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Table 2 “Self’ - “moral” and “self’ — “immoral” average reaction time difference test

AF—iEf (M+SD) HIE—ARIEE (M+SD) t
IAT 1314 + 368 1557 + 498 -4.990™"
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Table 3 Existence test of negative moral hypocrisy in male and female subjects
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An Experimental Research on the Implicit Moral

Hypocrisy of College Students
Wang Fang Qu Jianguo

College of Education Science, Huaihua University, Huaihua

Abstract: Due to the issue of moral sensitivity, for individuals, moral hypocrisy
is an implicit personality characteristic and is difficult to be directly discovered.
But according to the principle of psychological projection, the individual’s
subconscious will leak out in some way under certain stimulus conditions.
Using the implicit association test method, using altruistic and non-altruistic
words as stimulus conditions, an experimental study was carried out on 21
college students. The experimental results show that there is a statistically
significant difference in the responses of college students to self-morality and
self-immorality. This shows that the implicit moral hypocrisy of college students
is universal. This study also believes that how to care for and make good use of
people’s moral image is of enlightening significance for civic moral education.
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