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2RSS  BEAPH B AT B RE&. 8
PRI Ath A6 AN RIS B4R, B Bedr B i
10 A AR, & AR AL 78 BT A AR 5 e X
BOCFM BRSOk, AR5 T IETE PR TN
PR SS B 0 AR B XA S P = AN A AT kAT
EEHWT, 1 =dEF A EE,9 =JEFEE, B,
REMZERE B shdt R s B WG AR, 1 = %4
WA KRG EES/ E,9 = a5 205 Tk,
R4 R U g R I 2] i IR R R o
2.3 ZBRAEXR

2.3.1 BEARHRT

R s eI R, A RIEF ARG 4 (6.37 +
1. 25) Ffl N iR 4943 (5. 86 +1.36) ¥ B &R
FHEEIMAE S 43,:(26) =5.72,1(28) =3.43,p <
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Lenient or Harsh? The Influence of Clean — Dirty Metaphorical Representations

of Moral Concepts on Moral Judgments: A Self — Other Perspective

Ding Fenggin Wu Jing Wang Xiaofang Song Xiuping Wang Dongxia

( Department of Psychology, Institute of Teacher Education, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750000 )

Abstract : This study employed both imaginal and behavioral priming paradigms to comprehensively investigate the influence of clean —

dirty metaphorical representations of moral concepts from both self — and other — perspectives on moral judgments. The results revealed

that, regardless of the priming type( imaginal or behavioral ) , participants made harsher moral judgments in moral dilemmas under self —

clean priming compared with other — clean priming. Conversely , participants made more lenient moral judgments under self — dirty prim-

ing compared with other — dirty priming. These findings indicate that clean — dirty metaphorical representations of moral concepts differ

depending on the self — other perspective ,and these representations differentially influence moral judgments. Future moral education ini-

tiatives should aim to reduce or prevent judgmental biases arising from differences in clean — dirty cues related to the self versus others.

Key words: conceptual metaphor;clean — dirty ; moral judgment;self;others



