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A systematic review of 80 studies on moral judgment in moral decision-making from the cognitive sciences,
published between 2005 and 2020, in English and Spanish, is presented. The articles were evaluated according
to the levels of evidence of the Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN), carrying out a
methodological analysis and identifying the following theoretical trends. findings of the cognitive
neurosciences, the variables of biological, psychological, and socio-cultura influence, the reason vs. intuition
debate, the divergence between mora judgment and behavior, and the understanding of moral judgment as an
evauation process. It is concluded that the reviewed studies offer representativeness of evidence at explanatory
levels; they also show a preference for analytical empirical research, assiduous independent-variable-handling
in experimental designs, using mora dilemma instruments and electrophysiological recordings that offer wide
inferential possibilities. However, greater theoretical and methodological consistency is necessary to avoid
contradictions that make it difficult to strengthen the theoretical models
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