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Table 1 Descriptive statistics

ZH 5 N ¥E FrifEZE
SR 44 2.764 0.877
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Table 2 T-test of moral judgment difficulty under different experimental conditions

415 F t df p
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics
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The Influence of Self-awareness on Moral Judgment
Li Zefeng Lin Jing

Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: The early research on moral judgment mainly focused on exploring its psychological process.
Emotion and cognition are both important factors that affect moral judgment. Recent studies have shown
that the moral dilemma reflects to a certain extent how a person’s judgment reflects one’s self, and the
literature on self-awareness suggests that mirroring increases the assumption that the individual’s self-
focus, the assumption that mirroring increases the public’s self-awareness, and mirroring operations The
hypotheses that cause negative emotions all point to the same conclusion: mirroring operations will lead
to more deontological reactions and more difficult moral judgments. However, the current research on
self-awareness is still controversial. How does self-awareness affect moral judgment? In order to explore
the influence of individual self-consciousness on moral judgment, this study adopts a single-factor
experiment design between subjects, and explores the influence of self-consciousness on moral judgment
through mirror operation (complete moral judgment before looking in the mirror and complete moral
judgment before notebook).

Key words: Self-awareness; Moral judgment; Mirror self
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