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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship among college students’ moral judgment, justice sensitivity
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and prosocial behavior, and the mechanism of moral judgment affecting prosocial behavior. Meth-
ods: 406 college students were selected by convenience sampling method, and were investigated by
moral judgment questionnaire, prosocial tendency scale and justice Sensitivity Scale. Results: Col-
lege Students’ moral judgment was positively correlated with prosocial behavior (r=0.52,p <0.01),
justice sensitivity was positively correlated with moral judgment (r = 0.43, p < 0.01), justice sensi-
tivity and prosocial behavior were also positively correlated (r=0.61, p < 0.01). The ability of justice
sensitivity plays a partial mediating role in the influence of moral judgment on prosocial behavior,
and the mediating effect value is 0.20. Conclusion: The influence of moral judgment on College Stu-
dents’ prosocial behavior is significant, and it can affect the prosocial behavior through the media-
tion of justice and sensitivity.
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Table 1. Correlation analysis among moral judgment, positive sensitivity and prosocial behavior
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Table 2. Mediation regression analysis
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Figure 1. The relationship model diagram between moral judgment and prosocial behavior
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