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Abstract

Empathy is a psychological phenomenon that has an important influence on people’s social life
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and affective interaction. At present, the concept of empathy is controversial and has many dif-
ferent definitions. The inconsistency of the concept of empathy may result in the different even
opposite conclusions in the studies investigating the same variables’ relationship, raising a series
of theoretical and practical problems. Starting from the two dimensions of empathy (affective
empathy and cognitive empathy), this manuscript differentiated and analyzed the concepts re-
lated to these two dimensions (including sympathy, empathic concern, personal distress and
perspective taking), and discussed the question whether empathy should include behavioral di-
mension, so as to help researchers understand the connotation of empathy more deeply, reduce
doubts about the research results of empathy, choose the appropriate definition and measure-
ment tools of empathy, and improve the effectiveness of research and application of empathy.
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1. 5|8

¥ (empathy), HEBEIEERRE . FEELO. LB N, @B, BIEB A%, B Titchener (1909))
it “empathy” — ] JEHE GO B AR S DK, LIS (852 B0 BAERE S T2 ok, RS H,
EAR R ARG OH: . KRB OIS RSO AR ERNE . 3O B DL O R SR T SR
B ATTUGER . SHBE AN R 208 51 B i s E e SR A 6, SHEX0 OB 51T
HAEEANBRZMMIEW ., LR, FE T ASGEREPR AR, (R IEREBR AL AT (IR, U5,
2018), AT+ AT I RS FE A2 0 RV ANGERF (B H, TIRAR, 509, BIRIE, HaK,
2017); fEMEEE, SHEH BT R AR E M (Persson & Kajonius, 2016) & 3E M4 TE 175 1 1% 5%
(TREE, FEEARE, 2016)M5EA247 NEIFZ 4 (Wang, Su, & Wen, 2019). A iHF & (Chow, Ruhl, &
Buhrmester, 2013). 4 % R ) AR5 & (Chrysikou & Thompson, 2016). tt4h, BT AN IE K L FAT
5O (ST RS M EE R /J; Vachon & Lynam, 2015) 568K 2, JLi5 BRI AR CITEAG . 5
IEANEYT IR 7 ] ) — MZ DIt 3R

RGBT HRIE L, SIS0 e RISz B E kUl — AT (0 i A GG R R fi v, R
AR EA — NG — 158 o BRG] DS SE UBERE )t N 13 GRS I B AN L =2, (B2, BARE)
AR E R IIE S, % B e R e/ 2 5 BRI 70 T2 A R R 4 R 1) 43 (B 35 ]
PAKI 3 N AE BRI 0 SOAR AT R 4 5 . AR @ LB AN RN 3L 1), 5 40 oA B STk o T AN L 4
FERTE S, SRR R BB R A 22 5 o S I % T 315 (R F 0 B G R SR 1 S e S FH A5 5 R 2 1) 5
XM, MRS — R F AR AR R R RIS —, g e R I
534447 N m S5 (0 Roberts, Strayer, & Denham, 2014), TG FIHF 5t R3] §940 540 Lai, Siu, & Shek
2015); EHENFE LR T MR, WA TR A IE AT LIRSS RS B2 g, B2, 2018), 1
A BT T E0 R B T A S EvRs B (T Wrobel, 2013), X450 77 45 AT ERE, AT R kAR & ) ¢
R FRARRATTE, SIREAIT AN TR, s I s g sl s, MEMERS
o SR g0 32 8 o 1 S 155 110 S 8 87 P 0 5 (o BT A Bl J PR 5 1E 3R T) » SR et 47 P B AR [
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AR FEFHA N E R, FERMFTREARR AR . J4h, B ARBITE 5l RS X IS 1€
SO, Wi BB e L ik, KRB TEE R I e

Zibprd, o FIEMSHEN SRR R, HRFE DIMENIEE VRS, B
MM A B SRS EZA, FRIHOBES R LIS MR, MR mM$; 2)%E LHAFE
REEAE T OB R TG4 VR, B IE A R 3 5 SO T IR 4E L 1 e e & it s 0 1
S FIE BRI E SCRAT A, B, AT HE AR S —SE S E 3 TRl iR 5 pr 3t
TEYERE ML, AT T Mo B CAEm T il & R3S Sebr ERAT A, I T A RIS E S
FARRWE FCEE RIS R T 30K 3 0 S 28 S AT R 3L DA 5 T T ik

2. {REEIARRIMHR
2.1. HEIESE, HBEERTETHIRELE?

T 902 18 R I 4 A e SRR N1 26 ) B ARV AR 50 B P i E [R] B 52 . AN TR A A7 4 158 e S
— A EEEJET G F e AR IS S BRSPS, nT Ll g 3 M A 1) ARG 25 (e
KSR AR A2, s Vossen, Piotrowski, & Valkenburg, 2015); 2) A— &M, AT L&A 28 (0
YRR DR E SRR, B WO ST o BRaloE, S5, RER, RO, 2014);
3) A—sEFHFEEAIL, HoEEIER FFE TS 28 50 B A R 17 28 (R R DN Rt s e fs 25,
JIt NI 2 AN A X0 7 5 A8 A T I B SUIPTE ;. Brunsteins, 2018).

M1 2P BRI OL, TEEM G T BAREAR IS 5 KR 5 32 (10 5 Lo XM E AR 2 AR
R R, TS 17 26 307 A & vl DASE 4 5 e SRAUME & IX 43 FF R (an [R)1) , AR Ia] RE T 0 B (i AR
A A R 23 PR B0 SE 1 R R 0 52 B BR ], 38 R R g 59 1 4 L1 R bR A8 B (SR AL 2 AT A 5 BUEAT )
FIFM B8 73(I Vachon, Lynam, & Johnson, 2014). RPN N & ARSI AR FI AL ),
AbFEAR R PR B 32 B [RIFE i, ARMES AR S 2 — BIE 4, Bt TR 2k 2w N, 55 A 3L
5P A TG R WA A S ORI LB 40 BBAh, A IHEA 1 26 AR 5 B, thanxt T
—AME TSN, HARZ TR BN, ZRHEMC. AN EER, YEAE SR LR ERIH
CIPTE S, 5 NEMRRE e T B, AL 000 R H 18 ] 52 M A4 () (s i /) i
INAD), AT AP A b BAT SR HE Rl ) T 2 i 381, T2 A RE e UL IEF 1.

WA 3 SERR ok 22 B ACL O 3 8 (a4 Qv L TR S A RIS N8 ) B RO R — IR 1 26 IR B
R IXFE ML S NS, RORIASE 7B LG RIS TE o XM B A b 2 A 5 CANiE F 1 28 315
AT, BFRTE R RES R SLER A AU RIS LG [RIB I ORI 9 1 17 4 AR 0 8ohm 1 T
AE)e ARZAMIE RIS W: 1) FEe Al [FH 2 S s i T B I 28 ST e > i 3 1 3k
M EE, WPl “<&HAG” , ARG CBhrE RIS, B E LI E,
Arl e BB, (IR AMEV IS 2) XHFpE BT 1 % FAHUBE & 12 7 (Vachon et al., 2014),
T TR F R — MR @ SERRE s 3) KIZRE, XA E 7 08 25 FEARAE I SE iz F 16 46 315
. Hetn, YRIT TR LA 3 1 X, P I LA I SR (BB T IR e (R 7K ) SR = 28 001
AL, HSERR AN NS e i AR b BERG I SR At o a), S vl #7748 Bl 3847 9 (Wang, Wen, Fu, &
Zheng, 2017), ASXFERIIZR IR RARRLI o

AT S, WA 2 Bt b~ 47 4 SIS M b )7 I P (R 155 2 L1 5 R ALURE 2 X 43 T ) R sz i
A PR 25 &, 5 20bR AE Rt s TR 1), B WAL 1 P AR AN o 3 I B ez, 2
AT E X720 SR A2 H TR 2 3515 I & T R AR 242 UM AR 3 B9 LER Sl 1K), 4 A B e B
(Interpersonal Reactivity Index, IRT), 78 M s 2 (& T RIGHK D,
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2.2. FiE51E%LE

[ 1% (sympathy) /& $8 0 AN ASSERFE AN AR, "2 o 1 5 () T 4 L B VD I 4 LA 1 — A 4t
JZ(Wang et al., 2017). {HILFERKER 2 (AT 582 1 tH R 5528 LG RAFE R Z 21, T DUS X
SEGER, He, FHETE, 2018; Hein & Singer, 2008; Vossen et al., 2015). MEFERUL, 1H LI 2 K
il AT (feeling as), 1T [F) 475 & 405 b A BTk sl i AT ik (feeling for) o LR %2 SARBIUAE LA R JULAN 7 i
(Wang et al., 2017): 1) XTI, 1R AN LA MBIER, 170 517 2 1 48 2 B A i A2 1,
REFEPEAIEA s 2) 148305 il I i 26 0 B 2L L RIS RIR 22, BEPT DL ARG 46, tr] DU TS 4
B RIEREE B BN R R s, s O RS RE T RS, s Rrem G
N, AEREERE: 3) BIBEILEAR, RS 70 i A 1E S AP o, B
an, WERAMADON AN R 2 A B B, A e RIS A,  E2 R0R] A8 T DA AR [R] R 28 D T D)5
S PR ARG 4) [ 5 ELBRT REEAL S AT R ABEEAT ) RE GG i, AR
& SR S 23S A LIRS v rh vy, AW RE S RAT 45 SR (De Vignemont & Singer, 2006), XA
WS A3 T A D SEIG A A M 8] 45 R B 7 S R (Lishner, Batson, & Huss, 2011; Vossen et al., 2015); 5)
T SLAE W] e 2 T B0 P 1 17 8 NG B DT 51 A 15 46 il i MG 8 (D 955, 2018), X R SR UG 28 3
AR LI, PR 2 A b 0 R ALK . 5% T A 55 1 48 A B2 VRS 0 EE ORI A (sl Y5~ A S b 22
JTEIHET), FIZHEEUE RS N (2018) )3 .

23, #HFKFESHELE

i 3 (empathic concern)# & XONXHt N B = A2 (1 [E) 1 SR PR LA SRR I 1 8% X —RES N E A
W83 i 380 3 DR e 2 B N o B SRS B3R IR —AN4ERE, —iE s E R — 0 —i
SR NI HEE I TEHE TR B IS G W E b EIA RS ILE . A R0 E A IS S
FZ A1 (Lee, 2009), MGE X AT LLE H 38 A U8R 1) . A et 7o & ik — IR A HIMT 73X
—RES BN, I O F R A RIS 25 R R [RIR FC 3K (tenderness; Lishner, Batson, &
Huss, 2011). &M XHILET RS ZmRERR, e B AR AT HEE, FfEEHERNY

SR G, XS IR MR N 55 5538 (an ) LEE AN B B RER, /0o BB 22 AR I —Fhont 55 35 38
K HARIE B PR (Lopez-Pérez, Carrera, Oceja, Ambrona, & Stocks, 2019; U1 IRI & H “ X AR LE EL A1
N, WEFH LT KHRRT” Yo RIS, HHEREREFH EWE <7 —5, Ekbr b5HE
1 — RIS SO, RN RL, T 4 A 0 A = B .

24. PAEESHEELE

A~ NJf e (personal distress) 2 Bt A B VH AR 18 28R A5 BT 51 K B — Fh8 A4 B SR ST 26 (W IRT
FH CHIREBNE NKAERBINIR T BB, FBEBE. FAMAELCERE” ). BRI ERA
RETRBESHEEILEN XA, (HR % T 4500 N AMNRAT I ER G IRDATZ PAHAE A IG5 &
[]—3 /3 (Chrysikou & Thompson, 2016), A WEFHEIH—F ZFKIAR: 1) MAIEE S 2L RRA
(A [ELE T 107 38 PR 46 S B2 48 ) B R, 10 5 3 e 4 el N Cal B, Uil A R, EA42, 2009);
2) AN NI P R GRS A2 BT IR, 707 8 A% D) AT UK R T S A R 1 285 3) s =3 Sl
MG RABEPRRMN S, HHILEERN—L, et mmshiLIE -+, mA N EE S
AR S IEAR G, Witk BORE . AR THARAY B FRAE S AR Rk L Bl S IR 4E 4T A 5E(Kim & Han,
2018).
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3. INEIEARHI T
3.1. MRRESAAILF

M s R (perspective taking) & Fi5 ANA R B Ab M i BE AR Ath N AR 518 2 B8 0 (MU, i EE, 2546
fi, KL, BERR, 2011), RIERBFHINE, AT NPAGERE : RIS R R A 25 0 R 4%,
AT TR LAl NARVE I RE 7, 1 J5 3 P B fth N\ 48 1 B8 0 Gl R 25, 2009) 0 W AR AT AT S5 A%
A& RN BRI OB S T, X R ORONIER, EXRTFHZRMRR, S BgkE
T 3 RO 1) AN 25T 0 5 R B (Guadagni et al., 2017), B [A] 62 21 fg At N ARV NS 25100 B8 10,
RN SCHHA RIS & X (Vachon et al., 2014); 2) NHIFEE R 215U AU R BRI IE5E, 20145 3
By, XTI, TEEEE, mok], EEiE, 2012; Vossen et al, 2015), EMVIEAHRMRADNIELE, MAGS
FRARAD NAREE, BHR NI SRR & X (Vachon et al., 2014); 3) R 3RAT BRI FIIL G2 B NZ 0 &
INFI SRR, ERZ B0 B SR T s 1848 BT 73 (Walter, 2012).

HABEVEN— PG IO EENE S, SR B ISR N E i S 4 G, LA R b2
—MAFIIN TR, XA S RIS S S5 Y, WX —ACRE, DB 3 Bl sUR A Sk
JRX Ao A DX 75 72 TN LA RECE R AR R A 4o WA 2 IR G s 4, T 1
X RS ABNIELE, EH M AE . SR AE B A B I &, AN anstig i id
PN EARBIZARRA GIEE TR T, M miEy SR —FISEAARCH” MR, WA
INAFISERE ARTE A G 240, E R H 317 2 # (empathic understanding )iX MK I& (Cuff, Brown, Taylor,
& Howat, 2014; Rogers, 1967). IXFEFM A 2 LT ZEEEW 2 1 BERTHG, X315 1000 & 5 A — 2,

B RS—NAEEERE R, W 1 A RS, B, HARITE IR AR LS
MH B IEBEHA S R N AR 1. B Strayer (1987)IN B SLIE A R ILIE N2, Tk H
R AR ARMIE R XA E, I RCR R A NG 1 R MRS, AL 1 e X
BCATEIE T HIR, AR SRR AR 480 R 32 B A BARAAYERY, AR 22 s B At N 1 048
PRI DA Bh AT L IR AT S A N RS 2%, ELdn, 4R RE —ANE Bh S 337 L SR IR I AR v
nFAbdaes T EEEE, AR LA SRR . Rk, A B RO SR PR

gr b, INEIFE R E b s TG SR, TN S A E R, R — M
AT 3 WA ) I . AR FRATT TR B, MO AR BEME IR 2 T THAAEE R . — T, —HMIME
BERHANTE], 2L R RS I AT ¢, AR R R BT NI AT A O = 545,
2012)s 377, RIS R AR 51 45 W AR BT e AR S (St 2 A X B Y, et 3 X A 38 ]
PABIREZ B NRIB R RCT, M7, J5f, 2015). Bk, 78 SGANRILER, FRATARYRHM A 3
RS, fRE S TERFFUR AR B A SR RIS E S, WA S A Sl D A SR AR I b
EA SRR E KRR RN, XA R T 5 R T LR AL 4

G e EAR B, AT TSR SRR R A W RURBE, TR A SR A RO SR A 1 2 A 1 T 4
XK, WMARFEAE T2 AU W SR, 5 #5218 M ) R B & DL A oA O IR A
B DU N AL B R IR (AR 25, [E, 2010). 4N, %005 R3S O B S AR H AL

B R R A AR S G I RO B RS RIS O BB ), oA R A —FE(ILAR
2, BRIE, 2010), ARSCRNEETTHHTOEE IR S50 MEERXR, WTUEBESEAT A

3.2. HESI\AHBER X8

B 7O RCREE, WHEIEA S BN RINRI SR > A G (fantasy; X REFAE o B9 N1
IR B 32 RE ) AL 2 5 X (social skills)o A8 SR AT FIFENE B3R IRT A —ANERE, Rl LIl &
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f#)—#& 53 (Chrysikou & Thompson, 2016), {HSEPR F, &2 A ANV E 5 BEETT 680 A BN A 3L (o 2 A
FERI NP 1K), AT BBV B 31 28 2L 18 (AR 56 B B A NI Oo1% ), Bt I AR & 5 1R AE U 78 5
R 7RI, T A T BRI B R TR E A A SRR G [n) AT R A 3
T HREEAVERARBAL, W IR PRERLEETHRZE KU, 20BN — ARG ei—
R, SIRDHENE” o a8 I5] BT 3% 8UR) % (the Empathy Quotient, EQ)I Hogan H:#&E 3£
(Hogan Empathy Scale, HES), [FFf2 NSRS, KAl st 7 St 38 WUs . A58 Busiit BA &
i N VRS 2 R e R (2, B 80, X, hA, 2011), MISRRIER S H B K% 2 E 5K (Vachon
etal., 2014), FHADHEFREAR BT SH IR E RN NILEEREMNEE, 2011; Wangetal., 2017).

4. HERBNZESITHHERE?

REILE e B B CmRA NG, (HRGESRF R Y, ROZEAT AR BAE NILE SRR
— AR (KB EAE, 2009; Oliveira-Silva & Gongalves, 2011), B 244 Bg % B N 1528 3174 B4R
PERTE BRI I, o= AR REEeAT N ElAT ], B R FRSRAL AT N EU A . A, AT N 4EREIX MG
WG EIE A N] . AIRZWIE AR, LR D ERE & 1T A I N L 247 9 ) (Polaschek, 2003;
Vachon et al., 2014). bein, RAEFRATAMAREER MM, (HrTRefRTA8 7, B #0815 24 AP,
T TG RO N B2 R At Nt DS Bl o LA T R g R LE PR 3R 1) R A A B 5| RAT NS R (Cuff et al., 2014). LA
XS A% 5284 2347 (R E IEAH O BL A & A B 47 N (GE SR Q) I o e At o, il 51X AT A
N HIAE R A, B2 A RE 2 MIK ) (Eisenberg & Miller, 1987; Vachon et al., 2014). [Ft, FA& L&A
AlReAE: LT DE AT N R — MBERII R, MASG A ET N

AR, AW E X IAG AT e RE SR T I ARRE, B N AR B L KA S DA R 17 ) R
I B SR A SRS AT R S, RIERAAIE 1 (somatic empathy; Raine & Chen, 2017), IXFE5E CHBRIGAT
NIAE RSB L 7, AR R ) — AN QAR . R NS 2 TR ILNS . RIRAR A
s PRI SIS, AR L B th 45 R sEA 217 8) . (HE AR TR EE 205
(EGIE . — 7T, W HURIE 28 JL AR ET 10 B A I 48 (P AR i ) i 1 T SR A A5 A AS A [ R A S
RALREE O LT 25 45, WA, 1548, JRAEIL1E B £ (Cognitive, Affective, and Somatic Empathy
Scales; CASES) H HRARILIGAEFE [ 5% H “ UIRE RN ANZ R RS A Btk E” & EEELRAENEA
NJgies s H—J71h, REAE RIS =4 RS 45 MR B 7 — @ W0 SCHE,  (H SR R R 3
FARRRE, A RO A B S 48 bR 20 — MK T FKF (W, Liu, Qiao, Dong, & Raine, 2018; Raine &
Chen, 2017).

5. 4518

W TS A B — EAEIRARUA TR, A I 58 S 4 e i B WL ) i —— 3
i I 1% 0 55 R L 4 P58 (1 28 0 A SREB 17 3 R0 ) A D SEE IO D 1 il —— AN TR AR 2 S AP A 1
LRSS LB ERAT A o AW TR XX FEYS, PRI B AT 1 5 3L O AN A %
ML, B T EAT S LA L E AT S PR 4E L AR 57 A XA AT A T8 70 RER A
B AR IENS (K AR, 9Bl b xS R B 3RS WE 7C B S e (0 i 4% SR K B R (EL AN E 7 T R D 1 2
ST ARRR, WAEES AR S DR RGNS, SRANRAR), HITdit
FEAE R SONNE TR, $EmBAIB RIS Mg F3E A Rk . e, IADEARKRBT T E N
(RIS AN ME — B LA S 4R R S, (HAR R DU U3 W B 00 & TR TR 3 i SO B AR S
P& By (AT RES 51 5 TS € XA .
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