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Abstract

This study used an improved manikin task to explore the consistency of moral approach-avoidance
behavior of college students when faced with strangers or lovers. Experiment 1 verified the com-
patibility effect of moral approach-avoidance behavior; Experiment 2 built on Experiment 1 by
retaining moral approach-avoidance consistent behavior, and the results showed that whether the
cognitive object was a lover or a stranger did not affect the individual’s response; Experiment 3
explored moral approach-avoidance inconsistent behavior, and the results found that when faced
with a lover compared to a stranger, both the moral-avoidance reaction and the immoral-approach
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reaction were faster. Conclusions: People prefer to approach moral individuals and stay away
from immoral individuals; romantic relationships do not affect approach-avoidance behavior in
the case of moral approach-avoidance consistent condition; romantic relationships do affect ap-
proach-avoidance behavior in the case of moral approach-avoidance inconsistent condition.
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1. 518

TE 78 ] (Moral Judgment) & ¥ N idd B & S I TE AERESAE R, X B SEluh AT AR
PEM IO . TE AR W —FER AT, T ATE VR SEET AN B R A H Y IR T
AN L AT N . Hirh 4T 4 (Approach-Avoidance Behavior) & N B R A A SRR BE, BIEAT N
RITRA e RS R, (R T A R 8 T A R B (ENNiot, 2008).

DAFE (19 38 BB AT 5 O3 AR B30 18 R 0 AR IR R R DL MAAT 2 TR 52 R, R ) BRI 5
M MR EAE R . BEE RS E(T AE:, EAEL, 2019; FUREE, 2020)K90%iEE, DLERERE
IR (Schnall et al., 2008; Hill & Lapsley, 2009; 2 #E4%, 2016; T A%, PhREF, 2020). SHERE. &
A& Zh1E (Chandler & Schwarz, 2009; Caruso & Gino, 2011; JKE#:, 2015). HEEFEMI(S 7%, 2019)5iE4E
STy = ()T BRI U OR 22, 3 T A AR AR TS M AU N A2 7R i 5L T 78 H (Solarz,
1960)K FH il & B AT U - DURCAT 55 Tk, AT FERIEE — /Nl 78 T el % AN TE 1
NPT fige, A IR TE A ) I 5 i B4 T D 7 1 — B

TRIZ Z 1 R METEAT N N DA K1 I8 E B Z VR EE 5 R 7t N g ST A DR 51 4% Ok R PR A (Hatfield &
Sprecher, 1986). &M, APRKRINEITAEERAT Arh K55 HELEH, Mo 5 B 2RI AR
B 21 N BRAE A RN (Hornsey, 2003; A=i0HE55, 2010), SEINSGTEMGUR(IUEHESS, 2015), 4bFiRiE
A vh I AMA R R 277 A S5 M PE AR Ak (Beauregard et al., 2001). X T RZE KB, WEXLEMANT
B APRIEE SRR —, HUER R Z LLE DS TREEN 558 NP 8 AW R B 3.
BT, AHABERNIIARRAR G, SH AR R? £RERFA T, NMEEmERES
—8, RARBE USRI, XS BB R KR SR R ? EANER TR 2
77 TIPS 35 (R 520 o

T CMEMNEHR” o BN PR A& A FUARTE B BRI HESE R
FINBERIN AT S5, DABF T8 78 52 K 25 A 1 A (1) — S0k o 2 ORI 1 MR AT T8 8 5 B 31
I - EEAT R AR — R, AN R DA PRI R A T Sy b T8 11 W s ) P It A

2. WtE—: EREFIEPREETH
2.1 LRBNSRE
SR O JE BN, SR U (R T S O AR, BSOS : A AT TS
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22. HRAE
2.2.1. #ik

¥ GPower3.1.9 MR E, AHEFKITHEK 1 1-$=0.95 «=005 &EHNEF=025K, #HT
FEWE T Z0ITIFEAREN 36, #l R B MR R4 61 4 (A 31 4), “FIFER N 207 £ 1.17 %
FrA BRI R T, BRIRA T8 IEAR /T IR . SEIREE R 25 T — 2 A .

222 AIRIR
E-prime2.0 /0> B 2% SIS Jm FR A0 1F

2.2.3. SCUgHAH
AV SR A A0 S N (2017) 5 FH OB TE AR STV, AR RAEE .. Al Al % 20 4, &
MMBHES N M =274, M=-288, faiZEm/MANEE=53k, WL EHAENMNET L, W 1R,

Figure 1. Diagram of three different poses of
manikin

1. ZFARZEHHEN A B

2.24. ZWWIHERERF

SKH 2 (EVEZEA: B vs ANTE) x 2 (B SEIUT vsaz B8) R N BETE . BT R TE i R
oo 2 50 . RAEEFIMIBENLE I — MREWROBRVN A B, 800 =5, Tt I A
NES, EIAEZA NS R A HAE 5 5. R T A 2 B L 0, IR fek e AR
FKHCK/NMABIEEESRE TN N) . LI AFEMSE - i, NEl - Tr., B -5, A
A - FEIT 4 B, Sy i R BORUAS— B0 AN 5 B0 184S 16 MK I TS 36 AT 80 MR IR
MIER LS . SRR LK 2,

2.3 SEHER

14 SPSS26.0 BEATHE 4T, 214 IERAZRAK T 85% M [ S IR 7E 1E 47 3 AMbRvke 2 36 2 A ScdE ,
iF 57 A BRI . IR T Z TR, R ERN R E, F(1,56) =15.43, p<0.001,
W =022, BT KRN (756 ms) iR 348 T SR it T ARSI (678 ms); a0 K i) 308 A
%, F(1,56) =0.001, p=0.978; WHMWAZHAEH T, F(1,56)=13.13, p=0.001, n°=0.19. fijEaH N
TS RR W, BOREEE AP AN NS SL R, SR N A S S (664 ms) ik 25 DT SE T AVE AN A1)
SRS (692 mMS), A g - = 28.06, p =0.001, FERZEEH AN NMIEOLT, 285 A TE LN N 1) NI
(742 ms).
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Figure 2. Flowchart of Study 1 experiment
B 2. IR—KHRIEE

BERT I S IE N KB RBI (771 ms), A ug-mue = 2841, p = 0.020. H[E]/N N BRIV RAL & T8
T, SELTIEAE N IR (664 ms)ZE Tt B iE A8/ NI R BEIS (771 mS), A ww-4s = 106.38, p <
0.001; Hfa]l/N ARV RAE & AN TE AR, 28 B ANGE AR/ N SR (742 ms)di 2 BT SE i ANTEAE /N AT
SN (692 MS), A wsp-wx = 49.91, p=0.030.

2.4. i

BRI NS 38 VP Ak G A 3 RN S AL G e /8 T S FRORIE FE b, I Bt 2 SR 3
5 R UTHL Y, T Js B PR ) 2 52 2 I T AN T IR (1 35 204 (K riegImeyer et al., 2010) . AH 25 R8BI
AR FAR R [ 5 04 ) S80S AR SRR o 3 o B B R (A 55, 2013) 0 MEE IR
AN At N TE A (RN 22 S0 35 S AR T Oy, RS AN AR LABRAIE, B H AR R RN 547 2 S BAE R .
IEAb, 25 TR BRI B I S B 2 PR T 0 9 S N ) S MR, ] DA AL — 3 ARV B R A
IR T, MRS T 52347 M (Sedikides et al., 2004; Diener et al., 2015).

SR, UL AR R LA R BRI o AMARTE ST A A A AT TE B T A g, A7 AN — P BT R 2
W2 RN R AR/, 2017) PRAIRIFREE T 5. R SR G 28Rk IV R
HOROHEESE ., o fEE s, Bk, 050 2 KK RER(IREH A A OELIEE), PRI
PR8N, % R0 RN 7] F 50

3. LW BEXFEREEESE—HITA
3.1 LWEMNSRIE

S 2 FESEER 1 RSRA b IR BB — SR OB, RN SN RS MR R R . LIRS
TR —FR RN, NIRRT A A A BB B AR

32. MRAE

3.2.1. iR
¥ GPower3.1.9 MR E, ALK 1-p=0.95 «=005 &EHNEF=025K, #HT
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BB, B

M ETT 2 M A RN 36 Bl A SRS 1, 70 o0 B P AL R 20 AR R AT 3 N N KO 19.3 £ 13.9
Ry AR ESE S B R A PR 6 D Bl v s 4.

3.2.2. ZWWIH5RERF

LI RHASESS 1o RIS 2 (RERAS: E P vs 5 x 2 (R RIH: WABH R KM vs.
PEAEN) x 2 (TEff i — e M, T - 52T vs AN E AR - I B VR A L5 Bt SEIRFE P IE LR 1 (2
filt bR P T R R — BOME 1 OB, INRRESE 500 =R E REERILR, R RILE R I 2BIAES =4
VNS Eo IERSRm AR 3 Fr.

ER
BRI
800ms
=R
WiCEW
B A 7 N XERHERX
500ms
EGREL
800ms

Figure 3. Flowchart of Study 2 experiment
[E 3. iR —skHRizE

3.3. SKIRER

RO IE 920 1, 4 59 MR i, =R BRI E 7 2004 R (L 1)R W, 18
—FRA RN R, F(1,57) =9.98, p=0.003, n’=0.15, iEfH - ST 54 T NI (665 ms) i #
PRTATEE - RO T VI (701 ms); ARFDIRES . KRKN SEME G -SRI BAEH B3,
F(1,57) =5.26, p=0.025, n*=0.09. K RKAERNALE; HHLHIYAEE, ps>0.05.

AT RS AT AR B, Al T BIRES AR R 1 /N A2 B AR NI, TE S - 523 (i) AR B
I (679 ms) & & PR T ANE 18 - 328 25 () R REF (722 ms), Ay = 42.70, p =0.028, {HIEIR AR A KT
15 S A R ZE R, p > 0.05; Ak ilAb T8 Z RS HARZR T Al (1 /N N R AR B3 /2 AR, il
- FEUT IR SN (631 ms) ¥ 35 PR T ANTE A - 28 B 1K SR (699 ms), A = 68.04, p =0.002, {HIZ/R=2&fE4E
NI S 2V A B2 %, p>0.05, HEHBRTHAEE, ps>0.05.
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Table 1.Three-factor repeated measures ANOVA table for Study 2
= ILMR 2M=FAREENEHFESHR

df F p n?

T e — S A 1 9.98"™ 0.003 0.15

KEKI 1 0.22 0.643 0.00

WEARDS 1 0.51 0.477 0.01

R x RRE 1 0.46 0.502 0.01
KREF x WERS 1 0.04 0.843 0.00
TR FEE R x KA 1 0.36 0.554 0.01
SRR x R x MRS 1 5.26" 0.025 0.09

H: THRIR p<0.001, TFRp<0.01, “FExp<0.05 (TS

3.4. g

DA 2 T A4 2 I St 7 S D O I 72 R0 At AR 26 N B BB (BTG 2, 2015) M, A 1 0K
A 5 BN I AL PR B Ok RBHTIF AR (R ANSE, 2013). MG RKE, Il GR BT, Bk
FETERE - FEETE LT, FRRA MR TREAE NS RN, EAEE - ZEE RN N2l R
WA W) T PE AR N ECE AN Z B AR — A, BN ERAL . XU TAR ANy, T8 Al S B2 TG iR
1 B ik B S RN RPN HEF AR S A S R, (BFER N TS, IRBA ZR RO REL R
TSEES, PRI TC IR E S RN 5 ROBEE R LG TR, X 9 RER R BRI T FEAS 2 DAS i s
aE R MWIEEEIRRE, v RS DO A R 412 PE 2 (o0 Gt 7= A 1 46 S8 fa ks s B 51 R Y
ISR 7P, IR EZER: MBI RE, Bkttt AR R B0 G471 AN R 1 S,
T2 RN il s B IR B TSP, RIS SR T2 7

SEHG 2 SRR, B - ST A TR MR E R T A EE - BN R, X551
SER . G AMKTBEAE NI, B - SR 0 RN LA TE A~ S B OB TR AR AT RN
), [FFERAZIE A - ST B E R, SURANFEI S, S AR A SRR NI, A s B A B
Zets BRI BEE AR RIS TE R 2R . WIWIW SRS, WReREAAE R RER B
J& Jext R RIS RN AT TC R R A, A [F] (A 2 [ AR BRAEAE 22 57, AT MR il R J5 1)
PTG N

MAEAS G i PR (Krieglmeyer et al., 2010)AML 5T K,  SELG 2 B 70 I 2 O — 50T 1 e v,
T ER TSN A — BB Bk, S256 3 PRITIE M #a A — 3T N

4. W= BEXFEMEEEET—HITH
41 KBWEANSRHRE

S 3 ESENG 2 HOFRA EAR FUIE A — BT . BB TEEEEEA BN, MR
NIRAANTTA A B AN RS2 AR

42. ARFAZE

4.2.1. #R
[ S5 2.
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422 FWGIHSTERF
ﬁcﬂ%ZXZXZE’J/ eE SRR BT, KU 3 INFE ARSI 2 FEF IR AN oRIESE - SEiL . ANETE - ZE
(ILRCIER I - B, I - i, B A% 2.

4.3. SKEER

AR R SRS 2, A 59 I BRI T #lﬁﬁﬁmiﬁﬁﬁﬁ@$a%% B A —
BB E AN R, F(1,57) =25.29, p<0.01, 0’ =0.31, B - 7544 H RN (745 ms) & 18
FORIE M - SRR 1R (679 ms); % RSN TRV B2, F(1,57) =6.95, p <0.05, n?=0.11,
FHECTHEoR B N AR BEAE N (723 ms), 4327 a1/ A28 NS (701 ms), WA BP0 4 s
A—BERR G ZREWLZ M. XELNEGBRREMLEIEH . ZE ML OERAEE, ps >

0.05.
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁmﬁ$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ TS RR, Al TR EIRES B R T AN N BE AR
N, SE A - 0B (i) B B (758 ms) i 35 18 T ANTE A - SE1 () [ M2 (677 ms), Aij = 80.59, p = 0.003,

@ﬁTE*%MEAmﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬂ&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂpQ%,éﬁﬁi?ﬂﬁ%&ﬂ%T$@m¢AE
FEA NI, TE A - 378 85 1) O BEIS (767 ms) i 3518 T AN TE S - SE1 (1) RS (692 ms), Aij = 75.28, p = 0.007,

AR AL TR AS AR A R /N NG AR BB/ I A, T — 3 85 1 SRR (742 ms) i3 8 T AN
B - ST B (661 ms), Ay =81.12, p < 0.001. H4#ithh T RS BB R TIE S - T
SSEIRIIT, AH BG4t 4 e e N A BEAE N (758 ms), 2B IR AR N R IRHE (714 ms) S S EE R, A
=43.67,p = 0.031, HFFAT AEAE - SEIT SN (ISR 2 2 72 57, p > 0.05. B AL N A R, ps > 0.05.

Table 2. Three-factor repeated measures ANOVA table for Study 3
#2 ARIVN=ZFREENEHFENTE

df F p n

TE e — R A 1 25.29™" 0.000 0.31

KERKI 1 0.02 0.886 0.00

WEIRS 1 6.96" 0.011 0.11
RO x RRE 1 0.86 0.358 0.02
RER x WERS 1 0.40 0.529 0.01
TEE B — R A x KRR 1 1.36 0.248 0.02
BB RA x KRRE x WEDRE 1 2.11 0.151 0.04

4.4. i

SRFRW], AHECT O BEAE N, T 2 52 iR AR A AR N B B S AR A A, TR /e iE

- L S NAEEANTEAE - SR RN TR, B TR BRAL .

RTIEE - IR, AR TSR, EIEEEEA B &N, Pl 2t 5l
BN, AR 2 AR BTE, SEIN THARDT RAERIN L. DAERT ORI T
ST ER BT RN AN Sz B B B AG,  DR Ao I BR B SRl A AN ARSR R A S S SR IR 45
BKE , AR 1A — BUf RAE AT N SRR &, T B B SAEAE B RIS 25 1 A
AR ARG F B AR S 45 1 %HAWH ﬁ%ﬁ%%&f%%

ANTELE - FEH O 0 S RN 2 PR T E BT T RN o HE— B H) AR, BB
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ol N AT S B A NI AN TE A - SR i S B SE R AR A X AR, ANEE - FEL ) SN th B
PR PAEIYRMIEBAT BRI 2 1F T, MBS AR IZ BTN, SIARE, B0
SRR, SEIL 532 B S N I F 3 W R AT o RIS A — B s rh, AR — E R RA R
Ko WHHRNMARE, EDEIETEFEE, mALEFEN, HFEL BT 3 A e B
GFIR, TR B FF B0 RAT AT SRR R 4 AL AN IR AL

5. Bitig

AT FH S0 5 AR AYE R, PRIE T AR R AR N E k. S5 IR R I, AR TR
TEABANATIT I B AN E AN TESE A — B S B 2R A, W R LT R A 2 i 2 FR R A
FHECBEAEN, TN EH SR N BRI, BRI AN A — 8, SR B I 25 Je S AT 2 AR

WFFRI, T e i — 80 M SR 1) S S AR T X 38 15 1 s B, B A AT 1) T SE AT T
ARITEE, NEWRIIMERE, SANRFRECR EA R T A7 Ihh, EVPE R SR T AR,
FETREAT A B RN e T B ARV R Ry, BRI SRS 1 A s iy S AN TE ] ) SR T 2 2 5
FLSEES 3 HpoE AN — B A T MR AR S FE AT (T HC AN T8 A8 ) B b iz 2 (VG T8 48 1) S S BRI, 1
AN 2 T8 7 (T T 328 5 ) 1) S0 b AN T 72 (T T S ) P B

AT IR R ENEL . AT “BEENER” . N ZE AR, Tk
i, AMEGAER G OHEE R A KT SHEAEAKOHEEBM(EE, %=, 2017). 3T H 2wl
SN TN G BB ABAT AN TE BEAT A AT N FE I R . (RSN 2 PSS RN A 2, RlEEE
T — B SRS IR G5 R () BREE B8 AN 2 52 AMA R AT Dy, (H7E S AR B N — B 1 ) B
HOR I T AN TR NRR IR N BT, Gie R EnieRim s, RMESER. X5 T HiHi(2014) 1
S5 R B, BRI SR N AN TEAEAT N IR PPN BE I8 A, (R T I A AT R PPN H1 A R 2
ATREMIARERAEA — 8T, Bl 2 MRS H E A

B 7R SR AR A B i | SIS S Z LIRS, I8 AT DU CUR JUAN A R ER I o ffRE K SF 318 (Liberman
& Trope, 1998) W\ /M B DL K Bt B A ) 2 B] 1) O BREE B 520 T AT SN AIAT Ao i, U
KT R TRZATEEE, Hlln MRz B 2R, MR TR FD R Z 5. Rai #ll Fiske (2011)
PR T A B T 16 (moral relationships regulation theory), A NIE 7 545 5 44396 R AT
(17, e s I N BR G REEMALS Z AR BB S HLE 1AM & IEEAT N, BDABRR RIFA L
YOEEEAT MR R, ICEIEREE RS MESIIER R thAh, MO EREE B Ak 2 BE B AR
B, PGP T AR AR OEEE B R A F T A Z 0 T AN O ER PR RS, (H 2 0] H A i
NERE, B — PR
6. TRSRE

ARHFFENIIN T 7% K RIX— A A T3 N4 U B S o6 RERVTIE Mk, HIFEREZA R A,
W, FREARTEZR IR, HEABHAMAEEN M Z R . Rk, ER8E b, BRSO S B
ANNTEANEBR T B S (R B (R, S, 20135 R AR, 2017) s, (HEERE R, |
WAAAE “HEEAR” % “UANL, UAHRNT” BER, BASREHAEETATS ML AR ? 4
JE AT A BLR AN R kit AT 7L FESEIR BT b, ML T X RIR, BEEERLTFHRERASE
BASRRE: Hk, W% RN R ER BT, SO, HESERmmmN T EE R .

SE K

TRE, FMEET(2020). H S WA T EEALS R LRI RE . e AR 5RREE. L F, 43(6), 1327-1332
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REN(2015). W T g X B A W5, TR AL S, Kb IR IIE R A,

35112?1,34;%?%% IR Y (2020). ARSI Y Stk ESEEMA S FENILREER. 082k, 52(2),

T3, TEER(2017). (CoFHE B AN AR (W) FE B E AW R . W S SR F AP R S R —— 0 PG [F] R P
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TA4E, B3 (2013). B EMES A I B A A Bad S HOHA R, 0 B 527, 45(5), 538-545.

W £2(2019). 42 EE [R5 B 8 K/ N TE AR W R S A L. O 2E S A, 9(6), 1008-1018.

PUERE, 40fE, MR, U, TR, E/N(2015). EAE AW SRR X RIAKIBIA: KA erps LY. 02
F15% 38(1), 54-61.

RN, WRE, SRtal, HiHE2013). PEHIE BRI LRI ERP WK, W OB % 58365 11—+ i £ 5 0
PR L i . E LIS

%M%b Xy, sk, BE, EhiHi(2013). &R BEFEEABNRE X B SWRTER. OFE IR 21(9), 1686-
1695.

Beauregard, M., Lévesque, J., & Bourgouin, P. (2001). Neural Correlates of Conscious Self-Regulation of Emotion. The
Journal of Neuroscience, 21, Article No. RC165. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-18-j0001.2001

Caruso, E. M., & Gino, F. (2011). Blind Ethics: Closing One’s Eyes Polarizes Moral Judgments and Discourages Dishonest
Behavior. Cognition, 118, 280-285. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2010.11.008

Chandler, J., & Schwarz, N. (2009). How Extending Your Middle Finger Affects Your Perception of Others: Learned
Movements Influence Concept Accessibility. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 45, 123-128.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2008.06.012

Diener, E., Kanazawa, S., Suh, E. M., & Qishi, S. (2015). Why People Are in a Generally Good Mood. Personality and So-
cial Psychology Review, 19, 235-236. https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868314544467

Elliot, A. J. (2008). Approach and Avoidance Motivation. In A. J. Elliot, & A. J. Elliot (Eds.), Handbook of Approach and
Avoidance Motivation (pp. 3-14). Psychology Press.

Hatfield, E., & Sprecher, S. (1986). Measuring Passionate Love in Intimate Relationships. Journal of Adolescence, 9, 383-410.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-1971(86)80043-4

Hill, P. L., & Lapsley, D. K. (2009). The Ups and Downs of the Moral Personality: Why It’s Not So Black and White. Jour-
nal of Research in Personality, 43, 520-523. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2009.01.014

Hornsey, M. J. (2003). Linking Superiority Bias in the Interpersonal and Intergroup Domains. The Journal of Social Psy-
chology, 143, 479-491. https://doi.org/10.1080/00224540309598457

Krieglmeyer, R., Deutsch, R., De Houwer, J., & De Raedt, R. (2010). Being Moved: Valence Activates Approach-Avoidance
Behavior Independently of Evaluation and Approach-Avoidance Intentions. Psychological Science, 21, 607-613.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610365131

Liberman, N., & Trope, Y. (1998). The Role of Feasibility and Desirability Considerations in Near and Distant Future Deci-
sions: A Test of Temporal Construal Theory. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 75, 5-18.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.75.1.5

Rai, T. S., & Fiske, A. P. (2011). Moral Psychology Is Relationship Regulation: Moral Motives for Unity, Hierarchy, Equal-
ity, and Proportionality. Psychological Review, 118, 57-75. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021867

Schnall, S., Benton, J., & Harvey, S. (2008). With a Clean Conscience: Cleanliness Reduces the Severity of Moral Judgments.
Psychological Science, 19, 1219-1222. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x

Sedikides, C., Skowronski, J. J., & Gaertner, L. (2004). Self-Enhancement and Self-Protection Motivation: From the Labor-
atory to an Evolutionary Context. Journal of Cultural and Evolutionary Psychology, 2, 61-79.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.136290 2347 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.136290
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-18-j0001.2001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2010.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2008.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868314544467
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-1971(86)80043-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2009.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224540309598457
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610365131
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.75.1.5
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021867
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02227.x

RESCC, HFRR

https://doi.org/10.1556/JCEP.2.2004.1-2.4

Solarz, A. K. (1960). Latency of Instrumental Responses as a Function of Compatibility with the Meaning of Eliciting Ver-
bal Signs. Journal of Experimental Psychology, 59, 239-245. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047274

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.136290 2348 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.136290
https://doi.org/10.1556/JCEP.2.2004.1-2.4
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047274

	面对亲密恋人，你会降低道德要求吗？
	摘  要
	关键词
	Do You Lower Your Moral Standards When Facing an Intimate Lover?
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究一：道德判断中的趋避行为
	2.1. 实验目的与假设
	2.2. 研究方法
	2.2.1. 被试
	2.2.2. 研究工具
	2.2.3. 实验材料
	2.2.4. 实验设计与程序

	2.3. 实验结果
	2.4. 讨论

	3. 实验二：恋爱大学生的道德趋避一致行为
	3.1. 实验目的与假设
	3.2. 研究方法
	3.2.1. 被试
	3.2.2. 实验设计与程序

	3.3. 实验结果
	3.4. 讨论

	4. 实验三：恋爱大学生的道德趋避不一致行为
	4.1. 实验目的与假设
	4.2. 研究方法
	4.2.1. 被试
	4.2.2. 实验设计与程序

	4.3. 实验结果
	4.4. 讨论

	5. 总讨论
	6. 不足与展望
	参考文献

