FI:'E'I:.\EE-T--H‘TJ-;H

2025 £ 7 AE 755 7 H

AT P 0 Bl T (140 2 e 4
Pt 2 S0\ Kk %
SlEEE

FEEAE, &

# E I EBHREFNNEHR, AZREEBHNRE, SEREANIREFHER. XEARNBRESZH
B8, BIEEMEMIR, BEEREIDESIERNNETASROMEK, HUBEITHIE (TEARE
) AR FEAREZ . NTEREX—IIR, AXZXMIITEMNRE, RIVERNRENTER
RPEEEHE. BAMS, RAGFEIER CHREMLSR (TR BURIRIREIRIG #Jliﬁﬁ g
FNRE MBI BERNEEHAMIHTIDEERK. I, HMNIEPHBERTIER Wﬁ%»ﬁi
B, R0EZMTAFNELE. AXHNDTHEFNIBERD, B BHRERI—a MM INEE
RINORETIZEN) (WEERE) RIS HIAE.

KA | EREIREH; AR RIERY; IS

Copyright © 2025 by author (s) and SciScan Publishing Limited

This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

FAT3E H 2 MR BE S A B A A5 TR A AT R
TR B S et LA IE FEEN 4 ( Schwartz et al., 2022;
Brambilla et al., 2019) . EEEIL BRI R KEIRET
B PEAEEE . WP AT Ry s AL i 2 sl Tk 45
TR, 4R THAIEES (Park etal., 2021) . fwILEIHL
(Bocian et al., 2020 ) FIJHRE (Kim et al., 2023 ) SEXCHE
SEMA DR 3 o TCRAIF I S A TS A L, S W B T
SRR SR

BRI, ALEA T T A E Y (FeldmanHall &
Shenhav, 2019) , JUHJEBGF ARG, (FEM%E
WEAFAER B AHGEYE (Johnson et al., 2023 ) —fF B
R AR BT PR SR | LR 7 S PR D R A | f BT
HCHATAE 22 AU ——IX SR i T AR S 2R R 7843 T

5
5

hﬁps.//dm.orgﬂ 0.35534/pc.0707135

XHAPARIAZS o X LB PR R I R A TG S AR EN 42 5
TSTRUA B 70 43 X (R Pk

TEXRMERIREE T, YRR TR Y sl
GRS (Fl,  CTERBRBITIR” FOR 2 A
FkE) | HOBERENG Y TR T A 2 B L e 3
(WP ), X B T A G fg R
FleA: 8

IA B FEMR R — B G = Bk . e,
1G58 K 2 TR SRR R I EDRAE IE, RBEFE Sy
RIS AR BBV (Bostyn & Roets,
2022) 5 HIK, (EGERIRURIA T3 A 72 s gk R fy B
TR, E AL SER 2 ELAT AR R AN W 2R M ) SR I 4
(Knight, 1921) ; &J5, WHERBRAS T 7 &

ESEN: ARRS, [ AIMEASMIARE, ARAOE: EMINMNES. BRINES,
WES|FA: ERR. (2025). AMAEMIRE) THNERENREHN: RIBRAIVANRNIIRS. LENIZEZFE1E, 717), 847-851.



RNMAEMIRE THNSREIRER: RIERFEINARIRS

- 848 -

2025 F 7R
ETBETH

BT ZMINA—IG 4 S AE (a5 g 4
B34 ) o BAMIERE R (D HESR ) FE—E
E LA DU#E RS S B L, HEXER Ak S
RSP AR AN E PEAETEA T 22 5 (Johnson et al.,
2023) .

B, AR5 B AR IR B SN W B3 1 b
o, EFEENS A AN L R AR, HEar X —AR 1k
I AL

1 EERERH

AT AT U e B A A A B GEAE, Aoy
DI AT AR B2 B AR ( Brambilla et al.,
2021) o FATANEMATEO PSR, WEE . PRAH
PR, TR RGBS . TEAFPRR R, S TCAE A
KH9453 8 (Brambillaetal., 2011) . XPEEEIS FAEE,
BAER . B, Mm-S A AAE (Turpin et
al., 2021) ; XIEMEEDGRAEE, WATES . =X, JIf
X HGA TR 5 R EEHIWT (Schwartz etal., 2022)

IR, BN ER IR EEA R
Ao FESM ARG, AR50, Ltk
PR R E R, BAMLSHIN AN EESRAE R
AR LM, FATX— R EH SR SE BHERT
% TR R AR5

A2, EHSLEE, BATDAH EX ARG hil 5
PTETEAICE R, PRI RS ANt .

2 MsEEFRHRHENS

FATHR B R —ABER T AR, AT 52
Wi MARRY, EETZIERIE LR . AR, B S,
FEAS WA IR A5 B R AL 5 T — 4B B
Z3fa] o N, #hAS A Y SR S i LT
FHIE

(1) AEREER: TTANRTHEER ., BRERw
PRSI L S PR

(2) WEHERIP G 22075 BIRA W2 s 1 I3 A
MERE, FIUNELL X A3 TR TR R B R T

(3) MRRAFEICHE . BA—F7 R i BERT REXT N Z R 2h
WU, HZ Bk,

2SR B R I B BRI R G e AT PR AR 8 Pt
ATHERAEWT, ARG MW X RN E
P (Radical Uncertainty) , IR A AR AS AT R A7 0
(Johnson et al., 2023 ) , HASFAIR] T L5603 A4
FE—RRAEIE T, A0 55 R BT ol RE A i B
BE4% (Knight, 1921)

FATLBNIRE], b2 FRBE v 78 15 245 33X P AS 6 o
P, HmERNGHE RS Jomirsh, THERS
M N H FBF ( FeldmanHall & Shenhav, 2019) . fER#t2s

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0707135

AR R R, AT GEFEENR AL A
FOHT S AN E PR R ARG

3 FHEMTHESEDREN

EATREZHBOAAGE B CRATFHIEXLW, HAEF
Fifb AR5 REEXFP F1F (van Prooijen, 2013) . 4K,
JATDAKIN, ATTCAME “2m” o “2h” o |
YARERMA . T PAER T, e e U B
AAATo B4, FETEAX PPN E MRS, FRATT 25 e
SLRWE?

TSGR PRI NS e T AT A R A P 48
TEFIWT . BRI, RMERSHTAHE R (=M RE
FAHRL (7K 32 ) J A JLRPOUREE , FRATAAE tRg
B MO FAF R E RN G, 0 AR B Mg
5, VIR e Nt TSRS ( De Freitas & Hafri,
2024 ) o WEEDL, TEAHEMESD, ROTS B BT
EMEREE ., R, XFPPGEIE AU NG B RS B R AT
PO T, HE R R B RS R | R
HEME RS54

N IR AR R AE A A TR N AN o TR R 15
(Carleton, 2016) . TAXSHIMYIEFE(E BB, MERH
R T B I NLETT  THABC R I, TR i R )
R A 2SR BN TN B e o X ok B Ak A e e
AP A S A TE FEE ] ( Van Bavel et al., 2012) , Z
T RGN S Msibl, SR, AMAXTSEE PR G
7E (Sherman et al., 2012) FIPNTERER WG B A0sh
SARMEALATTS I X SN R D, S BERZ AR
PSR E 2. BN, WX EMAEREER, MERAAT
TR R RS PRI REM RN . RATATRES B “%K
TeSe AT AR R A AR XA T 7 7 XA EhAs
A0 BRI S e T A W Ak g : S U 1 ]
BF, FRATGE A FELSRIE X

G TR R SR ENET, XA ETE
FEIAE B, AT A P 3 A W2 A AT B o 7 5
HIASIT T AR Y 7 BT &, RN R R s
IR AR 7

ZBIT S, HAMAREEMEID TR R RITIE”
Z BT EARET , W10 0 AR T T R 2 2 B 1S
B EHSE I ——UE, AR AR S E A R
TCIER AN, X FHW RS S — HRFEAE? B RS
7 BB R R R D) TG I, 3R S R R I
HH B BAEHALTT SRR BEE T 25 B3R,
AR ENR T Re S KRRk, HE T B S8R A T
H, FEHEETE LT REER, a8
AT AAR ST I 7 B, AT e A P40 v] g
Z s, WHOEA I, SRz, HERE L
WA B AR

IS MIIERR A RS, —T5iH, et

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



2025F 7R
ETBETH

RNMAEMIRE THNSREIRER: RIERFEINARIRS

- 849 -

A RE AT E PG (Carleton, 2016)
BT EFE BB A 2 R — 30 (5 i T AR s )
AHECHIWE, NI MR Z IR R R J)—TJ7 i,
A T 7 D G R AT BB R ) TR SF o SRR
PR AR, UHAERHENR T, BIAEE
MBS YRR, RIFIEA B L, XA I
( Nickerson, 1998 ) fith, Rifmm T2 HEA (50015
B, ZUS5ZAHENER

AERTREAZE, ZHIBB T ELIER LR
Di——WEEE B B, AR IR B R R
E” 5 ERBEAAFRIE" MREEE. U LR
FIRBATIR " FA] . RGP REMOAR Btz
FF CHGaHE3) 5 2P EEEFI (B f#H R s
o), o MESE N (RSP ) 5 TESHE
PRI RE PR G B or B ( ZRBaHEIE ) o XFhEE
INAI-TELE s (s fbirssi . g i
FHRD) , AR E T AT GE T EN S TR
KA

4 FHERTHEZEDRIHEIAN

FETINAXGE RIS (Kahneman, 2011) 5A4A8i&E
PEPRHEZE (Johnson et al., 2023) , ASCLEEHAMIT
TR, BRVAMATEAR T E VS B T BN R 3 A TR
VAL . AT, EARFEERMET, MAEEE
ZEETH FERMARG 51 R A HAEHMEE R
P ARYEE BBk . DN R SRR B S 28 R A T
ST, BRASBOEENRIE “BEHEIE" 5 M
[l Z RS BIRGAA

41 RRG: BEMHBRSERBE

RRGAENHRSER, EXETE B, JCHEW
A E AN SR BT AR NE R (n R eh”
B OCWART ), aftEASIEZ) . HAAER TR H
B MR REIE, S PR ST R S B T, Bk
M, RAGGE AR E, KarE R 5 MEN
A IE AL SR ZIMR BN (Bl B =BT ) B
HKE (De Freitas & Hafri, 2024) ; [5EE & XL f50
FI s s (CInBEE . DO ) HESZIIETEITH (van
Prooijen, 2013) , Bl AL — kS| T8 15 W
(Lammers et al., 2018) ; EL{H[aF 17 i N EERE
AN, ZMEBE 24 (Fund et al., 2020) . BHIk,
RE G w120 BJ7 ol W W, I8 A 0 T
W) “BEtERi e RIUONE B E IR RS
" SBEAENZN “PRAFIREE

42 BRSG: AMAEMHEENS RBIER

1 RGEREE R N ROBOE , R B ST A
AHETE . PR B s . HAZ O DR i i O Fis
#1 ( Mental Simulation ) SEFHEE 5 E (Johnson et al.,

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc

2023) . 1B RGBEE KM ELE: UHHE LS RREY)
BRI F SV B . 58 RO S E g b
5, mOHIMEE RV R E AR ER A, MEEEARE
NIRRT A A o LD A 3 ok 4 e 22 T i
B i AR AR R0 PR SR 4, RN RIS 86 947y vT A
P, PSRRI S M (Knight, 1921) . 18RS
[FEIBIRA AT A E EE SRR R, WHRRG
ZFWT, I EARTERYE (Critcher et al., 2020) .
RZ, BRGNS RAG T N HTEIE, dk, HE
TR R PR NG, RIS A R
Rtk

43 FEMBASIRZEH: RO

Pt RGO AR BT, MORREIH T B S E
#h) ( Kahneman, 2011; Evans & Stanovich, 2013) .
BE BRAR, WAGIICWMBITE NS, 18R%E
D7 R A & AR e Ao MAERIARIBEIR ( Biatek &
De Neys, 2017) . BRIy, AME2ES (Fldn, WA
3R, Kruglanski & Webster, 1996 ) MIHZIRE (BlUnfEE
FRILIRARGEES, Carleton, 2016) PeE T ARG
FFL

EE R IREERIRMEBEIE R (FeldmanHall &
Shenhav, 2019 ) ) =24 Rl ( Three—part Model:
Automatic Inference, Controlled Inference, Learning ) , A
P, FEM A E AR R RS SRR (4
R EE R R AL ZINREN S ) 5 MR bR (B bR
T RFERIUN ) , 18R GRS S PR B
W R S HOERE DM SRR AR R, |
BEBBATMR (¥R sulmsat, FHik, 52
B PR R DGR T AR i . i E METL IR R G
Bs ANHIE PEN IS RGN AR 5.

EEVE R B (Pessoa, 2009) , BHEFEANEN
ZUHHRE, TIRRIRAG IR BRI, RS R
G5 PR ORSF IR, A2 SN RS W 35 S A R
i, BRI E 25 S ECGE BRI (Haidt,
2001) , MW EESRAL XS B AR 5 BT A BT AL A
(Uhlmann et al., 2015) , fRUFRAGE RS mHAENF
RS, RIERERBEALDL (Decety & Cowell,
2014 ) o NFI 514038 H K T %35 TR I 5 B
(Lerneretal., 2015) .

5 Hig

AWFTEARVE T AMRLEAHE PETEE T ETEEN G4 5)
BEF R, faR T PSR GRS EAE B E
TEFIMTREI . FRAIRBL, TEf S E MRS 1758
T, MERREENRAEERIE BIHEE” 5 “RSE
" Z MR G P X —d A Z B R G i
B EVE R RS AR PR , 3832 B8 R GE7E A

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0707135



RNMAEMIRE THNSREIRER: RIERFEINARIRS

+ 850 -

2025 F 7R
ETBETH

XIS B EA T S8 S B IE R IR o

o, PR AR e T A 0 T 1 U R K
A, BB R E P EE S TS AR ST i A
WS HERE R, IR IEX PG, LRSS
MR BRI AR B EE A . AL
SR I R RGP SRS E, g O —2b
R T 3 — YR PR .

T8 B B SR A A S AL S it TR
BIPLAA  BEAEHESCIEAANE ER R K, A AREIE
TEPFHEAE AL TR AR, 28 5 Hh B L A fi 22
St i RA RS RGRAEHIPLE], R
AR A e fm S 2=, iR R
XTTEAEAIWT AP0, TR TH 23 AR 52 24 T8 1 ) L
PERLE SPRAETT o

&% 3k

[1] Biatek, M., & De Neys, W. (2017). Dual processes and moral
conflict: Evidence for deontological reasoners’ intuitive
utilitarian sensitivity. Judgment and Decision Making, 12(2),
148-167.

[2] Bocian, K., Baryla, W., & Wojciszke, B. (2020). Egocentrism
shapes moral judgements. Social and Personality Psychology
Compass, 14(12), €12572.

[3] Bostyn, D. H., & Roets, A. (2022). Sequential decision—
making impacts moral judgment: How iterative dilemmas
can expand our perspective on sacrificial harm. Journal of
Experimental Social Psychology , (98), 104244.

[4] Brambilla, M., Carraro, L., Castelli, L., & Sacchi, S. (2019).
Changing impressions: Moral character dominates impression
updating. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, (82),
64-73.

[5] Brambilla, M., Sacchi, S., Rusconi, P., & Goodwin, G. P.
(2021). Chapter Four — The primacy of morality in impression
development: Theory, research, and future directions. In B.
Gawronski (Ed.), Advances in Experimental Social Psychology
(64, pp. 187-262). Academic Press.

[6] Carleton R. N. (2016). Fear of the unknown: One fear to rule
them all. Journal of anxiety disorders, (41), 5-21.

[7] Critcher, C. R., Helzer, E. G., & Tannenbaum, D. (2020).
Moral character evaluation: Testing another’s moral—cognitive
machinery. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, (87),
Article 103906.

[8] Decety, J., & Cowell, J. M. (2014). The complex relation
between morality and empathy. 7rends in Cognitive Sciences,
18(7), 337-339.

[9] De Freitas, J., & Hafri, A. (2024). Moral thin-slicing:
Forming moral impressions from a brief glance. Journal of

Experimental Social Psychology, (112), 1-18.

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0707135

[10] Evans, Jonathan & Stanovich, Keith. (2013). Dual-Process
Theories of Higher Cognition. Perspectives on Psychological
Science, (8), 223-241.

[11] FeldmanHall, O., & Shenhav, A. (2019). Resolving
uncertainty in a social world. Nature Human Behaviour,
3(5), 426-435.

[12] Haidt, Jonathan. (2001). The Emotional Dog and Its Rational
Tail: A Social Intuitionist Approach to Moral Judgment.
Psychological Review, (108), 814-834.

[13] Lammers, J., Gast, A., Unkelbach, C., & Galinsky, A. D.
(2018). Moral Character Impression Formation Depends
on the Valence Homogeneity of the Context. Social/
Psychological and Personality Science, 9(5), 576-585.

[14] Johnson, S. G. B., Bilovich, A., & Tuckett, D. (2023).
Conviction Narrative Theory: A theory of choice under
radical uncertainty. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, (46),
e82.

[15] Kahneman, D. (2011). Thinking, Fast and Slow. New York:
Farrar, Strauss, Giroux.

[16] Kim, M. J., Mende—Siedlecki, P., Anzellotti, S., & Young, L.
(2021). Theory of mind following the violation of strong and
weak prior beliefs. Cerebral Cortex, 31(2), 884—898.

[17] Kim, P. H., Han, A. J., Mislin, A. A., & Tuncel, E. (2023).
Retrospective blind spots in reputation management:
Implications for perceived moral standing and trust following
a transgression. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,
(107), 1-21.

[18] Knight, F. H. (1921). Risk, uncertainty and profit. Boston,
MA: Houghton Mifflin.

[19] Kruglanski, A. W., & Webster, D. M. (1996). Motivated
closing of the mind: “Seizing” and “freezing.” Psychological
Review, 103(2), 263-283.

[20] Lerner, J. S., Li, Y., Valdesolo, P., & Kassam, K. S. (2015).
Emotion and decision making. Annual review of psychology
(66), 799-823.

[21] Nickerson, R. S. (1998). Confirmation bias: A ubiquitous
phenomenon in many guises. Review of General Psychology
2(2), 175-220.

[22] Pessoa, L. (2009). How do emotion and motivation direct
executive control? 7rends in Cognitive Sciences, 13(4),
160-166.

[23] Schwartz, F., Djeriouat, H., & Trémolicre, B. (2022). Agents’
moral character shapes people’s moral evaluations of
accidental harm transgressions. Journal of Experimental
Social Psychology, (102), 104378.

[24] Sherman, G. D., Haidt, J., & Clore, G. L. (2012). The faintest
speck of dirt: disgust enhances the detection of impurity.

Psychological science, 23(12), 1506-1514.

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



202578 RNMAEMIRE THNSREIRER: RIERFEINARIRS

BTEETH

- 851 -

[25] Park, B., Fareri, D., Delgado, M., & Young, L. (2021).
The role of right temporoparietal junction in processing
social prediction error across relationship contexts. Social
Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, 16(8), 772-781.

[26] Uhlmann, Eric & Pizarro, David & Diermeier, Daniel.
(2015). A Person—Centered Approach to Moral Judgment.
Perspectives on Psychological Science, (10), 72-81.

[27] Van Bavel, J. J., Packer, D. J., Haas, L. J., & Cunningham, W.

A. (2012). The importance of moral construal: Moral versus
non—moral construal elicits faster, more extreme, universal
evaluations of the same actions. PLOS ONE, 7(11), e48693.
[28] Young, L., & Waytz, A. (2013). Mind attribution is for
morality. In S. Baron—Cohen, H. Tager—Flusberg, & M. V.
Lombardo (Eds.), Understanding other minds: Perspectives
from developmental social neuroscience (3rd ed., pp. 93—

103). Oxford University Press.

Moral Impression Updating Driven by Uncertainty:
Cognitive Oscillation of Fast and Slow Systems

Zhou Mingwei

Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: Existing research on moral impression updating mostly focuses on examining the changes in participants’

impressions given the context of a specified event. These studies typically involve certain contexts, even when

dealing with probabilistic scenarios, where the probability of each choice corresponding to a behavioral outcome is

predetermined or assigned. This makes it difficult to capture the cognitive complexity under uncertainty in real-world

social situations, particularly on social media. To address this issue, this paper explores the evolving mechanism of moral

impressions in a dynamic flow of information from the perspective of dynamic updating. Specifically, the fast system

triggers rapid and extreme judgments through fragmented and deterministic cues (such as behavioral labels), while

the slow system encourages individuals to delay judgment or complexify attribution when encountering contradictory

information. Moreover, emotional states and the level of uncertainty in the information will influence the coordination

and interaction of these two systems. The analysis in this paper provides a new perspective on understanding the

fluctuating stance in moral controversies in real-world contexts, especially in the high-uncertainty environment of social

media (such as public opinion reversal).

Key words: Moral impression updating; Uncertainty; Fast and slow systems; Cognitive oscillation
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