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AR, SNHS1 K IEE LA S A TG e PRI HUAR IR B RS o — D T A Sy — R & A 355
MZHE (Dollard ) ZE NN KHHYTRIEIE 0] HARAOFT R Z 20 T FI, KT R . 55—
J7 WU R S, BT R (Amsel ) BOULECA DTSRI FEFEAR DL I%AT RO B0 A HH B ol SiE 38 1
BEEFETAMREZ o BT (Rothbart ) S AKHEITE SR, FPIWTIELESEATI9 TAR sl & BLAG T
ARSI, migIR ARt o SRA BRI ST B, SEPREL BT AR SR, AT
SERFIYT L E 2, BRI DL BB DT EOR T A SO, g R RS, HL
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HIIAR2022BHBETEFH SR FARETINE (222049)
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TEX PSS AMTRBESS I A C R HAY .

20122008, MRS R ANR KRR P RER TR T LEIR S, 51 717 B # U i 4
SRR . VAZHLPESE NS R 5 h T PAr B B, ok PRI ] — S8 B A i M i e N 2R s
R0 a1 (W7 N/ 5710 o s 11 (R [N S BN 1 1 ) S et I M s FOE L5700 e NG W17 F I = ]
PR RS o FEI, SRR RN . TR (Berkowitz ) A ZHIEAE
NP e Bk 2 b 5 3 97 oh (RT3 X T B A ek DA KB E B o X . B
PG, FEEREGFEMNN; TREENLE TR 7 HAB A, AATZEA [H] B9 i 8] g et )
N TTRER t TABATIA X 2647 g ml DLk i i b, anas gk, A5, M2 B Oyl ]ad £
ZEPE

M2 PLESE AR EE e RS TR S, T, AR 17X T Aok Bie g I
PRI, B A ET AR AR ( Cognitive Neoassociation Model ) BRI IT SR 0 L
Prof UR—Fh RS 0F, AENRUBTIRES £ R rp, TPk S A — R TR N . AT B
Sl XA SO, WX T A PR, S — RISl (Fight ), 48X 5 R AT A R &l
B IR AR AT AR By R B —Fhii A7 T PE A1 25 BV 8 B EA T B0 AT o o 38 Al X O 2 A 1k i
(Flight ) , ZEAEX DI PEYT IS R ECE AT A B R I ]k ) 2534 . 0= A IR e 4 3 AL
TR AR EE (Fight or Flight ) i, FRATIAN, HAMWIGEIrIEERT, WRAGES S, —Es
Tl — B 2 R 1 B T SR U A O BRI S R . AN R IE A R Y B A R RS AR
508z, N R PR, SR PEREE AR o DRI U2 T 20— Al R A8 i 22
ANEENA, AT BE ARG 2 — D S AR AR W B A, /R (Dill) S8 N it — 20
BUE TR R WS

L (Rutuja) FENPFFEN NG Z G R A7 1BAT (Regression ) | 15
( Fixation ) . M ( Resignation) , PAKILd: (Aggression) * o BT RISfERBEREPEE, — 1A
87T iR [l 2R R B Be ) AR, AT AR AN HE s ISR NSRRI s TN FE XS LA
BOGERNFIE S SREBRAT N, BEERIENKESETAL, HP0, BOEEIAAT, FRHGIR,
5NV, OGS TR

IR T A O BRI S FRAE AT S OB AE TP RO AR T o A B R Ok SRR F T JE AT
REE, BT ARG S AME A TR, R, AR R A A JE S . — Ok UL,
PR A 2F G AR & S LR AT ity ATt 48 B S EMGE AR T, BT LSl oA 15
o EEAE AT, MURESINEHUET A, NI RBIL R AT RO 5 {5 S i R T
A NATTAT REEASERE I 2372 45 B RE P ]

WA AR R ) R A AT, DU B FEAR T 3 L (Moral Relativism ) , BPIAH I JC4a X (14 36 A1
6, TR A AGE R T NS . K (Miller ) 1A, JEFEAAXS 32 X ( Moral Relativism ) j&
B LE N REAS A AN IR A B A AR AN (X R 4 o P45 L —FhiR] B LA &=, B
R NNTRIEEAN EET RTINS A s IR S R, R4,
B R BB 38— 15 B8 X A i A 0 T X A o5 — R 00~ AR, flid 2 25 A XA B
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AULABRE RN, AR, B4, BEATERRIR OB W E . Rz, lE—
ANMEERXTEE T DR O O AN R B A S | BRI E S, DK
PO =t IEE AR G i) A A

FMTN Ty, AR BLAZK P A FEAR T SCE R AT, AOFTEHE e R, AR, "R ZEET
AR e, R, BRI HAT (Frustration ) S Al B AR ESURRFZ — 7 o
TEAARJZETE b, HAEIGHEATE, AAEAT AR (ISGEAT ) 5 WIAETCAT R A Z I, FET i e
P tE RS s RTS8 TR RO SRR B 17 R (Agent) HYIARI,

2 HME1 S EEHAMNEXHXZ—ETRENRERE

2.1 SEIGEHY
{6 P ) T BRSBTS R
2.2 LA

2.2.1 #ik

H AW ISR 22 B OC R M AR AR A, ARG E FH G+ Power B (R IF] ) , BEHE
AN id=0.3, a=0.05, Power=0.80FF M, FRARMAGLR:, THAETGEMPOILE 64N, AHF
TR R ARIAE954, , HHAESIA, Lr43 A, TR 420.19 = 1.38% .

2.2.2 HHE

PR H ##7% ( questionnaire on daily frustrations, QDF ) #EA7&, HEWr (Baars ) 5
NG, 32 EEE, Ho1eMEEE R AR A IR B AT e (NH) |, i 53 41646 e ds
AR AT BT (H ), X W i R il P4 18 B8 v 4% A o3l & 1 A 2R Ak R
BERPE 52BN (42 N UFPOSNH, NEGNH, POSHSNEGH ) " . &/ME8 2 563 618 Mk
W W TR TG BE O S Ny, X B S WA = JHE (Depressive ) . #kitf ( Aggressive ) FlHi:
(Neutral ) o FFHI A PIIEM, R0 ~ 1057 . 038 “BeRERK” , 10FR “EWiES
w7 o BRI AR S, SRS R — AR SO R L R S I A R
BN FB—EfEEE ( Cronbach’s @ ) [X[A] }0.50 ~ 0.94.,

T AT 32 SR I Forsyth i il (16 7857 31014 ( Ethics Position Questionnaire ) , EPQ[a]#:3201H4 /5,
SR L AP ) 10T SR I B AT P X 3 SRR . ARBFSE R il Likert 4058 R T4y, 1Rk “dk
WA | 2308 AR |, 3R R, 4FoR CHERBER o ARDFSEH, GEFEAEXE
F XN —FUEEE ( Cronbach’s a ) & =0 .85,

23 4

F2 B R 25 1) DU AR S LR B TR 1T 8 =i [T 25, 4 [R) 454 1 24 70 3 5 TE AR X 3 SCHEA T AR G
K, SRR
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=1 EEENEXSHBIFSEREXR

Table 1 Correlation between moral relativism and frustration

POSNH_ POSNH_ POSNH_ NEGNH_ NEGNH_ NEGNH_ POSH_ POSH_ POSH_ NEGH_ NEGH_ NEGH_
D A N D A N D A N D A N
R 013 0.14 0.06 0.11 0.16 0.04 0.17 0.08 0.09 0.11 0.24* 0.07

WE: R p<0.001; #Hp<0.01; #p<0.05. R F5#EBARI £ 3L; POSNH 5 /E3EA A B & i s 09 2 i 3 P ATk
FHT RZEMFF TG ; NEGNH #5EEAN B Z RGBT HFE T AANKS T &5 . POSH 4548 EA A B F 2%
RIS T ARG T AZ KRR AT, NEGN FEAN B AR RO HR T AR T EN; _DIRiLE;
_A P NP I,

N AR T U Y, TE A I S e R R — 0 i SRNEGH_A YA S 1k 31 B3 1K
-, G A BRI O AN B2

24 1

W A, SR, AMTESN AN RS TR 205, AR 59 5 2 sk,
] RE2 HOME AT 2 SC; MRRER ST, AR AT A ORI s o, #ROAN S A
FEAX 3305 NN PRI AN TRAFASZ AT B ARV AN LRSI, a8 AT #) S i S R
TR 2 A AR 32305 G AR EEE, AR th TRIF ANIAZSAG R R PUE 40 T 1%
$, WA AN B R B . PRI b S, AT 27815 SAE A 32 5. BFge2it—4
A b S A S R SR TR TR AEAR R F AR

3 3 2 #iTREEAEME XIS m

3.1 tHRER
T J TS 19 77 PEAE AT 2 S Ao 3 3
3.2 WRHE

3.2.1 #iRk
WG EERUN 5 d=0.5, a=0.05, Power=0.951FE MRS, RIAMFEL, HE TR
N34 ARG LPREEE R AR E614, Hrh BA26 A, L350, AR H18.61 £0.99%

3.2.2 #HEl
SR EAR I X, RS, ARSI LI 0 P —SUE B (Cronbach’s a ) 4081,
3.2.3 F

POk AL EZ I, R RTT, FHEEIL ad . HTH B SR M —1F A 2 4
Drf T A, PR AE— SR A4 b, 1R BT B MNE R R A AR —F A &, JF
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K HE KA |

FERATR ST S5 T2 )5, T B AR = G, B, 0 i O A e R R4 T4
YERAr:  “URIAEAEZ RAREE IRz 8?7 “URIEAE 2 KRR Rz BTk 7 T Tn) s R
Likert 72 HFORIEZE, N “17 (Ea¥A) 2 “77 (FEFEm=ELD) .

3.3 WHRER

3.3.1 BEMEE
KB AL BAR B S U TR A A . RO R R, BURRR R A TIO0 , HRPES it
ZERAN TR .

2 BEMRERER NSt

Table 2 Descriptive statistics of operational testing

LS/ (U8
M SD M SD
e 452 1.65 3.03 1.11
il 3.17 1.46 2.53 1.25

MRS OR A, #erdl A FRAE YT . BURA RS TSI A g 2 o2
PEEATRERY , S50 AN FHr R, P92l B 2 & T4, ¢ (59) =3.37, p<0.01, d=0.87; X T
RRRE, YT SR 22 kBN B3, 1 (59) =1.94, p=0.06, d=0.42, Mk AIZE R RE ,
PAT IR SRARY, I AT R 0RARSZ B T 2 T S B 2

3.3.2 I HEEMENTE L

T ST O T TR AR SO, DA g B R, DUEEAR R 3 SO AR R, AT
R g . SR, HATA (M=3.34, SD=0.39) MIHEAXT 3= XA 3% TR 4 (M=2.86,
SD=0.44) , ¢ (59) =4.57, p<0.001, d=1.15.

3.4 11

Ja SRS AR X T IR TR SRS g, AR RS 3 R LA sr s, B
T ] T IEFEARXT 3 o Z LI R S 5 e AT TR TR AR XS 3 AR EE . DM A W E
PRI PR A A T SRR D FESER3T, SR LUEERIFS A AR 3 U B
TR P AR X T2 SRR A T

4 W% 3 #4755 Bh I E I E T 5 F BT A 2200

41 HxRER
T RIS 7 BB T T 50 AR S XA R 2R
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42 WROE

42.1 #ik

ARMFFE BEFE H RN BEd=0.3, a=0.05, Power=0.80F RiMBARKSE , KA SAMAEE, THATZ MR
HON6AN . AU SEPRE X AR 8144, HohBAE39N, 42 N AR 420.00 £ 1.19%

422 #H

WHENichols Y SLIRAEEE . Zmilil T3 S AR T A TEFEARXS 32 B 1 o

FHEMEIR AR, WMITEESE . BV RERER, R DR, X0 nT
PARY” , (HEBRUL SRR IRERR, REERIEY), XA o ZEBREED:  “RET, IR
AR NS REOR FT AR o BTSN, RARIEHRIA, FIANREA NEA X
MBORAXTHY” o VRBERILLT R RR ik

(A) BRPFEAIRE, VR DAY, X2 AR, TRy, FUREE;

(B) SR RURERR, KT LRI, SORARTTLARY, iR, 2255 24500

(C) XHEWXFEM PR A EE R, ARG RFEMSER,  “SEARER, R L
AT X BEA LN

423 BF

AT A SRR T W S22, R BT 55 2 Ja T B S S AEAH X 32 SURE S DL KR E MR 2 R, 7R T A
2 JEHATES F A A DGR Rk, MR o

43 WHRER

431 HBIEHME

XS B A TR E A A, X R R S S P E AR A A T R T . SRR, X TR
MIRRRE, #RYT2H (M=4.28, SD=1.49) 15 & & THEHIH (M=3.02, SD=1.28) , ¢ (79) =4.07,
p<0.001, d=0.91; FEFTRHREE |, 44l (M=3.25, SD=1.46) WY/ B Em TR 4 (M=2.34,
SD=1.33) , ¢ (79) =292, p<0.01, d=0.65. MIRAEMERGIRINZEHKR , PTG s 2 a3 .

43.2 #Ir5EEHEXE L

X P2 AR A A T 3 SCRR BT A0 0T o e R 1 s 2318 sl AT T AR A ) 32 S i
B, a7 NEC N B T T IR 3 AR . W B YA G L3R

3 WikEERERRE

Table 3 Subject s’ selection frequency

E
1 2
P42 14 26
A 24 17

e LAREAEARRT E LA FIWT; 2.8 8 AR 2 SLaY FI
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BRI UL, P AL ) T AR X 3 SO I e TR R . RO R B, TS
S (65% ) S¥HIA (41.46% ) BI2ZEFIRE W E KT, x=4.50, p<0.05. HXF FEHIEPEL, Hr
AR AR ) 2R T AR S B

5 LZRewig

ARWPFERI, PeYT FIEMEAR T SRR DG OC R, B R BARIAE AR T Z 5 ikt i) S 1 2 Pk e
BE, P AA GO R BN 3 . 50902 & B o A2 B4 R s bl A s i iz, 20 S NS 7 AR
XF 32 SCRRIT . 52063 R S ST A BT AR 232 8 BT 55 O, A ARG FEAF X = SR SR B
S ] T FEARR o SRR AR, e o AR AN AR A T AR, SN ] T AR
Mo ARHIFFER AR [FI8 J5 325 AT 5 TE PR AR 32 SO OGRS 7840 A SCUE SR . SRR
AMEAAAE S . A R, LA e e A4, T Xl B bR v th e o JOAR Y . AR X
SO MBI TR B A A R . AL, T I, R —e R RA . TSR]
BRI ] T3 EAR XS 32 50, AR T AMTEE 2 2 5, FONMRE T8k, TEF T BRI WY
B, S sz, MARLXTLEE,

TEZ G WIWFFE T, 0N 12 G TE A AR S A 44T 5 AR AR XS 3 CZ M MR . A E e, #drss
BOMVE—FD ARERET, BIAAATA B AR, G AN T A 2. ARGHFZ L (basic
psychological needs theory, BPNT ) J&H Y@ #ie (self-determination theory, SDT) H1f—/>F 2
W IR EAOHE T RIS, N SRR, A E . XRMPATTE XS T
F AR DS EEN, MOR, M ST BN BEAS B0 e AR, D025 30— e A 3 By T )
[, Chen5 AR L3R B0 R 0T S SEARIEAT TN, T7Co B ZE R T IR AS S 4 EL A T
EH " o MR (Boone ) 4 AMBERIIFE RN, HRMITHMATE RS 5T 2T, 5 R2K
ZEMIER 7 o BRREIEVE R (Efstathion ) XHITARKZMEAT T, 258K MEA & A TP
IR BT o ) SEARUER AR BRI A 18 v R B0 31 B S AR P15 4 LA A/ el I 4, ELIE & s e
o YAMEIE R ARSI (A ehah ) A RHELIR TS SO SRR T, RIS
R, WL AR BN 1) SEARIREAR . [, AR 2 SRt & IR i A T R 28 A A A ] B fik ]
HEFN IR AL PRS2 J5 BBIESE rp T DA — 20 OGN Rl AT A 25 2 B AT TEE A I e s
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Does Frustration Make People’s Judgments more Moral

Relativism?
Han Tingting' Yu Feng® ZhaoJu' WangJin' Yang Jing'

1. School of Marxism, Hubei University of Economics, Wuhan;
2. Department of Psychology, Wuhan University, Wuhan

Abstract: Objective: This study aimed to examine the effects of frustration on moral relativism in different
ways. Method: Study 1 used a questionnaire to examine the relationship between frustration and moral
relativism. Study 2 examined the effects of frustration on moral relativism by using the frustration
priming task. Study 3 changes the measurement of moral relativism and validates the results of Study 2.
Results: Study 1 found a correlation between frustration and moral relativism. When people experienced
frustration due to human factors, if accompanied by provocative reactions, it may lead to more moral
relativism. Study 2 found that compared to the control group, participants who experienced frustration
scored higher in moral relativism questions. Study 3 validated the results of Study 2, and compared to
the control group, participants who experienced frustration were more inclined to make moral relative
judgments. Conclusion: Frustration make people more moral relativism.

Key words: Frustration; Emotion; Moral relativism; Moral judgment
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