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Abstract

Introduction and Aim: Moral judgment and moral foundations are important constructs for
explaining individuals’ moral behavior; however, the mechanism through which these variables are
related and the potential mediating role of moral foundations require further empirical
investigation. This study aimed to model the structural relationships between moral judgment and
moral behavior and to examine the mediating role of moral foundations among university students.

Methodology: This descriptive-correlational study employed a path-analysis approach. The
statistical population consisted of all male and female undergraduate, master’s, and doctoral
students at Islamic Azad University, Shahr-e Ray Branch, during the 2023-2024 academic year,
from whom 200 students were selected using convenience sampling. Data were collected using
Rest’s Short Form of Moral Stories (1973), Swanson and Hill’s 15-Item Checklist of Moral
Behavior (1993), and Haidt and Graham’s 32-item Moral Foundations Questionnaire (2007). Data
were analyzed using Spearman’s correlation coefficient in SPSS version 27 and structural equation
modeling in SmartPLS. The Sobel test was also applied to examine the hypothesized mediating
effect.

Findings: Moral judgment had a significant direct effect on moral behavior (P<0.001). Moral
foundations also exerted a significant direct effect on moral behavior (P<0.001), such that a one-
unit increase in moral foundations was associated with an average 0.45-unit increase in moral
behavior. Moral foundations were positively and significantly correlated with moral behavior
(r=0.31, P<0.001). However, the relationship between moral judgment and moral foundations was
not statistically significant. The Sobel test further indicated that the indirect effect of moral
judgment on moral behavior through moral foundations was not significant (Z<1.96); therefore,
the hypothesized mediating role of moral foundations was not supported.

Conclusion: Moral judgment and moral foundations appear to contribute independently to moral
behavior, whereas moral foundations do not constitute a mediating mechanism linking moral
judgment to moral behavior. These findings suggest that educational programs designed to
promote ethical behavior among university students may benefit from simultaneously
strengthening moral judgment capacities and underlying moral foundations.
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Extended Abstract

Introduction and Aim

Ethics constitutes one of the fundamental dimensions
of human life and provides a framework through
which individuals distinguish right from wrong,
evaluate the consequences of their choices, and
regulate their conduct in relation to others. Ethical
values contribute to the development of trust, security,
responsibility, and social order and operate across
family, educational, professional, and organizational
contexts (Ehrami, 2025). W.ithin psychological
approaches to morality, ethical functioning is not
understood merely as adherence to externally imposed
norms; rather, it reflects the interaction of cognitive
judgments, internalized values, emotional processes,
personality characteristics, and situational demands.
Moral judgment and moral behavior are therefore
related but conceptually distinct constructs. Moral
judgment refers to the cognitive process through
which individuals evaluate the ethical acceptability of
an action, decision, or situation, whereas moral
behavior represents the observable enactment of
ethical standards in real-life contexts.

Moral judgment becomes particularly important when
individuals encounter dilemmas in which competing
values, rights, duties, or consequences must be
evaluated. Ethical decision-making may involve
choices that benefit some individuals while imposing
costs on others, making value-based reasoning central
to the decision process (Crossan et al., 2013). Ethical
decisions are also influenced by whether an action is
considered legally, socially, and morally acceptable
(Ferguson, 2014). Classical cognitive-developmental
perspectives have emphasized that the maturation of
reasoning capacities enables individuals to evaluate
ethical situations in increasingly differentiated and
principled ways (Santrock, 2014). Research on moral
development has similarly indicated that -ethical
reasoning emerges through interactions among
cognitive, social, and developmental processes rather
than through a single isolated factor (Shabani, 2012).
Moreover, moral judgment can vary depending on
both individual and situational characteristics,
suggesting that ethical reasoning is context-sensitive
rather than completely stable across circumstances
(Hatami & Aghababaei, 2012).

Although early moral-development theories often
assumed that advanced moral reasoning would
naturally translate into ethical behavior, empirical
findings have shown that the relationship between
moral judgment and moral conduct is more complex.

Individuals may correctly identify what should be
done but fail to act accordingly because of
motivational, emotional, social, or situational
pressures. Research has shown that cognitive and self-
evaluative interventions can improve ethical decision-
making and ethical behavior, suggesting that moral
cognition has behavioral relevance but does not
operate independently of other psychological
processes (Boroun & Fouladchang, 2023). Likewise,
findings concerning adolescents have suggested that
intermediary mechanisms associated with social
cognition may help explain how moral reasoning is
translated into ethical conduct (Yaghoubi & Abdollahi
Moghadam, 2016). Empathy may also modify the
relationship between moral judgment and ethical
behavior, indicating that affective capacities can
influence whether moral understanding is converted
into action (Rezaei et al., 2020).

One theoretical framework that may help explain
variation in ethical behavior is Moral Foundations
Theory. This framework proposes that human moral
evaluations are organized around a number of basic
domains, including care/harm, fairness/cheating,
loyalty/betrayal, authority/subversion, and
sanctity/degradation (Haidt & Graham, 2007). These
foundations reflect broad moral sensitivities through
which individuals interpret social events and
determine whether particular behaviors are acceptable
or unacceptable. Moral foundations are not simply
conscious rules; they also involve intuitive and value-
based responses that may be shaped by cultural
experience, socialization, and individual differences.
Empirical studies have linked moral foundations to
empathic traits and moral identity, supporting the
view that these foundations are connected to broader
psychological processes underlying ethical
functioning (Dawson et al., 2021). They have also been
associated with positive and negative intergroup
behavior, suggesting that moral foundations may
influence how ethical concerns are applied to others in
social contexts (Hadrics & Kenede, 2018).

The assessment of moral foundations in Iranian
samples has received increasing empirical attention.
Psychometric evaluations have supported the use of
the Moral Foundations Questionnaire in Iranian
populations (Nejat & Hatami, 2019; Seifi Ghozlou et al.,
2016). At the same time, evidence indicates that moral
judgment may be influenced by cultural context,
meaning that individuals from different cultural
environments can differ in how they interpret morally
relevant situations (Ziaei et al., 2010). This makes the
examination of moral judgment, moral foundations,




and ethical behavior particularly relevant in culturally
specific settings.

Studies in academic and professional contexts have
further demonstrated that ethical behavior is
influenced by a network of cognitive, emotional, and
value-based variables. Understanding professional
codes of ethics and different forms of intelligence
have been positively associated with ethical behavior
among accounting students (Kermanshahi & Khademi,
2024). Ethical approaches have also been associated
with ethical conduct in professional accounting
settings (Taherinia et al., 2020). Moral intelligence has
been shown to influence auditors’ professional
judgment (Nikbakht et al., 2023), while emotional
intelligence has been linked to auditors’ judgment and
audit sustainability (Phan et al., 2021). Personality
characteristics and guilt have similarly been
associated with ethical behavior (Nadi et al., 2018),
while broader models of ethical conduct emphasize
the contribution of multiple antecedent conditions
rather than a single determinant (Sharififard et al.,
2019). Comparative examination of professional
ethical codes also indicates that ethical conduct is
shaped by both general ethical principles and
contextual or institutional differences (Douran & Fathi
Ashtiani, 2018). W.ithin moral psychology, this
evidence supports a multidimensional understanding
of moral behavior in which cognition, internalized
values, emotion, and context operate simultaneously
(Kadivar, 2024). Accordingly, the present study aimed
to model the structural relationships between moral
judgment and moral behavior and to examine the
mediating role of moral foundations among university
students.

Methodology

The present study employed a descriptive-
correlational design with a path-analysis and
structural equation modeling approach. The statistical
population consisted of all male and female
undergraduate, master’s, and doctoral students
studying at Islamic Azad University, Shahr-e Ray
Branch, during the 2023-2024 academic year. A total
of 200 students were selected through convenience
sampling and participated in the study. Participation
was voluntary, questionnaires were completed
anonymously, and participants were informed that
they could withdraw from the study at any stage.

Three instruments were administered for data
collection. Moral judgment was assessed using Rest’s
Short Form of Moral Stories, which consists of three
moral dilemma stories in which respondents evaluate
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ethical issues and respond to items related to moral
reasoning. Ethical behavior was assessed using the
15-item Checklist of Moral Behavior developed by
Swanson and Hill. Moral foundations were measured
using the 32-item Moral Foundations Questionnaire,
which evaluates five dimensions: care/harm, fairness,
loyalty to the group, respect for authority, and purity
or sanctity. The guestionnaire consists of two sections
rated on Likert-type response formats, with two items
excluded from scoring.

Data analysis was performed using SPSS version 27
and SmartPLS. Descriptive statistics were initially
calculated for the study variables. The Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test was used to assess the normality of
variable distributions. Because the distributions were
non-normal, Spearman correlation coefficients were
calculated to examine bivariate relationships. Internal
consistency was evaluated using Cronbach’s alpha
and composite reliability. Convergent validity was
examined using average variance extracted, and
discriminant validity was assessed using the Fornell-
Larcker criterion. Structural equation modeling was
then employed to estimate direct relationships
between moral judgment, moral foundations, and
ethical behavior. Finally, the Sobel test was used to
examine whether moral foundations significantly
mediated the relationship between moral judgment
and ethical behavior.

Findings

The results of the normality analysis indicated that the
distributions of moral judgment, moral foundations,
and ethical behavior significantly deviated from
normality. Therefore, Spearman correlations were
used for bivariate analyses. Moral judgment was
positively and significantly correlated with ethical
behavior, with a correlation coefficient of
approximately  0.24. Moral foundations also
demonstrated a positive and significant correlation
with ethical behavior, with a coefficient of
approximately 0.31, representing the strongest
observed bivariate association among the principal
study variables. In contrast, the relationship between
moral judgment and moral foundations was weak and
statistically non-significant.

The measurement model demonstrated acceptable
internal consistency. Cronbach’s alpha coefficients
were approximately 0.71 for ethical behavior, 0.74 for
moral judgment, and 0.85 for moral foundations.
Composite reliability coefficients were approximately
0.75, 0.76, and 0.86, respectively, all meeting
conventional acceptability criteria. Average variance
extracted was approximately 0.55 for ethical behavior,




(oo 9 ‘5334&) w9 ‘53345' Sy 9 ‘553451 S9lad (gt Wulyy Silw I

0.50 for moral foundations, and 0.49 for moral
judgment. Although the value for moral judgment was
slightly below the conventional threshold of 0.50, it
was close to the recommended level. The Fornell-
Larcker results supported acceptable discriminant
validity among the study constructs.

Structural model analysis showed that moral
judgment had a statistically significant direct effect on
ethical behavior, with a significance level below
0.001. Thus, the first research hypothesis was
supported. Moral foundations also exerted a
statistically significant direct effect on ethical
behavior at a significance level below 0.001,
supporting the second hypothesis. The estimated
unstandardized effect indicated that a one-unit
increase in moral foundations was associated with an
average increase of approximately 0.45 units in
ethical behavior. However, the path from moral
judgment to moral foundations was not statistically
significant. Consistent with this result, the Sobel test
produced a Z statistic below 1.96, indicating that the
indirect effect of moral judgment on ethical behavior
through moral foundations was not statistically
significant. Therefore, the hypothesized mediating
role of moral foundations was not supported.

Discussion and Conclusion

The findings provide a multidimensional account of
the processes associated with ethical behavior among
university students. The significant direct effect of
moral judgment on ethical behavior indicates that
students who demonstrate stronger abilities to
evaluate ethical situations and distinguish appropriate
from inappropriate courses of action are more likely
to report ethical patterns of conduct. This finding
supports the view that moral cognition has practical
behavioral implications. Moral judgment may help
individuals identify ethically relevant aspects of a
situation, anticipate the possible consequences of
alternative actions, and select responses that are more
consistent with accepted moral standards.

At the same time, the significant direct effect of moral
foundations on ethical behavior demonstrates that
value-based moral sensitivities also contribute
independently to ethical conduct. Students who place
greater importance on principles such as care,
fairness, loyalty, respect for legitimate authority, and
moral purity may be more likely to translate these
value orientations into observable behavior. The
comparatively stronger association between moral
foundations and ethical behavior suggests that deeply

internalized moral values may provide a relatively
immediate motivational framework for behavioral
regulation.

The most notable finding was the absence of a
significant mediating effect of moral foundations in
the relationship between moral judgment and ethical
behavior. This result suggests that moral judgment
and moral foundations should not necessarily be
regarded as sequential stages within a single causal
process. Moral judgment appears to represent a more
deliberative and cognitive process through which
individuals evaluate ethical dilemmas, whereas moral
foundations may reflect more deeply internalized,
intuitive, culturally shaped, and value-based
sensitivities. Both processes can influence ethical
behavior, but the present results indicate that moral
judgment does not appear to affect ethical behavior by
first changing or activating moral foundations.

The non-significant relationship between moral
judgment and moral foundations further supports their
relative conceptual independence. Individuals can
possess relatively advanced moral reasoning abilities
while differing considerably in the moral values they
prioritize. Conversely, a person may strongly endorse
particular moral foundations without demonstrating
correspondingly high performance on moral judgment
tasks. This distinction may help explain why
individuals who arrive at similar moral judgments do
not always behave in identical ways.

Overall, the study indicates that ethical behavior
among university students is better understood
through a multidimensional framework rather than
through a simple linear model. Moral judgment
contributes to ethical behavior through cognitive
evaluation, while moral foundations contribute
through internalized value orientations. However,
moral foundations do not appear to function as a
mediating mechanism between judgment and
behavior. These findings imply that educational
interventions designed to strengthen ethical behavior
should address both domains simultaneously.
Programs that develop moral reasoning through
ethical dilemmas, reflective discussion, and decision-
making exercises may be complemented by
interventions  that strengthen care, fairness,
responsibility, respect, and other internalized moral
values. Such a combined approach may provide a
more comprehensive basis for promoting stable and
contextually appropriate ethical behavior among
university students.




1-1A Olmio ) o3l F 0590 (v 9 HLd 4&}&' wl&.ﬁo‘j)

Sl (ke gid w9 SUST U, 9 SN Dlid 5kl gy il Jue
SV
Ol e85 ¢ gdhal 513 ol ¢ IS5 oy ¢ gusliilgy 05,8 07 5Dhe aabsls .

Qlﬁ\t&f&i};@)\w|JUTa\§.ﬁb¢a&ﬂJ:-‘}cww\})‘s);@};.\ﬁ.b‘ﬁhb‘)@ig)j.v'rlﬁ:olii.}b‘ww‘})o};)l:iﬂil* )}o;l_}:l;&.»y."

0121 € IS5 ¢ Dl 515T o313 ¢ I3 oy ¢ gl 05,5 4 ke 0l (5 558 ply o30S ¢ oliily s 05,8 5Lkl 11050 Sy pte Y
5.alizaden@pPNU.ac.ir :J s sl 55 foou'lse

VFe O/ Y/ s VEEAYAY VEEAYN s S5 VECE/ QT L s

US> Wil Gulidply)

X C\.a‘iw;)&é)
Ol L35l 5 55k Jlm oyl cdizean 5131 S 5L, s s o slaejle 51 (B glasly 5 (SUS Oolas Db § dodie

1

SR Ll g gy g A3 Oloen SV By 4 V] Doplas 3 IS s Y (slasly Sl 2E 5 s e oyl
Pl Ol mtils s (I slaskiy ile B o1 5 (SN 58, 5 () Dl syl Lalyy @3ledie e LSl

A

3 3 Ol il polad Jold 3T wmalr g s By e 5 (Somed= o 5§55 Sl g, f ol 595
Ola 5147 55 VPPV ot Sl 53 (55,8 ol (Dl 35T o8l i (55875 5 i) (uli)lS ()8 cblie
V0 w3 ((VAVE) oy (3D (sl ol s 3 S ozl by Laesls ik Ol o s 53 (58 4 g0 By 4 &5 Yor OUT
bnasls oot s (5T3,5 (P 0V) plal & 5 Cla (301 (glasly I3 PY aaliin s 5 (VAQY) on 5 gl g SV kb5 1 3ur
o 81y 288 ol SMArPLS s 65kt le SYolas (g3ladie 5 YV aen SPSS 3 o ol Stan 5 3l szl |

A ol s g 05057 3l 55 2le )
e 1 (GO Glasly (ioman Py cals S5k, Solslne g ot S1 (VS o gldd 5l Ol asl o eslpde canbl (M 1 A3kl 0955
b g gy (S B, 0 s ¢ IS Glasly o 05 43 Uy & ORI s (P n)) Wsls Ol 3 4l 5 (g holias ledde L(VF4D) wo)smate S SS 5w
daly  Jl s dT=2 XY, P ) sy slsline 5 Cote 55 IV S, b 0] glaslsy (Souen (3L I Al F0 3 SO B 5 (O DplE ol L,

kil (S ol il AR ) p

G ) SN 5 S gl e i 113 DL g D305T gl 35 Jlabae (O slasky b SO sl g
A OF cCaodlw 5l ¢ ST

A5 T I glasl mile 2B (ol o (Z<Y AF) s lsbime ST (glasls
O Ly SN Sl 15 n Je s sboas 6 BV (slasly 5 SV D5l s e OLES Laasdly 6 S s (5 ol
b b g 4 Oleien ar s (l pl i el o peome (S 5l 5 D5l Ole (slelauly SIS 55le (B (slasly Ll S
Lo Ol geiils (SN S, a1 L o e SN 5 (5T laasl s b 5o Llg oo 355 slasley 5 SV las

e

;;)Lljes.f.?\b )™ Y slase LSJLM‘JV\.‘ Lg%' Lgl.flssl:‘..l cgé}\il 1) Léj)\:ﬂ Sglad Ql?j'ju\eb’

= ®3

CCBY-NC) 18 b Gallan 33T s 2> oy goots alin o HLESH .l ok 55 0 Glato e o 5Ll g ol VP20 © 225 G 5 jsms

el 4t £ oy 50 4.0



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9300-8754
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5650-8554
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2149-878X
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0

(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

(s (15 IVl S o 1 S8 ¢l s (2014
35 ly sla,lsy S Ll 35, e sl 48Tl glo sl S

s L5 st cew o,
S ISKe s s Gladul b B8 8 SO Ay Sl
Sl iy NS glael s plaals ST SN sl
2B 13 (e ls Fok I L oS Les g il 53 ol
)"j KLY J:l:ﬁ szadm C}Ja.w BE b gs';j"‘ le.u«ﬁ .\J}&‘SA
vL.f_Lw oalaiw! \;»’)JU_’ g;.w).) Lf"f-)ﬂ Lglﬂ ng';a.)}lw.? Lg‘.h‘)\.:;u
Glesls I S olgee S0 IVl o€ ol o
Tl S ar s gy e sl g od e A o5 ls Je
SNl glasbsl (sl lay e S JYazal I g5V
Oldlas Jdo (Santrock, 2014) Lil adls 55 (6 eamae
Gl SN iy oS el 3l Ol 35 S g b s e
Jow 5 e g plal (ol Jalse L &S Conl gdas
LS Ly b e SRl A B 1y OT 015 gas 5 315,13
dalss & culy gmes 3 .(Shabani, 2012) Coils ses
G Shs b Cou L 4 SO Sylas S Llesls Ol
3 53,8 o ) 5 Camise G Shs S o b
3ol g s b g« Doslite Galaabse 5o Lol Ses
Hatami ) tias €15l 5 sbize (sl 5ls ol o 31 J guo

.(& Aghababaei, 2012
O sortns Bd alasly A1 3] A2 5 4l gl i 4 S
Y M\}Jb c..b':;@ u’J’ LSSM" Hs, L,’.‘33&>\ Solas
55 ol (S s o 5 3l alaly 1 487 Wy Ol (g
A{J&J} LA‘C-L&L @)JJ%JMQ)JG @}Lﬁéﬂ.ﬂ)b
O (Sslin )l amdpn b ol (550 (Slamn Yo
LU s Sslad U155 S AT S5 Ol 4 s
Obe absly & Glatasy mli opdel e (O 8,
S Aoy 2l 55 Hles S gy 1y (S 5 5 SV JY ke
L (glabanly ola e 3955 & Llesls Ol 5 Lles S Al 1,
23 o5le 33 ol Ole LI S (6 54 e 5 5 oo 53551
s 3l .(Yaghoubi & Abdollahi Moghadam, 2016) sjlL.

2 Abtlle & ol ool 0L 35T sla e mbli S0

o0

5835 (SN oS it slaos o sssly Sl (S SN
Uil egu 53 GldiS pem S 5 el 0Ll el
sl (5,8 IS8 5 Oglize glawy F Ol Dbl lal i e
Aol 5 (slas samme B o 3 ¢ Lt Ol e 51y Sl
besls by sl S (s o155 Jpol b 52
OT ol 535 &8 ol (g, gla il § 5 il s i)l
Ol b lize 50 87 D slad Jlasl 059 S ol b Sy 0550
S Gl 5l cosmle ol 3 S s Sl o las
Luls) 53 ol 5 slezel ool G IS gl iy Ol gea
S S5 Calises glaos g 55 Lilg o 5 S o Jos Sl
5 bl B gl s sl lakow U oeslsls
B s omen 3V L(Ehrami, 2025) Lil azils odiasl g
b by e Sl (el odbab pdy sbaslas I (gl4e sazms
ey das o Ol 5131 4 5 LS o aseiie |y Cnls b,
Jﬁ;ﬁj\&gvﬂ,’am#ﬂﬂum,;}sduw
oISl ias HIE L5 3y 5 0L sle 5 bl (i
Lgm SO By 4 |y M) Siglad oS Lladnl b andllas
pke 5 G| wliOls) 53 (gulel Slopdse 51 (SO lias oo

Dy sp D g (SO
el SN D glas (M anllles s (65 5 r:ALﬂ.A 3 G{;_
5501 b &S Cudls o ls gl b Olg oo 1y (SM1 Colias
R P P N o GNP P S
Sosls (SN gl 25,0 5 baslmin J gl I (glas sazes ol
Losp oS b @b Coesl lj dulp opl S
B ge 0350 axlge (IS lalene b o) lae (Slalond 5o
1y sl gy Lol (San 0 8 o Sl 6T 55 S
5 Sl i s (BN sl sl ol e O Ks L s
S 1y Calien 31300 b (552 ¢ ble Ll g0 45 Sl O]
& ¢ s mer 4 (Crossan et al, 2013) uas i3 ,uL.
3,5 0T )3 48 lazdls Gl 3 1y (SN (6,8 oS O K s
At Sl s OBl gladely Ll (56 Sl e gdle

Ferguson, ) &S ), 58 slal bod 5 S Olasg




adlas 4> o S Olgea (SN glasly sldle s
Llosls Ol laasl . Llad S 51 3 ax 5 5590 SV Cugh 5,8,
o 5 M| Cugr cVien gla Sy b S glasly &
Dawson et ) dws Log o olal b ge 55 5131 (ST
Cal o Sae SN (glaslis oS das oo Ol L5 ol (8., 2021
5ol wdls 5 G iS5 S lasgeme I S B
Oroped ST Jas )1, @by 5 2 LA01s, O 55l Ol e
sl 8 Sl o3l 0Lis s 8 sl w53 A
B o e 5 ot oy (6,8 S 5 wilg e SO
3 b Jped 5 Sl g il adls 2B s slaes S
Hadrics & Kenede, ) s i3 50 cou 1) 0,55 SO
S slasly &8 WS o Culas 55 ol Sl ekl ) (2018
e oLl ol el bl IS Wlg e

Al e gl 5 (S Glalnd ga

9 u;"""“'dbj Lgbh;}i) s ] L;d.l’.'ar.a Sladlas _):; Q‘ﬁ\ BE)
6\’“;},} Sldie gy Llasls o S glasley s )8
Sl opl 8 Sl enls Olas S lasle asliin p  eiwitls
Gk sas 55 S slasly Calisee slal SUj,l sl L1y o
(Seifi Ghozlou et al., 2016) 3,5 ;15 oslizul 5,50 I !
waliis y opl oyl s enlllsy gla S5y adlas Cpimes
Lf-"‘ LS{‘JK 9 )L'.':-Lw QJL.JJ sz.&ﬁ u\.h‘j.& ‘LS"J'-’-‘ AJj.a.' J.:_- BL
Nejat & Hatami, ) Cusl 03, wal b Ol (Kia 3 4 3 15
53 yls 15 sl s elasl (K p il 5T cou g
Y ..bb:uﬂ L$;M>‘ Q}w &S Llosls Olis w’“:’- LSLA&A)}& cé‘}
Soap Glaane) 4 Glate 3131 5 L3l als (Ko p sla S
S Cambge S LLyl eps g3 Sl Ses sline
abaly andllas ¢l 5L (Ziaei et al., 2010) Las Ol slacsls
b e 4 SV by 5 SV glasly ¢ M) gl

Ssd pmia SV Gla 8 g5l 5385 ¢S s 4 Llg e Ol )
Lilg e 8 83 p0m 5 Sl Jelse (I glasksy o dle
Sen s S5 5T Cou 1) M Ly 5 Sl Ole b

1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wuoij)

S ol g 4 NS Sl 5 LS Ghailse
S dase Ol Ll ol s aph e (GO B, 5 (SO
Lols sl 5 ek Sl BV L Lag e o ls glasl b

.(Boroun & Fouladchang, 2023)

5 il edalin b6 5 e ssei Olg e | SIS,
ey pl adls a8ly glalaaBee 3 35 SO LSL“V-:“*‘J
(SN eliapd slajlais LS Col SIS ls
3 n s O el iles (Olail g pdd
Glo o Sl ol 3 (U1 L, s HE 5l Sle o
Sk |5 el Sy 5 Slosas Coanl 51 (lad o 5 olozr]
JB lajla,y 4 ool d b elazl slazel 5 (65 8 SOl
Sl glalaswe s okdplo] Slallan .ol atsly 51 31 odaline
AU Cow Wlg e SN s, oS Wlesls OliS 5 gl > s
3,8 F Slr 5 5 (et Glaiie Sl sles o
SN, s sldle o1 b s (Nadi et al., 2018)
OT @, 8 U 3 (godme guliny ulge 5 Sl oals Ol
3yt pine 6 b B 1y SV ks, 015 i 5 jls Sbss
Obe aaly bie ol 51 (Sharififard et al., 2019) 55 s
ot Fo3 S Joa IG5l N b 5 SV sl

358 55 5 ok s B sla e & 550
4 (B GlE el > e o s Sy 3 S
s Lol w bl el cwl S slasly
Sl wlol SOLL I (slas gazme p Ol S (Sla il
T 4 0515 Coadl Ol e 3 Contl e LncKin 5 5 51 31 457 i
3Ly gy e ad sl by g 3 Bl ails Sl K L
Celbl (il (50l (A Olail e/ Eudl o Juls Lo
Haidt & ) s = e J35/ wd® 5 631/ om0 @0 pl -l L
Ml &S das Olis AS o BN a4 ks ol (Graham, 2007
S s e Mis Jgol 5 SLET Yol , s ol
03 o B 8 e Byl lalwlus 5 NS slas gel
Sl S 5131 g ep 3l S o L) 3V glalamd g U5
5 sl adls Fslise Sbslad alie Cadpe oS o)Ly

el Do gliza OUT 55,0 ksl s 3 (laslsy Comnl 5 055




(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

}Lg;}cla.uar.avu_tf\)gms-bté)«f.xm@owu;;,u:
baly cped 55 55 addllas (goleia 5 ola CL.»J BRI
aoglas 8 K8 K& 8l 0T M wlisiOly,
Lis 535 Jlize 50 4 ar g L1y SN glajl, 5 o i)l

(Kadivar, 2024) &S" ) »

Ll LT &8 ol OT bl (b sy 5SS el ol s
Sk, 5 (B slad Ole (wile 55l Al e SN
Sl s 58 05 g ws sl S
30 ol e 5 AS o SL5H1 (NS B 1 b e
s k) 4t ar U b5l pl oS ST e el 5l el G950
35 ool S i ot g s ol ol 355 s
SOl lasls Ll il sy ol IS Soglas )l
Gl Kas ¢ oo 5 b il a5l 5550 Jlisle ys ol
Ogd cdal amsls S glasly & 4 Cod oYL Cnli
o 56 5l N Dplab el I Lois Copleo ) oGT
daly a5 Wlesls OL&S 55 BV o) 5o chags slaasl sl
(83, o e g WAL sdomy Ll o 4B, 5 SV LS Ol
(> e 4 L Sl 2B Ol ) 5o Gl 5 slez
I 0S4 Ll oo (S glasly (il B ()

S oSS SNy 4 S| o slas s b )
Llsy ol oz e A Sladases 53 GV Coanl 4 a2 5 |
22 0 miils .l Hla) 55 5 Slo s s Samal 51 OL eiils Ole o
(e sdaze slagaas b 4T W)l 53 (S5 51 le s
Aty el ol 51 ok 5 g o0 axlpe plol 5 140 >~
LIy o OUT (BN kb, 5 Ssldd ogoe e 3] slal
Sphid s (oans > Sas 5 092500 Luls, p ode
Shasl B 51 obT elam| &Sl CuiS 5 0T (slas >
Sl Pl Gl g 51 K oBails s b
sblolee
S LB, L b bl csbi s Sl (68 e

S5 3 i sl bl ol BlS oe OL gl

Loty 5 hdm 65 n serse Glaiasn S5l @ald s
9 u}.;)&>‘ J}A GJM ‘6;)«}‘ )t‘é) cu’.;%\ Q}LA O\:ﬁ

Lyl s 5 Slalas] das o Ol 55 4 o Cola e ol 51 S
OUT e 5115 55 5y sladaly 5 AS™ &S5 g 1y 010
S 313 O Ol saT 205 Ols 53 s 5 s bl oS!
o (Wl (M D slds Ol alasly 5 Ll 5 e (Jolen
Ol glasl o .(Rezaei et al., 2020) Lil azils oS fidas
S35 elie IS S glias oy 135 ST o oS das e
b Sl Sew S| kb, 4 Dslas cpl bSOl cdL
GVl it ) 51l sl 55l ot 5 ible s b
St 5 Sl (3,05 Sloma (s sladylp fulws Jol>

A SN by ol s 5B e w slal ol

Sl plin dalgh 55 Gl > o) 4o a,u»rl,,u'\ sla tags
S Gl odd jadin Golhlus 45 > 53 ges gl Llos S
S, L g e e 5 953 Julse s SN slas S,
23 eezen (Taherinia et al., 2020) ail ails L5, SS
s Gl B skl S5 (g bl OL gmiils Ol
Llosls Olas (g lsline 5 Cote alaily SV Lk, L ign sl
58 s ple= o)~ 3 .(Kermanshahi & Khademi, 2024)
CiS o WS hea das e Ol &S 35l s cdalgd
Wi o 0T Glaadie Sy 5 Cul LS 1 Glab > slis
Slacadge 3> | Glapead ) 1y 1y B3 Ul
o5 lie sba (Nikbakht et al., 2023) was )| e
L o g plee Lul 3 oIk 5 Olepleo D5LEE L 55 Slea
Ol Laal ol 45 gaze .(Phan et al., 2021) Coul ol )15
3 sl il s S s, 5 SO Coglas 4 das e
M )5 Smd ol sacs bl gl S cou

&yl
das oo OlE 58 i Calf- 2> Sl WS GadS )
S el o gos Lo olie (slls &SST LS 3 M b, oS
Gt kS aglin 3y 0 S 35 36 5 (Ko b slacia
&S Sl esls Ol Calides sla, 538 53 OluliaOly, (slad
(235 0 g 03,13 3 5 (B slapllss 53 (S 2te J gl 4 S
5 Sonp Lald bl W5 Jpol ol sl 5 4TS

o) (Douran & Fathi Ashtiani, 2018) 4il &gliwe (glad >




( 15 Questions " A¥>1 HLdy Iow 10 Cwwsgd
Jop 5 O gl g |y o g3 o) :Cheklist of Moral Behavior)
a4y a4 (WAY) H508 Lug 5 ag (144Y)
03,5 6, G5 3 Sl 1y sy Sl Ky S s s 8
Loaaly 53 o5 Gl i aby o Olaaiel 70 Culg 55 5
ol ksl o b o 5 Ol s A 03 g0l el Lo b DY
03 S dunl>e +/47 CL.@; T o b Sl eslizal 1) S g
VAL Rl s o gd nl (s Dlzel b 55 LS

ol 0345 9T s
sl by asliz, 1 (MFQ30) ST b Oy dobidus
i 5 b5l skt 4 (YV) el 5 Culs b g SN
ol e Cand 95 55 Jlsw YV (6l)ls g ol atl B sl
w05 S 4 sy (Calasl oo T_Cudl o 4dd 50 & bl st
Aol y il o SV g BL (0 ot 5 o e 4 pl
0 &S Cab el oS sl W V86 SV ls
o SIS 605 (0 0 jas ol 5L ks b a0 e Sl D)
b ol oSl Y B AV OV ol 5 093 2oy 55
oo (B 6 poi ol go SIS B Calline SIS 31) (g1 e y3 & o S

Lgd o I 0 WYY 58 Slole 35k e 5108
3 VA FLs S T mls (IYA0) 58 hw Jiasn o
(CJlae) Oolasl /BN canT-Cdl o (sla plines 3 uioeen
Do SV Lo e el il /P 05 S a ol VA

ol oda T s Y o /VY

Sl Al iy cpl &S sl Ol gl bl o s
Gl dons 4 aaliion ol | e Hlael LSl Hlsy 5 omlie
1Ko 5zl 5 b o 5158 5550 Ol 4uas L OT Olejen
(SN s p b S 5 ob ks iyl U (gl DLy aaliin

215 Questions Cheklist of Moral Behavior

1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wuoij)

,b;"}) OL‘JV‘A w*or Ll ‘u\.}‘o.); “or \) Lg';))‘ Lgbw\:.:
S B 3 S 5 B sl Ol (s L
Olioren c&}qr.&;lé Comem 33 0 94 4&)&:“ sl u""‘l‘:“

RGN Iy S ARRR T PU- IR LR

Doldd gkl Ll oludde Bl Ll Oda ol sl
23 W lasls (il A8 () 2 9 (OIS, 5 (SIS

59 0L gmedils

b 9
anlr gy (s o) Soen_ oo 5 § 5 51 ol aalllas
3 s Obmiils oIS Sl Cliole ol Ghesn bl
SIS s i)l i )8 ulis S Cbb"u 03 Jees 4 Jsiia
e e 55 () ,e8 doly ol ST oKils paads
Syod S b O colo L plal  dised pzem NFAY_NFY
bl osls gyl dow s Olml L5 Yoo (L mws 53 6,8
ot SVsles o 5 YVl ol (g ol 13 05 51 eslizal
(SNl OIS uley g s plosil ol Il (g S slasl 40l 53
azsls 1y sl ol QWS oS 5 sy ol Os b aoliin
b aslitins oSS aolsl 1 55 (6)Ken alsl 4 bl ST &8

AL Ol il

(Short form of Moral 351 slglwld oligs e,
« M gla Glawls ol S oA SR cpl s :Stories)
Olewls opl ol Oliwls 4w ol o7 555 e oslizwl (VAVY) )
Wl Okls 8 Ll 3l ey 3, 5 Aes SN slalons Ln
2 opdS (1403 puS) WS sl 1y edd alg 3505
03037 cal b (2188 5 (7 (o5t IVl Oloe Al o Shids
03051 Slias Olbe sylslme daly 5 0305 15 ) p 3550 1y
Sl 03,57 Gz & 5 S0 ol gl e 5 SV SVl
oUsS b slasl wnj 53 55 sy 53 OVAAY) Sioly 5 e 90
GNF IV 3gde 531y 0sa3T ol s S GWT b 0T
O30 3 ealial b 05T ol (Jols lasl o b pioman lin S

(1403 () 508) Cl o 3 1S AY LTS

1 Short form of Moral Stories




(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

5 A Cardy i g el (R Coner s
o b el ek O eliST OST0 a gl Dhas
23 OB WS OS5 s 5 S e gl it 1SS a (d)3) STl
andllan 3530 (5lo ol Gline O3l oil) (o K0le e 5 ) Jgler

C,.w‘ ol J:J‘Jf\ dj-l"' BL

st

Cumez= Sl ijucwl.b oldal o Sy
50 Sl e 4 OB WS S8 L Slie pmes 5 LS
ML.'Jb andloe Sy J\-\A\ w)jm ot }M‘\.’{b‘ andloe

Al as sy M

b anlidin 5 sla ulie slan O3l puil o &le ol jon 4 OB S o8 2 6ST31 S pas sla S35 (o y3) sl .) Jgdr

(20)0) Slgl, S 39 (2o)0) Slgl, S 39
(XU 7) VA T OFIY /) 11 ¥ Jlo ¥l s
O-7)Y- oo 3s3 OB/F 7)1 ¥1-f-
(F-IN 1) Y il (YV/A 1) bF Jlo Fe 5l e
OB/F 1) T ol 353 i
(16 1) 4 S (VVIS 1) VFE B
(YAIS /) oY Sy
Job Coxdy
YN 1) YA 5 e
[(dAVAR AN Lo

Ja

Iy sldad op 2 Lyls rl;i; ) WP gLy &QJT) 034 3 e
.-U)\.B

el ol 0ol gf:‘il"“"‘l d_9~\> BE) L@.’T)L«M Lﬁ‘_}’“‘) u:i‘t‘:‘

L OB WS 8,5 6 das o OLES ) Jgdr 5o b Lastls )

Lo VY gl uoman AL o S ST s Lo Y)Y Sl ST e
ngwﬁ(yjsydii:j.w" 0 o us o5 s

Andllas 55 90 obs anliin  la w@(ﬁ:&ﬂd\ﬁl)@iﬂy RESPRES

S e S ke 25 e
S sl ol
YY/e o (YIVY) Ya \Y ] g Bl yo
YYIYY (Y/09) Y- v Slail
Y-/99 (Y/AY) Y. ) 09,5 4 (s bl
YN (FI0-) Y. # Conzyo 4 pl ]
YYNO (0/-Y) Y. Y A g D]
V- a/vE (VYIYY) 104 V¥ S eglas
\IALA/EED) Yo Y4 M ls,

i ¥ J gl s J}Sﬁw\—;'});ﬂ; Qy)T 6\2 .:3_)?

el

ap Sl A3 S gy e (Srees r‘f sl oo

sor b e mis 05 b U ag Y Cas (et

Sl 55 i o g O g5 a5 S 5l 5 0505T 5 Y Jpr




1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wl&fbd‘j)

(8,0 (s20) QB‘}T o L] oobde
(<+l++YV) < \Y SN sl sl
(<+[++V\) +/-1 SO glad
(<o 1) ENEAEY

ol Star o Sl b elde Ole  (Siead

g:~w‘ Ov\.ﬂTf d)v\.>- DL GL’J; 4{ VJ"J}N oxlaiw!

Op5T bl i) 5 b ol Slad w5 ol e
Sl el ot 2 A8 IS o O 5 a3 8 el S

w&déjyéuduﬁokﬁymA@%ﬂ.vdj&

I sla sl RV BN gl IS s,
\ ENEUCEY

) Ve W glas

) Y AJ-¥ T O ool

oJ}aJ u:'J‘Jf \‘) ua}l.& 95 A oj‘u\}l I d_’v\’ A.&L < AR )‘

sl

LVARR CEMJ: Sold sme e 0 /00 CLAJ; Sold sme i

OVM@%@‘M?JJ%JSJ}LQM

5 S 5 bl oIl (e O35 0l led 3 byl 5SS
AV e (el 3 a sl e il s FLis S T
FLsS W lae b bs aeliin ;L1 0 gt

=55 bl Elig,S sl 455 olass oo
Vo IV 1 S,
Vs AV vs S gl
N4 <[\ Yy SN slasly

SRR /B /0B Ll Jden s SVt gLl o N sla
b e M| & 5ldd it (gl slie ol 45 Sl ol 3,18 +/0)

el o pllan o ST a8 5Bk
S lie oSS la 4 S GIB s dis & Glls asls ol
1815 wlss st Shee i o ) Kos olie b 4 S
I g Solenl sl (g 5 55 &S Sl SN 5 i) e ls

(8 J5d) 338 o SIS e Spem ol

4o (5‘]’ mfj u‘i“‘.’.l‘-'- U’Du 9 CL.:); dwT UR}L& U\M
(sl s oo pllan e 55 La oo

FEK p sl onls il ¥ SE 534S e sghe e 3
S sl o st gr e 25 S 4 S b5 b s
S S e 2 i ke G G 4 8 Ly
IO K sy e sasle ol oslas ldde .ol s sgie Jube
sl ¢ M58, pwlie sl o 4 addllas 55 &5 AL




(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

Y- s sleslial LIS Ts ols) mls LS # Ui

S O glad

M slo ol

S8, oolde

<V B s,

<V -7V Y S sla ol

<IYYS <OV NS glad

A3l S 5 b e gl b elie OT (Stcas 03100 1 (2l

AL (o A e e oled gl 4

318kl g S5 cul i b okl SYslee s 2w opl s

"";6" Sl s,k 5 odis

J.Lbu.a )-:\? CW‘;L& g_;LJ‘ J.ldj EXD) LgL.é.cl ‘W;LA O’L‘ DL
BE a %‘)T J‘.’.L"" ! & U':""l DL ol C“éﬁ“‘ g)'“Jlf.)‘}
ol el o5 plie b plie a Obe (Soser (il

ol C‘fﬁ.«l‘ u"".lf.Jb O‘j‘vu‘ ).:\? KVLS@QL:J ;Y—JJ‘)}Q

- L ey ] iy tas - '-.:- - = : - -f_ — i, |, o
- e :
[,
- o0 077 —t
e 2N ) , s
- "o [ (- C
- s Joree— Patmine  —
g . . - . »
G-L:JJJ‘-M\L#‘UJ#;J%‘J*&‘{‘SJ\:}L‘NUYD‘&&J-M\‘}god
~ e b — | -; - - - — e ) - et
. -, |
Yy
[E—
.* 0.04 (0 6%) 045 (0.00) ~—
- — . 2.26 (0.00) ‘ i
— = Mo [ —
2 .o b o o - —

(P—Value) JL«J:-‘ )‘u\.iﬂ a‘jo.h 4: ol J)‘u\.;t..u‘ Ls;j:.w;) b‘i'.}"é J"‘L‘;' ‘SJlfa'-Lw QYJ\&A du\.ﬁ :Y Jg."v




5o 4.:.‘p)9 ui‘ R\ .J}fu@ aJ)J‘é‘ 3)\:—\ B13) 0 o & </FO o1
-”f@“ﬁ“

G ) (S Sy p (IS gl (pgw 4o
D10 paiinn g J1 SN ALy

(Sobel test) fgw 05037 5 fml 42 opl 4 ol 6l

.Q«w\x}Q)MZaJBToﬂJE‘ MWJ}AJB .J}aiebu.l.w\

a+*b

Z — value =

V2 s+ (@2« s+ (s3 * 5§)

b 5 SR e Ols 0 3510kl s g5 bl pa S
la ks Ol 0t 3515kl s oy 5 bl b Sl
sl Shne sl bl 55 4 Sh 5 SE Sl el 4zl 5
I gy Dbl 4l (s 5 515D 5@ ke ol g 5
st $SGS SPSS sl i sl gl 5lae gl Ll 2> !
o3ty Al (o 05 85 K s 2 Sl sk a0 S

23 oo 0l ey 5315 0T Hlme sl 1t

0.04 = 0.77

1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wuoij)

s 1 ( SUST L) p (SN Dgled (Jof 40
Syla

Dy 5 (S Dlas Ol daly joset o 4l p s
G SV Dglad & das e O Y 5 S LSl N
Ol Ols oo 1 (P-value < .o 01) 5,05 Llslms 31 SN 5,
Sy o el (Say SV Dgliad o el oIl ys Dl i &S 5 gad
ol e 358 o aB pdy A b g 34ls Hlalee LG BN
S sl plde 53 GBI o,e G 2 55 0L Ol
13 55 oo 035580 BN by 0 a5 4 +/YF o3Il 4 Lows 20 5o
535 il )

paiian B ISy » SMS1 sdola (|=5.> 4o B
K1)

SN 5y gay L SN sl 56 A das L 0L Y ) IS
Ol Ol5 o ool e (P-value<:.+V) Wil o ,lslae

4 Jow gie ) sl (B oliy elide 5> Rl 0 el OS5 a2 S5 S

0031

= 0.49, P.value = 0.626

Z= =
/(0.77% 0.0822) + (0.04% = 0.032%) + (0.0822  0.0322)  0.063

Obe abaly ¢ Jolae 53 55 Sl 5 5 (55 JB Coeal 51 (3O
35 3 35 lskan LT i 51 Soel glasky 5 D oplias
Gl 3 SO LB, B Dpldd et pE Sl
SN el ol 23S 15 Al s g 55 (ST slasly
i S M glasly 5 BV 5Ll 4 das e DL aasily
s (o e 1 Yl (il 28 SV b, o 5 33
23 Ol i 1y (S slasly 5 S o 315l s
Solis 5 JUsl gl laaals 6 g5l adllas 540 4 g0

2 BN 5L s 5 s 1y e sy Bl e
SV I 2l el s (Sl 015 o 1) (SN 5,
Sy o olly 4 S Oslas clmlf.,\_l: gl s S s
5 Ceysb 5 Cays Sl Ol plad (SN (Slacamdge oo
sl oyl Calthe shobal Jlas| sladely oLyl

Bl sy SN Pl s 6l 6 20 U151 1A

Gl il 0 VAP I S S Z o )bl o1l &) 4 4 55 L
b S (S8, 5 (SO Dl Ol kel s (SO
5 O (Gsmm 85l (g S (05 (5L (s b 3D
ol 5o M) lasly 5 M) glas Ol alaly 45T das

o

S5 dom § Som
I Dlas gl Ll iledde O b Sl ey
Ol > (DOl glasly (il A& (o) 5 S L1, 5
S hls G Dl o 51 Ol b b plal Ol il
Sl e ol sl S (ol 5 ki
el ol pan B slasls)y iRl L Y sl ek
R B O T
2, L (SN glasky B3yl cedd w1 daily,y O 51 il




(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

sty ol 95 pl Ole Loyl Wlg o plaz| Sl 4 L
I, &sl& -l .(Yaghoubi & Abdollahi Moghadam, 2016) Jas
Glaylpl e 3y sbaos S 43 Sl I AL Olg e
wdls Jde 3 s lasae 5 elaal SL g S0l
G S P s en S Dbl Sl s
SO ) e Llodd plowl DUl g by Sllas
S Jalss 51 LSS s Ml lad 5 Sl ele ki (glods s
SN 5 1w Wl 35 ST g 358 o e OT
il 5 oo S g 5 Sl Glomen (25K ol el el
5 ol el sl Al ) 4 Sl ) b sl
ASTh (BN plas 53 Cambge 535 Olajen B 5 (LLGT
SV e Ol g0 1y (WS (ygls &8 dias o OLES 5 L )ls
Hatami & Aghababaei, ) <535 L ;5 Cumbse o S5
@ ol iash ys by s Sglas aaly o lslae (ol 4l (2012
S3ld dns oo 0L S oo psgie 33 pl 03 DL (slne

A2 oS s el g 1SS Ll e SO

Sols (I slasly o ols QLS ol hasl e 4Bl s
Sl boams ) A (SOST, p olslae 5 anites J]
WOl car 5 ool olal o3 )ls (Salen M1 slasly w0 ks
Sl e A5le GO bl (glso ) g 4 S g bbb (5Tl
B 5 o g 4l gl il i T I Sl
S5 0 gm0 Ll 5 n basls ) (S Ol e 3 gl 5 diees
das 3 S Cou 1y S s elasl Glalambge 4 sl 3l
s M= slasley ¢ wlal pl  (Haidt & Graham, 2007)
Sl Olpes Wiy Kb i 25 gb S
03,5 Culda Cnd go slal 5 4l 513l d & ol S50 G435,
(Oolail Ol Ks 5l bl e &S (655 .S oo 1y T L,
b pdy (S e laslns Olsieas 1) 6 p it sime b (651505
Iy s 5y 55l (6 méw el 50 ela! Glalasd o ys (ol

.ﬂmbﬁhjj)\dlkép-v@;-" - )3

g b 5 0L Kea 5 DAWSON zass L ol 4l o sees
Lshjju L M slasley aS7 Wsls Ol oljf,uj}__ ol

(Dawson et al., 2021) w,ls bli,l M1 Cusn 5 4V

SN sl 5 gl bl 1y 55 gla sl aSST Jlazs!
JVaal 5 B iy slaa b js s g dal g i u\ﬁfv.:la.r
35 SN I ol glaail 3o 51 S Ol gieay D slab
s glyltle Jgeu oS Cl 0T 5 o5 5ol w8 8 L
03bT S4Y ghs 5 i pamaie (Slaprana 3151 (51 15 5131 Wl 5 oo
Wl J o b Lo e sl 3 dal g L(Santrock, 2014) s ;L.
5 s Ol b S0 gla oUls wiy oS Wlesls olis 55
o) Mg SN Ahy YL b 5 Sl ol pen ooz
.(Shabani, 2012) s,,T 2 ) edaie Glaeeaas 31
S ils o8 s ol 5o Ol o 1y ol i 4Bl 0l
IS daambge (B slul gb3l 5 pasis 53 55 LUy

AE g Sl geen glaiags b L pmes Ll
Llos ST uSTh Ly o, 8 IS 55 M 5 sl gl b
S Glisles sl o Lsls Ol KV 5 0y
03550 Ol 5 (SN 55 5 (SN (6,8 ool 3 g o o
55 b bt (s eyl b CuE Obe bl KL &
Boroun & Fouladchang, ) ol S| gl 55 9 G
Ml ga oS Wisls 0lis O Kes 5 S8 imeen (2023
© by dile obailie 5 5405 3b Ol e (glad > sliss
Salad oS Wl Saliid e 5 oolzdl Bk e
> S| (Nikbakht et al., 2023) was i 3 56 Cou 1) las >~
L OT mls (el 035 (gl oglids tas3 OT 53 ey ke
— SN b b Sl Ol per S ol S Sl wdl
Glacamdge 5315355 Sas 5 bpaends SoiS Ail5 o LS
2 0Len 5 Crossan uoes .as Ko S (ol simee drl
6;*?;'-*‘* 35 Caabd O b o5 bl blas iE
Jols aons (N el o Wil Gl 5 Llos S ASTh S0
Crossan et ) "ol 5,3 Sy L;Lauf}_} 5 S Call Ol

.al., 2013

Syls Sl Oty Soladlos & va.pb- asl ‘O‘l‘ S L
bl e Jalge 55,5 45 Lsls Olis 5 bl 3D ks, 5 (S




Ol sl -l (Phan et al,, 2021) Wil «sls 50 v ples
sl el ¢S s Shes ol N ks, & L e
i) 5 Camaed Oled (bl O 3 oS Sl ebownki
3 e Sl S IS glasls Lyl B Slejen sba
N3 slp el o Gk 5l s S 1y 50l
4 ST asie ) ) g (Dl Cpllaeli b pge (S
R 03 Sy (I glasky it S5 as

el JE Sl B 4 sleir 3 gy L ol

slosly & s ol 2l Pags 4Bl o Fees L 5 e s
ol S8 (S, 5 (M Dslad Ole daily 5y (SO
SN glasley 4 S| gldd s e LI (g 5lokae
gl ax 1S das o OLi5 4l pl .54 Slsbme (g LT L
S o e 1y SN By 93 e S lasky 5 SV
s Ssbe a A L g e e o5 s Ly
Calad 1B S oS b ol bl bl Ol e
b 3 e 9 old VS slasly Cu g Cel ldnl SN
33 ol 48 ol OT 5 Jaioen das on SRl 3l 1y (SN L, LT
sl (Bl ol (ol JoSa Lol gl e 92 ol
s o5lps IVl 5 sl i p Kby oy (B Ooplis
Gl OU3L SV glasky 8 Jb s Sl SO

iz 31 3 (63 545 5 (B3 5 Gaes
BT J¥al Ol 31 glasly 4 5 &7 6L b s o)
» Graham , Haidt .cl ,& 3l a5 T SN 5568
Sl S gla iS5l ol &7 Lles ST uSTh &5
Jpame Wl 5 Ls o 50 ookt slassgd 5 blauls
Haidt & Graham, ) tiws o eaal> o 5 <LET JYoal
sl 5 (I S5ldd Obe lsbas dlaily pds oyl by (2007
35 ool &S il OT odasOlis Wl o bl gy 5 (SO
S 33 LS o fas (SN B50 5 Sl (Sl 2 s 53 05l
G Ll sl Slsy s oYU S IVl SUlg 51 el
Wb pleaxl gladl b ST Cou min ol M glasly
S 31 A3 58 K5 ool Sl 5 o5l ciSn
Colail b bl e ) o VU ol el S (635 S0

1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wuoij)

SN 585 4 G5 g ol g 513 a Jken 5 SN s 5
des s 5 Ll S e T L (B glaslsy LUl eopl 5l tizn
By s sba S5l hagh s B glasly | x &
Sbsle 53 (S gla 55,1 48T (655 . Liles S s i |y (SO
ool cnl 3,0 6 2t st odils 558 ol gl oo
Kenede 5 Hadrics  iowen .das Ol 555 005, skd, o
P38 O e 5 e sla ), b (BN glasly 4T sl LS
Lol ss e 5 Bl5 e 3 (S 1SS 6 5 5 s Lo e
Hadrics & Kenede, ) s,1i& Sb Gl gy & sliael
gl 3 (B glasly &7l 0T Wje 55 adl ) (2018
Moy 5505 18, el )5 Wil 5 e 5 4,y 513 (ol sl
bl b B 1, (S slasly e b e aae
S o SNy (550 sla pine aie 53 (s la ey
Ml it &Sy & Wsls Olas pesls 5 ALl ST ol
Obgmiils (S| U8, b rpn b Lo slaadle 5 e~
Kermanshahi & ) &Lyl gyl 5 Cuie dbaly (g lbles
3 bl (5le 5955 oS das e 0Lis 4l ol (Khademi, 2024
Cpoman ST Culda 1y 53 by Llg e S gl 55
Solblaa @ 53 (B ) (o) p 53 DL 5 L plb
5 Lyl daly Yk, L SN las Sopy oS disls olis
el 4 (s ladnl s esde Ll (B S, s sl
9 3,5 ,5 (Taherinia et al., 2020) 5 5 4> 5 ;55,3 55
638 aST ool Sl cladnlin Jie b s 55 0LKes
Sl jle glaie) 5 633 ol e 3 (glas gamme I DI Lliby &S
o5 e )l s ol g sazes .(Sharififard et al., 2019)
e Wl 35 A5 gloly & w8 e Sl Sl

sl asls S L, o8 IS s St
5 i Jolse B L DL s Olg e ) pol Bl omes
&S 13 Olas 0, 5 (o0 .3 S s S kb, 55 Sloes
At L5 e SN by Lol ol 5 gmeind gla S5
ol 0, 5es 5 Phan m s s g 3l (Nadi et al., 2018)

ol 5 Ol plus Oglas ..\31}3@ u’.,\z:.a R &S osls




(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

D3 5T Cou 1 Ll Wlg e SV glaay 8 sl 5 ko
s bl el G b S N slasly S J 55 cdas
oy sl ¢l itee e 33 el Sgys lalowlis
Loly 6y S e 03 e 53 ol S e ol b
Olllas b Gl i A aisls SO @ Loy (S 2
sery oo ) sl LBl 55 sl - G ladS 4 by e
St 5 eSia s s S oS mie b glas il
Sy s Sslas Says sldslp 0o LSS Glae 4 Calies
i ST uoees (Douran & Fathi Ashtiani, 2018) Co
Ol Ll Ly, oS 5 ol sl s (NS (sla b5
(s mla Slas gozee 4 (5,15, cb.u): E E LGN XY
omd &l (o plo (Ehrami, 2025) Coul wiuly laisl 5 55!
o sl 4 4 3 s esliul oladie jl b SN B, 538
(e Il 5 Jolas U5 5 550 ol Ole o3l o i3 65

M’)‘J;bjéjf‘)cjkﬂ'gﬁ‘

oo 3 e 53 S sy olen plissde L Sl g
S sk e (e LS 5w s 3 Ll @l
s 33 S8 G ey by A dmly S 0L il
2l Obgmiils ol 4 badl cand (plply b Ol
s el bleml b il olarl 5  slaey S L Lol
S Gl el lesls Gl g i ¢33
@ ol 53 elarl gl (5,8 o Jlazl 5 43 (55T e
oyl 3 3l oglas pimman 5405 5 g G L Las e OYIGu 4
o 5 Bls Glaand o 53 457 (6508, L Ll 3D (sla gy
Corle S 0L s o OLES Sl 5 olezx] (glajlis
1y s eice Olon abad o Lol Dlosal 0K 35 2, ol
ghte (i (o Al layite (ol O S o 3 g
5 et G Sy ((Kinp ae (ol Ty (o
3y90 oS hdw Jalse Olsiea oltle Jue 3 gmdge Lol 5

isd K513 sz
5855 clages 531y Jda ool ok T Gla st 55 oo slgiiny

9 QS.»AJB ‘_;}éL.a L) ‘.;"Jj.\}:'cj‘.;'ﬁj; L;Lhals.ijl.s )'l J:C‘y:.dj
o ldodalin ngb) LS)‘“’\iL.’. Q‘ﬁuww)julw&l.«slp

5 Slas SN Sglds slad gaiT 5o Lol 31 aKT gy kil sls

s ol ¢ YL

Syge dm Cpl e 03 Llg s 5 OLSea 5 Zidel glaasl
Lly o SN Salas &S Lsls Ol OLT 13,8 15 eslizal
O i e g (Kap e 53,8 515 S S o
sl (Ziaei et al., 2010) 4l adls S Jlesl 03 & L
o0 Ll i oSS (S b s b Jolat )3 355 1 O
Sl Son s OLSS Les 3l 53 gl Ka 3 (1S 31
5 baslte 4 o Cola (B Gl 25 lsion y Kn
K 1 slize (gla e 51 IV Jils 05053 IVl o goui
5 SN slaskey sty ()b s Ol S S 3
Lol el O Sl 8L )3 05l opl obol 487 Wlesls Olas
S ) 4 Do Sl b il basly (S 5 sl
Nejat & Hatami, 2019; Seifi Ghozlou et al., ) 35 s
G 6 Wl 5 e SN (slasly (6 5 il pude ¢yl 1l (2016
CEL o SVl S5l 5 (L Gl e (o Dl CLL

AL anfllas 5y 50 Sin 5

S S oS 5 Rezael iayy mbs s e
SNl by 5 S slas Ol alaly 53 1) Jdes oS b
Sl a2 4 S5 e it o el OT Sl ool Ol
Sy 4 Osld bas s el (See 35800
55 4 cpl (Rezaei et al.,, 2020) Lil azils (g joliS pnd
SN e A3k 0T Kby Wl o0 ol bl LS
S Bl 4 Dyl 1 sl gl S 5 plls
olet b 0 55800 ekt g Jden A5l el ge s
Dimper AL il buly dile ol (Ses Cf
S a0 Ol M WliOly, s a.,\.&cjk.a ‘5\Aalf.,\i>
S s dosT O3l plh 5 (sl ) T mudls) Ol alold
o) (Kadivar, 2024) Sl o5 opl culasl e 51 S (!
s 5 it B (Glamn sla e b Wl e sl

s esls 5
S, S Gdndsr g el Sl Aasn glaadl cp e )

coais Ul b 5 M Splas dias e @l S




5 e sl Gl Sasg Dog e s Caeal andlas ol o
Lis ( Sl s syl35ly d5le M1 Slla>De Suley o)byo

50T 51 Ol el 5 imss 55 &S 8 S (63131 lad gas e
Al ool QL’.:.Q.H ubT«;eﬂﬁ

iy oSl KuSS b allie ol 08ty

Gk 5 e Jrass e 53 a8 (ool 3l elad lakewy pl

Dy o SE 5 A L3 ged

References

Boroun, S., & Fouladchang, M. (2023). Effectiveness of Core
Self-Evaluation Training on Ethical Decision-Making and
Ethical Behavior in Adolescents. Journal of Sabzevar
University of Medical Sciences, 30(3), 374-383.

Crossan, M., Mazutis, D., & Seijts, G. (2013). In Search of Virtue:
The Role of Virtues, Values and Character Strengths in
Ethical Decision Making. Journal of Business Ethics, 112,
567-581.

Dawson, K. J., Han, H., & Choi, Y. R. (2021). How Are Moral
Foundations Associated with Empathic Traits and Moral
Identity? Current Psychology.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02372-5

Douran, B., & Fathi Ashtiani, A. (2018). Comparison of
Professional Ethical Codes for Psychologists in Iran, the
United States, Canada, the United Kingdom, and Australia.
Journal of Psychology, 22(4), 396-412.

Ehrami, S. (2025). The Legal Basis of Ethical Values Creating
Security for Women in the Family. Ethics in Science and
Technology, 20(1), 1-7.

Ferguson, J. L. (2014). Excessive Risk Exposure: A Question of
Ethical Decision-Making. Journal of Business Research, 67,
2684-2685.

Hadrics, M., & Kenede, A. (2018). Moral Foundations of Positive
and Negative Intergroup Behavior: Moral Exclusion Fills the
Gap. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 64, 67-
76.

Haidt, J., & Graham, J. (2007). When Morality Opposes Justice:
Conservatives Have Moral Intuitions that Liberals May Not
Recognize. Social Justice Research, 20(1), 98-116.

Hatami, J., & Aghababaei, N. (2012). The Role of Person and
Situation in Moral Judgment. Ethical Knowledge, 3(2), 73-
88.

Kadivar, P. (2024). Moral Psychology. Agah Publications.

Kermanshahi, B., & Khademi, S. (2024). The Relationship
Between Understanding the Professional Code of Ethics and
Intelligence with Ethical Behavior in Accounting Students.
Ethics in Science and Technology, 19(3), 194-199.

Nadi, M. A., Azizi, H., & Masjedi, N. (2018). The Relationship
Between Personality Traits, Ethical Behavior, and Guilt with
Compulsory Citizenship Behavior. Quarterly Journal of the
Iranian Psychological Association, 23(1), 83-98.

1-1A Olmdo ) oo F 0598 (v 9 418 4&}“&/" wuoij)

Ll 5 o ol (686505 sty I eslital 550 st
Sob Gl iass pluil imen das 1) ol sl ok
SOl glasly 5 SO Dglias Ol s 45T sl b, Ll g
slgtin s a ol en S| L, i b 4,8 0l LIE s
(P S P Cam e il gla e 552 e
Olsear (plet HLad 5 (gl e Sl fFn () 2S5 5
33 Jes auslin Lipd 3505 0T sladie 53 0liS Jidw b oilee
5 e ghde 5 4, (0 Zomi ol s slaey £
oslitul uomen LS ESGS Il Gl sl sluls 4 Ll 5
5 o)l sla gyl ¢ oBly kB odalie casliinn , Olejen
ORI badl sl y Hlael Llg e smd e sl oL

Jas
Sy S lasly 5 (SO Dpldd ks Sl 4 a5 L
S Ol EiseT (slaaal  Woliils 35 oo slgriy o SO
33 S el oe w5038 ol s e
b S S sagileand b Bl i e
3PS Com i Gl ( Y] glalons 5 e ool
5 iSOl ity QU5 Ll o0 el (slaaly ol
eeadlie 015 o pomer LS gl 1 (W Pl L5
5 Blize pl ol (s il s Ll OS5 51 bl e il
(SEj Sl sl slaasly 5o 1) Sl a0 s,l36;
Gy Gl SobT glaoys 5 oSuils Kon b slaael
e S B lasly sl Ol mls o T i cs L
IR PR QU J- PUPYRICIN I PYRS. UL BEGH. EA R VPR R R
5 O D5l 5 PVl U5 Gl Olejen ) sbay el
) b A8 S0 (O glalamlas 5 b a5l CosE
S5 5 oKl b sl S L, 6,8 S

g r.a\je ol T slas o~

LB 3 gy il )W e D8 M 5

A el pab a el g Jb Colem e Ok (R )



https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02372-5

(OLKon 9 (k) .9 (BUST HUd5 9 (SMST D9lad (S5bLe Lulgy Gilw S

Nejat, P., & Hatami, J. (2019). Psychometric Properties of the
Persian Version of the Moral Foundations Questionnaire in
Three Iranian Samples. Social Cognition, 8(1), 107-124.

Nikbakht, M., Mosalman Abdolabadi, A., Soleimani Farsani, A.,
& Shahinfard, N. (2023). Examining the Effect of Moral
Intelligence on Auditors' Professional Judgment. Accounting
and Auditing Review, 30(4), 781-797.

Phan, H. T., Nguyen, P. H., Nguyen, C. T, Thi Vo, T. T., &
Nguyen, T. T. (2021). Effect of Emotional Intelligence on
Auditors' Judgment and Audit Sustainability: Empirical
Evidence from Vietnam. Problems and Perspectives in
Management, 19(2), 333-345.

Rezaei, Z., Hejazi, E., & Karshaki, H. (2020). The Moderating
Role of Empathy in the Relationship Between Moral
Judgment and Ethical Behavior in Students. Quarterly
Journal of the Iranian Psychological Association, 24(2),
167-183.

Santrock, J. W. (2014). Adolescence (15th ed.). McGraw-Hill
Education.

Seifi Ghozlou, S. J., Rezaei Sharif, A., Al Yasin, M. S., & Tirgar,
S. (2016). Preliminary Examination of the Psychometric
Properties of the Moral Foundations Questionnaire.
Specialized Quarterly of Psychometrics, 5(18), 99-115.

Shabani, Z. (2012). A Meta-Analysis of Moral Development in
Studies Conducted During 1986-2009. Research and Writing
of University Textbooks(27), 42-81.

Sharififard, A., Harbi, A., Baharlou, M., & Montakhab Yeganeh,
M. (2019). Designing and Testing a Model of the
Antecedents of Ethical Behavior. Ethics in Science and
Technology, 14(4), 104-111.

Taherinia, M., Rouhisara, M., & Darmishi, M. (2020). The
Relationship Between Ethical Approaches and Ethical
Behavior in the Accounting Profession: An Extended
Trevifio Model. Ethics in Science and Technology, 15, 57-63.

Yaghoubi, A., & Abdollahi Moghadam, M. (2016). Examining the
Relationship Between Moral Reasoning and Ethical Behavior
with the Mediating Role of Social Cognitive Theory in
Adolescents. Journal of School Psychology, 5(2), 167-182.

Ziaei, M., Pouretmad, H., & Hassanzadeh Tavakoli, M. (2010). Is
Moral Judgment Culture-Dependent? Journal of Behavioral
Sciences, 4(3), 225-231.




