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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

B A1 05 8 I 2RI ™ P < R E T i WESR

Mo

&P g

(AL R 2O R, A 050024)

W EAMARRASWRAE TS RFENERANEAALAYE &, dd it
Foffit, K 14 B 29 NRIHFRAFEASHAFE(N=4184) , AHMEREF, FHRFE
BRI P e R ER N (d= —0.233), B G R F 5 B4R L 7T oA 3 o i 48 3] W7 65 ™ 370k R Y
BB R, A RFENERAG R AR L EERAEFT XN FERAIFTRE AT ILEF

Y,

KGR G AR A AT R

HE 4 %5 : B3409 SCERFRIAAG A
1 3|8§

S A T TE AR WA E 1 A — Bt S A
EERR 2 5l AWM Z R ESBARN
( Huang,2014 ; Johnson et al. ,2014) , {HARSR B = M
A R HAON B KNS J7 W M TT iR .
7E Zhong FI Liljenquist (2006 ) HiE 5 £f {41 1% 5 18 14
Z A W TR TR MRS X BTG T
TR OC TR A BRI R B R B 5 B (1R 45
B ,2011;Lee & Schwarz,2011) , HETE XN FIEFE
TETE O X T8 8 gl B O T AR AE BN B SO B
(Siev et al. ,2018) , TEEAIWVE B EFUR K T E
HER T, WA A BRI HITEE Mo 458 Zhong
1 Liljenquist( 2006 ) 1¥ % 1 LA B A B PR T 25 18 in 18
T8 by = 38T P B SE IE B T ( Schnall Haidt et al. |
2008) , Schnall 4 (2008 ) B WHRIT T B (75 1 % iE
T AREe L8 T 52 56 % PLIE 15 L& 0 3 RS2 B
HIVE TEAT AR R I 55 B AR W e M. SR, B
A T X TEL A W 8 W) B 7 o R 00 F AN [ 5, S5 4R
WL T 5 Schnall 42008 ) A Y EER . Zhong
£(2010) 3 3o WA 5L 30 & BUIE TE R 3 556 BR
TEIEAT R 1 o 8 7 A B iy T 1, SR AR =
ANSLHG R I E I X R SR AR B E T R B R
BEER LI ; Helzer F1 Pizarro (2011) ) & B 5L
FRiE AT N RE R BOT i S P 2l AT 8 5™ DT
FRIIE S T 5 Huangfu 5 (2017 ) 38 3 7 14 2R 553 3
ZHEBEWNE G S, BN A TIEGD
(CWB) M7EHr , 2R Z TR E R MR EA
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REA R A TARAT A

BRI X B A TR i AR R 2 B —
JR4E . Johnson 45 (2014) £ 5 K MAEAS T {4 A H
JEAEERABLEIFI BT Schnall 25 (2008 ) B SE 3 1T
T—WHEEE S BT PIA 246 Z A K LK
W%, T HLAR B FLJRUR SE B/, 1T Huangfu 25
(2021) FIWF FT R K B S B i 5 AT o X B A 7= T
TRAT PP BB RN . R IBRY S I SE 0 S B PSS
SRR I AT BB R AL R AE B (AT 1 0 B AT R i
A E P74, Huang (2014 ) 1A 09 [ B2 %5 ) 8 4
Hepz— FFBH SRl st TR S &4 T
{5150 ShREAS F 55 38 P84 Wi i ™7 4k, T 7E v SR B
5N A X E A B R

Xt EIRERA —BURE 82347, A Rl AR
H B R S B AR S S g AR 7 T K IR AL 4,
Zhong 75 (2010) Ay , 3 i 48R & A 3 B (8 HI B9 )
WRIX G , T BE T BON R 7 1 A 70T 5 5K
RAEFIL17HE (2016) K25 T AT BB S B B OB Tl 3T
BB RN A — B0 IO AR N S T R ST
BRI RIS T X GEE R PRI T N &
ROBEEHEFMART, BWEBM, BT Zhong %
(2010) WIBFFEAN, B BA = F IRARIL BRI it
TEAEHIWTR R N LR A, 0 80 2 XX — 4R
RESCHRETT RE R TTT. HIL, O TR
Bz us Mgt s BRAR , 37 D i ke bR 4 B BT
B A B R R SEUE B S 32 7T RE B 5 1, AW 5L
FAOLAT T ¥ 5 B AT TR O A BT R W 1 7 1)
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XA, S EH OB (R, 14034, 2016)
H— P HERFEEE T X EER T L5 E
] VAT B AT T R T W R B RN

B 4G, A 5 B RE T R Ty E 5
— WP LE EERIN T E BRI LREE
(T SET) FEEEL S OAREEE
(EIERNC RS SR FAHRES) SWUEMAEE
PEIT (KRR, i 41386 ,2016) o DA L DRl B 7R T8
BT o N BT N BRI, 5§
HIE A S G, SE PRI 64T oL T HSC i g 1A
BRIz b EE eSS REEER
(Lee & Schwarz,2020;Xu et al. ,2014), — #7542
IR DX 5 B AN [F] , Tang 55 (2017 ) F A IMRT {33
Frocse & B, SEPRIE IE AT 0 ARSI/ 5 TE TR 4 Ak
A KR I 5 5 M AU (MPFC) B35 3l , T
THIEWES R shis D T 3 R A T4 thl B A 20 L [l A
Wl TGS . I, A [F)VE TR 2 7T BB 2 7 Bk
TN E AT

HR AR S 3 7 S A R R TS
TR, DR T AT BB R 4 T T ke 3 T A 110 52
HEIEASE RS 5E KN R E T HERED,
Rt PO B 15 I (Tobel et al. ,2015) , A RS
DA TEIERE . WA M AE HE AR, KA
RIS 0 R LB SR, AT R IR TEAUA
B U BT RS (Xu et al. ,2014) o THIAR
HIEE AW XA S IR, B I RRGEiE s ik
Brd 5, WOR R 55 T AT P (Lee & Schwarz,
2020) o EFEATANA A3 14 i5 3 77 T B 1 &
A VX A A W IR I

BE, RATEEEET UL FE RIERHT LR,
HAERATE BE TR B X —F B
RRL A5 AL — B R AETE T B, TE TG B AR AR
(Gamez et al. ,2011) . FEEFEAR SEIERA (Earp et
al. ,2014) H ¥R & B B (A0 1 RLRE, X b B AKE
A, BB (2011) B — TR R REKWEE B REER
LY IS TN , (AR R X — LG e B WAFAE T &
A I X TE A W T B . R, SETE AR
BEARSAEHAE ARG LG XA E R EE
WIEGE A SRENE, A SCLE /T E
PEME SRS SO EE A5 (225, 2016) , [ T A [F]
ST BT B9 MMACE S TE A W) 25 B B N AR A
JEAEE], G —R it o R Se ik 22 5, IR 3R
AT THEDN SCAL T 5% T RB IR T S A0 I X S A 8T )

Wi o AWIFAGFERLTRIE 6 NIk kR - 4
R RS WA KT 50 MIHZE AR T X
1k, & T 50 BIIF3E ¥ J5 3K (Hofstede, 2001 )

2 MRAZE

2.1 X#k#%

AP R R T AHRICHR, B & T CHIR
SOCRIE R, PRI RSB\ k£
CNKI $i e 7 5 i e 5 4 B e, LRI
CBHRGETE” TS R E R R E
ISR “E BTN NSRBI TR A, b
TE Google Z A Ff LAAH B R BRI BEAT IR . B3
ERIMIE R T2 £ Web of Science #%.0> A 4 , Spring-
er, Elsevier, ProQuest 1Al 116 X4 UG EF , LA
clean , cleanse, cleansing , bodily cleansing 4}-%l| 5 mor-
al judgment, moral, morality, morals, moral decision
making i KBTI HEFTIE R . R, HL7E Google 2R
TR M TERIVEERA ZRAE R SCRC
F, WAV FRE L T LT R B s r N EE &
TR T ARPE AR 2 SCE A 2R . SRS S L I ]
792023 43 J, SCHRI: 2R i) [H) 9 O 2008 4E 12
H ~2023 43 A,

2.2 XARMANL HER 6 AFE

XA B SRR LA SRR E R B A
TCIIT : (1) B 58 46 Ut 75 5% B AU i v 2 131 i
SN SEIERTST , b PORLSE B I , AERR AR B8R
GARENE, Q)BIRIZHNEFREAN, HER
FREFUR (B Q077 45 250 38 1R A% B BEAA /NP R 2
A ) BEHEBRTESD . (3) B H B IKE I XHETE
FIWrr e, A iR S TR R R AR
FIRIREERE BRI  [HRY F (AR ¢ fH, F R
AR L ESHO a1 2P R RBR R
HebRo SO R A RHEBR IR 1 i, &
L BRAVBRIRF& TT T E R M OUIRA 14 5, 846
HRSCSCHER 6 L SR SCOCRR 7 L BROCSCER 1, B
S 6 5, BITHESC 8 o
2.3 XKL K2

XA TCIT B SCHER #EAT 0T 4R - SO B
(fEES + SCHRIS [A]) , B AE T I =X (L BRI IS AT
BB, X EROCRE V), B3
(7 R BRE ) , SO E S, &ML BEA )
MR, XSRS, THRRR] R
MR SRS 2T RS, X REEAT 22 K i
HI T AR SCHR AT BB A & 2 IS 50, T 47 2355 B SLAT
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REAL & Al AR 1, Doyl O B s SR 2B o 25 300 f
0 S 2 AEE, AT 7= A — R B S R 22 . X 3T
Sy CERI A% BT & 3R A0 B, & I 4% B I B AR IE
AT IR R0 T 220 AR T B TR 18T
W, B SR (B0 B4R ) I IEABRFT R W

TR, MR HF- 2 — A8 ROV R 5 (AR %
AR B AHT I R B AL B (B B AR i R
Yo GERER TR MART A, F—HE
PWEERRHICE LB — . RENPATTIITE
14 FECER IS 2] 29 RO R, BRI 1,

BR B REAREFAEILHR: =543

F3n=235 F =236 HiXn=72

PR R KA EHER SR 2374

Vv

HERR R A= 3L #kn=102

@Jﬁ *}Hkﬁjﬁ;ﬁﬁiﬁ n=64
T r=30 Fn-34 Bn=3

2T FEHERR SOk =53, 3T

SRR ER A R =8

Az AU R 0 5 B T i35
ik A EFRAER: n=14 FEA AR BHA R TR ¥ En=12
7 BRI HES =0
N BRI AR 14
=6 TI=T En=l

1 ST IR R 2 E

ABTFEE T WK BA S B Bt R B A TR
( Quality Assessment Tool for Observational Cohort and
Cross — Sectional Studies) Pl SRR &£, % LA
FE14ATE, B EAER. S EM(TERA
B ARRE B =Mk, R 1 4,
HAREIIA 7o SCHRER B 3 bR o 3 (B o
>7) OGS ~T) ME(ES <5). HAZS
TLAMAT R P00 B 2 D BF 5 A BRI R AT A, —

BN Kappa =0. 87,

{5 F leave — one — out ¥ FFATHURAME 4347, LA
HEBR A 1 STHRAT H AR S (B0 T o0 207 45 2R 3 LY
T B HEREWTIT , MR AR DI EBNK
AN, G 7S B VAR Y Yo TE LR T R ) )8R B IR
YL L - 0.210 ~ -0.259 Z[a], 5 BN & -
0.233 HBHGE , RALRREERIT

R1 THRPHANHRBHAR
B Fod med AR uwrR RIR BdEE RR
Helzer & Pizarro,2011 30 31 w P z XH -0.780
Huang,2014 —a 111 103 w P z XH -0.163
Huang,2014 -b 211 229 w p ZEE -0.038
Huangfu et al. ,2017 28 31 w P h F1E -0.978
Huangfu et al. ,2021 89 88 e p h HE -0.898
Huangfu et al. ,2021 120 114 e b HE -0.202
Johnson et al. ,2014 — a 106 102 w P zZ B -0.009
Johnson et al. ,2014 -b 58 68 w b ZEE 0.016
Jung et al. ,2015 16 16 e b HE 0.218
Schnall et al. ,2008 —a 20 20 w p z HE -0.606
Schnall et al. ,2008 - b 21 22 w b HE -0.855
Zhong et al. ,2010 — a 29 29 w b IE-¥N -0.557
Zhong et al. ,2010 - b 108 108 w p z ZEE -0.199
Zhong et al. ;2010 —¢ 68 68 w P z mExR -0.368
BRI 2014 51 44 e b HE -0.545
BRIR % ,2021 65 67 e b HE -0.455
BRIR % ,2021 60 67 e p v HE -0.352




A2 EE 6 BAPTESE B PR G A W R ok A T IR 493
gH

Br gEa - Ewa IR s meyR RREE AR
#hhi, 2014 —a 64 68 e b FE -0.369
#hhi, 2014 —a 68 68 e p v FE 0.354
ERES 2014 - b 144 124 e p p thE ~0.184
#hhi,2014 —c 41 48 e b FE 0.180
BRES 2014 — ¢ 40 48 e p h v 0.169
M kaE ,2018 65 67 e b F1E -0.742
M RREE ,2018 60 67 e P v FE -0.579
M kaE ,2018 61 60 e b F1E 0.427
M RREE ,2018 61 60 e p v FE 0.503
TE R, 2015 40 40 e b FE 0.515
k#2019 - a 97 67 e b FE -0.518
7k #,2019 -b 61 90 e P c FE -0.474

(Db FREPFET A, p RAEE R (2) w RRATER, e RARTER; (3)2 FARLTREI,h FRFEE
B, v FRIE 3, c FRRER S, (4) OREE FERRERER a.b.c ARFA—RXEPRARBIIE RIFERRH

2% B2k B IR — R SR R — 5T o
2.4 BAEAE 55

REH] Excel 47 R B SCHREE 30 5 b, 38 o
CMA 3. 0 #¢{4:( Comprehensive Meta — analysis 3.0) |-
BT TR G R R i 22 A R ST IR RN o
3 MRER
3.1 kR

K5 B (TG X B AR T 5 0 FR) O o A B AT
Q 3, 5 R FW T h & B U B =, O
(28) =111.425,p <0.05, PA i 2437 5 FEAL A5
BT ICMT . I =74. 87% , BT & R IR Y
S HLBUE 75% (Higgins et al. ,2003) , FKIHAEARDIST
A 74. 87% WWER AL R E X R EIEZ R T
TE,25. 13% mFEPLiIR ZE . DL B 8 R Wy
N, LRI R 2R T BE S U R B 22 5, R TR

B H A IR R B AT IRA T
3.2 RAERImEAR

B 55, 8@ id I 3} & (funnel plot) ¥I2E4 25 4 3% f
2, 00E 2 B, B o8 & Cohen’ s d, Y\ H
WiEZE . WIRHEBRE , S5 AJTa A il SCRREE A 3=
YOG T L B A, X — 0 A MR AT
SITBIE TR E—E MR R E . ik, TAT#
—F T k%2 Z B (Rosenthal’ s Fail —safe N)
WAbES Egger’ s WA S, 4R B8, R IKITH
WrHI R E R FREN 251, KT 5k +10(k =29) ; &5y
FNEBIERY RS ,95% CL A A 0;Egger’ s [
IT&EEE R -1.64,95% CL [ -4.04,1.17],p =
0.171 >0.05( Egger et al. ,1997) , £ &P AT
TE" H R B2

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means

0.0
0.1
g ® o
d oy 0 go® ¢ o\ %o
=
g o)
k= a
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o)
o
0.4
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-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 2.0

Std diff in means
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3.3 ZHE N R KPR A, B AT T 0 A A W T Y2,

AL T VAR 17 X 3 R T W ) SO SR R
B, BRI BB B F, 2= -3.256,p =
0. 001, 37 & g - 0. 233, #4F Cohen(1992) Kk
e, RO d Dy 0.2.0.5.0. 8 i, 435X L B

JETBUNELE (WL 3, BB E) o TEABIT
Hh ROV R SR PR35 20k 25 ) B - 73
JRESS TR, Bn B E T, B AR
S B AT i AT A I E SRS P R 1

Study hame Statistics for each study Std diff in means and 95% CI

Std diff Standard Lower Upper Relative

inmeans error Variance limit limit Z-Value p-Value weight
Jung et al. 2015 0218 0.355 0126 -0.477 0913 0.615 0539 3 223
Schnall et al,,2008-a -0.606 0.323 0105 -1.240 0028 -1.875 0.061 i 2.46
Schnall et al,,2008-b  -0.855 0.319 0102 -1.480-0.230 -2.683 0007 3 2.49
5K£2,2019 -0.518 0.312 0097 -1.130 0.094 -1.660 0097 3 255
B /8,2014 -0.545 0.309 0095 -1.151 0061 -1.764 0078 3 257
Huangfu et al., 2017  -0.978 0.276 0076 -1.519 -0.437 -3.546 0.000 2.85
Huangfu et al., 2021  -0.898 0.273 0075 -1.433 -0.363 -3.288 0.001 ele— 287
Zhong et al.,2010-a  -0.557 0.268 0072 -1.082-0.032 -2.081 0037 3 292
Helzer & Pizarro -0.780 0.266 0071 -1.301 -0.259 -2.936 0003 L = — 294
Huangfu et al., 2021 -0.202 0.262 0069 -0.716 0312 -0.771 044 e— 297
ERF,2015 0515 0.227 0052 0069 0960 2265 0023 3 3.30
35,2014 0.169 0.216 0047 -0.254 0592 0.782 0434 e 3.41
35,2014 0.180 0.215 0046 -0.241 0601 0.837 0402 L B 3.42
YN, 2018 0.503 0.185 0034 0141 0865 2723 0006 nf— 3.72
MR 2018 0.427 0.184 0034 0066 0787 2321 0020 nf— 3.73
MRk, 2018 -0.579 0.181 0033 -0.934-0.223 -3.183 0.001 e 375
KK 2018 -0.742 0.180 0032 -1.094-0.389 -4121 0000 nf— 377
PR ii2E 2021 -0.352 0179 0032 -0.703 -0.001 -1.964 0.050 e 378
Johnson et al.,2014-b 0.016 0179 0032 -0.335 0366 0.087 0930 — 378
PR ik4&,2021 -0.455 0.176 0031 -0.801-0.110 -2.581 0010 e 3.81
#i,2014 -0.369 0.176 0031 -0.713-0.025 -2.101 0036 L 3.81
#i,2014 -0.184 0174 0030 -0.525 0.157 -1.057 0290 L o 3.83
Zhong et al.,2010-¢ ~ -0.368 0173 0030 -0.707 -0.029 -2130 0033 —_— 3.84
24,2014 0.354 0173 0030 0015 0693 2047 0041 o 3.84
Johnson et al.,2014-a -0.009 0.13¢9 0019 -0.281 0263 -0.064 0949 ——— 417
Huang,2014-a -0.163 0.137 0019 -0.432 0105 -1.192 0233 e 419
Zhong et al,,2010-b  -0.199 0.136 0019 -0.466 0.068 -1.458 0145 = & 4.20
5822 2019 -0.474 0.132 0017 -0.733 -0.215 -3.591 0.000 L o 424
Huang,2014-b -0.038 0.095 0009 -0.225 0149 -0.401 0688 455

-0.233 0.071 0005 -0.373-0.093 -3.256 0.001 ‘T
-2.00 -1.00 0.00 1.00 2.00
3 BEEBEMEEAHYNNEESTE
3.4 BAYHREKE 0.09,p=0.764) ., CHABHFF(Q,(1) =1.63,p =

ST B A 1 X S ] T R W ) L B8 o A
RN R BN B AREE T (0 (1) =

0.202) MEEHE A B = (05 (3) =3.22,p =0.521)
AR IIA B E (RE2) .

K2 BEFEXEERANYEAET BN

AR k d LL UL Qs p
BREERR
WIELT 13 -0.21 -0.429 0.014
ﬁ ”ﬁ%‘] 0.09 0.764
VERRY =R 16 -0.25 -0.439 -0.056
AL &
3 18 -0.16 -0.343 0.023
el 1.63 0.202
[y 11 -0.35 -0.584 -0.121
Jashirs
AH 8 -0.26 -0.522 0.010
NI 4 -0.53 -1.007 -0.048
gﬁ 3.22 0.521
R 3 -0.02 -0.394 0.358
g 1 -0.47 ~1.187 0.239

Ik FR TR %H
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4 iFig
4.1 FhFFSEBFG B RGAYEE

ABFFER T T 5 R T B i
FIWT R, IR T BEREE T B S T K
5B RO TIEM . JTTAaaRERN, BKE
TRV TE A T (e S /NSO B HLTE A AT LA
BB A R . X — 25 R 5 Zhong 5§
(2010) 280 = I EERARTE, BF BB TR E L 12 H
FIEERER NI & — D A KEEFARRE, T2
AU BN ™ B 4 TE A W, 5 R B AR B 3
WHFEG . BAATTITER BR B IREHTE 24 L
I TE AT ™4 , (HAS RO A BT 4T3 & BLER
SIBIEST H BT v A A W R MR I AE L
MARA BREEERE -ERU T UEIBHEE
M ATEIAERET . X —E ] AEE
PR SR AR, TE ARV W S TA R AT SERT A
BEETASHHC—KFHE”, AFE ARG
i — AN IE R 4T A ( Blanken et al. ,2015) . 5
BT, BAREE T RA A REESZR K
2RI BREEER LRSS T B OB A EETA
VAR AR, PR R A REEE R
faIFpELL T & PBOEEFT N (40, 325 B AETEH bR
HE) TR 0L T oo it A TEAEAT 2 (4, 3 )
BV ) B AP B A 15 R BUA Ry 1] TE 7 ]
PS5

TR R, B ARG R RE
X E AW RS E A W . BRI
N FRAOIELPFEHEIT N SEE RSP, TERE
HIBFSE T BR R B T SEPRIE TR AT A 36 ) R0 2 5
FiETE IS s 15 L ( Tang et al. ,2017 ; Zhong et al. ,
2010) , [A)if L 2 I T I5 14 8 3hiE UM O s T
SEPRIEIEAT MBS O (Huangfu et al. ,2021) o A<
WITo T R BLIE S I 30 5 3L PRiE G 1T M RN E 1
MZEAK, A& HFARXEN G, X PIRE T
T GERIBCR KRB R, DTS R R EA
[] °] BB TS g bR DL RS TR R N T B B
TRETERPN IS J7 (2014 ) 7235 B 48 5 5 Pk B JT ot
b [l R B, 4T R 5 SO R S E A B AR
W ERA L . Barsalou 2 (2003 ) 1A b 72 fift —
MF I, MESTE O EEBAF R RRE R,
EWSCF IE s W RE AL 2 5 B 3047 UM AE o

Brouillet 4 (2010) H17 2 BN F &, Ay FISCF R
SHE RIS EE R AR B NRBCR . 5
Ja AT BT A BRI SCRR A, SEFR IR 1T R AR
TR TER, G D%t Al TR K 52 bn 5 T AT S 1%
£, T I TR RE S i A OIS “ s R VA fr
- HT

HK AR GRS AW ERARE.
el 5 B (2011) I N TS T BE & AL S5 15 75 3 58 3h
B i PRSI S, B TR A I i 5 WA i
NIETEERA B B i 14500, B DA — & R 3h Y
WRTEFRS IS, TR E R 377 U4 R, B
KYPAFHPCREMFN . EALHRRV ARG
Wi 3 7 T e 4R Ry B R R R T B Y
(Zhong et al. ,2010) , 255 A WILI/HT 4R , X A E
B DY ORI I X TE LA T B ELER /N T B BT
BRI 55h, )8 skt PR
YR, RIS B2 A A B A A IR
JR SRR (T B, 3 B 5, 2016) , JoRHI S ST AE
ST LA RN TTRZ R B T TR B A SR . I
Sb, BAVRIAEA R R 3 77 P, T3R5 R 3)
RN R e K Bk B B3, X — 8 377 X 5 HoAb Ty
B RA R AT, X2 — P35 [ Sh RS I35 38
3, Huangfu 5(2021) AWK IHFF R F TRAA
[, 2 SR M AN TORFFIE I , IE AAL 2B P AY )
AfER N ITE SRR et B PR, H
TR BT MU B . B, 48
1] PR BRI R 3l (U AR I R 3h) S8 Sh g
HOTR 5 R SR RE TR LR VR AR A . X
BB T 55—~ R, A [ 6 B 3 17 A 2
XA AR R B AT B R AT TS A
B S PEMY , BT BE XA S PR 1] (1 10 15 1) oy 5
Tingees s WA At N3R5 WU Aty , %ot st > T
TE B TE AT (A0, /B P0 AR ML 2 ) i N Bk 5
WHITEHR 3h¥ & B 5 1975 J7 T T, P A 1
TETE 8 R A1 PR W B AUk

RIE, CHEFEN RGBS, X5
BIBTIEEERA R (T KB, £LHE,2019; R EBE, 9
3777,2014) W BEAFTE =5 E B R A o 55—, A BT
FRRERTHEEERX — D4R, AR T AN
B2 A H B INmYE BERR N AL AT, 31X FT RER R
ZRWEZRE . 8, AW H T AP TE 85
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X—FtE, REE—HUERPIFREATE
VISR B FETE (Earp et al. ,2014; Gamez et al. ,
2011; /45 5 ,2011) ,{H Lee % (2015) & BLIE AR I
SCHE BT VR Ho e T 58 BB D IR, BMZ AN TE
AT AR B GG ER R ER, X 4R U &
AR EHIER LR UL 2 R, L A S BE
FAFEN AR 1. 56 =, T M B A Wb
B SR EE R 0, 5K RAR T 135 (2016 ) A
& Schnall 45 (2008 ) Ffy 16 B ) T 8 Xk A i 3 v, BR
THERR S=EFEL, Kt E A EBNHE
KA B RS 0] B 5 PORAE 40 56, T RO 2 —F
PEAL b 938 B 5 Zhong 5 (2010 ) B4 F)E 18l &
W RIBIH REE OB SFIEARTE I U P AN A &
A TER ST . Helzer il Pizarro(2011) &5 W
RARETIH A EEEG, ERNAEBRNE—,
T B A 5T 8= A B R RS A R SO 3 AR (3K
#,2019) , SR 5 RBIEE A S (R, 2014),
TR B SR B T W B e A S TR T A o
PRI TS B T m A R, XE2
SREERE R AR E S A R, X
— MR R — 2P AR5 (TR RUAE , 21386, 2016) .

FHN,ARFE G RE Z 3 LR E R B
we), BUFT A A SCER B & S B2 A0 30 AN
ABZW e FE T EAMR IR, B A&
TG 5 18 MR MR 2 4 vh T A TG iy 1) 4
(MR 55,2014 FUEHE 5F,2014) , B2 b B Y
EEA— 2P TR (203, kR4 ,2015) ,
TR T X — Sl 26 3840 SCRR SR A (T RUE,
PNERET ,2020; 8] 45 B , 2011 5 TR RAE , 41946, 2016) ,
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Body Cleansing Increases the Severity of Moral Judgments .
A Systematic Review and Meta — analysis

Zhao Danhua Yan Shuchang
( Department of Pyschology, Hebei Normal University , Shijiazhuang 050024 )

Abstract; A meta — analysis was conducted to explore the influence of body cleansing on moral judgments,as well as potential modera-
tors of this influence. A literature research yielded 14 qualified papers with 29 effect sizes and 4184 participants. Heterogeneity test indi-
cated that random effects model was appropriate for the meta — analysis. Results showed that body cleansing played a negative effect on
moral judgments(d = —0.233,p =0. 001 ). This means body cleansing can increase the severity of moral judgments. This increasing
effect was not moderated by the way of body cleansing, cultural background and the way of cleansing prime.

Key words:body cleansing;moral judgment ; meta — analysis ; moderate effect



