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Abstract

The aim of the study was to explore people’s emotional status and moral sensitivity and how they
impact on moral judgment under the context of Covid-19. In this study, 721 people in different re-
gions of China were surveyed through questionnaires and scenarios, including simple mood ques-
tionnaire, moral sensitivity questionnaire and moral events scenarios. The results showed that:
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under the epidemic crisis, the emotional state of Chinese people was positive. Emotional state had
a significant influence on moral judgment. Compared to people with good emotional state, those
with bad emotional state were tougher in evaluating on the immoral degree of moral scenarios.
Moral sensitivity had a significant effect on moral judgment, comparing to individuals in the low-
sensitivity group, the high-sensitivity group were more stringent in the evaluation of the moral
scenarios.
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1. 51§

Wil R EBRR, CmEatE. EME. RKME. AFEtEmaEt, 508 TEEKRA R
FNPN R B AL eb IR I 28 25 3R ok T BRI, Sk AT Co B R (403 Tt 2 TRz 1 e R A [1] . BRI,
e [ B ARAE BT R R 225 T B 2 DS B AR o et NN e A RS B )R 10, A2 BT
KR T VF 2 A RIAEZAT N ZMAREZATABINT RS AN EER Tz B, SEAA]
X T R . IR PO RS 0 1 2 A PR Rty SR AT RESE I AATIX BRI R
ATEFEAT AR BURNE, XM RISk T AT RERZ I ANATTROTE RE AT, AWF 7T B AE X I LR AR

A TR RIS PGS RS IR SO 8L, OB — PR 2SR TE . OEEIN, AT
W, OB FREAR. ZEEONE. DERATRIENE, AR SRR TSR, TR XA
Y BAMARRE R, e SEIEFIEEHR, B TEMOER, HS TR N
AT LN Lo DM BAANTAR, B LS N AR, 35 e AR
M, IR 2], A2 RBCEEEF LN, ARRANHEARESE AR, MIESMTAC
MIPPAl. XA AR, A EREZNRN, HEWEEEENENEENEE. £5E
8 S IO S 3 B R W SUE AR A TS A (SRR I ATIE S RA, e AR MR I TE A W
CABRPER) 5 NG . v, B OB AR BT AT SO A BRI BB L 15 255 R B TE R A W
N EARRIEN, A RETE A W AR 20 N EPE R 5] 3 [3]. AR R, 1§29 R NTE
TEFIWTRE IR RIATT B RER 2 —. RIS REN], AR DO MpalE i W ag /) 2
PUALAEF i ORI 2w, JF H RS2 AR LG, AR R T A 7 8 ) SE s [4] -

AT R T A AURR A R ) T (RO B 5 — B S A 2 ORI AU T A 1982 4F R M4 L TE A AUk
3, A JIE SRR A NAT TR 5 A P 7R 0 S R A AR R B RORAE I [5] . TE I
e LA R 1, Kohlberg (1996)F KV AN A 5% T8 4 4 Fi PR R Aty b, of 388 78 ) B Py G 2
1Tt — D A . BURIARAADY, TEFEAIBOR RN B CRIAT 9 AT A AL 2l 18 EER  — b 7 A
R VFZINFIIRE 2 BB RIS TEFE A W B iR, OB A W NATIEEHERE R 45 R [6]. A
W RIS S L IE R AW A A LR, A W 70 s TE G U M X TE GBI W A o L5 . A
ORI TT s T M TE AR U X TE VR O R A R R, BRI PR TE R RS 2 v R A A X
T8N SO AETERE PP AN DT [7]. W2 AR T A AT ST W AR B <7 ) L3 (R TE (8 U X i
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W RS VE AN 2, (HAERE S ) L3 (1) 108 A s P Xof 108 o W A7 A B 3 s, R v AU 1 Ak 2
gt B 7 g P A T (8] ] B SR R THEZAS (ORI 9T 45 S B R A 2 AN A 28 AN (1 T P UK A AE 2
SO, TE AR IR o R I LA 0 3 T I (R TE A W, AL S R RN R S A A A
9],

AR FCEBEA R X ) N FEX R, IR RS R BEAS R XA IS 2R . T8 A U 22 57
Je XA PIWT5om . DAGE JEE AT T G0IRAS T8 fo AR % T8 7 W e 57 2 s 772 R P S T )
W, J=FZ AT RR.

2. MRMBREFE
2.1. MRMR

KRR, ARGk B ESBTRREE, 55 750 N, BIBRTEREGE 29 1y, wm&H
ROEHE 721 4y, BHREER A 96.13%. EHTFHN 22.72, brEZE N 352, BAER 281 A, (5 39%.
LHH 440 N, 5 61%.

22. MRA*E

2.2.1. R ERALEEE

Ik ) 2 E 30 Al RIS 28 A R, AR AR Bk AR BUREGE . RRSREL . % Z IR
K& TG ISR o 0 AANEFE B A M R R GRS ZE (A ER), S BRE M EEERE
IR ZE(EMER). AN ERNSERINGEE S, Mo DUpE e, 24 HAMRT Hiakr[10].
POMS-SF &4 7E 30 43 LA N R RAFHIE R, 78 30~60 4 2 AR IR UF B 40IRAS, (BhE —Li)
B, 60 4Ll ERWHARKIEEIRE, 80 4Ll EABIREWERR . A HiZER S EE RN o
%4 0.830

2.2.2. BfEBRMES

K B AL COH St ) CEASEURRIE ) [11]. XA EAE 4 A KYERER 8 N NERE, BIth
35 M H, SRAIRE 5 miid ik, 4EfZ— EAE@@ﬁ,@ﬁﬁﬁﬂmEEEﬁA¢%f YERZ — M
TR, A AERORM S BN RORPIANNERL; YRR =R BURTE, B E B RERA A
@@%%Abﬁg;%Eﬂmk%@@ﬁ,@a%ﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁkﬁA$%goﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
A — 2 R4y 0.944.

2.2.3. IBEEFIHTIERGE

FES P REROERE -, A9 7 5 MBS, Filin. R, E24ERIGE =,
U SRAE F1 B N R B U LA W8 24 1 2 AR T TR R, ?E%mmmEDE*T%%%%FM
BT, RN — T2 EERAT N . R E W 0 i R R B R R R R 54k, I B
ﬂ%¢%ﬁﬁﬁi%&ﬁ%zTLﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁAﬁLﬁF%,ﬁﬁkﬁ%% *%%lﬁiﬁkﬁﬁ
FIPMFERE, BIEDR G S AT AT I oy, P I AR R R AN ) AR
(BB IN R VAN R T 7 o 1 i P 4 S BT 1] 5 P9 35— 0 R %M 0,657

2.3. gritabiE

AR FERT B REAT A BTy SPSS19.00 SR FATESE T ¢ Rl DL SRR Z Ty Z s giit s
2, R FC RO HEAT A B AN 7 A
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3. ARGR
3.1 £EGFZERERE

AT HEBRECE SRR I A S ] Bt 4 B AR S ) R R, B AT G R R R ZE A 0. 4 SRR
AT E TR Y 21.04%, AN 40% [12], PE, T LLIE A 5T AL R 7V e ZE AN e R
3.2. 1RERSHIA OFHFHE

T 5E R B, Bl AE 1) Q1T B C0 853 1) 36 150 1 3490 4 35.30 43, B 48.4% I iR15 2076 30 43 LAF,
1393 1F 30~60 43 [l [P ik EL 5] 2 39.9%, 9.2%[ 4t 145 70 7 60~80 432 [H], 2.5% 11415 73 7E 80 43 LA
o XERIZEE AN T RE RAELIRESRIMBLF, WE 1.

Table 1. Statistical results of emotional state data (n = 721)

# 1 BERARBGIER (N = 721)

4IRS o N EEi:e
<30 349 48.4%
30~60 288 39.9%
60~80 66 9.2%
>80 18 2.5%

3.3. [RERTSHMAZER o
CAPERI o AR B, G GRS MO FEA th S, 45 R Wk 2,

Table 2. Analysis of gender differences in emotions

= 2. RS RER D

BA(n=281) M+ SD 44 (n = 440) M = SD t

AR IH 5.56 + 5.06 4.27 £3.86 3.8757"
Bk ik 6.31+5.28 477 £3.57 46817
PR RO 5.18 + 4.99 4.36 +3.92 2.450
RRBOREL 6.63+3.98 5.86 + 2.94 2.970™
9% Z R4l 6.80 + 5.53 6.01+4.41 2.130"
VARG 8.80 + 4.28 7.49 +3.92 4220

M 39.28 +23.27 32.75 + 16.44 4.406™

FE: ¥R p <005, **FRp<0.01, ***%EKp<0.001, FF.

2 AT LLEH, 54 fE POMS-SF 243 (t = 4.406, p < 0.001). #IHBIH(t = 3.875, p < 0.001). X5k 4e
JE(t = 4.681, p < 0.001). 1T&HE (t = 2.450, p < 0.05). HBIEFL(t=2.970, p < 2.970). % = iR%l(t = 2.130,
p <0.05). #&/1i% J1(t = 4.220, p < 0.001) 7 &R LR EREE, BAELER FNETEES T L&,
IXRITERENE N LB 1 Gk b B A 47
3.4. 1BEREXEEAI BRI 4T

EH T 1 B B 1) 25 L 4049 90 7E 30 43 AR RIS 2R3 R4, 1 30~60 732 [ 3R G 4 RS BT, 18
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60 73 LA ENEEREAR, 80 r LA BRI A R o IS EEAN A1 2RSS AT 75 ) 1 22 5
SRR, IEARASA Rl i 18 A W 2 B B R TR 4IRS R AP 4 (t = 3.192, p < 0.001), X5
W% RS B R WA 25 500, A R Z0IR A0S T8 A5 50 Wi i) AN TE AR VA S ™ 7, Ik 3.
Table 3. Analysis of the influence of emotion on moral judgment
= 3. [BARASIHEEFIRTAI RN 534
TE LRI R 4F(M £ SD) LR R (M £ SD) t p
T 13 18.75 +4.59 16.98 + 6.16 3.192 0.001

3.5. EEEURME BRI AR

K FIAR i 73 432, g TE AR RUR A B 3R AT 70 B s R BRI ) 27% O 8 20 ol A Ay v T A SRR A A T A
U . e 4 TR TE A BUR A Bl A TE AR A TS 70 B 25 R TR A U 4l ist(t = 5.108, p < 0.001).
TX 3% T AR ) T A AT E S, AR XTI A AR A e TE A AR A o T AR I B AN
FEJE BITEA ™ )77
Table 4. The influence of moral sensitivity on moral judgment
= 4. BRI EEFIEAR

T 1l FE R (M + SD) IR (M £ SD) t p
T 16.82 +5.73 19.43 + 4.38 5.108 <0.001

4. g

A ST 2 1 2 5 TS A e R IR RS RS . 4 R, e L T IR R
IIE LIRS AT IUBAT , i T B — . Xt 55 R 33 A0 E 8 e 9 oh R IR K 2 SR ARTE SARS
FEHL TGRS AR R B RS 2 — SO 13] o A 22 H 55 BB 15 MK 5t 20 BB 2 O 8 2 5 5
S . H T PR — 7 T T B 2 B A9 AT 1 5% SR 395 T 2 B 0 FRAS . 7 — 7 TR AT I3 S 0
BOMHEE T, AR LB M A R M SR A, 5 BRI TSR AR 2 R R
%, PN A R . TEME B A TR PO T RO, 75 3R S 4IRS S M 2 H R
B[13] . AHF IR RIUHENS 7 8 0 X R A AR U AL B O X IS B R 22, BE T ik —. J
JER DRI T il 2 8 1 7 2 3 X 0 A1) 7 R B K P e R s e, T LA el b B R s R Bt 2 . T
PESBBR X, AT AR 2 o A VR Y, AT S R B AR K. BRI, e
Al B X I, R AT i R S R R T RS AR K

B LA ok LA A BRI 45 B AP IR0 A AT F 0 A W 22 5 R O 0 T 2 A R A T B
W, EGR AR R R A B I AT AR RPN NG, R A S TAESE . A BT et
FEHIX T FURE— TS AT R, 2 AT TS RS LRSI, 7T DL AR R o e i [ 1410
JER DRI AT R 2 24 AT T AT I S 2 B AR . I RSt b R 5 e, AT A %\ 2 33
B8 Y AN T R AT NS N . AT SR G I, AATRt I i A 4 5 A
ST PRSI, AR AR AR . TR RAE SRS, X R AT A
AP LU 4 B I I S IR A S A S R N AT O I N R B S AT, AT R
J75 6

S Rt S R VR DR AR (O 7, AU M A AR, WX AR R
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TR PRI A PO BE B0 o B ok R T A BURR A5 0 2 PR e (BB AL, BT % A P o )
Wik . S5ARERN], TEEBURMEXTEE R W R A R E R, AR TR BB AR U A E
THBE AN ECERE B PP ™ D, DU 2 RSk X5 S RIORT SR A R —B7]. R AR A
o i R AL AR BE 6 22 A2 B B R AR ANEAEAT N, RBURAL AN AR D S0t R AN ETE S mifl
TR A SR ST AN TEAEAT BT B R R ST, A AT RE 6 AR R L I e S0 (0 T 81 J 2R DA S SR Y
JE RSz Fir LA e AR B A A T IR SR A o SN )™ g R

5 &g

AHFFAFH LTS5 1) B el T RERARBRERI R L 2) FHEIRERTEEHIErA 22 1
SN, RILHAS R IR 1A 18 TR B T (AN E TR E VAN SE ™ D7 s 3) TE B SO Xy e 1A Wy
A8, AR TARBUR AR, SRR T R SR AN AR R RO SR )T
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