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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of college students’ empathy on implicit cooperative attitude
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and behavior, so as to provide new ideas for promoting college students’ cooperation. Method: The
Chinese version of Interpersonal Reactivity Index was used to investigate the empathy ability of
259 college students from a university in Shandong Province, and high and low empathy groups
were divided according to the scores. Then the Implicit Association Test (IAT) and Prisoner’ Di-
lemma Game (PDG) were used to investigate the effect of college students’ empathy on implicit
cooperative attitude and cooperative behavior. Results: The implicit cooperative attitude of the
high empathy group was significantly higher than that of the low empathy group, and the coopera-
tive behavior of the high empathy group was significantly higher than that of the low empathy
group. Conclusion: High empathy college students are more likely to show cooperative attitude
and cooperative behavior in social interaction, which provides experimental support for cultivat-
ing college students’ cooperative literacy from the perspective of empathy ability.
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1) (ANPBr/ g% &K (Interpersonal Reactivity Index-C, IRI-C): % &K H Davis gwfhil| i EH &
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Table 1. IAT experimental procedure
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AIEAIG 2 ABRE AT, BRI LR >] DU Atk ooy DU 1] P9 1 — AL HEAT (X 70 I ek (B Al B GE 4
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Figure 1. IAT result description
1. IAT R ik
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Table 2. Revenue scheme
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IR AR

S = A AH AR B S (BRI 2 A, SO0 F e 1 B 5 SE 0 — ARl 5 Al ok S — Nk IR 1 )
e IR o« FERRAN TR HT, o BF A b e e R — AL ETEL R (44, 400 ms), 2
JEAE B S IS A e, BEOR B AR W A 07 S R e B S R(F BT SRR AEMY, T B REHTHIAN)
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Figure 2. Scores of cooperative behavior of subjects
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