AR H
g 1 B o TR 24 1 TEARE R SR T A 1 4
R(FE 5, 2019), H & A (9 B30 ik 5 3 72
(Zhai et al. , 2018) ,

GO E [ S8 A SRR 2R B T E T A U R e e S B A e ML (31860283 ) 5 [ K A AR L BT S
LT AT A0 AR A i T SR DA IO A R R A B AT 9 S 2 ML 7 (32360206) o
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B, & B 398 ( Conceptual Metaphor Theo-
ry) B, B A B fn TR BARE & R0 B bR AR A 0 i
A Bl oy e 5 B i 4 0 AR S B 8 B b R

) 4 Je i i . W, R 8 B B A B8 (Em-
bodied Cognition Theory) , A& 1A Fl & B 1K 5 48 A
A, BB R RN 3 SRR, A Al S i
VORI T B R R R B Bh & 5 (i R,
2020 ) , 40 Ao ik 5E AR AR 36 A AL R SR A MR
I IEAN B 3 —4h 52 ) AR OME & AR 2 Gt e B0
AR BRI S i R) 1, 24 i 0 B R R 28 0 2
ARG S AU, P 45 5 W g Fr g H B R e
P (E4kEE 55, 2018) , ZHIBHWT T BIR L 5
53 Gk & R Y By B 45 AR I BL D, XTI A
PR A M &I E o B A 5 AT T LA T S
BEER I T BA E =S % M, 788 18 ST 5
Hh, LB G A 2 B G T A A o A S TR R
PR 5, U 45 g R A Y B BB 4 (i 2R
2020) , AR B B 2250 Bl A RS, B A0 R dE it
PR o T T A T R A Y A R
o2 45 & 1 g 3 (/22 2016, p.356) . B
A WEFE I UE 25 18] £ B B0 55 BE R AR 25 (SR ALK
A, 2021) ,91E 52 H B 0K 50 58 1K 45 il 52 B0 5 2 W
o WIS 2 AN A B 20, 18 TR %
R 23 ok B SR T R A A AR I 4
1.1.2  EEE 4 M 0% A PR M 89 SEHE 4K 33

T 25 36 5 > M T 2 A D) ORI (TR
L4, 2022) , 2 75 A AW ( Macbeth Effect) 36 BH A4~
PSS A B PR R AT R S A R T B Ok
ot R, 420t R R W2 E 18 A B & (Zhong &
Liljenquist, 2006) , SSHi it 5¢ 32 IR AT A & 5
I IF S 55 T8 AR A 1) e A IEK 4, I RS X A A 1 7
INFBISE MR o B0, PR35 T v T A A A I 3 7 7
W T NI4T Sy BB A BB TS R PR A BN GE
88 (T REE 45, 2022) ., Schnall,Benton % A (2008)
WUESE 135 ¥ 5 3 T A & A 1 — Bk Y 2w R AE
THAZHE 5T TC A 1 R R R T R B il 2 [ B it
Hb, A WFIEUESE I8 18 25 M8 5 s (R A G Be L
TE B R4S (A4 W 55,2018, HIBR S5 th T
B PEINF (Zhai et al. , 2018) , {H /A W 58 5 1 D
5 T TR 285 i B MR I 445

IR B ¥ K 19 71 B T 3 BT R R AR A R 7 AR
JRIES (3 AR 45 IE PR I8 TR A 45 (Zhong, 2010) , & A
1R 55 4% 97 ( Holland et al. , 2005) DL M F= A= . H |

10

ZZ %% 47 O (Liljenquist et al. |, 2010) . [6 &, JEV5
PRIE AT e 4P I T 25 (Stafford et al. , 2018) ,
TR 58 800 20 IR 4 45 (Schnall, Benton,
et al. , 2008) , fdi 4> A JB 57 21| 157 2% 45 ( Stafford et al. |
2018 ) , DA i T8 240 oy 5537 3% (T RUEE 4E, 2022)
H O, AS IS4 28— I - BRI v U 5 3 7 2
WES T BEAFTE B M R 25 o [R) I, DA I B 4 I 1Y £y B2
A A SRS AR T B B, SR M T A 2
FEANTEAR CT RGBS, /RIS, 2023) 5 AR 2
VR IE T8 45 o 2 A 3 B 3 i oK (Zhong &
Liljenquist, 2006 ; Z2Hge 55, 2012) , Jf-fii ] T 15 i
1o CsRIRIH 4%, 2015) . AT L, A MEIEFEAS 25 5 H
U5 VA A O BRAMEE RN o SR, B A 04 3 33 FT g
“ YRR S B F TR B L B SRS I R T
SRR S8 S 005 0 5 L PR A I TN 2K
(Xu et al., 2012) ,#§ [ B % JIE 5 18 7515 45 8 & P
S CHRPE A o R, A B AE A ) R
FE H BV I O T 2 A Y B R &Y, O LB ER
3555 1 B v RIS TS 28 B I 25 1Y 25 S o
1.2 EEBEMSFERMNEEY
1.2.1 HEZMNEEFTEM I FHEMMIER
H B BaomG BIe R B, 78 18 08 9 1Y S A W
W, B iR 5O R R 4 B AE ] (Zhong et al.
2010) . Smith Fl Semin (2004 ) 7 #1231 55 1A 01 B¢
(Socially Situated Cognition Theory) H¥ 48 H , TA Hl J&
H v AR S g — A S B AA
HUI T BA A ] 200 64 253 P 8 5 AT o
WFIE R B, A4 1A J0 B e ) (58 ON 5 4,
2020) MEZ&RFRAE (Wei et al., 2015) JH #8347 (T
RUEE 45, 2022) FiB oM o (B E M, B8 X,
2013) S Z E B o SN A 5 G B A A
XA R A B B (SR 4§, 2012)
AL UL AN AR 22 BE A5 1 B8 3l S k8, X AT RE 2 52
M) 47 U A2 26 55 3 7P A 8 ARE 2 7 B Bl 5
12,2145 B WS040 450 40 R O 0 SO
W I I T R 15 85 1 A2 B — B2 35 1 G 1, Sher-
man HI Clore (2009 ) % 3 , 76 A 16 18 # - 15 B by, B
BB E 1) B m BE 45 48 15 B 58 . Cramwinckel 45 A
(2013) B EAE S BN T AEAT IG5, Bl 14 50 59
B2 B JIE 5 2% 78 e A TS W AR S SR S A AT RE
OB AN EFEAT A o W] UL T R A R B T B 0 AR
Ao, T T A AR e T I e G SR AT L B A



AR SF RS

T« 3 TR 2 AR v A R e R S 4

Mo XK I7 55 N (2010) BIF 58 3% B, A I FE BRI 1 24
TR E R, MR A 25 T R
Ak ai fE 5 B o Hunsinger 48 A (2012) % 8, 7
AR TR] 155 0IR 28T A A 2 DR I 85 A2 A T S BB 2 )
W22 5, oAb T R s B b, 2 R B B OC
TRl A O I LR 5 S A SRR (9N
4, 2020) , Haidt (2001 ) Ay, 18 4% 45 BE & 5 A
BB R SR SR AR AR OGB4 S A R T B
AL 2 2 UG BE T, w1k ) T8 T 8 MR 2 v U o 2
Mo ? XRANITE K TERY S =AM,

L5 LR AR5 R ] 2 A 5256075 4508 TR 45
A E g S AR B U Ta FOSEES Th 43 4R 5
PR v R AT B I G TR 2 B B T IR 4, O
B T H B R 45 0 B, S0 2 A TSR 1, 400
A2 4 16 85 (5238 2a) FVRE 25 52 B0 58 (52 5
2b) AR TE T MR v U B ) 17 B A
2 SZEG la MREE R 5 GE TG 4

AR e S o ey S 4
2.1 BH

2% 51T % N (2018) 1 Stroop a] ¥ J& 1 2,
PR PR 5 v U 5 0 T 28 i PR R 4 o S i
B, PR A W I 5 T NG 2 MR A A7 A B IR 4
2.2 Ak
2.2.1 #ik

A G = Power 3. 1 7HE B & (T R, £/
75, 2023) , HGETHR TR )0 0.8 RN i 0. 2 I
B 52 Ko MBIk gk, 5L 1a BB HL 60 44
KA (B A 24 N) P 4Ry 20.52 2 (SD =
2.65) . FirA wiial] 32 6e Sy O U IE A O IR,
Fk et i — S ke , RS B s g, 58
WA RS IR ALY DR &
2.2.2 LEME

PREEHEA] A5 %8 Zhong 28 N (2010) F & #+ i
WA /) 2 1) 2 B8 35k v ) FUBE S A) 4% 6 A4S, 41 R
SR V) AT RO PEE L PP RN 1~ 5, 8K
(BB 2R D ) B, PR I o ) 5 BER P (e 3
(TIREE 45, 2022) =R 8% M, = 4.08,8D,, =
0.40,:(40) = 17.31,p < 0.001, Cohen’ s d =
3.82; MR ST 3 2R B E, My, =
4.20,8D,, = 0.43,1(40) = 17.98,p < 0.001,
Cohen’ s d = 3.95. W] 5L b0 46 1 2

TE T 28 1A ¢ TP U A R A AR e T
A5 BR VR T TR 25 R A0 AR IR A (AR AR 4

A5, 2013) o FTAT TR g U] IF 67 3R] A4 3R] B 22
SARBE ,(11) = 0.58,p = 0.571,Cohen’s d =
0.26, 37 £ A2 iE 5L 56 (14 K 2% 2B X a0 1 2
M MR BE R EEHEAT S JOT . MG AN B
1) 4 NEHE , 45 51 o, IE £00R) 76 M R RE ARH VAR
FER PRSI AEA ¢ KB 25 R 50 20(32) = -0.41,

p = 0.687,Cohen’sd = -0.19;:(32) = -14.39,
p < 0.001,Cohen’sd = -5.19;:1(32) = -1.27,
p = 0.220,Cohen’sd = -0.55, MEHMNER
93 NG i R RN A A 3 2 S, R WAL T
EARL

2.2.3 ZTWigt

R 2 (PR B i JUE - BR800 o, BRSBTS ) > 2
CIAYC 2501 < XE M 38 8165 28 1), 604 3l 155 45 1)) P
PR A S g T, FL v 4 0] 2 B O BRI e, 4N
AR RS S R AR 5 S a0t T 1 20 26 ] W 1Y
L, LA TE 8l 3R A kg R85 8 4 o
2.2.4 ZHWEF

HUE 5T T AR N (2018) M s s Bt R E -
prime 2. 0 i ] S 46 R P, 17 1 128 vy A2 78 B 5 7 B 152
18 il fF LT R B S 00 T T i 45 AT R HE AT 10
ARG % o B AN AR 2250 B IEX
SEYG I, ST B U B 500ms [+ 7
SR B v BIE 5 R) 4000ms , HL R BE AL H BL 26
1] 2000ms . JH P A X 42 B S 7 < ) W ] 9 2 T A
TRl TR SRR TR T R (S ) 4 A i 1] SR
fiy) o Mt 2000ms B R FE R SN, 25 BE 500ms Ji5
PEAT T Al 3t 144 4k

LA

+ JE34)

EENATHER|

K ‘gﬁ

'm‘

4000ms

2000ms '\‘l\‘
500ms

1 X laRiEE

2.3 ERE5W

K HI SPSS 25. 0 X #4474 A, M Bk 2 44 34
T3 2 0 W T 1 SRAK T 80% K 6 44 52 AT 55 K ik
IO ST U3 WG B 1 B 2 1 N AL v ]
PR 22 T 42 0 U7 22400 L 5 R o R R I R A
MAWE,F(1,50) = 0.10,p = 0.748, 79" =

11
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0. 002 ; JalY- 2 ERON A 3, F (1, 50) = 0.83,
p = 0.365,n" = 0.016, ¥4 EFRDC 2 %8 B
ER B2, F(1, 50) = 29.24,p < 0.001,xn" =
0.369, A BLRLN 50 BT & B IR v T, IE M 1
T PF e, F(1, 50) = 10.09,p = 0.003,
n’ = 0.168; B EE M5 T, Gtk 3l A9 b0 T H T 1F
i, F(1,50) =19.97,p < 0.001,n° = 0.285,
F1 FESETEEEEAOREN(M+SD) (ms)
i3 31
P B8 4 i)

835.26 +94. 41
778.94 £79.70

S i 7 A 2 )

794.42 £74. 15
834.46 £85.40

B H (n = 26)
FEENETS (n = 26)

2.4 iFig

PREE W ¥, IE P 18] A% 0 T bl e ) B PR BR R
BETS T, vk By TR IEM R R, RS
JIET5 53590 5 AT TE P R RN AR TR A T 4 PR R I
5 TE PR G 2 M PR IR NS S A A 2
MRS AR BRI R 45 25 R 3R B, PR B v I 5 8 1A
W SAFTERR IR Y, X 5 © A WF I8 Ry 45 2R 58 43 A1
FECTIREE, E/NT5, 2023) 2 R4 I 4R 5 30 10 26
B o- BB, BB IS T TE A 2 A R
It B BB 45 i R S b AT SR IE
3 SCEY 1b [ B E S A A 24

AR 1 o gy 16 45
3.1 B®W

KR B2 Ta M0 AR T B B i IE 5 18 751
MRS . LIk, B B S R
A AT AE R R R 4
3.2 FHiE
3.2.1 #Hik

Bt P 2 T TR B A A 1 IR SE B Ta, BE R
KA 62 N(FH A 25 N) k- F 4RI 19.9 %
(SD = 1.46) .
3.2.2 M

FI B v I )« 4 o BB T ) R E IS A 4 6 A
(Zhong & Liljenquist, 2006) , 36 % A~ 25 H fih 5z
5 SR BRI Y 1) K A A X i A AT RO R, DF
FESEGN 1 ~ 5 B (H 8 3R 7 1 JUE A o6 R R g
ASWmEsa S5 RehE3 250 EF Mg, =
3.83,5D 4y = 0.91,6(35) = 5.49,p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 1.29; [ B {5 m) S (H 3 2 5%
B My = 3.92,8D, 0 = 0.84,1(35) =
6.54,p < 0.001,Cohen’s d = 1.55, %W {5k

12

B G i) A7 K

TG 23]« [F] SE 5 1as
3.2.3 EWiGIHFERS

SR BT FRE PP [F) 52 56 1a, (50K 20 58 14 JIE ) 5
Bl A B ER]
3.3 ZERE5MW

MR 2 44 3130 43 28 40 7 1 8 22 AR T 80% Fi1 3
ZIATE S A IR R K, R LR 2, A Bk
MR A B, F(1, 55) = 2.51,p = 0.119,
n’ = 0.044; 3 I 26 0] N B E, F (1, 55) =
5.76,p = 0.020,n° = 0.095, 1F ka9 m T4k T 1
PEiR), B B IE IR R S A B AR R E L, F (T,
55) = 55.11,p < 0.001,n° = 0.501, f& %000 4%
Brog B B 5 &g, F M TP fpE e,
F(1,55) = 47.43,p < 0.001,5* = 0.463; [1 & ¥
BN, UM A i TR TR, F (1, 55) =
12.84,p < 0.001,5° = 0.189,
®2 BASSHETEEELDEYREER(M<SD) (ms)
il i 25 5

P B 4 i)

819.60 +118.77

Sy e 2

750. 54 £87.97

A& (n = 28)

HEMEG (n = 29) 761.28 +£99. 41 725.97 +100. 64

LEGSLET La A 1b Bd  AH FEPRBE T, A B
R IE PR B T B AR, 0 (52) = 1.97,p =
0.054 ,Cohen’s d = 5. 19; /LR EENEYS , B & ETS
I AP R Y B R R B R, 0(53) = 2.15,p =
0.036,Cohen’s d = 0.58, UK 2,

1200 -

_.
S
S
S
T
f %
o) *
W
»
W
0
<
N }II —
W

800 oot

YT I R /ms

600

5}

E1b
e 1 PB4

ZNR e g |

B2 RE/BE&ESHERCEINZTEEAE
("p<0.05,"p<0.01,*p <0.001, F[F)

3.4 iFig
H St T IR R A o sk ial s 5 B E
151 SRR A I TR TR R . A B S S



SRARAR  GF R AT « TR MR v U I A B R S A

G3 Gy Ak T IE PR R R B v R O T 3 B S
IE PR PR 25 ARG A B IS S P R A
By rE ek g . AR AR, A B E S E TR
LSRR IR . 28 1 W B, A B T
A5 v U T PR S TR R g n T, R A B
P U S T AT R A I A AR R s g, YL
JE R, H B AT RE e B g R R A iR T
s REAR B TR B AR S A M AR B IR AR IR, 5 A
B OGR4 I B 5 5 51 R S AR E RS 4. L
EOFTE I, A TR OCHE AR B 25 52 mal > A 19 47 2 A
Wr, A F OC IR B2 B ik, B xfE 52 3 A 2 B A A
(TREE 45, 2022), R, 5080 2 B B k25 20 4
AL 25 32 4000 5275 48 F B v I R 5 4 A G Ik
SER N B

4 SEY 2a Ao g 1R B IE £

T 28 M 7 v JUEE S Jan T 1) 522 i
4.1 BH

e A B R AL 2 Stroop 1 55 ([F] 5256 1b)
PRV 25 % 2 3 B X T 17 2 ABE A v U B i o T )
SO o SRR, At 2 o g 0 R GE TR 2 WS
JIFE By 2% & A AR A
4.2 FiE
4.2.1 ik

B 5 ¥R RO e SR AR R SR 0 1a, BB
60 £ K24 (H A 25 N), PR 2015 %
(SD = 1.37),

4.2.2 EIM#

A 2% Wei 58 A (2015) (58 44
B 6 DAt 2 0 45 1 BEAE R I SR b RE . I
40 B2 5 IE A T2 U0 1Y R 27 2R X7 55 ) 110 T 7
PEATPPSE RS it ar o HEBR 4 4427 28 i T 8UAE
BB L6 A At 2 2 1 1 B A A E 1R S Bg b
B3 ML RE,

TE TG 25 1]« [F] SE 56 1b,

4.2.3 ZWiZITHMERF

22 1 N B 9\ % 31 ( Schnall, Benton,
et al. , 2008) , 550 2a At S A s ERBFHEIL
AT 55 Stroop AT 55 ([A] SE 56 1b) FlE 5 W42 30 4T
S T S, T B v A TR R R B AR i, A
X — A28 B AL R B e SN Y S, R, B
A #UCIF RS 6 ME A SR JF HE A Stroop fE55 .
B O R BUL R B S o i1 55 ), 5 A Bk
SR, SCE R I 3,

EEIG)

+

EEAEIDy &'E;J'-%g* o
TSz e TR
S5t —["25"]
4000ms
2000m5~]
StroopfE4% 500ms

3 XW2aEERER

4.3 ZWRHR

B 1 44 18 858 MU AT: 55 A G k8 RN 2 24380 43 2
FIBTIE A 2K T 80% Mgk, 45 R I %K 3. A B
HEAY F2 200 3%, F (1, 55) = 6.16,p = 0.016,
n’ = 0. 1015330 2 B A9 3% B 3%, F (1, 55) =
6.92,p = 0.011,7n° = 0. 112 1E M8 /9 fm T 0 F
Meial o B B RERRC S 0 22 AR B3 F (T,
55) =8.92,p = 0.004,n" = 0.140, f& B 4>
BrR B AL A8 5T AL B B RS, BB v
MR T IEMIR T, F(1, 55) = 12.71,p =
0.001,n" = 0. 188 ; G 1) 1y )2 7 Bk 7 [ B v i R
T E XL R, F(1, 55) = 0.68,p = 0.414,
n° = 0.012,

F3 HESRAWERET Stroop 1E 57T H i & KL B

(M +SD) (ms)

I 2531

A1

A A T 1 2 15
762.04 +105. 49

B0 3 A 5 1)
836.16 +127. 11

H & iE (n = 29)

EEME (n = 28)  864.25 +110.94 859.55 +81. 53

M b, et A s R s s, A 51
R, IE VR A B R BB G W K 22 R, 1 (55) =
0.85,p = 0.399,Cohen’s d = 0.40; H HEF T,
G R Y B 7 R I I A4S, 0 (55) = 3.22,p =
0.002,Cohen’s d = 0.85,

4.4 itig

/N R IR NS = T RE (N I R D [1KV S o8 2
A F8 BN T B ) A B R I A B R TS R R
BAHBEXES ., S%K 1b K, HSWHG T, EE
i) S5 I I TG J 2 S, T B RS T, SR B B SR
W R, RS AR E SR BE 2
W] [ B i 1 5 T TR AR Y R WA IB &5, A0
i T H BTG 5 00 T R 2L R e R A . )
WL 3 PR AR v JUE B Wy 2 A 2 8 2 TS SR R S
LR AT B 2 9 B A 0 1) M AT A AN AR BB T Y
FOFRLS  AER T H B G5 0F P B R 25 A
W W 36 235 5 1 BE 1 BB MR AR A TS AR T B kT

13
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MO RARES T % T A B RS 5 00 PR A 2
MY BRI IR S o At 2 32 0UIE BT I 75 0 18 1 2 A
JUE Bmgy 8 i 7 AR AL A R 7 S B 2b K R AT
7]
5 SEEG 2b Aoy s A IE B X E 1R

5 28 M v U B e o T 1) 55
5.1 BM

R AR 258 2a 1 90 2R 1 4 25 32 1 1% 458 % i
7 5 AR v U B o TR R T, AR I A RO, AL
232 BUIE BE N TE RN 4 BE A v 0 Beom 23 & A= 8 Ak
5.2 Ak
5.2.1 #ik

Pl i T T s S R AR A S0 Ta, iR
KFgE 65 N (B A 28 ), FHFER 21.57 %
(SD = 2.41),
5.2.2 LM

Fh 2 A2 B BT 6 R AL 25 2N 25 1 B S g i 6
ANt 2 2 B BE AT, VAR RN 23 B 7 5 TR SE R 24

T 24 1)« W] S5 1b,
5.2.3 ZWigIHMERF

LUV T AR E R SE 5 2a, (0K AL 48 25 1 45
B hat 2 Pl bE .
5.3 XWER

T 0 E B8 A A R A S 2 1R B A, N BR
2 24 3 43 2 H W IE B AR T 80% Y IR, 45 R I
T4, AFFEMHERNAEE, F(1, 61) =
0.78,p = 0.382,n> = 0.013 ;32 | =50 W3,
F(1,61) =9.30,p =0.003,n° = 0. 132, ¥ 1)
IR T IEYETE o B B R S RS A A A2 BAE
B, F(1,61) = 14.35,p < 0.001,n° = 0.190,
7 BRI 73 A7 2 I AL 2 Z S BE T, H B i IR XS IE
PRI T A 2o o W 25 &, F (1, 61) = 0.91,
p = 0.345,9 = 0.015; [ B 75 H il i 35 fie 3k
THEE I T, F (1, 61) = 6.21,p = 0.015,
n’ = 0.092,

4 HETIREET Stroop £ 517 iC HI ¥7 K Kz B

(M +SD) (ms)

I

B 2% 1

1E P 1 4 0R) A S 1 )

HEEE (n = 31) 844.07 £80.42 851.97 £102. 87

HEMEYE (n = 32)  866.17 £102.23 793.13 £83.82

AL 1b, fert 22 M 58 3h ), A B IE
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Emotions Change with the Circumstances: The Conceptual Metaphor
of Moral Emotions in Cleanliness-dirtiness and Its Contextuality

ZHANG Sensen DING Fenggin
( Department of Psychology, Institute of Teacher Education, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750000 )

Abstract; Based on embodied metaphor theory, we explored the conceptual metaphor of moral emotions in cleanli-
ness-dirtiness and its contextuality. Experiments 1 respectively explored the association between the conceptual met-
aphor of moral emotions and cleanliness-dirtiness from the environmental and personal cleanliness-dirtiness do-
mains, and Experiments 2 examined the contextuality of the cleanliness-dirtiness metaphor in the social welfare and
social harm situations. Results indicated; (1) Both environmental and personal cleanliness-dirtiness were meta-
phorically linked to moral emotion concepts, with personal cleanliness-dirtiness exhibiting a stronger metaphorical
association than its environmental counterpart; (2) The metaphorical link between dirtiness and negative moral e-
motions was attenuated in the social welfare situation, while the link between cleanliness and positive moral emo-
tions was diminished in the social harm situation, demonstrating the contextuality of moral emotion concept meta-
phors. We found that the cleanliness-dirtiness metaphor in the conceptualization of moral emotions exhibits psycho-
logical realism and contextuality. Maintaining environmental and personal cleanliness is crucial for positively guid-
ing individual moral emotions, and individuals may need to take a cautious attitude towards cleanness and dirtiness
in certain social situations to avoid cognitive bias.

Key words; embodied metaphor; moral emotions; cleanliness-dirtiness; contextuality
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