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Abstract

In this research, to understand the characteristics of the empathy of left-behind children and or-
phans, the IRI-C and the empathy projective test were surveyed in 34 left-behind children in rural
areas and 52 orphans. The result shows that there are significant differences in the sample of
left-behind children, orphans and normal children in the IRI-C (F = 10.563, p < 0.000) and the em-
pathic projective test (F = 26.639, p < 0.000). In the perspective-taking dimension, there were sig-
nificant differences (F = 121.33, p < 0.05) in the different groups of subjects. The normal children
group and the left-behind children group scored significantly higher than the orphaned group.
Different subjects groups in the Fantasy (F = 326.98, p < 0.000) and the Empathic Concern (F =
670.62, p < 0.000) have significant differences. The normal children group scored the highest, fol-
lowed by group of orphans and the left-behind children group scored the lowest; projective test
has the similar results. In conclusion, the orphans’ and left-behind children's empathy ability than
normal children have different degrees of damage.
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BT <7 LN WA LR AR 2 E 52 2 AU LEERL, B v i 5/ () AR 2
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ERVPE: R RES (A, AEE, 19871 CABR M IR FRFREF(IRI-C)) M5 RA% . HetE560E
MANVET RS 4 48, 22 ANTH . |ERAH—H% 5% 0.53~0.78, HI{EE 0.56~0.82. Si— 4
RIL, 5E MRS G g —lal .

PG INEE : 5 2R3 | Rk (S50, 20125 $4E, 2015) g il i) L Fe S DN 56 W) 45, 4E 20 5K & A . Cronbach
a ZECN 0.80, BRABGHIGEHE. WA AB WAL, 410 5k WERITEE MR A kB — 301
BT INES IR FR R o B L BT A A, B AR IR — A Tt

kA 2 10 5kE, Bk E A B IE R EGAARE A BIE = AN 1L RERIE AR B
Beft 22 2. RWEAFMATCEANIEMAT 4 ? 3. ARGEAMAT(EA) LI EARE? ke B %5 E—)5,
FRER A N8, FlidRkEAmE R R)E, RIES BT “EALAE. FAMITA. EA
ACTE BB ARFES” , it &R E R BB SRS R15 5. OV S ARBLE R R 2 K
FJE, ARYEEVERCR R 3 00T IA S 2 b, R R AR R el DA R R ) e B M T, E
Al PRI ECE ;s JEE IR 2 E AR A E R B A5, WA RIS EE NS E. E
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2.3. Gt
PS4 T SPSS16.0 HEAT4i i 407 -
3. MARGRE

A )LEAREA 3L N, B 18 N, & 16 N, FHFERH 7N 11.56 + 0.62, 11.19 + 0.40; FJLALFE
A2 N, B31 A, w21 N, FIHFERSNN12.90 +1.27, 12.25+1.45; 1E%JLEAEASL N, F 26
N, 25 N, FHERSHN 11.30 £0.52, 11.07 +0.28.
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=670.62, p=0.000, MM AMAGYERE FXERAEE, F=12095 p=0.765. P52 HAEH RS
MG 4es FREBEEEER, R4 EF=591.90,p=0.044, BRYEE FF=96.09 p=0.042. #—
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Table 1. The results of left-behind children, orphans and normal children on IRI-C
F 1. B/)LES, MILE, EB/LEHMN IRI-CMRLER(X £ SD)

BsFJLEAH AULA I LEA
F(n=18) %Z(n = 16) F(n=31) #Z(n=21) 3(n =26) % (n = 25)
JLERS 43.00+£1020  44.88 £6.39 49.39 +10.47 4857 +10.12 49.96 + 10.20 58.60 + 9.97
WMARLE  11.67+£458  12.50+3.20 10.29 + 4.49 10.00 + 4.83 10.81+4.23 13.44 £ 3.40
i d 11.11+03.09  11.94+3.09 14.39 £ 4.06 12.62 +4.38 15.92 + 04.24 18.00  3.52
[EL 11.22+398 1044 +3.01 15,52 +3.24 15.86 + 2.20 15.04 + 3.98 17.36 £3.13
MWN/Ri] 9.00 +5.47 10.00 + 3.20 9.19 +5.67 10.10 +4.90 8.12+4.14 9.08 £5.07
Table 2. The simple main effects between group and gender on IRI-C
2. ARIFMMAEREERE S ENERYM S E
A8 SRR Rl H A By F P
51
5 609.470 2 304.735 3.305 0.040
5o 2140.994 2 1070.497 11.610 0.000
4159
IEH L 951.078 1 951.078 10.315 0.002
)L 29.779 1 29.779 0.323 0571
AL 8.329 1 8.329 0.090 0.764
Table 3. The simple main effects between group and gender on the fantasy of IRI-C
= 3. AR R E LT ERBRYE LVE RGN 2R
A K F R A E ¥175 F P
5
5 249.688 2 124.844 8.470 .000
s 484.820 2 242.410 16.446 .000
450
1E#)LE 54,977 1 54,977 3.730 .056
By )L 5.785 1 5.785 .392 532
AL 39.135 1 39.135 2.655 .106
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BT F S I AT 75 I TR K, AR U T 4% S 12 M ) 5 TR P BE LA N, IR G v o A
W 4o ZICTTENMEREIR, PRI ERR R F =6.048, p=0.005, 451 LR85 F = 26.639,
p=0.000, = E AN AHMILEZE F=23.969, p=0.005.

EVERAR R b, BRI N SR R R S s G 4R | F = 4585, p=0.037, {E&M 4
fE L F = 12352, p = 0.001. 7EZHnALE b, 455505 R0 S0t 2000 72 R E4ER B F =
28.479, p=0.000, 7E S S4ERE I F=71.340, p=0.000. WA HAEH 27 B EILE4E F=4.738,
p=0013, SN S4EE I F =8548, p=0.001, #t— TR AN PRI, SeH L, REPHR
TESAEF MR N S EA R E W ZER . R A EF ) LEALE R AG MLES s LBl
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HE, HERHER ERAY, A2 B, S ARSI AT 8RS, EAA
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Table 4. The results of left-behind children, orphans and normal children on the empathic projective test
F 4 BFILEA. MULAE, EEILEHPLBRFMNELERX £ SD)

BA5F LA LA IEH LA
F(n=15) % (n =10) Fn=12) Z(n=9) H(n=15) %(n=13)
JtE 29.47 £3.58 32.60 £6.38 43.33+1521 42.33+9.80 7240 £9.21 272.80 + 87.92
RIS A5 56.73+9.32  62.50+14.12 95.67 + 26.71 87.11+11.04 50.33 + 15.04 168.33 £ 60.09
Table 5. The simple main effects between group and gender on the reaction point of Empathic projective test
72 5. ARIFNMRIREE RELIBRIFINE R N SG7 EWEBEME Sk
A8 SRR S5 A H By F p
P
5 176774.319 2 1041.218 84.888 .000
iy 25847.944 2 12923.927 12.412 .000
#15)
1B L 20462.408 1 20462.408 19.652 .000
By LE 199.527 1 376.444 362 550
AL 199.527 1 199.527 192 664
Table 6. The simple main effects between group and gender on the empathy point of empathic projective test
7= 6. AR R A ERELFRGNEHFE S LR B BB SR
8 5 R S5 A H By F P
1
5 6985.900 2 3492.950 36.051 .000
/e 894.933 2 447 467 4618 .015
5
1EH L 913.008 1 913.008 9.423 .004
B~ LE 58.907 1 58.907 .608 439
ML 5.143 1 5.143 .053 819
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AHFFERR T IR AE ISR TR, B TR, IR H A B . sy )
Fia, AEA ROB i i SN ], Ak S VR . BRIAIA . R S, RS A R L O AR
FECER R, VR, TILIE, 2010). WFAEERER, AR/ IRI-CIERIERI ML, 1EW JLENSET &
TFAOLAES, ®Es5)LEAE S BAL, —H IS FHA 8. e, (3500 AR5 56 45 445
22 LA BE 7 1% R i B A T 20

A FIER LEIN S, 5 LEMIULAEE A AR N E R EFLEMNE S & TIOL
B0, WFILEMESRIK. 75 IR BERAIFE LGS AES ., FECO4EE R LER TI0ULE X
FIEFHILE, X ] Gt 501 R K BE B IR, B SRR 0% 528A K (R,
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MRS ] —B(™ 1T, R4, 2013). DRRTEILIE AR RYENE . RIS OO 4ER R ~F ) LEA /S AL, K
JLI K BRI T B 7 LI RAE M98 ARLMIRE S B 2R AIRE, R
ST LG B S LA EAF IR A ARG 4E RS 2 B R WA, 2 e ARG SRS I RS, T AN &
B ARIGAD N TS, 501 T AR B R A 3RO ) 4 B A O (Davis, 1980), ANHIF AT HRiZ4E
AR R EESR, AFE DI, WA KRR L IEF ) LEANH T LEABS A REER, W
mTI0L4, X5 Hollos & Cowan %8 A\ fAIF 7t 25 A5 A Al 2 &b (Hollos, Cowan, 1973; %5, 2006), —4
PR E 2 B T4 S RIFHI LS HE R R, RN Z A K, BRI LRI LR 2 14 2
Y sl IR )R RS2 B — R R R SR S E TR JLEAIER JLE . AU R
AT, S AR R 2 52 R R IR BRI R, R IR H88 e 2 4RI 6 1AL S el BE A 1 b 42
e LEE AR 5 T 1 (01 S R o U TR 22 5 g S I IR R K R B I B 26, IRIRACBE ARG £ . AT
Ft 17 SR i 2 3 R 5 TR (0 R 7 o FE X B ST LR S AL A s BhinS , BRER BT 22 ) (R S AR 208 b,
ERLVE AR TR DR F TR 7, AR TR L 70 B I K PR R

B oW
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