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An examination of the relation between disgust sensitivity and the moral value of sanctity/purity:

From a survey of Japanese people

Miki Aoyama (Graduate School of Social and Cultural Studies, Nihon University, Japan)

Abstract
Disgust is perceived to be a negative emotion, which restricts or decreases an organism’s behaviour to defend the body, mind, and/or

social order when exposed to stimuli from the outside world. However, disgust may also lead to behaviours that are advantageous for

an organism’s survival and thus have value. Moral foundations theory proposes that human moral judgments are based on six inherent

criteria, one of which is the moral value of sanctity/purity. This study explores the relation between disgust and sanctity/purity. Most

research in this field has been conducted primarily in the United States and in Europe and has yielded contradictory findings. While

disgust becomes moralized specifically in the domain of sanctity/purity, it is also related to a wide array of other domains. This study

revealed that the disgust displayed by Japanese participants was not associated with sanctity/purity alone but was deeply connected to

and affected by relations with others and moral values, namely, loyalty and authority, which emphasize the importance of continued

survival and maintaining one’s social group.

Key words

disgust, sanctity, purity, moral foundation, moral value

1. [FL®HIC

IR ORTRIC S 6 Indz & T & Db AN
RATENE, TR TR S o 2 FUAR 2R BN RS <
(T & NiRsEE) Th 2D (HALZEAFIERTINE ERe A iFoE
U H i, 2019), WTNLHAEMNEZILEDDIZDICH
F72 7@ 2 726 L TE Y, % 2T MlfiE) 234 T T
WD (BB AR T IEL e Tok X —im, 2019),

B (disgust) (%, E%@E’ﬁgé"l Ry, s fkr
7Bt & Btz (4, 2019) 7=9I2, {TEIZHIR, W&
RS EL2TT ¢ TREE (F#) L TEHRABLT
W5h, BEEIZIE, EWICB T 2 BENEEZ RO, BE
DOHZ L 725 a7 OB (core disgust) &, AMATEIOE)
PRl 2 A8k S 5 B AR AL OB (animal reminder
disgust) . B IO, #hex - SUEBLHELD & OB KT L TR
Jin T D AR EEME O BEEE (social-moral disgust) @ 3 D0
& 2 & U (Haidt, Rozin, McCauley, & Imada, 1997; Rozin,
Haidt, & McCauley, 2008) . ZHU 513, HADIEL & Hi2
BYEIZ BT 5 5 IRehE (2 780 b AT
@ﬁlﬁ’i%rf"ﬁ%ﬁ" FEmnoBAfT (B MEARE O BE) |

T, B ORE LT OME 2 BIE TS Prbifl (f:
EEMEOBE) ~& . L0 EERERE L L TEBEMIC
EREN TS (BH, 2019) &EB2bNTET,

Graham, Haidt, Koleva, Motyl, Iyer, Wojcik, & Ditto (2013)
IR 2 D E AR IR CIE. AR OEERHIENIT 6 >0
FEHEIZHESWTIBY . Z0—|2 THPEL K sanctity] (F7-

a Union Press

1 TR S purity)) "V SV H Y. EHIZ, O
TAAEE OO E DI THEE disgust] NEENTND EE
Z HAL TV % (Graham, Nosek, Haidt, Iyer, Koleva, & Ditto,
2011), #REE X HiFE X (sanctity/purity) &\ 9 B AR
s &b e, AEWESLHFER, MEREDAEERNA~
DY AT Z RS D & S HE LAY & BIMR L. E’ﬁg
DIFESLTG I DN T OIREMEE OB 01T
HAIE SITHER LT, B IR - B e L S fk b L“C\
HOEDOEEEZEATHMEELLTLLABND LI
72> 7= (Horberg, Oveis, Keltner, & Cohen, 2009) & 41T
Wo,

Inbar, Pizarro, & Bloom (2009) %, M (disgust) (Z%f
T ORI L | RSP R BB ORI IXBEBRER H Y . &
D O RIS & D o Tl S (purity) (2B 5 R
R < B L TWD I L AR L7, Horberg et al. (2009)
1T, X0 (anger) °RYL (fear), #E LA (sadness) &\ o
2R BT 4 TR TR REECRRE & LT OBEE
(disgust) 723, IE3% (justice) <°fa (harm) <°f### (care)
TidZe <, #iBE (purity) OfEHIELKOREIZH W CEE
MEHREELLVERSETCNDZEE R L, —J7, Van
Leeuwen, Dukes, Tybur, & Park (2017) 1%, 3 &% o #f i
(disgust) 7%, ZNENAEEOEFEAIMIE & FrE O BfR M
ZRLTWAHZ &%%%ﬁ L. fli#E (purity) OFEIK
DAHEHT, KV EHMRAEBICEEE L2 TS L%
o~ L7=, B (disgust) DS ME & AhER X fliFe X (sanctity/
purity) & WO SETERMME & OBRMEIZ O W TR, ZihvE
TEELTERKAZGRE LIEFREBNITORTE TR,
FERITIIEIET, TRORHEALRLIREDEWNILE S D
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188 Fl B TR ORZMEE B S i) L)
D7D, BHDHWVNIAEE « SUEDEWNIZ LD H D7D, &

RIERIEO®R EICHD EVz D, RIFFETIE, Zhbd
BAGRIEIC DWW T, k92 REZ AW T HAR AN Z X8I
MFEL, —ODRMEERL TV ZE2AME LT,

2. THEIZDINT
21 MBI A HE (sanctity/purity) & VS EEEE

JEEFLAR PG (Graham et al., 2013) T, AR OERE
BIHIWTIEL 6 DDA IZIE SN TR Y . Fh b 30

gL U CARBIICERICH D Y | B 22 s 3
WTHEBMWZRHMZL7-5L T LS TS
BUERER SN TV D DX, lcare/harm f/5#  fa ) (LA
T, Care &\ 9 ). [fairness/cheating /A 1E &/ kMg | (LA
. Fairness &\ 9 ). [loyalty/betrayal PN [~ D 5k~
Y)Y | (LLF, Loyalty &\ %), [lauthority/subversion
B~ DR /i) (LT, Authority & VN9 ) . [sanctity/
degradation 182 = “Bfiy% ] (LAF. Sanctity/Purity &\ 9)
MNiberty/oppression F H,/#IE D & Ofigfit) (LLF. Liberty
En9) D6ODIETHD, THHIFENETIZ AL
BEaaFRrsG, EEAREE VD O, S F & E o MbEH»
A EREAIEEZ EH LTV EFHES R TW5

Sanctity/Purity O FEAE 13, ARIA TS F &G
ENOEFNEZHE L, fEREBHET 5] & 5 SRR
LRI N, REZEYSOHEEZRAR L, HECRE
ZEIHT 5 2 LICEBOMEAE AN TVWD L ST
5o ZOHBO TAMEE LT, AL decency) [
disgusting| [ 2 divine] [P harmless disgusting| [ %
unnatural | i chastity] (Graham et al., 2011) 23ME S 41,
Z V5 73 Sanctity/Purity & VN D dE FEAAMAE O A T A A L T
WHEEZLRTWD

2.2 EEMELEREORE

AR, NI OB TR 72T, 372 b B HENIE L
i > TV 2 O BB 2N BRI 2 BB ksl &
HoTWDLOTIHERWNESZSZ LN X)o7 (eg,
Greene & Haidt, 2003; Haidt, 2001) , Rozin, Lowery, Imada, &
Haidt (1999) (3. & F A EMHESTERYWE 2 2l 5
&0 iR R 2T, RO RE 250y, RNIRL S
L SAR#ET 2 HDFED L 2T AL LTI T 2
N 7ebbied (disgust) THDHE L, ZHITX - T,
iz T JFRE 1) L LTebabnbdLoicio
7= (Horberg etal., 2009) £ EX LN TNHDTH D,

Rozin (1997;1999) (T E 7=, AN &2 DMI D L~

CRWT, BEMICHILTh o727V, B E
B FFOITNICE D - T ED DAME~D L~
ot A%, EfE(l (moralization) EWHBA L L TRL,
ZOMBETEE L W) bONEBRERERL, 207
SRS SO E (it | L’Cb\é k?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ L7z, b1
Rozin et al. (1999) (&, TEMEEHIMHIZI T, Bie 2 KI5
#ﬁ&éﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@i%ﬁ%%%éﬁétt Shweder,
Much, Mahapatra, & Park (1997) 2377 L7z A4 (autonomy)
HER (community) . #HPE (divinity) 2> SR S5 A

N[l

BEAEhRSE

g

B8k 2 5

JETEAMAE & O BAFRIEIZ DUV T ORI

BRI, 2R Eh, &Y (anger), A (contempt) |
BEE (disgust) D 3% L TR/ L TWwd (CAD
triad hypothesis) & F=9& L7z,

Horberg et al. (2009) 1%, Z Ot (2 -3 &  #E (divinity)
WHIET 2 EEZ DILTWDMEEE (purity) &9 ETE
AL B (disgust) DOREME & OBFREE LB X LS &
Lz, ZORER, MORTT ¢ 7 7250 TIXZu, B
(disgust) DEEfE2Y, fOEE TIT RV, = (purity)
DOFIROBERLE ISR 32 L 2HE Lz,

—J5. Tybur, Lieberman, & Griskevicius (2009) &, /(b
FRPELE DO . A RIS DO, BmE O
PP R 5 PEROBEE, #h M BRI B B TER BT
D3IODOFEBUICHFAL., T HNB, BEYYED R, £
W72 BRI % i 9 < § 24T/ — M —o[akEE, fha#l
ML OEEE, &N D 3 DOE N H A 2 i R RE &
RTDHEIITHEL TWD Z EEFEFELT,

Van Leeuwen et al. (2017) 1%, JEAEAHIBGI 52 B
DIEAEDOREIL, PO TRESNEFLEITIEREL 220
AREMEAN B B & 95 Landy & Goodwin (2015) @ EiE %
HEE %, Tybur et al. (2009) @ Three-Domain Disgust Scale
(TDDS) % T, B O RE & a0 T o Bt %
SO THRGE L7z, £ ORER, EHEAEEIL, X ToE
EHSE CBAMR L (FehC . Fairness (2K L Tl b K& 72
WAENOREI ). PEROBEEX, Fairness R < T _To
TERERAE (7220 ThH, Purity (1% L T b K& 2 HHUR
Enie) . JHEIERBEEIX, Loyalty, Authority, Purity (& %F
LTRSWRERLEELZRIFL TWe, 2O &%, B
%fﬂﬁ)ﬁﬁilﬁ]iﬂif 71 = X L0y b AL L 7= Sanctity/Purity

EEIEAR IR DRV BRMEEZ RT LW ) TR L TR
U FERRT L tIEREAE L BAR L TR0, 2 oBE%
HITENEFNOEBORELZ LHIL 26D Th o7
(e.g., Chapman & Anderson, 2013; Tybur, Lieberman, Kurzban,
& DeScioli, 2013), Van Leeuwen et al. (2017) Tl., KH
AL ﬁl)\ FZ N, X — N BHARNDREEAN
Ao, JEFENECE & MBSV Cid, R

DL LT, KEA, HEA, T F AN, L F—
Afiﬂﬁwﬁ%mméﬂtﬂ\Fﬁ%ﬁ%;owfﬁ‘
KEA, HEACRESNLFER THoTmLMEINT
W5,

Steiger & Reyna (2017) 23K[E A% %I, Izard, Libero,
Putnam, & Haynes (1993) ¢ Trait Disgust Scale (M )
EROWTTS /R B b FREICEDR . R, s R
FESC HEME OIS BIE S S, Purity DA ORER & b
RSB LTS Z &R, S HIT, WRTHER
(Disgust Scale-Revised; LA T, DS-R &9 ; Haidt, McCauley,
& Rozin, 1994; Olatunji, Williams, Tolin, Abramowitz, Sawchuk,
Lohr, & Elwood, 2007; Olatunji, Haidt, McKay, & David, 2008)
ERAWEMERELL S, 6 DOBEHENMIEOT X TEHE
W B L, AR MEER I DS Purity O fEIR & A LAY 720 BRI
ZREo TWD & LIZEITWH (e.g., Horberg et al., 2009;
Rottman, Kelemen, & Young, 2014) & (3872 DFEENRES
7. Steiger & Reyna (2017) TiL2 2D HEp 5 RE (Izard’s
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Trait Disgust Scale & DS-R) & H\\ T 0  REDENZ L -
TEDLRABNOMRNRERRY | FERB IR > TV D ARENE
DRI E AT,

—7J7. Wagemans et al. (2018) 2347 > ¥ N & &F&I1Z,
DS-R°MFQ 72 E WL DD REZHWTIT>725 2D
FRAL > B I BEE OS2 MEDS Purity (2353 < BRI
—HLTHBWERHZ R L TWe s #HiEShiz,

ZOE ST, BEEORSE M L E R 72O REEE & R
RYEIZEB T, BEEO S Y Sanctity/Purity, Authority,
Loyalty\ Care, Fairness, Liberty 0>4>7C 03 fl A AR & 55
LS<HEBELTWD ET DR E, & LTREDIERMETY
fEdk (72 & %1 Sanctity/Purity) &#BI L TW5 &35 A
JiH3 & - 7= (Wagemans, Brandt, & Zeelenberg, 2018)

3. A&

31 RAERER
AIFFROEAT, 18 WLl E 60U TD, HATAEEN

B AANS500 AT, HEDOE - 7 — X IUEE KT
L7 # N ORE SIS ST D B ARZEO 100 1
ANEDOE=H =06, Bk, FlwElrs FEbsh s

Xolo, EEAICHE SN,

32 EEOFHEE

AL, 202045 H 29 H~31 HIZA T4 Vi &
LCEmL, v M) v 7 2ABROFEEIZZNENFE
ETEREIZE S E,

33 RAEE

T aA AT — FTIE MR (B o 2 ) FllE (18
~20% /21 ~307%, 31 ~40 7%, 41 ~ 50 5% 51 ~
60 1% D 5 R) . BURMIZRSE 2 7 (RSTFEZRIW O MRST
FEH/ OPCHBERN, HHERN EH5THARN,
D 5 BEREREE) A fERR LT,

R N (Disgust Scale-Revised; DS-R) 1%, 4%
AR (12 5EHE) ., D (IEHE) . HHEE SHEHE)
D3O (BFF25HA) 2 bIEEOHE DR %
WHRETHD, HAFEM (Japanese version of the Disgust
Scale-Revised; LA N, DS-R-J £\ 9) 13k - | - LM
(2018) IZ X > THRGRES L. 7 HHE MR ST 2 DD /38—
M AW I8EHA THE SN TNE ((Hk 1), RIFET
WL S= M LT OBET = v 7 2N 2 T2, Bl D 73—
M, TELFTOXEEFTA T, TNENOLENRAFICE
OREVTEELINE, LEIETIELRY, 1D, 5
ETHLYTIEED, ETTHELTLLESN] &V
WITHEE A THH % 5 BERSCRET S W72, ko 8— b Tl
TLLF D X9 2 BBRIC L - T, & OFREE R (ﬂ%fxﬂ%
H) ZEU L0, L EHRKEBIZR RN, b 5
@W’%&%ﬁ%’ﬁé ETOMTIEL TS 7ZE W
EVHMWICHEE ATHA % 5 BB CRME S 7=, £ LT,
BAET = /70>2IEH ERLSSHBOHEEE3IOOAT
) — AR L CEARRE R LT,

ETGN T T =g R J2AF 33T (Moral

Foundations Questionnaire; LA F, MFQ & \» 9 ; Graham et
al,, 2011) 1%, EMILREGR OMBES (RREZZO 72 )
TS SOBEFEBEZRE) 2L bALMAREL LTE
RS ATz, ARFZETHIVZ HARRERR MFQ 1. @il (4
I, 2015) OFIFRO—EBZANF L OJHIEH O Graham &
Haidt OFF A Z#HTEENER LT OTH D ((F6k2),
MFQ &, ¥ [Relevant JEfE L D] o 15 HH
(LLF.MEQI &\v9) & 5 #0> [Judgment JETEASH T
D1SHE (LT, MFQ2 &vv9) THEK S 4, I HHE
1R OBETF = v 7 32 5T b, MFQL Tl
(% D NDATZ HMEBLHIIZ IE LW D EGE - T D 02 K
T 5 & EIT, RO L B BHISH R T-DE X FHIT L
ORREBRLET ] LI BWITHE, FHBIZSON
T M Eo <R LAY CHIINT E o7z < EER) 1 7
b ole: M CTRRT 5 CHIWNCRHEE) ] ©6EBPET
P S H 72, MFQ2 Tl F&@X%mhf\%&tﬁg
DORERET 20 %, U\Tﬁ) 6 BN BIERA TS 2 E W
EVINICREE, FHEAIZOWT M Fo/e<AEL
ey b Te FEFICFEET D) O 6 Bl TRkl < 7,
ZLTC, BFF =y /70 2HBZRE, £/3—FD 151
HoWmEZ S >ORT I —mIZAER L ORISR ER
HL7,

HAZERETZ V77T —Ya X%y b (Moral
Foundations Vignettes; LA T, MFVs &\ 9 ; Clifford, Iyengar,
Cabeza, & Sinnott-Armstrong, 2015; 7 (L, 2016) (X, MFQ

T E DB ONRWVEBR 2 EHEAHZ AR ST 2
ENHESNEEMAERE CH D, AMFZETIT MFQ OHiBhY
ZRAHATE L LTV, HAREEIR MFVs 18 T8 LA B A
DOEEEHEEIC TSN TV DR, ZOMEEIL MFQ & 134T
H7e0 | Care (954 weak) (5IHH), Care (f&F harm) (5
TE H ) | Fairness (4 THH) . Liberty (5 THH) ,Loyalty (5 H) .
Sanctity (4 HHH) © 6 DOk HAFF 28 HE THiRKL S
nNTnsd ((HE3), TRIZHT BTV 2 EESHRTN
FlZLTWwarme LTBLTIEZN, £0 9 X T,
TNODITRHZLLT OS5 BETHEL T ZE 0] &
FSMNICREE, TRENO TV ADRHE L TV DHE=
FOREZ [1: o7 BV 226 15 i) T
DSEMETIMii S -, Z# L T FHAOHS AT T —

AR L COEARRER T L,

MAZL, 7= A A — M, MFVs, MFQ, DS-R-] ®

NEF TR L, WCAT TV —=BfnZenk o 7,
TNENOHEE & 8IERICHR LT, NEF 2R % ke L

77

34 RIIDFHKE

9. MFQ @ 5 [K 7. MFVs ® 6 [Kl 7 &, DS-R-J D 3
K122\ TC, MRBEGREZ R L, BREo & S &6
BRI L7 (WG 1),

WIZ, MFQ D& TOIHHE 30 D THEE) &, DS-R-J
D 3HEFIZONT, MR E R LU, BEREoms %
MRHICREM L7 (GE 2).,
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4. #58

HeT. MFQ D 2 IO BIET = v 7 b, 500 DT —#
DHHL R DOF—HEEHP L L, X512, DS-RJ D2
BIOEEF = v 706 145 OF — 2 285 L L, &Y
D223 DT —HFERA LT,

4.1 REE1

MRAE 1 ORERZ R VICH T, PEOHED R I1T,
MFQ. MFVs O 4 C OBk & A B2 HEEZ R L,
FH%F I A C MFQ "Cld Sanctity/Purity O fE18 & 0> #H B A3
i b & <. MFVs Tl Liberty, Loyalty, Sanctity/Purity &
DOFERANN E D272,

—J7, @R O N+ 1X, MFQ @ Loyalty O figis &
DIRNHBIZ 7R LoD AT, o fEIR & OEBIITIE & A
EIRE o T,

BYHE O R 7 TlX, MFQ, MFVs & 412, Loyalty &
Sanctity/Purity D FEIRIZIKWAEEIZ R L7z b Do, D
L OMHBNTIE L A ETRE R T2,

4.2 FREE2

MRAE 2 DR R 2 £ 2 1R, MR 1 TiE, PREROHE
DRA1E, MFQ ® Care % [ < 42 C OEFEAHIWr gk & I
DB LTV end, S HIZFEMIC MFQ O FAZAEG &
DR %E T < & Fairness OFEIK TIL, [#4# rich) @
TR D ZMEVHEBE &2 7R L, Loyalty OfE# TI%, [EEG)Y
betray | /3K loyalty] [F7— A team| |2, Authority OO fEHk
Tl [EE respect| [{&%E traditions | [ 294 kid respect] (.
Sanctity/Purity DIk Tld, 7 decency) AR harmless
disgusting| [¥4% unnatural | [ chastity | & D A& VFE
BA R L, O TiE, [ loyalty] O FEIRIZFR X
WA TR b EWAEBZ7R LT,

) MHEBEEE O (K -13, Loyalty @ fEIK D [ LG loyalty |
[F— 2 team ] , Authority DfEIK D [{E#T traditions] (2D F,
ENEIURNEBE Z 7R LTz,

15 Y B B O [K - 1%, Loyalty @ fHIK > [ M3k loyalty |

Authority O fEIK D THUE respect] [{&#E traditions| [ Z4l
kid respect] (ZDF, TNLIURWAHBEIZ R L, MEE1 T
ITARWAEBE 23 A & 8 B 4172 Sanctity/Purity D fEIE Tl W
FTNO PSR E HIFEA EHBIIT RS otz

5 B

FRRE | OFES, BB 3 58l (PEZROBRE, BRI HE,
TGYEAR) 1%, e 7 2 B AR Ak & BE L C
WD ZEIRENTL, PSR, HEOELVIERE
AR GEIE & B L % 00 72 52T BRI Sanctity/Purity 0O BEIk,
F 7z Loyalty <° Authority O 831 & D FHES 2348 5t 1912 T
o Tz, BRI, Loyalty OSEILASM IR &
RET, VHYBEE S Loyalty & Sanctity/Purity 0 fE Ik
FNARNEBI 27k LT /2, Van Leeuwen et al. (2017) 73
TDDS % HWTIT - 7l Tl EEIREIL T X Tl
MEIE L F 7o MERIBEEE & Fairess 2 BR < 9T oETEE
ML IEOMB A R L, WRAHEEIL, Loyalty, Authority,
5 &£ O Sanctity/Purity & [EOMHBEZ/R LT\, ZThb
D2 ODOWMEZ BT 5 &, PEAIME T Van Leeuwen
etal. (2017) OEFEMIHECE & | 1HYHEEIX Van Leeuwen et
al. (2017) OFFEAEMEL b L FREXMELTNWD EHD
TLERTE, AROBEEEZ ESXTVDDTERNNE
Z Z Bbiviz, —JF. Van Leeuwen et al. (2017) <Ti&, &
MOBREEAS . 55 JF AR 1 0 ¢, Sanctity/Purity O FEIKIZ K 0
W BIRRME 2 7R L. Sanctity/Purity 0 BE 23 & YLIE 12 B
DMLY BARMICEDIIBRITE SN TND 2 L AR
INTW, ABFETE B2 LB AL, Van
Leeuwen et al. (2017) OVERJHERE: & 13572 0 | Loyalty BA
SRONT I OBEBIZ HBERIEE RS R oT, T L
2o h, EWPEERE & MEREE SR UfEIR A & 6 2 Tw
TRVFREMESRIE X Tz,

FREE 2 OFEF 1%, BB 3 ki, MFQ @ Loyalty
O TFAES THRGEK loyalty) <0, Authority @ FAZAEE THX
& respect | X° & traditions) & o L 0 i BIRME 2R
LT, ZOfRPHIE, BESH TV X ) 224

F 1 B & O 3 S OAHE
TEERAR FZREE B IksE S SR

Care 153* .108 .104

Fairness 227 .109 .129*
MFQ Loyalty 269%* 212%%* 208%*

Authority 275%* 167H* 194%*

Sanctity/Purity 315%* 166%* 214%*

Care (weak) 282%* 018 125%

Care (harm) 163%* —.049 .031

Fairness 224%* .042 A31*
MFVs

Liberty 311 —-.005 .054

Loyalty 396%* .150% 210%*

Sanctity/Purity 316%* .160%* 218%*

T p<.01;* p<.05.
NHBREEZARIZE 5518 52 7% 2020 4F
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2 JETEAEO TS & B 3 SO

HH No TEESE AR RGBT TH et
ql Emotionally st .040 021 .006
q2 Weak GoED 105 051 073
q3 Cruel e .095 .042 .056

Care
qlé Compassion By 181 117 .095
ql7 Animal ) 114 011 128%*
ql8 Kill i 075 152% .059
q4 Treated Rl .100 .070 .099
q5 Unfairly Y 159%* .063 .053
q6 ) Rights MR .053 —-.021 015
Fairness -
ql9 Fairly /a1 .092 010 038
q20 Justice % 190%* 109 066
q21 Rich it 212%% .145% 169%%
q7 Love country [ .148%* 138 .149%
q8 Betray =YY 251%* 142% 187
q9 Loyalty fistie 312 204 247
Loyalty
q22 History JEE 5 .045 .080 -.030
q23 Family FIf .035 031 047
q24 Team F— LA 200%%* 212%* 181%*
qlo Respect W .2627%* 156%* 217**
qll Traditions S 272%* 204%* 201%*
ql2 ) Chaos T .063 041 .006
Authority
q25 Kid respect AR 220%* .145% 214%x*
q26 Sex roles M .100 .024 .020
q27 Soldier it 126% 062 .070
ql3 Decency fnfir 218%* .164%* 172%%
ql4 Disgusting W .149% .045 123%
qls Divine fpE A177%% 111 181%%
Sanctity/Purity - -
q28 Harmless disgusting 248 074 .085
q29 Unnatural B 223%* 134% .107
q30 Chastity A 243%* 117 154%

TE ** p<.01;* p<.05.

(disgust) & Sanctity/Purity (D8
THEL WY bR, T3 F

BHE L, fabRz sikEd o) 72

191

WoOREOBEBMEII RSN BERVEIHIITHL OO, BMIZHKRTHZ L1FT

S ERVGYBRIE D B M A X0, TRDHOGEOIEL SIZOWTIE,
IR SN TE R Sanctity RDOMIEIZE > THLRIZESN TV THA ),
Purity O J:fE & RSt LAZNLL R, THEH~D F o, KAFFED 22 TlE, B 3 fEikIC

LBOEG

BIL, B

B KHLT BT OICHERT 5] 2ICESEShTEE RIER é%l FEREIC L2 ABEICOWVWTHRHRELT,
TR CHFZ I BRE T &%%ﬁu WX DHEERENT, EMELE F (4, 268)

Loyalty @gﬂ% )

T 51 ToITHERS S AT E 72 Authority D B & <

=2.84,p<.05, JGYRFE F (4,268) =3.37,p<.05 Th L

BELCWVWD Z EAREN T, LAVTZN, PEINIEEE F (4,268) = 1.01, p = .40 TiZH L O
NRTNAB X, HEEOK  bDivkehodz, MRITIE, 2KELTHEELY LD
AWEREICE-TESL E) D PEHEAEWVERNAA LN, T0 5 5L F
ZHNTWAMEMNERZRY  FERNKELLEDL->TL S (1,271)=15.10, p < .001, {HYHHE F(1,271) =533, p <.05

Steiger & Reyna (2017) 723ik
1% & JE AR SRR D BIAR IR 1
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