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SRR IR A TR WS B
X)HE AR

BE. ARENLHEEARTATYRELREMEL, AT ANE S B E
T HRat B ERENR E B2 a2t A LA TR G IT A XA R,
FHRBREIEEEARTFFREITARLSHEERES AT @R, X — 5 ER
B FRRPERIFLARE, KIGAA, ERN FHed2it ERNEX T, 24
MR AC T 6 BR Ak 38 15 K T S ARG A vl LA 0 A0t F) i BE ok R L PT AR A Y
SHE AT, XFAE 3N EIMERFFR, ST A AN B A A R A A
2 E B ORI R BT ST S ALRIAE T AT AL IR S A i AR TR A
MG AR E BEATRIFTEARTARATY LHLIHEERE, LIFHAMTL LT
SRR EATH LB R B EY T T AT AANE IR R AR FRATE
FVRNHF

X 2R AER SR EE R R IR

—.5lF

RS E B RER AT R KRN A, BERATRZE L8, ATx4s
THE TR R LR A5 35 A R B 8, 23 5 JE 0 Sk DR N A P A 57 3 A T AR T S R 2
ARFWIE T BA T NIE 2 A ETHE T maiHE B B E R, B AR5
ALTHEN AR E BARE RS SRR A NG EEEH b NI RS, M EERZ R, A
I it E B R AEE (ST AR A &S HITAR) AT AR BB AT R, 4 )
S 2 R AS B HRDE EXS HAT Sy, 1 0 2 BB B S 0 Jy T A AE 5, X — TR TR
B2 AR Th R AT T s T E A B 78 R S (Lord and DeZoort, 2001 ;
Thorne and Mladenovic,2003; Martinov—Bennie and Mladenovic,2013) F12x 112 W 4 10 B 0 58
(Solomon and Trotman 2003 ; Sprinkle,2003; Libby et al.,2003) Wl =EE . FT I, A0
IR 3R DU AT T8 A X [ P M TR TR E 8 AR AT 5 SCRRIE AT A5 B [ JB5E « Ay - £ P R
JEIKA- P E M 23 T BB A BT A KT (A e AR B SR ML 2 T HRD )
Wikl | 1= AR DCAIT S8 BRR B4 LB SR 6 Y 2t RO AAS BRIE PEOF TS (A5 %

« X E KX KFEZFEEHFR, KB, 430072, 0 -F154 . lindaliuyf@ 163.com; #¢ 48, KX K
FRFEERFER KA, 430072, ¥ F 12 48 : Danni_zheng@ 163.com,,
ALFINERARMFALAD AT THHRZRRIBERNES B AR (HEF,
71272227) 9% Bh, BB L FRAR B ZRHREL LA b,
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X AR A TSR KR 0 2 B R AT A F AR AR

— REEEZRKEZMEIHE RRERLE

FE“ PR T BAsAn SC B s TR IR i 2L RV T i i i B 4R 4k i
K2 W T2 HE B AR HEH BE A UR AL A ARy 2 I, AT A RECRUE 2T K Y
BSOS PR 7 3l AR O T HE N A2 A RNG BLES M 58 . BlE BT
FETRA L B IR A5 S BB A AU, NATTZ 8 R 3, DU 5 1] 1 25 v U XK A
it T = RAEVE, B ] 08 S AT RS 1 2 BT Bl 0 B e e AT, DR
DU 1o B 2 TR DU i ] S B TR R B R A TR ELAA Rl 55 1), REAEAR 41 52
AT AN B 27 5 B 23 TSI, DT B b S Bl — I 28 55 Sl R AR S, PRI U, ) e )
BTN G PR a5 o5 SR BT TAR 2 23t Ab B Y ek 2 (], ok {45 7 1 B 15
JE 15 BEBATROCR R 1 22 0], 2 538 0 BT AR UL 350 2 OCE PR, B2 G
RAFF A THE BB

TSR LSO SRR 23T AT AR T2 15 B PR B 1YLl B R /K-, R IR Ak
T LB PR R KT BUELSE 8 AU i 2 TR 2 L b B RE A BR UL SR AR ZE &5 171, R
PRI, Y5 S PR AL 55 B0 L0028 1 0 2y 1) S o Al L I B, 3 T B 3 25 1 A 3 5 =X
W, TG 2 T2 BN EE . T8 ARl RE ) MOB 8L KV 2 248
Fr , PR S BOR [ 2R ) 2 (5 BRI 7 1o X BV AH [ (9 2 112 S Bt A 198 % a1l 41 Wi
AW SE AR, BAREA KL RE 7 09 A RE AT IO 4 Wi 58 AT 52 22 IR
JEUR I £ BE 25 JE 25 T AT {8 2 5 i o 4 TR R 2 SO0 19 2 B DO 4R sk T BB 3 K
AR, RIS FIRTE LR AR B e — A BRI SRR, Jones (1991) BFRERW] 1E
LA 18 (408 AU A5 ) X 23T HE B B MR B HRTT 5 2 0C %5 Cooper 45 (2008 ) N
A B SRR BRASURR T SRR G B L B 2 A B 5 AT 0 X A8 B A A 7
2% >) ;1M Bernardi 1 Arnold (1997 ) 1. & 3., 18 B8 /K S48 i i 1 25 1 HIm B A5 1T i St
S5 B X LR IE R 23T MOl A 51 B BRI T B8 7K S X6F 23140 W Jo A7 A H B 52

TR U o ) 2T HHE ST 2 I BT B s e o 235 B B & [R]I2x
R ACTRP AL FL BEAHZE & 07, T, 23 E MOl G BRI 18 A K- e ARORE 2 ke
U A 2T AR S A B0, 5T o PR A A 253 5 BB R . A AR s B S
YR S AR TSE I LA | S M, B4, Al R LA 2315 B BT B 2 TR, 2 4 i
ISTHERBRURVE S 2 0I5 Sl EL BRI Rt 25 e U e & nH i, 20 15 30k 25 34
FEAMK- B FEA

RPN TN K A Y ( cognitive—developmental models) , 1~ A BB 18 & K-S 404 — &
G AR T I 2 T R O ELAS NGB T8 JR i) 52 e 2 50 i Al A1) figp ke 18 7082 PR 5 1 O =X
(Gaudine and Thorne,2001) , HA PIBFFTUEST , 78 & e K- 232 B HE MU 52, [\
o 35 T 7 e J 7K ST R At DR 2R A 1) e 5 2 T LA RS2 1 19 ( Libby and Thorne
2007; Rule and Bebeau,2005) , X £EbF57 4510 0 S BRIG shd it 1 4%, anssi 47l Uy R S A
X A B3 T JRE BRI JE SR, 2% B 3 i 368 5 11 7 2% 28 (O 2 < T ) X AR OGN B3 AT
TG, ISP TEFE ST ) = ZEMATE RS T Ml 7575 O A WP R 3R LA 3k £ X B
MW A FIRZ I, R T DR AR BORE 1 SE B A REORUE T A o (anamifs s &
A TE SO EFERA RN ) . ST L, 251 HE SR AL a0 S B8 MRS #i 52 Jit I
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PR A SR AR AT & BB LR 23 P, 2 HE BB A S HAT AT FE R, (H RS
ML T AT B B T BN B =, AR IR AE T M e e b SR 218 BF e 4518
55 o AT DR #6152 502 i PR P K T ) AIF 9 3 B2 4 R R B P A JRK P AT 5 A B PR SRR
B AU, H5 2T H U, & B A SCHE TS M i AL TR R B BE . 8 T AR AL E 2 T HE B
BTN ARRSTHEEM R, 51 S RA T B R, 3 & T SUk i & BELE 784
PEATAHSCHT S AR N T B

= HEEEEZRKFEHIUERK

FE AR B S R T T A i A R A R A PR IR , — D 2 I I AR A A
SIRTFIR, 75— AR RN HLO 2R . TR T AT TS AR, 27 AT T — R 9 i A
HLO PR IR 3BT B . AR DAy WO AN TR 38 8 e R B 5 4003 1) 4k 7N, B ZAF 4 ( Kohlberg,
1969 ) & 1 T 18 2 Ji iy B (XA B B = FhoK ), BV 48 i 2 28 Dy il PRI 7K SF- (pre—
conventional ) I 7K~F- ( conventional ) . &7 [R5 J5L M| 7K~F- ( post—conventional and principle) .
AT R B BT BOE RS AT o ATE KT RE ) b A Bk ey 09 S5, DT AL R 6% 80 H B8 i 52 e
SRR , Sy ATy N Y T8 8 A Ji€ /K-, Kohlberg 5 H [m] 45— T % 1 iz e
FHF| W 17 1% (moral judgment interview , MJT ) J7 = i 318 £ % J& 7K ~F %) J5 ¥ ( Colby and
Kohlberg, 1987) . 20 42 90 4RI ARSI T A 9z F s, S P 2T A4 -4
TETE K JEAKAALAL T PEK Y- LA Kohlberg FY RIS Ay B fith A FR& i >F 1 1 778 i Jeg Kk Y-l i Jy
TR FEAR S AP L (ideal type rating) Z548 [A] #3731 (structural issue scoring) ARifE[R]
P73 (standard issue scoring) . XEE Ty vk B 45 A B 4%, XA 5% 8 10O B 27 R ZE R
B

S — il 1Z R T 7 752 Rest(1986) #2H1AY, Rest S ERAT A Ytk SRAIL il it
FEAC T W — N BT IRSE , N2 A BREUER . (S AW A& 3R ZhAILAME B & 5 DU A4S 5 53
F RS, I & T 18U 7 DK 26 (defining issues test, DIT) 7E S U048 B 20 Wr g 0 59 1
B IIFE & KPR TR . DIT Jrikifiad P ooy, BN AS 43 ) i > A TE BOE 1)
PEPRREE T PeE 1% 08 A, 32 FH S U PR A T AR R A B o b, P oy , R B HOE R R i
AP . T MIT 555 202 B 00 B AR EEOR B8 1T DIT 7 ¥ ARG (R B e
STHERIR SR A T AR iz as F, angs it Bl 2 A R 2x it Dol N B i) 48 3 4 B 1
(Massey and Thorne, 2006 ; Abdolmohammadi and Ariail, 2007 ; Scofield et al.,2004) , # i ifiisf
X 1B FE PR 1) 52 Wi ('Thorne and Hartwick,2001) , e Rt R e i e = E ( Thorne,
2001) , 2T A GFE R 223147l A FE 2 A 45 5] ( Bernardi and Arnold ,2004) , A 1 4¢
THEFE S ST ML BB 78 % K1 R (Maeda et al.,2009) , BUE R R A X8 S0 3R
TR B2 ( Fisher and Sweeney,2002) %545, 1ii Dedeke (2013) WX Rest( 1986 ) {& B3 PY
I B R EAT T Btk 52 38 | B PR MUK # 25 TA 1 ( neuro—cognitive ) A5 A AF 5% AL 2 1
B ( social —intuitionist ) 4503k AU B 52 AT T 38 W45 G, W5 T & T IAJ0 EL SR ( cognitive —
intuitionist model ) , PR A A NS BRI IR I IE i, fiA s AN B 1E FR P 5K & i AH M
SEHIVUNRER T LA R R A A, X AR 2R 51 Je < 42 H ]8T (issue framing) , FilSGAb R
(pre—processing ) , 18 725 ] Wr ( moral judgment ) , 18 75 8. 2% ( moral reflection ) D f & 1 Zfj 1

(moral intent)

153



XU A IR 08 KR o 2315 8 R 80 17 0 8 AT

FERFFE i N B BB S RE T i, SR 58 SR AT T B4 BE ()30 & ( Uni—dimensional
measure ) J5 2 LRI XA 1947 S fHCHR S R, (B BEE B ST IR A WF5Y 2 0 is X
o B4R B0 B 7 1 RE A S R A 2 ) B P R SR A T O AR 1 T Tz BB, X Ry vk BR R = TR
( Nunnally, 1978 ) 1.8t = 45 %1 ( Cohen et al., 1993 ) |, [A B} JCiEMF S e B UL R iOTE LT . FH
F AT EEPOR R R 2T R A2 R LA IZ5H , Reidenbach FI Robin (1990) %11 T 24 &
YEHEI & ( Multidimensional Ethics Measure , MEM) /72X, 15 I f8E4E ] ( moral equity dimension )
HERE XS T YRS (relativistic dimension ) PA K 322 5 LAERE (contractual dimension ) X =>4
B R 2R N SV A B SR AT 10T, S RERB, AR X R B R
B2 M AR AT 22 S 1Y) S TP DO A4 P AR B i vz s )02, AR 3 SCHERE DL K
BAL 32 SCAR WU RR A5 TET I P 4 38 ] REBE P e A [] ko T8 o ) 4 3] — i 1) SR
HI AT L MEM J7 67 18 T 3818 R /K52 52 2% I 32w (R AiE , A R T SR A MBI 5842
PRYCSRAIE AL o 1 A, 33 A 2 2 3 A Sy vk A 808 RS B B AR A B 1 AR 4 A 46
(Flory et al.,1992;Cohen et al.,1993) ,

O | & 38R SR AL 3 = T BR e 31 i 49 7 i

BET Rest(1986) X A& BEPR AL B9 70 A7 , FATMAC BEURE (moral sensitivity ) (& IHHH]
W7 (moral judgment) fEEESNHL( moral motivation ) FIAEHE i 5T ( moral character) 55 /5 THI R 1118
PRSI 23 TR FI T B 52 e

(—)CEHREFENRITHRE

P PRBURBEFRA 7o ANTEARE PRI b R A8 B DR 58 () B 7, 24 S AR #8383 1T
L AE BRI B RTAR AIERL . L) B X BEBURUE T AU BE ST LD, Sean %5 (2013 ) A
N HE R AR BRI B TS AC U G2 T, Lau (2010) BUBFFE R, Fi2EBi i
PR EZRBAUBTZE, RMWL T & a8 B EURM, B 5, Martinov — Bennie 7l
Mladenovic (2013) FURFFEARTR Y, 214 b 2 A (A48 B ARURR M ] DA ok X LSt (e BR R
RAFENET, FOME B AR 1A BTG E 2 A SCAC R, Shaub (1997 ) WX 2%
THIBA SO T 5t R AN ANZT DAL AR 77 FREE 4 SR b AT T SR A B )
BRE I B2 HEAT TFSE, B T I X SR R 15, WA B e 5 HABBOLAH T, 25
TR 2256 09 B 2 AN BE IR 75 A 5 SO 3R 1A BRAEURRE o Jones (1991) 45 A~ A S 3B
JE 5 H A B BUSEAH EAER], IR S BRI A B . (H T2 B R S R I
AR PRBURAE A 7 X R AR D

(Z) IR HI0T (#IE) FEMNS TSR

SR E M BF AR L, i DIT J5i% i) iz 0s T e BA B (HEBR) T T #9658
4% F57 o Thorne 1 Hartwick (2001 ) 5t [R5 B 2 (5] (4 A T 20 iR o 48 S 2R 00 52 i 4
17 THHR, IR X PR R A TS 20 A P Fh , — R PE TS ( prescriptive discussion ) , FH
LTR8BS B RIS B 32 08 A8 T 5 — P2 AU 1435118 ( deliberate discussion ) ,
R T IIAE B 4 AR R R BN S PR 1 23 BRI 9T W, AT FLyE PR e i A7
TS BB AP 5 AT AU P18 0 S TS PR HE UKV Z B A 22 5, B PR THE B
R T 72 JRe K- e W B, 2R AT R 3 8 1) o U 2 3 4 B A Y- 8 1 R A T AU P 1)
W IS BRAESIKSE . HAh , Thorne 25 (2003 ) i E— 438 T A Tl il B 5 5 °F o 31U
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A BT S T2 5 A7 A 2557 . WA SRR BB T 75, ] BE 75 5 S8 2 X i
TEUM A AT P T 187 A 52 W) 5 5 7™ ) M AR T A B 58 2 B B 3 ol o 3 I kA 54
e, M Thore 55(2001,2003 ) LA AAT5E AT LA HY | 547 16" K 19 M5 48 AL HE A B
R, X il B2 1) 7S PR TR A 2 1A R A SR (s 0 ) S ) T A T A P st
R BT SER FIZANAAT AR, DTSR e b 1) 5% . S Rh iR B 5, o U ) i B T2 R T
RO BEAS F X, LAGRE S 8T ITTE — B R B [ 22X 8 55 S T A e, 3X 5 R
DU 3 ) 1) 2 R DU ) 5 22 ) A A AR DI | S AR BE XA T AT 290 B i 715
A A RBORAEIFA 3, E(EAS— A9, Thorne (2001) X 231k 1“7 A=
FEfFRR AR 25 BT R B S 75 BLIE Mz FH T A TR B 7 A N e ) 64T T, R 4
T Ml 1) 2 A A TR S s ) T A RIS ), O304 56 4is FH H & TSN FIGE T, TR oAy
DA Y TE P R BRI | S X T A D T % 1S 2 22 . {H Thorne AN, X JFARER 1T
Ll A AR AR RN BE ) U5 T A SR =, AR S, T D HL A Y T TR R S I, 23T 08 #
Jile A BEAT S 22 (R AR BRI 1 T T Y

Gaudine F1 Thorne (2001 ) WM J8% J Th0 X 46 BRI Wi £ 47 1 BF 5, JFR5 19 8% o3 1 1 7 4
JE | — BB B IR ARERE A N BR SR IR 1R U B2, 28 ALY R AR A5 2 i 2 A 1Y)
R A BB ; ) — PN 1 B IR S | G A5 BN A 17 48 FH R A 15 26 . Alice TAH,
TR 8 AHXT 7Y, T2 AR Y SR AR B SR 2ol 7 AN W 226 3 4 5 WA %) 1 TR
TR 1 2 2 NSy PO TE PR IR BE , PR , AH DAL W 320G 1 51 TR 2K . Rest 55
(1999) BIBFFEFRW], — M AE NS BRAERERE 1 P 43800 40 (B R 231 %l 2 2 AL
ST BB RE Ty HEATHF 505 7, FE P r B 2 (B AR T 40, Thoma 45 (2008 ) IA
R AFAE ARG 1 S DR A B 1) Ll r] 0 rh 23 b Lk i S A DR SR B b (H2
X— G, TbR FAEAF AN AT T AR M F AR A8 S0 5 2 AR R IRl R

LT AR FEAGGR BT AL 2 A5 £ A 351 Ponemon (1992) & #1823 11
Ui 55 B i R RN B AT PR K AT AR P 238, B2t 35 55 i i A e AR
T K- N BRI e T TR e JEAKSE I N RS . X — 5 N AR iz 5 (A 2010
EIZIE RS 52 K)o Bernardi Fl Arnold (1997 ) % 30 5 18 75 J 58 7K - 59 55 Pk FOAIG 8 71
JEIKV 1 Lotk 5 A A BYXT LU AR HE B 5 BT 27l X R BT R g A
TEAT S AR 1 A JR K- 19 95 P i T 4 kP iy 2otk . 1B 2004 4E A I ST ( Scofield et
al.,2004; Bernardi and Arnold,2004) XXF Fibhg5ig e T ige, Bk, FH455FrNE st 14k
Ve ) RUA e AR S O A J2 T AT RIS AR

PERIRHE S 251 MOl SOE 8 K e AKCF 1 E RBEFEh Zove— B He 55 PR B 1
89 FE /K438, (3 22 15 2 HE % /N ( Thoma , 1986) 35 3T 1 — TLAE 5T i 7~ ( Maeda et al.
2009) , 7EAE 7B AR MEE KV IE , M nE 18 & K LE B MR AR e s 4 4, i
HX—BEIEAmE T, BuaEPUBE 5 iEME & AR BRI Wos, 1
R G B AR, H Bailey 55:(2005) Xf M 2 HI RO 5E 36 Hh BUA BPUEEIF A 25
FOBTER A 2251 F RN A e b % IS BUA B PUE SRR I ge it ke 46 1 . X
X — [ AT AR AL 2 ML B2 D7 Y B E i r I S0 ) NI A Z

(=) eEFNNECERRAFTENSITHR

TERLHI BT PEASBESILAAE 2 T R A BAR A AT N J5 , R AYEMAT R S T i — 2 1
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X AR A TSR KR 0 2 B R AT A F AR AR

PR B BT, X SEAG T o BT 2t — 20 AT W ALV R E TR R TP BT R A AT A B, 12
PRI 5 KRR 217 2 AN AT D E S B (A&, S RE A & 5 L AAN (B G AT h
AT (DU R B BV A0 (00 2 W] BB BAAR B (O X A7 R 7 A e 52 T, AR
FRSNALAC IR G BRSO T80 A S A SR B RRE X 20t a3 T N B s A B A TR BRA T
B

PRI A 27 o, 5T D ) ) 4 B 3 22 S 1 L )52 il 2 3 DAk A 5% ) S B AT R 7
Jeffrey 55(1996) IAA DIT Ml 5E Fy 4 T 1o By BO B 18 % e A AR — 8 AT T IE AR AN
RO TE PR N I F B 3 R S R B TS OLR , 1X —BR AR . Jefrey 55 (2005) Y
WFFEAI o i B o B K~ 18 o 3 U0 7 T o v 00 ) 2t I B2 ) A M Al 1) H 3 T
et s M T G I 2 BTl A3 XA IR B2 TR, ZLAY, Au T Wong(2000) A Hy,
AR ) 8 18 JRE K- S5 A8 S W 2 T 52 £ ) G 2R, R BT A8 i e /K P v N, AR )
Wr (HERR) BB 1 2855 1Y

KT ARIRAERE B8 7 AT 7E AR TR ShAILAE I & 5T A 52 0 T B 298 AR BRAT A B AR DG 9
B D Libby Fl Thorne (2007 ) M i FUAEFEAL A (virtue ethics perspective) % , UL Pincoff
(1986) A J iy 55 Firii 1 IliE fE g B Ry KL, HHTE T A C 2 sefe U 3R P2 E R
B A BRPE RN R T T30, A TR S U0 0 7 05 DX 53 A 3 SO T TR 8 1 o B £
AP0 IS 2R T 19 a5, S5 8 B G O S Bh il M BB P . Rule 1
Bebeau (2005 ) 7E%F 2 B2 Ay i A i i 72 L RO A BB AL 20 E AR UILEA U
X Bl Y 2295 AR R AN B U XS5BT TR TR SR e, (HE,
HIFTIA | SRR K- B A — A2 N AR B EAT O AT A 4 N7 2 SR g7 2
B BT E HRA I E A R LA A FREEE A, Arjoon (2008) F5 i, B2
PR PRAT A R AMEFREE K 2 NN TE P R 3 AR ELAE F G 24 45

SRS e BB 2 | TGS A8 B T e ) ) A8 B AURRE DL K A 3K W
FERAL R BRA T B AR Bk Z BIFT, R R B = DRI [ A TR FE 23 1T HI T Th AR B USRI
FEAA AT TR SR G 7 0 AR PRIE 3 N7 FARC B2 0 ] | IR A -7 2
XL R SRR T B S AR 2 IR e BRSO LR R BB R AR R Z |

F . ENEXTFARIVKZEG

FEl PN 56 T TR BT T A IF 5 A A5 B I, 7380 04 R o F 5 R (S A4 B A 3 2> 1A B
HEATERS T B B, WNPRDLSCRIE L 72 (2005 ) 5628 3 240 0L 00 A 6 6 [ A 2 1O
AHPAMY B AR BT T 5 DA R TR 2O R I 55 i ot o ) B 45 24, T 20 A g —
U TR AR 22 R (AR £ DG IR BE | 2% AR U B 2% | BURFAS ) 24 ) S0 B 45 2581, MR 4
(2009) 38 3zt 7341 36 [ 23RO AT g 5 D) e AR 23 Bt R ) T 15 MR 502 R 1Y)
UABT 4 tis e 2331 WOl 38 A D) A2 3 1) PR 3R (A 4 A2 SCAk R LA L N &R 22 W )
fi JPAVIRR SRSy 4 ) 33k 2 B GR 051) 2 A A o AR SR 4 3 (2005 ) — SCHEAT B £
FEMGER , P AR 1 £ FE ARG 5 2o MR S B 0 b i R R, (BRI AR
(2009) W E—E 5 A2 SCHRINER % PR AL P S FIPEHE (2007) B LUABL, L
R AVLHE (2007 ) 18 i B 78 3 [ R 2 A BEOCAL I X BB EAT ML , A 3R 2 e 3l
FERIBIT AT B A P8I T8 AL A BN RS " BEAT R AT 9T Ieoh L e
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TNEEZE (2006 ) NI 8 78 1) N AR 2B AT A g 2R E PEA (2« A A 5 b Ay
(BURES) 455, Rt B R s 2 W2 I R 2 H A8 ST 1Y) S35 5 i i s
HURE S E (2002) I A 23315 B™ M2k HLf B o 1 3R 1E A AT HE Bt B e m ny
G it RFPRIC (2007 ) WL B A am ] 1 O 2 PO AR B, AR ST
ZROEBERTT I ANOZE A MA RS B EEZOR & TRLEENTSE

B JUAR  F8 ED T 25T 35 T %) SR 58 8 = 5, (R O ST 2870 95 3¢
F245:(2011) Z 18 Thorne 111 T H 454 Rest 1Y P—score J71% , B UGN R SCAET 5+
RS EE R T, SRl A d T e B K RS2 53T T s i@ a4 Hr
TR BTl 2 AR = AR A 8 S B B 22 0] I 2500 P 2% B (R 25 1) 45
SXATM 2% H (TEE SR B A0 m s I, & 2T 20m X B B AR 52 0 LU SCAE TS 56 52
o E L, B ERBEAS B H O AR TE B ORISR T 25 ), 253 2 (2014) LAFRIE i I BLAF
B F TR R BRI TS S, MR 18] ( [a)— 4R 2% [ B Al it 5 415 3E 1 Bl it 5 41) A
NI (RN FEAEYCZ 8]) P YEFE E— AR S T 6 E o 1204 B B Wk - Re g i R 15
BT, EHH AW A (2012) XFEZIE 231 FMOlb A B %48 T A 1] o B R R 5y T i PR R
(AAZSRE | FWRLIE AFIAT P 55) 20T TSt Mml T, % Bk B 21 A A48 B E ) &2
BERZASBEFN E MBI R0 , B 5P HZUCARAR DG, A 253k (2014 ) DR B i 37k 114
DIT2 J5ik il it o3 i G A NFI T T2 B 6] L) K S5V 55 Lo P 25 1 i 22 ) 308 5 1 g
1922 5 B A W23 IR 0P Sl Xof T8 T BT BB T 52 AT T AR, A SRR W] AT R
XTI T 23 %) T A W7 6 0 AT TE TS0 TP S DU S R W O Tes e, IR A
FUbR AR T E SIS BB U i R 4D (BT SR 75 BT 21w B S I A e BRA T A =ik
Fr B RA RIS, Qs 25 2 s B H B TR R AP R R, & HE B IR HEH 1R
TERT 1 2 BERL AR5 P e Al 42 B R SR 4

FEFF [ N AN S SCHR T, FRATTmT L& B, B B o8 BR Bl 2 X0 AR 7 SCAb T 5 &0t
FIWrh B FE BRI SES FEATRABITIE , d ik = RS AR R 220 W 5 18 1 K - Bk R TE
—EARTSE . R DR RT LU LAR J7 I« (1) LArh R R 50 IRAF T 25
THE BARAEF ST R W B v 8 B SR AT i FE S R 3R S AR ML s TR Y
SXTEAIWT B AR BRI S5 T A R, R GERT ST b I 2 15 B 3R A 7 22 1 e o i e ) 42 B
TR ), RS F BT 57 MACBRRAT I 22 5, 5 2P B S T e B SR i B
WA . (2) WEARFEZE S THE B4R AL B8 BEIE T8 & K- #E TP, X 2R 9ERE
b 2 HE SR A TR AT S SRR A2 A SR RE ST, B RE DR
RIS HZ 5 E N SIHE B 08 BLE R & AT VA By m L, (3) W
TR TR BB EA RS AR TR E R, I, 23 HE B i3 I R s iy
T RN BRI 2T ML A B A AR 2 HE B E RO 21 HE R, — e
M N EBR 2T AN BT Al s 8 2 Al AN o I AL [ AR P 25 R . ARG T B &
BB ALY AT SR 2T HE B4R XA RE g2 THE B BRI S R e it — 1
AT AW IELE IR

Sk :
LD 3t R, 2005 - (A2 30 B 2 e I =2 28 3 ——3 F 4 365 LB i 38 5 0 ), (Tt
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X AR A TSR KR 0 2 B R AT A F AR AR

FEVH 3 .

2.4 75,2006 ; (HROAFAE BRI E (L | TE AR ST ——XF FEMF 2 I A2 B Sy MGl 8 1A A — A 125
CHIHIFIE) 4 6 391,

3L, 2014 (LTI 55 B iz B AR I I R Y " ——2& T LM 23 H I G (9 S 4 TE 48 ) , o 11 F
FEVER 2 1.

4.3HUE R PRI, 2007 - (xR0 IE 8 2 M 575 S0 - R BB LA RO DL) , AR 28) 55 2 38
5.RALRE B, 2002 (T BB PR ARG S ) | CTHIFTE) 5 5 19,
6. 4%, 2014 (TS FUAINTRE ) BE 1730 1 B0 e w—— A& T U 20R [ B AL 0t H M S2 B F 5y , (il
WFFE) A 3 0,
7HIARAE, 2009 (UREE IR bt 12 PB4 W TR A2 3T ——Lh AICPA O A T 25T W 502 B A 1)
CHITHIIE) 5 2 0,
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An Exploration on Behavior Research about Effects of Moral
Development on Quality of Accounting Information
Liu Yingfei and Zheng Danni
(Economics and Management School of Wuhan University )
Abstract: High—quality accounting information is the foundation of stable development of capital
market. Although the existing researches have discussed the factors that affect the quality of
accounting information from different perspectives, there is no comprehensive research on the
accounting practitioners ~  behavior patterns, especially the research on the effects of moral
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development level on accounting information quality, and the problem is particularly prominent in
the academic research in China. This paper argues that, the moral level of accounting practitioners
will affect their accounting judgements, and then determine the quality of accounting information
provided in the principle —based accounting standards mode; Through the analysis of foreign
relevant researches, this paper fully introduces the process that the accounting practitioners apply
their ethical sensitivity to identifying ethical dilemmas, making ethical judgment, and eventually
forming the ethical character under the spur of ethical motivation. Meanwhile, it points out that, in
order to improve the accounting information quality of China’ s capital market and better regulate
the behavior of accounting information providers, it is necessary to make more in—depth research
in the aspects of moral development level of accounting practitioners under the institutional
background of China.
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Impacts of the Interest Rate Marketization on China’ s Economy
Growth Quality; A New Interpretation
Li Ping and Feng Mengli
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Abstract; Impacts of the interest rate marketization on macroeconomic is a field which the current
comprehensively deepening reform innovation theory and practice focus on. Most existing literature
is focusing on impacts of the interest rate marketization on economic growth, but the correlation of
the interest rate marketization and the economic growth quality is a new direction to be in—depth
discussion and research. In this paper, we try to measure the interest rate marketization on three
aspects to form the index depending on the actual situation of China’ s current interest rate
marketization; And try to select ten indicators from three dimensions to measure the China’ s
economic growth quality comprehensively. We adopt the method of empirical analysis to reveal the
inherent relations and the function mechanism among the interest rate marketization and economic
growth quality, and provide a new explanation the interest rate marketization effects on China’ s
economic growth quality. Finally, this paper presents the guidance advice of relevant policy.
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