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Abstract

The newly developed cognitive science of religion has made a general interpretation across reli-
gions and cultures of the generation and dissemination of religious concepts from the perspective
of cognition and evolution, which provides a new perspective for the study of faith. Based on the
survey of 1893 college students in C city, it was found that the current college students’ cognition
of religion is biased and ambiguous. Colleges and universities should strengthen general educa-
tion, pay attention to the training of cognitive methods, and help students to establish a scientific
Marxist view of religion.
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1. 5l

ST SR A E R B TR R, FBH T, FRATERERAUR & b [J R 2 3 SUR B
W, AW S R AR AT 5, AR E R BOLAETE B 78 3 B 5= B AR THIIG R8T I 0 i)
AR ER I TAEKY, B FREER T KE B F A B NR—1E, N “HA—E4” &3FHE
Fr~ SEELR AR RGA R E SR R E A T A 2F o SRR R B UUEE TR AT RERL, 8 e L AER N
A N EAT. TR R RBUE I E BRI RTIR T, AR A IR AT N NI SE, #E
NG| 5 F g SR 1) SR BOVLEE R v R T s ) — T AT 55

BENEA AW Rt 2 @t S e i 2 2 R E X (B — MBS AN 2 RIEK—
G RIE R AR MR T2 3 AW B B, WORAFAE S SR 20 A RIS 1) SRR TR 4t
SRR ARG . (ES, ANFEDIEREIT, a6 m S EH USSR K, fln,  “Hrci” i23)
WA, 7E “TEREFRE)” ST, SRR ER . A SCHEEE SRR BT IR IHFEY .
B E RO, SR B A B IR (T &R, 2012), TR0 b S BOR R A RS AR,
RIS SN, AEBRENRTIRER., RIRERREE RN, 2010). EXMEERT,
— LRSI ECE A LU RO ie B A M EBNE A E 81T, B ERIEm. By
F, HREE, AR EBESLER, SBGERE . AR SFEOREE TR SR BE MR EE TR, G
MR G SR 55— 7 T B o R A SCRI3E ™ 32 SUE M Z (5 O (E &M K1, 2017),

A R 5 5 B 3 SRR, SRR b2 —AME A0 ) R AR B0A 18] @ (77 52 %, 2005). FAE
A, NI REET G TEERE R, HAMEIRERE R N/RERBI SR, B, T
W BFE CNQBERZU WAL IES) . BRI B AR AR 5655 7 THI X 5= 200 A BRI 7= 2R (R AR IR
HHATIRR (M HE, 2006). Hril HBLHI S 20N KR} 22 (Cognitive Science of Religion) X 5 #E R 47 T 1% 301k
I — A& PEfRRE (Barrett, 2013), A ASEEUE R NAT14EA 1A 5077 2 (Barrett & Burdett, 2011) PA K SEBUE AN
RE 702 NN R 1) E SR LR 4 1 AN 2 AR AR SCAL R el (Barrett, 2012), A04E5%F B AR 7400 H 11 HE
H(Guthrie, 1995). Ak i 542 i [ 205648 & (Barrett, Burdett, & Porter, 2009; Boyer, 2001). (LEEE G
i N\ R FE [A) 14 (Barrett, Newman, & Richert, 2003; Knight, Sousa, Barrett et al., 2004) . ;X S8 #BBIK: T 52808 2
PIr= A LR A, fEALERIAERRIEO T, SEEN—ER I ORIIE, BECRIE 7 A brIE )
A EERBANNAEREE, WORIE TR S ENLRISE “ BRIER” BT{R ¥ (Botero, Gardner, Kirby,
Bulbulia, & Gray, 2014). AKIMIHLA B IDGEROANME, A T RS BUE IR R 3= AP LH R T 2 iR
Bnll, WONEE T RIREE TR EOR R4
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AR, EREYIHE R R CR,  IERR A S EUE M A BUR AL . DA XK
A SRBAB AN TT B R HME R B 5 0 A . RBAEEE DL BEURE . W RERR KON RE AR
XERENE . AFHNRN . AN DR ENR A AT TR AR AR %, TR0l
FIRF AR SR — AR B (PR, TTHE T, &SKIOMR, 2013), F2 2GRS A F MR EU AR R 3
THRIAE, BRI MEE RET X, B g R 2 i = 00

2. RFE

AWFFCR A R R IE S B MG H AR DG 2w SBRE M S S B8 s
A0 LA LS SR AR RIS FE ARG L. LA C T 7 Fra R KA N B A R, S BEN LA K
T R BRTE, ST A FUE SR A AR R ) 4 . SRR 25 2000 17
Xof IS ) i) 3533047 0712, SR SPSS21.0 #EATZmA MG it , JL3RAGH B in) % 1893 3. Jrh B3/ |5 33.82%,
4 66.18%; K—FKIUMIELE] 58 21.93%. 27.53%. 30.79%. 15.67%; fEAJ5ih b, KEIHTH.
BRI A LL 23 590 11.31%. 40.80%. 47.88%. FEAS BA B EM:.

3. REEFRBEMIR 2R

F MRS RZ I ] (520 18] S 2 I SR BUE B 1 SR A3 T R B IR . 7ERE H (3 150
i, BHEET ZRCRBRIAME R, S EIERE, BE2 RSSO E, RI, ZIREEAE
H BRI G RSB BIFE 10.44% /47, LAR#L BB E, WLLBIRARE, 5L R4 IR BN
—BU(FRE & BRI, 2014).,

REFAEFFIRE IR R 23 AN i, —&/ANFEDIT, R R¥UE. 46 KR¥EAGHE R
EEMN, FTLAE N DUR R % B 2 A BRI SR B A S N BR s IS 20, i3 T e AR
2 JE, BENEZ B E AN KEAL S ARG, M IR a KEH R E AR R
A 1.20% ) KZEGEEE IS INEEES, 36.2%MEHMNARSI, GRS ENRE 143% N RSN
LA 1),

Table 1. College students’ religious beliefs (%)
F 1. REEEMRBEEXIFR (%)

fEHUBN 25T (EEZE) SN BN
B 2.60 Rt 31.08 /NEELAHT 44.93 WA 36.20
ik 5.00 SRR 12.16 N 7.25 /R 46.10
=2 0.50 Bz 1.35 ¥k 5.80 2 10.50
SRS 1.10 Hi 1.35 i 13.04 papd| 4.60
KEH 0.50 DS 9.46 K& 28.99 iEAE 2.60
HEeRH 1.40 He 44.59
MEFRH 89.56

ST Q0% A A A SR ZUS AN KA, AT T2 B S A . BRI, A1 TR
IS E LR, A 39.81% K RNIFE, A 17.89%M RN RS RESEH, B 32.93% R R A
HERNSEH, B FMAELRSE ., XPhgh RR I — 2 KA T 2 # A S L IRIR (L 2).
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Table 2. The attitude of university students (non-believers) towards religion
2. REEEEER)MGFRBNSE

SRR A RKREGEH
i B L% AR AR %
H15 105 7.26 S 22 1.50
LS 98 6.77 Gk 241 16.39
LFdr 576 39.81 YiAE 484 32.93
VN 421 29.09 Rk 4 324 22.04
T 247 17.07 S 399 27.14

4. REEFRBEWRIRNE E R ZALS 547

A R KX SR BUE NS FEREIR I 5 D E AR T AR SR BON IR RO AL, AE A 7 20
RIE= 1, MNMAFEFREUE MR 2 — DRI, B FEL MRS, 55, M
FER BRI — D2 HEFILFER MM EIR, AT Z 50 P R KAL) .

41 KEEXMNDRBEGEHEUNEE

AR AR SRR IR R A T A S S SR B ARG, R ER U S
SCFRFOURT SRR LU 5 5 B8 3 SOR B A R BAR R B O SRR BRI S M s ok &
o B 5 B 3 SCREVRAMBERRERE . S5 R EoR, KA S 83 SCRBIN E R A BAR . 18
HA SR AR MR 2 A RBA SR B AP 22 A 2 B A L W 22 57, B s i s
i TA N H CRE AR R S A R B (K 3).

Table 3. College students’ grasp of Marxist religious views (%)

F 3. AFEMNDRBEXFHEUNEERIL(%)

fie it HH 5 50 R A SOOI SR U R A8 FH B 50 S8 2 SURBOR e e ks
N — s YN fit AhE — s B YN it
NEE 56.44 31.36 8.60 3.48 57.47 31.61 10.34 0.57
fBERH 50.85 37.29 9.60 2.26 49.58 33.05 13.03 4.15
1% =3.756, p = 0.440 x* =8.526, p =0.074

42, REEFHERFEIRRSH

CRAEA KR AESEE B RRICREA RNE R, DMRA D B MM E .
HARHE M ZAEN REEENFEREL, FICREH AR mAE 2N ER, niilaE
ZHELE A MSMBRREE, SRR, ERARAE A4 P RN ARSI AN
Bt B/ 4).

R BRIE AR A i IR R 2 TR A BT BER B LARIE I 0. B AR
WRIZREAR, BARBUEI A AEZEIAZ], YO E 2. MR U, s T i
HIRBRAIEIRIERIE (L 5).
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Table 4. Ways for college students to obtain religion-related information (percent of cases %)
4. REERBEHHEAERNERERAEE )

& 45 sy He W 245 Heigi AF

MEH 33.37 12.05 3.45 37.43 7.69 33.92

EEH 41.81 13.56 20.90 38.42 9.60 22.03
Z=2539" Z=0735 Z=10.198" Z=0561 Z=1.023 Z=2942"

E: T=0.05 KTEE, T=001KFEE.,

Table 5. Religious knowledge learning experience of college students (%)
F 5 RFEEFRBHMIRFEIEZH(%)

PR FHE R R S RS URE oINPT
wH AN H BH ANFniE H BH AFNiE 5t E2/
MEH 46.23 46.78 6.81 31.33 44.58 24.04 40.31 20.16 37.12 2.41
BEH 4551 46.63 7.87 28.65 42.70 28.65 36.16 23.16 33.90 6.78
¥ = 0.559, p =0.988 x> =2.004,p=0572 x> =12.598, p < 0.010

43 REEMNFHERRNERSSE

REEAEXRBSGERBREAE R R, AR A A =l TR SBUE MR 24k
Yl SCRETIRIVLEBIEL 7 /% 2], 352 B IR e B IR 10 LB SO v+ SCREIT IR LB, BiWT,
FREE G HR, KR RN LI 35, BAT R BRI ORA 2E0 or HORR AR R 1) 75 5K O
NEREL(WZE 6).

Table 6. College students’ needs and attitudes towards religious general education courses (%)

F+ 6. KFEXMNRHBINRIENT RS EE (%)

T T R R SRR R BRI RLZ A4 &
g JCHTE A J¥ 1% T AR wiE b 4 ABETT He
MEH 21.65 45.16 33.19 36.19 50.15 13.66 2.19 84.14 9.74 3.93
IR 40.70 41.86 17.44 60.23 33.52 6.25 6.43 80.70 9.36 351
¥* = 36.569, p < 0.001 ¥ =39.668, p < 0.001 x> =10.910, p < 0.050

4.4, RMKFERBUSMEVHLE 247

DA R 2R 5 ] S M K 2 A PR S AR A A S BE A8 2 SR R T A 36 P AS () K 2 A A A 5 5
WA 22, HED W] BRI AR . ABCAT SR BRI ORA AE AR e A, B, X E 78 X
FHMEIA R EIRIE I FEORAERFHIR . FHORE . FEESE. RREGSEBENAR [
B BRI, BEEX S8 SCRBORE RN RN, X2 SR ERAN T RSB IRME S
BORHBORTE “TCPB " LI KM g8, WA B ORI 4 SOt B E A 369 I, B A 0% 2800 265 JRE 3
RA(HL A 7).
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Table 7. Relationship between religious views and attitudes of college students (non-believers)
R RFEFEROFBEUGTENXR

Xof Ty o R SR O I H AR 5 5 B SR O
T fRRH x? = 46.557, p < 0.001 ¥?=41.119, p < 0.001
PEFF SRR x? = 31.044, p < 0.001 % = 35.184, p < 0.001
A28 0T ¥’ =12.977,p=0.164 x? = 23.434, p < 0.010
SRS x> =17.061, p = 0.147 % = 30.855, p < 0.010
HREBEH x> =37.912, p < 0.001 ¥% = 69.061, p <0.001
BRI x?=70.191, p < 0.001 % = 37.149, p < 0.001
A REARTEN ¥ =55.318, p < 0.001 ¥% =30.497, p < 0.001
SRR x?=91.661, p < 0.001 % = 38.540, p < 0.001

Bt K 2 Sy o B SCR O SRR, A AT TR SR BB AN MRS B e A AR AR e, AR
AR AR ARFEREIILLEIRIER I, T BAE” AR B BRI (LA 1),
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Figure 1. The ambiguous relationship between college students’ (non-believers) religious views and religion
B 1. XFEEER)ZEUNEES ZHERNTLXR

REEANS 5 B8 SOOI SR AV 52 2R BRI 50 . AL Rl BARE “A7 7 Rkl
AT IRFE AR 2 N B O AR T S5 8 SCRE AR 22 S R BUR I 2 D RERS AR 47 (1
TS AR B 50 8 SCORBORM E RGO, “ 2R 2% ST S8 FORR NS B B i B 4 1 B 4 A0 B 1 7 A8
SCFEEILIE 2).
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Figure 2. The changing relationship between the religious knowledge learning of college students and the mastery of Marx’s

religious view
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5. REARBEMHNEES REASH

MBS R KT, BARKAEE MR LIRSS 5 O R as RO A R ER, (HE,
BT WA BRI, A0S B A2 E I oS U BRSNS

51 KEAFRHEMNEFENEERRE

Yo, AE—ERERIRIAMERILG . RBOINTRME T —FiER “HEEN” WER “3ERr7
“ORBBIR 7R R AT TR R Z BB (S FE, 7RO BT Dy L Tl R BES BE Al i, 2019) .
TEANE PR PRI, SRR R B AR T S A, R 2 AR R G (e
&FHET, 2019; B EE&IKME L, 2018; MPIWAE&HE, 2019), AA{Eavia (i t&IKAKL, 2016). X
BB G — T THAREL T R AE N T o2 BUE A = 26 B B YOR AL B T IS, 59— 7 BRI T K
SAETENMEN . NAEMAH A FAATER BRI M, R R IRTEA T SRR Bk .

HWR, 05 B3 SCRBO AR ERA 2 o W B R AR 5 B SRR B A M EZH
PRz — (7, 2015). HFi 3 CESEMRMEY) £ X ordg b, DL “SEERITEHIRE " BE, BHEEME T
SRR . AR DL SAETERRIR . REFUAR . V555 — R AV BR AN S A, FRERRH I SR 8O0k
RENIRZF AT IER AR BUATT, i =800 HE AT mss . AR, KRFEENT 55w
A SURFEIRRAE, FO0ARL, NReHRMEE R EHITHRSE%, RE—CREE LR T K%
A SRR IR I A

B, SERFESMEENIIRE . KFEEFBER R RRAMER, T HM™EKFBET, BT
EHMERAE, KA TRZEUS R0« “ATE” . T RIS HF AL E S EX
SR MR R b, TR E S S BRI RINTR, BN AR Ll E e BTE. RS R RBUE
A EIEATRE, AIERBRIIA AR,

5.2. REEFMBARANERSH

RIEF I AT R, CLECRZON B0 RS I — B R, D il R 5 A SR 85 I UIR 3
PR S5 R = A DL A R

B, RFEAWRFHIHEAE. KIALER, WREE & RAER BN AN Z, &R
TR E L R R BOR S UIR A, 15 At 2@ V) R E R R AR EE AR . RAHER T
HRER RO R LB A R IEFhIE SS2BR (0484, 2015), ERERZIeTE AU R KA 75 B 24
B0, T SE SR AR R AR AT DO S 3 T MR SR B, 02 TR M 1 S O R SR 3PN T B8 (6 /it
2015). ABHFUHLAKIL, ERMEBBEREG TN, BERAE.

HIR, REFEAGRZANFRHITNER . RBONFEEWEIR IR, FEM S A 54 5ES
NERINHE TG BRI R . Barrett A1l Lanman (2008)iA A ATTHIAE & (B 03R) B 1% X 2 N B A &A1
REGES. ARESRMMIEARRE MEKRZHBAR, REESZATHFEER R, 28K
B, BT REESZH T EEES, MURDE A N A B ER R R 5. KRR
B, REAEEAERANAFBR 72, TENART FINRSRE, DRefRA SR 207 T 1 5E K
6. BRF=BIEMAB X ESEINL

YR Ly v 3 BN BCE i P 2 0y OB SR E A A, ARG B AR R R i o

T AFAFEANE . AT B VRBAL, B EE AR BB, M2 @A AT SRR 27
WIRERTIEE: e MRERA], REGREMAE LR PR RIEE. Nk, R rE s e
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I BB R BRI . WSROI ARREORE , SR B MR ASEEANFNRE 110, Ny
SEMPARMB A et T ok B 107, SRR MAT A R AR E B T B AR F A R Bk, 2
IR 0R T U 22 4 i NSRS AT BB PR RN R 22, I EL AR S5 A B L 3 s o A
FEBAR, XA A O BRI Z AT (5 M B 246 T BRI AT 45 =

6.1 ERBRMREHE, WFEENIUDRBIEGEN

HFTRRFTER SR G TR R S S RESEHEIRBURAGR” , ROl R A “hH0C
AN 5t © ' L AN M 2 F 570 % G SN it P " = = S | Pl P N 3 S e S
PR HOEIRER (£ 5, 2012)0 W LGB T Bos #OR L SR B0 A SCRIREE, ARG
50 R SCHEBAA R AR ONIR, B R K2 A S B — B R, k2 A 22 e AT B R R 38
B (PSR ) R AT AN PR

6.2. MEFRMREME, BUSKRHBENFRELR

MAFZERL AR SR EOEAT AR T, EF RSB I A R R R, PRI AT RER
SN R ANGE R AT, AT SEBUR AR OGO BT A BEAT HiA . RE . U= I 1 H 1. fEBL2ER |,
AR R 22 A A BURAA RIS £, ST B EEE FEM RN R R, BEHETTA FiRGEN
RIS & AHARAT

6.3. BIFHBEHFNAN, RRBARSHEN—RERX

ST, mREIRESHE WA MR EAW G 28 N2 AN N,
PISEME] AN, R ARREE MBI BT . EONHE e T AU A FL IR, 22983
£, AEARIIONA BT, SROCH N B PPN R R I SE B L&, IRR IR H A ZO7EM
SKIBAE.

6.4 ZFAXRFEESHE, ENESRARKENAEER

PIIRZ A FIE IR HBOE ISR, M Bz R OB 4. AROREE RN, ROz EnEE K
REJIHIHE IR . RPAGMEEIFARZINCLE, NMiZMEGHE. HREEF. REBFSM LS, L5
HAETE. e ARG, MO, EEWENRAFTIARERR, SHAFNHERSE
&y WRSRANEHG—.
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