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mICER -
HAGERETEEE B % » b (H ASGERR Moral Foundations Vignettes, MFV-J) D {ERK
(955 : Developing a Japanese version of the Moral Foundation Vignettes)

FOSCEEAY -

HE{EHRAZ % » b (Moral Foundation Vignettes, MFV, Clifford et al., 2015) & 1%, E{EIZEX
T H1TEZ & DIAEO AWK D %y b ((h T U ) & W CEBEEE 2 HIET 5
HROTHBSNTZHERETH Y. ZNE TEEOMETHW LN TE 72, RO R
(T, EHEEEE R Y b O RAGER (MFV-1) 21 L. £OZAMEE2 a2 2L Th o,
A3 RIBR L LIEREZIT), &2 Lz 24, FRTHGRMICRESND 9
FETADLOGY TIEVRRN-T, Fo, BEREZ Y ZMEET 572D, MFV-] O
BRI HOWT HARGERNOEFERAE R (MFQ-)) 2 HWCTRREE L 72 /55, Btharille — B
DRERP R ENT,

EILER -

Moral Foundation Vignettes (MFV, Clifford et al., 2015) were developed to measure moral
attitudes using vignettes of fictional persons who behave in a morally offensive manner, a method
which has been applied in various studies. Here, we present a Japanese version (MFV-J) of the
Moral Foundation Vignettes (MFV, Clifford et al., 2015) and examine its validity. An analysis on
the responses from 443 participants suggested that the best fit model was the nine-factor model,
which the original study theoretically assumed. Construct validity was verified using the Japanese
version of Moral Foundation Questionnaires (MFQ-J) and the results overall supported the
hypothesis. Collectively, results confirm the validity of MFV-J.

F—U— N JEEIEBEES (moral foundation theory), JEfEAVE % | (moral foundation
vignettes)
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BEE -

REDOFROFFAI, 72 6N H AR O REVERIZ > T2 L2 H O 4 M2 fER
L T /=72 7= Scott Clifford fEEIZ#IREA B U EIF £, £7- B ARGERNGEFREIM R E (M
(L« =3#, 2000) IZBAL T, FAEDO R CEARNREMEE (FENEDOLE) OFEH
BHORIE L NCHMAT 2580 &2 T & o oA s iEe 2 B L BP9,

A THERLIERE - 7—% - Hfra—FoY 7.
https://github.com/Y Nakawake/MFV-J

mEEE

AMFZE L E i TR R FOMBEER B OARES T, AR I Fh X 2SOV TEE
Lz ANZEXGRETHHFEIZ. BNMENDA L TA v ETEREINL B AT 4 —
LEfER L, RAEEZGZ ETHEEL TW\WD,




TR

AWFZED BRI, B OEMAREE 2 HIE T 2 EE Th 2EEEBR v > b
(Moral Foundations Vignettes, MFV, Clifford et al., 2015) @ H AGEM Z1ER L., <D %Y
MERGET S Z L Th D,

HEIEPHERELS EHE—OWITIZENIND DD, HHVEENLU EELTHZ D
TERWEEOELE THR SN TV D ONILEZHFZEIZB WV C LIE LIZRE & 72
%o DEEIZIT A YR BT D—-21%, Kohlberg OB fER EEIZE S < H— 1l
BEICEHNSND LW I LD TH S, Kohlberg (1969) (F. £ THOMICH T &
Zab ok, UERBRELIC L 59, justice (IEFE) 72\ LI fairness (A1) TH 5 &
L., EEOHFORMIIZ ) LI IEREZ ST O T 52 L2 ~_Tn
Do —HTCT, RWFRENX SR E T 5 EMEEBIHRTIE, W OO EHIFEEe.g.,
Shweder etal., 1997) I[ZES& | EfEAH—KotE LTIRA D Z LIFREETHDH & L,
LRI RO EHOBER THERINTWD EH XD H D TH S (Graham et al., 2013;
Haidt, 2012),

Haidt & 1%, #E(OBF0 NP HEIRIC BT 2 EMBEO L B = — (D& B
\EFEELAE PGS (Moral Foundation Theory, MFT, Haidt & Joseph, 2004, 2008 Graham et
al., 2011, 2013) ##&M"E L7, EFEEVREGG CIlX. A4 OB EEOH FIX, H—
DR TIE 72 < . BE DR 5 EHEAMEICES< & S D, Haidt H133UkIZ)A
<IRZFEL TWD NDOETERHIWIC 31T a5 & LT, Care/Harm (7 7 If&5).
Fairness/Reciprocity (22 F-H:/4kHi) . Loyality/Betrayal (‘Eik/ZE 8]0 ),
Authority/Subversion (#&/#572). Sancity/Degradation (/5 2/BEY5) @ 5 D% 2&1F (Haidt
& Joseph, 2007, Graham et al., 2013; Table 1), % ™%, Liberty/Oppression (H H/#1J£) %
AN L 7= (Haidt, 2012), 55720 LI 6 % BRI 2 i & L= (Grahametal.,
2013; Haidt & Joseph, 2004, 2008; cf., Table 1),

ZID OEEIRIL, EEND R D LAY SRR~ OIS T & LTS S
NTELLHLDOTHY, TNENOFEICHEEIZ L - T, BEERMEERO N Y T—,
TR b HEEAMEEIE Ao S Z T RRN R D & Shd  (Grahamet al., 2013;
Haidt & Joseph, 2004, 2008; cf., Table 1), %z 1%, ZAFM/HkigiL, EFNICBV T
BAGR DMl & AR AL 1 & R T 5 & D LSRRI KT DG Tl & LTS S
NIERIETHDEBZbND, 207D, WhIBERICEH D OARIELHKIN S E Y
fifEpIlr o N H—Ln b snbd, 295 Lz, ZRENOETEIMMERIEO N U 7
—IZ72% £ O pHRFEICKT 5 A& OEERBEZHET 2 FEE LT, EEAER
J% (Moral Foundation Questionnaires, MFQ) 7% % L 7=(Graham et al., 2011),

[Tablel 4 A]

HERR GG ORI, ERO X IGEHEEEEOHEBIZHME L., #hE
IR DS EFEODTEHL TCWHLIRTH D, — T, EANRBEANIGL,
RO ZRPBEERFFEE LTETbND, B2, FTITHIZEIC X o Tl RECATH)
FERE OBERH LN ENTWDHRTH D, 29 LWL, EMARIR O
HHICED T 2T YA M TC—ETE % (https://moralfoundations.org/), 5 z 1X., EFE
FRHER L BUBIRBEIZ DWW T, BRI A T4 X — (RSFHEE U RT ) & o



https://moralfoundations.org/

B 2N R S CER Y (Graham et al., 2009, 2012; Talaifar & Swann, 2019), BRI 72 %}
SNEORREEIZH HER & LT, BEEOENDRSH D Z ENERM I TWD (Haidt,
2012), HFlC, EEFEVBPLRILBORIA T AR X — LT 5 2 o0 7 Y — |4
ENDEAERH Y RSP & BIET 5 Loyality (FE3K), Authority (HEEK), Sancity (15
) %053 % binding (E4 &) &, U TPk & BJEY 5 individualization (fiE A
Em) IRl END 2 ERH S (e.g., Grahametal., 2011; ATl - =i, 2019), iz,
TETE AR B 1 X 2 00015 /& (Labouff et al., 2017) 052 B2 B3 2 W (Vainio &
Makiniemi, 2016) L B9~ 2 Z &L LM EN T WD, & BT, EHEARHARIIR
FE A AW Te EBIHE IS SHEHTIN A, 1TEVEERZ AW oGt bbb Tns,
FIZIX, RONTZER (&8) 2D MFELICEDL D ITHEET 20 % RO 5 ME,
BT — N EMEIN AITENERICI W T, F I3t 9 2 BIRO BN, 1E AR PR
\ZH1TF % Fairness () DR EBET L2580 HLZ LR ENRENTND
(Schier et al., 2016),

5 ORI, G BEEEREEGRONE FIENZILIZIEY . OZFEEICHERS LT
HZEThD, Bz, 30 BHHE DR S L IEEIEEGR R E (Graham et al.,
2011) %, HIRE GO N FETI0 L EOFEHICFHRENTEBY, 2XBRF T A v
TAB STV (https://moralfoundations.org/questionnaires/), %]z 1X. MFQ D #}&R
Th 5 HARGERNGETEAR B GR N (&, 2013) 2O\ Cik, JBfTirse L FEE. BUA
A T4 aX—LOEENRFIS N TWDHRIL - =0/, 2019), £72. AARDOZEHY
BrarZEL, BAHSICADOE THBLZMELIERETH S, EH G —EiL s
JREE (Purity Orientation-Pollution Avoidance, POPA) & BA% & 41T\ % (Kitamura &
Matsuo, 2021; Acft, 2021), filic s, SREARGEKZE X ZREfRE S LT, LETIX
72 < BhiE R A o, ETERY - TEEhAYEhEE >~ N (Moral and Affective Film Set,
MAAFS, McCurrie et al., 2018) <>, Ff&E7 & A My ICHIH AlHE 22 B fE AL e
(Moral Foundation Dictionary, MFD, Graham et al., 2009; eMFD, Hopp et al., 2021) 7z & 73
BAZ STV 5, 7235, MFD IZ DWW TIE HAGERI-MFD) § B ST 5 (Matsuo
etal., 2019; &5 - £f, 2019),

HEELME e~ & (Moral Foundation Vignette, MFV) . Z 9 L 7=iE AP O
HEFEDO—>TH D (Clifford et al., 2015), EREEAR E R v M, BT U A4
ZHWT, lx OBETER ST U FITHT D080 B, BIEEEIZE S < A& OETER
BEZNET LD THD, MFV OFIEE LT, BIENRFES THL Z ENET BN
%o BIZIDEMEERE (MFQ) TIHHMERMZREENHWLN TS, 29 Li-is
R B CE R A2 WD AFEIR. #ifll SN2 FEBREBRE T TIE Y E<HERRETHL B
DD, 74—V FFRIZENTIEILT LE 5 £E<HA SN RWEERHEINLTHD
(Kavanagh & Nakawake, 2016), % 7= Clifford 5|2 ZiuiX, JBiTafrgticiksuvw<C, vV
FE AW CGEREOEEAZET 2R AT T TIATLONTHD 0D, £ 95 LI
HEE L WO T RFED RAA T2 b0 ThDH EEND, £ ETHLIZ, MRV
ITEBOBETERN R A A 2G5 &0 ) JIZB W T, X0 B A~ OETEREE %
HETEHEFRELTWD, MMx T Clifford &%, H7 2 EHESEZ N EICxNT



https://moralfoundations.org/questionnaires/%EF%BC%89%E3%80%82

AHZEEDOLF ) FEEESTNBE NI EICBWT, HEORITE2NLIE L T 51 A —
DUTIIRICHLE L TWD EFET S,

AHFFED BHY

AWFZED H#)IZX. Moral Foundations Vignettes (MFV) @ H AGERR (LA F. MFV-)) %
BT 2 2L THD, KFETIE. £79 MFV OFREZERT D, £ LT, BREN
FIHHEOBEWRNREN, B ER—THDI0E I D EKRT D, RIC, HROBHRNE
MR EF—TH D Z LRI ET, MFV-J DR TSN RO MFV & —&
LR EEEZ RO E 20, FTEREOHNH—BMER S THL0E ) hE e
503%K\WWEED<\L@%§@ WSS RETH D B ARGERGE R R

JE (RFi zﬁzmgjgtmm)&@%@%@ﬁfé & CAMERE R YA, F
t%ﬁﬁ THEEFLG & OBEN R SN TWABIRNA T4 1 X — L OBE %
A5 2 L TR S Y A TN E NGRS D,

FiE
BMNE BMEIA L TA 7T R =2 7% A b (Lancers) THHE L7ZKA
564 %4, ZDHH, Al - zﬁ(mw)f%w%hfnkﬁm%ﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁéﬁ
B4 2 E M A Instructional Manipulation Check (Oppenheimer et al., 2009; =i -
MR, 2015) 123D & 121 44 & BRI L 7= 443 44 % 53 ﬁﬁ%kbt(ﬁim%&:ﬂin7
S, EOMT 4 R 42.39 ik, AR ER 22 9.91),

REOHR REOFRELEICHROF IS LT, MRV ORREZ1T o7, RED
HRRIZHTZ , ETOLHFPZHLETHEE 24 (B L1EEBLOE IEH) 25,
REZZNAENWMBIZHR L., £0%., FRICODETFEZHLE L, W55 AAREZ
MFEET2H98H 14 B22EH) | i@aﬁmn ZRIEN 22 VDD REREAT - 12,
TRTOMRB KD ST %, HLEFENOE IZFZ OB LR TRENREANE %
HRE LT,

Wiz, BIRRL7ZHAEANEICODWT, T I9A4 2770 R —v 7% A b
(Lancers) LT, JGEERGEE T OMREIC L D RmGE~DOBFFER 21T o 72, o5k
~OFFRRB KL%, ETHELIEEBLOFE 2EZ L > THHFREZEOEREOR
BRNEDBFR—ThHO0E I DHEREIT T, TOME, BENPKLEL INT-HEIZE
LCiE, AARFEOFIIRCAZEIE L] EC, BERGE~OHFRE T R —v 7
YA "L TUTo T2, AREOFIIT AU D ANBNE % RRIIER S T2 72 0
ERO LN DWW TIL B ARANGEE 1B A D72 R ELAZ FVWTE Y (e.g., a forme US
General 72 &), I Loyalty OTEBEIZBE L TIET A U I~ GO B 5 NE & 7
STV, 2O, ZHHOHEBIZOWTTHARGEGEEICE > THIRADH HFRBL
RXLFIE D IHEEEMAT-, BEZMATZHBZED, HARGERZ KB FHIER
LIZREFIHE %4, FEEICEVHERLTHOW, FHA THE SN DNENF X
LRI THD Z 2R LT,



WEFREE T4 7T RKY— 0 (Lancers) 2 LCU = 7B ZFT V),
MFV-J DM L O S HEORET 21T o7, BIEFIL, £7 MRV-JIZEZE L,
D%, ZEMERFTO T DI MFQ-J & BRI

MFV-J X, 75O PR 6700 . 116 IHE o ARk S v 5 (Clifford et al.,
2015), RE® FALAF1XZ 424 : Liberty, Sanctity, Authority, Loyalty, Fairness, Care
(emotion) + Care (physical) T %5, 7235, Clifford et al. (2015) X, REDT A IZ
BT, Care (physical) (ZBH L Tik, B ~D 77 Care (p,a) & ARI~D 7T
Care(ph)Z B HHF L LTTH AL LTWER, FFOIofRIckSE s 2
DORFEZH—DRFL LTH-TWD, [LLTFDOTF U A THIANL TN DITRAILE
DL HBUVETERYICHNE > TV D & BWET D
BIEETZTNTNOHEBIZOWT, [Foz<BiE- T (14) 7D FEEIC
ME-S>T5] (548) OSHETHE LZ, MFV-) OFIEB LT > X LARJEF TER S
iz,

MFQ-J I%, il - =J# (2019) (2 L2 4 (2013) O—EIcHidz Mz lzb D% H
Wz, MFQ-J b 7 v X AR CHRR S, BURA T A X—ICB L Cix, #F
e =3 (2017) &[RRI, BRERIC TUXRZ 1) (0 4) 226 TERSF) (10 ) @ 11
BTNz Tonb ) & 0B iREEs HWTREICL > THlE L,

Instructional Manipulation Check (% 3 X2 H %, JcfT#F%E (Oppenheimer etal. ; =i -
/IER, 2016) D Ffe EAHEVIBIIK Z FIEETICROERICBE L Z L 2R L TWVDH B
DTHY ., 3OOEMDHH 1 OTHWTNNDOERRKLZIEATESINE Z o3 BBk
L7z,

FEREEE
SHTRE R OBEE
OIMTIZBEE LU Cix, JRRR(Clifford et al., 2015) D434 & 7 U Fik & W 7= B A i 4
Do Ko T, EFTIIMENRF oM 21T O, LD LT, BYRSITITEY MFV & MFQ
OB A MFT 5 2 & CHREREZYMELZMRE L. MRV & BURIIA 7 4 1 X— 0D
AR 2 2 & TS 2 S M2 T 2,

BREBAF oM OFE R
JFRUC B W THGRIICEESN S 9/ FEF AN, [F R FREENSG LN D, M
T B IO BRBRIIN AW 24T o 7=, JFIRITEATARSE & RIS T o dric &k » TR+ %
WE LTIz, RFEEZRE L THRENRF ST 21T o7 (e~ v 7 AEER - oL
1) WATHOMORER, 8IKF RS N2, 8HFEZHRE L (k. FEiTix
1RFZ W9 KRFEZFE L TWD), BRIK DI ORERIZ OV TIL N D Table 2 12
R L7z, Table 2 OFERIT, MRHERIICEE S NIERENIEEDO 8 SO KA A T
XIS S 8 M3 il STV iaed, EMICE RA AL icxtisd 5 8 /172>
VWC, [K¥ Ce, Cpa, Cph, F, Lib, A, Loy, S & 4T 7=,

7272 L, ARBFFEORE FITE Lo Clifford & & O K E 7258V 2 SAFET D, H—D
FEIE AT, JRELCIIELR 7 Care B2 x4 L L7z Care (p,a) & A &xt& L LT



Care (p, h)IZBI %~ DR F & LTt SN e o 7y, ABFEORER Tl 51K+
Cpa &K 7 Cph & L CHEIHI STV 5, TR, ABFE TR, T LARKT 1 v
SNEE S 2/ F 2R LFERE LTRRTE 2, 72721, Care DIEH DL 5
MIZ Fairness THL B ALS - F QAR B TO D (3) AKX D 5 L7
RBATH2N, 5 OMERIL, Liberty 12 BI# 35 K7 43 ABFFEIC 51 THIMEIC
MHESNTOWRWATH S, FRiC, Liberty ® 17HE D 5 H 7HE L, B+ F OAR
DHBOIEZDHHDTH o7z, AT Lib X Liberty (20 K 1A &A3.03 28 2 5
HENHLMN, ZOHHEI6HEDATHo (72720, FEIZIB W TS Liberty
OFEFILHER72 < | Liberty IZxE5 LT[R 7O AR EE.03 2B - D13 11 HE O X
Thotm) » FOMOIE R A A L OFANCHSUNTIL, Supplementary Material |2 T 45
LTHY ., BBULIEHEMEIZ OWTIARIEORE RO PMENE WS FERTH -7,
[Table 2 #§ A]

RERERIA F 53 BT DRGSR

RICHERERIA 70T 24T o 7, M R, TR THRE SN TV L IEE & G Table 3
R LT, fERIE, JRIR SR —ET 2R Th o 70, Rl & [FERICHEERAYICARE S
5B 8RAFDETNIET — X ~DETIXEVNEN-T (52(6526)=13,457.73, RMSEA
=.049) ., E7JRME FRRICRFEORR HET NV EMEE LT, BARIZIE, [1]
individualizing & binding DA X514 % 2 HFEF /L, [2]4 U PF /L O EREEIERIC
Liberty Z38/0 L7z 6 [K+E7 /1, [3] &4 - A4 XBEF PRy 72 Care @ Care
(p,a) & Care(p, h) L #iA L7z 7 HFE7 /v, [4] ANENZXE3 2 &N & ERRY 72 Care %
X547 Care () & Care(p,h) Z# L7z 7 [KFE7 /L, [5]Care % 3 K1 & L CTXAIT
5 8HFET /M OWTHEE LTz, ZORIR, HFERREL Z &I, AIC DEN &%
B EW) R L RO RN GO, bk, HmMICEE SN D 8 K23 FF
SNDORERE ST,

[Table 3 f A]

Bt DRt

sar NNy O o DIEEREAERB L- & 25, Care(e)ld.91, Care(p,a)i.85,
Care(p,h)(£.81, Fairness (.87, Liberty /3.88, Authority (£.89, Loyality /%.89, Sancity
X287 THY ., HF AL BN THEVME (e, .80 B % 5fH) BNELTE,

H AZEAR MFQ-J & D pEE

JF R 3\ THRERRIE & 22 S P A BT 5 7200 . BT (MFQ) & o B 2 #isf L
TWelosh, ABFEIC S [FERIC B ARFERRGETE AR EGG RE (MFQ-J; ATl - =

Jii, 2019; <, 2013) Z MW THRGGET L7z, obrid. L & [FERIC MFV O & HE 12D
W, TN E HIEHE LERS T 2 N2 T o 72, SZAEEIE MFQ @ 515
HZ MWz, RUFZEO oS & R ofE R % Table 4 TR L7z, T OfER. MFQ
DFEHEEIX, *IET 25 MRV OFHEBA OFEELZ A EICHHAT L Z & REh
(B=.16-.50, ps < .01 ; cf., Table 4 ® THE DB DT HE), FeATHITE & — B L 7R R



BFoic, =L, IR TIEEAZEED 2 BxE3 25 MFQ OHE @ 5 LA TXHRT
% BAED KI5 TWe DTk LT, AWFFETIiX Care(e) T Fairness(B=.34)73,
Authority T Fairness(p=.24) RN K & 72> TW 5, Ziud, LTI L BAR KR TH
V. ¥FlZ Authority & Fairness IZBEFRAIZ 1T K% 2 439 2 BRIZ individualizing &
binding 8725 KA A VBB INTWHREBIET DLV S CIHERDIFERT
HbH, LonLans, FlokRicks\ T, Fairness X Care(e) % (B=.21,p
<.01) . Fairness | Authority 2 (p=.18, p <.05) N LA EITitH T 2K B0 @s
ENTWD, INLOREEEE 2L, BT & 13sns b oo, oy
B & OEPMER R OND D ThHoTo, UUEOREREZ 57206, — BN
TR EAND OO —B LR THoT- IR TX 5,

[Table 4 i A\]

BBHIA T A X— & pREE
JFEt (Clifford et al., 2015) <°H AGER MFQ (MFQ-J) D% Y41 ZMEE L 72411 - =
(2019) LIEEEIC, AMFZETHIE L2 MFQ-J & MFV-J IZHOW T, FhENEIBRE
M & OFHEA (Pearson DFF=RFHEA r) Z Mt L7z, so#r O F i3 Table 5 (7R L7z,
FRBA D EIZ B U CIISEATAFZEICHHIE L 2FLild N o 7o 7o D . —BHEOBLEN O AR
WFFE b A ER I 2R Lz, ARAFZED MFV IZBS LTI binding (128 £ 5 3THH
WZITBURBVFE A & OFEBEN ENZE R G722 (Loyalty, r=.17; Authority, r=.21,
Sanctity, r=.25) . —J5 C individualizing (ZE8 L Ci% Care @ 3 T H (r=[—.06, .00])F L O}
Fairness(r=.13) CIZFABIRILR N IE & A & L 5 4097 (r values < .2), Fairness [ZB8 L Tidie
LAEDOHEANRLOND EWOFERTH T,

[Table 5 /i A]

ZINETOWNIEORER L T 2 & JFUlo MFQ Tl Individualizing 128 415
Care(e), Care(p), Fairness, Liberty |Z & O FHES23, binding |25 £ 415 Loyalty, Authority,
Sanctity IZIEOFBEN R TR Y BHERPICEE S NN G LN TS, Lo
L. FHLD MFV OFERIZFE—OZMMEREE L TWHIZH B 59, Caree) &
Fairness (2B L CIXBUaMIfR MM & OFEIZ A G TW RV, Ko T, BUsRIERIME
(2B LTI L 38U C individualizing B H o — 80 & — B LA WEERIVR S h
TWb, £72. MFQ ® HAGERZ MWz, JeATHIFECoh o F 1L - =7/ (2019) D& R
BW T, individualizing @ Care & Fairness H£(ZFHBIZY A 5T (Zeds,
Sanctity OAHBIIIA LS OFER TITR TRV, AR TR LA TW
%) o UbEEEFEZ DL, AR TR G2 MRV @ binding BHH & BOAHIFR MM &
DO IE OB I OMFFE & [ R R ST b, —J5 T, individualizing T B 1%
AW ORE TN TG & e 0 BUARMA T4 e X — & PRI S BEE T R S 720,
ZOSITERO MRV, KL =3 2019)ICEB W T L RERORER TH 5,

o



AWFZEIL, EEEAEHERONERE ChH S MFV OFHGERM Th 5 A AFERGETE S
ERy b (MRV-)) Z1ER L., £ O Y2 REE LT-, o OfE %, JFEhR (Clifford et
al., 2015) (B W TEGRMICEE S D Care D 3H &, ZDOMD KA A > 5HFD
8 R SN, Fo, ERBEBHEERICE S FKORETH D MFQ-J LD
BN R O Enn | EREREZ YRR INTZEVZ D, —H T, MFQ (2
BWTFRTRENTWD L 97, EEEHR & BURINA T4 r X —& ORIz
WL, AFRICEW TR SN o7, Lo LR 6, JFIRTH 5 Clifford et
al. (2015) @ MFV (28T %, Fairness < Care (e) & BURHIA 7 A 1 ¥ — DI
HAURINARNZ & £ MFQ @ HAGERUNE (MFQ-J) 12\ T b, E{EAAEEE
i BURMA T AR X — L OE LT LH BRI T E —BH LenwZ & (Bl - =
I, 2019) 28 7 5 & | JETEAVRIEGS & BURHIA 7 A v ¥ — O RE 4T L b EEREIC
TR S HI1FE EHEEETIZZR W ATREER B D,

E ARG OMIE R EICIL, MFQ (Graham etal., 2011) <°, JEFEAY - 5B A EHE
v~ & (Moral and Affective Film Set: MAAFS; McCurrie et al., 2018), &SR EEE
(Moral Foundation Dictionary: MFD; Graham et al., 2009) 72 £, ##BR S T\5, =
NHRERED S B, W ONET TICHAGER ORI, TOXYERERIN
TW5D, AFFETHTZITIER L7z MRV-) X, BRB7e > T U A 2T 5 Z &
HRIZENFEG ThHD LW m0, HARNSZ W ORERNEZ E &5 ERT A
2 L Cu b (Clifford et al., 2015) & WO FIEA B 5, F7o, EEERE 232 &
IREBMR TV AEZHNTNDL 2 END, BIFEMWMESED L0 R THHWS
AU CTH Y (Landmann & Hess, 2017), HARIZEBW T HRIBROBFZETIEH S D Z & 23
FENnd, FEEFHTRAZ X912, MRV-] BRI L0 . EBRAISHETH S -85
TTIERW, 74— RTOWFER E~DIEMD I SN D,

Z 9 L7 BERIRIEMEICIN 2, [Fl— ORGSO EFEENH 2 5 2
X, HOAWME L ENICHRD M AOBERMELZREET 2 VW) R THLAHTHL EH
ZHivd, BlxIX, Haidt (2012) 13 EERME PG & BUARMIA 7 4 1 X — OB 23 GG
I THIESND Z L 2L TWD, RIFZETIX, MRV-) EBUEA T4 e F—0
MZZ 5 L7z BERmICBE S D L o RBdEII R S e o7z, RERIZ. MFQ @
AARGERRE CTh 5 MFQ-J ICHB W T HHEERM Tl & — B LR EN G o TRV,
LIrL7ens, FRTHD MRV IZBEWTHRIRO 7 —ANR oD 2 b, 29
L7 REIZHRRIC L > TAE L 2 ER, Hlx O REICFA OB TIZRW 2 & 2RI
IND, F—DOBEEITHOWTHEEOWUE FE LT 2 2 &1L, EERHERO—K
AIREPERC BRI T D 2 M PERRGEIC b 5T 5 Z E B HIfF S LD,

F—ZFAICELT
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(rogE| RAE fEREME L aENE PR, R KB, miEle BEE, REAE

1) #IX Grahametal., 2013 % & & ITERK, [k (loyalty) i ZPNEE P (ingroupness) | i
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Table 2. FERERIERF 53T DFER,

Index Foundation Ce Cpa Cph F Lib A Loy S Index Foundation Ce Cpa Cph F Lib A Loy S
1 Care (e) .42 43 59 Liberty 40
2 Care (e) .40 32 60 Liberty
3 Care(e) .56 61 Liberty 49
4 Care(e) .33 62 Liberty .76
5 Care(e) .53 63 Liberty 37
6 Care (e) 47 64 Liberty 40
7 Care(e) .31 62 65 Liberty
8 Care (e) .44 66 Liberty 52
9 Care (e) .42 67  Authority 50
10 Care(e) .35 68  Authority .50
11 Care (e) .42 69  Authority 36
12 Care () .62 70  Authority 57
13 Care(e) .56 71  Authority 48
14 Care (e) 72 Authority 65
15 Care (e) .69 73 Authority 51
16 Care (e) .44 57 74  Authority
17 Care(pa) 65 75  Authority
18 Care(pa) 49 76  Authority 48
19 Care(p,a) 57 77  Authority 45
20 Care(pa) 39 45 78  Authority 52
21  Care(p,a) 55 79  Authority
22 Care(pa) 62 80  Authority 33
23  Care(pa) 36 56 81  Authority 32
24 Care(p,a) 49 82  Authority .34
25 Care(p,a) 33 47 83  Authority 48
26  Care(p,h) 45 84  Loyality 41
27  Care(p,h) .58 85  Loyality .63
28 Care(p,h) .60 86  Loyality .66
29 Care(p,h) .59 87  Loyality 67
30 Care(ph) .59 88  Loyality 34
31 Care(ph) 43 89  Loyality .55
32 Care(ph) 44 90  Loyality 43
33 Fairness 61 91  Loyality 53
34  Fairness .85 92  Loyality 54
35  Fairness 93  Loyality .50
36  Fairness 94  Loyality .65
37  Fairness 52 95  Loyality 42
38  Fairness .88 96  Loyality 31
39  Fairness 33 97  Loyality 62
40  Fairness 98  Loyality 45
41  Fairness 99  Loyality 56
42 Fairness 45 100  Sancity .60
43 Fairness 101  Sancity .50
44 Fairness 38 102 Sancity .63
45  Fairness 45 32 103 Sancity 43
46  Fairness .70 104  Sancity .50
47  Fairness 56 105  Sancity 32
48  Fairness 64 106  Sancity .59
49  Fairness 73 107  Sancity .66
50 Liberty 41 108  Sancity 53 30
51 Liberty .76 109  Sancity 41
52 Liberty 110  Sancity 40
53 Liberty .50 111 Sancity
54 Liberty 38 32 112 Sancity 40
55 Liberty 52 113 Sancity
56 Liberty 34 114  Sancity 43
57 Liberty 48 115  Sancity 54
58 Liberty .58 116  Sancity 37 35

K72 I1XZEhZEi., & KA A ZxHE L Ce, Cpa, Cph, F, Lib, A, Loy, S &4 11772,
Index IZRJETHH O35, Foundation [FiETED N A A ZRd, JRHELZHE, BAEN.3
PLTF O¥AE IR G, 4 DL EOXfEIXTmaE L7,



Table 3. fERERIR 34T Dk R,

Factor ¥ #E51€7 /L DI 12 df  y¥df RMSEA 90%Cl  AIC
MFV-J
2 [1] Individualizing and binding 15,880.85 6,553 2.42 .057 .056,.058 124,068.33
6 [2] Original MFT, plus Liberty 14,157.56 6,539 2.17 .051 .050,.052 122,373.03
7 [3] Division of physical and emotional

515 13.810.94 6,533 212 050 .049, 051 122,048.42
7 [4] Division of human and animal harm  13,626.63 6,533 2.09 .050 .048,.051 121,855.11
8  [SDivision of emotional, physical, animal 15 157 73 6505 206 049 048, 050 121,699.20

harm
MFV (original)
2 [1] Individualizing and binding 16,156.29 6,553 2.47 .059 .058,.061 129,997.09
6 [2] Original MFT, plus Liberty 13,607.23 6,539 2.08 .051 .050,.052 127,476.03
7 [3] Division of physical and emotional 12,933.23 6,533 1.98 .049 .047,.050 126,814.03
harm

7 [4] Division of human and animal harm  12,893.93 6,533 1.97 .048 .047,.050 126,774.73

8 [5] Division of emotional, physical, animal 12,616.71 6,526 1.93 .047 .046, .049 126,511.51
harm




Table 4. BEIR43HT DAER.

Care (e) Care (p) Care (pa) Care (ph)  Fairness Liberty Loyalty Authority  Sanctity

MFV-J
Care 227 50™ 307 16™ A7 -.08 .03 16™
(.04) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.04)
Fairness 34 .08 15 41 347 .10 247 147
(.06) (.05) (.06) (.05) (.06) (.05) (.05) (.04)
Loyalty .09 -.08 -.07 .06 —.06 AT 16T 11
(.05) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.03)
Authority —.05 .00 -.05 -.01 —-.08 -.02 .16™ .03
(.06) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.03)
Sanctity .01 —-.06 -12 .07 -.08 147 217 31
(.06) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.03)
Constant .00 .00 -.01 .00 0.00 .00 .00 .00
(.06) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.25)
R? .28 24 14 .33 19 .30 37 .34
MFV (original)
Care 34 AT .08 15" .06 —.06 14"
(.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06)
Fairness  .21™ 237" 347 .39 .09 18" -.03
(.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06)
Loyalty 15" -.05 .00 .09 417 22" 16™
(.06) (.06) (.07) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.06)
Authority —.03 -.04 .05 -.07 .10 24" .10
(.07) (.07) (.07) (.07) (.07) (.07) (.06)
Sanctity .05 -10 .06 -.10 .05 14 3
(.06) (.06) (.07) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06)
Constant  —.01 -.04 -.01 -.01 .03 .03 .03
(.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04)
R? .30 .30 17 .20 .34 .33 .38

) MFV-J AR DOFERTH Y . MFV(original) i35 T & % Clifford et al. (2015) D
fERERT, BEIXZNEIVEERIRERE B 2 L, 5N O BB I A R S & R
T FRUEMFV & MFQ A% 2 H 2753 (Liberty 1Z3%2472 L) o b B ASE
BT RFE ML, p<.05 "p<.01l, *p<.001,



Table 5. BigRIfERIME & MFQ, MFV DAEEAFR %L,

MFQ MFV
Clifford Frile =i e Clifford -
etal. (2015) (2019) AR etal. (2015) AR
Care -.16™ -.07 A7
Care (e) -.05 -.01
Care (p) -.20""
Care (p, @) .00
Care (p, h) -.06
Fairness —.25™" -.07 .08 -.01 13"
Loyalty 227 18" 35" 12 177
Authority 20" 21 39" 11" 21
Sanctity 217 .07 .34 237 15"
Liberty —.15™ .09
) p<.05 "p<.01, "p<.001,





