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Abstract

In order to explore the degree of college students’ risk perception of COVID-19 and its relationship
with prosocial behavior under the normal epidemic situation, empathy and humanization percep-
tion were analyzed as mediating variables. The COVID-19 risk perception Scale, Basic Empathy
Scale, Humanization Perception Scale and Prosocial tendency Scale were used to conduct a ques-
tionnaire survey on 593 college students. The results showed that: When self-humanization per-
ception was included as the mediating variable, the epidemic risk perception could positively pre-
dict prosocial tendency, and it could also influence prosocial tendency through the single mediat-
ing effect of emotional empathy, the single mediating effect of self-humanization perception, and
the chain mediating effect of emotional transference, self-humanization perception. When the
humanization perception of others was included as the mediating variable, the epidemic risk per-
ception was mediated by emotional empathy alone, and the chain mediating effect of emotional
empathy, humanization perception of others affected the prosocial tendency.
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1. 51§

BRI RE SR AN R s B 2019 RO EER S, AR TAMHNE W E/REE 2022 4 9 A
AR OAR S @ 6 AL, SETRBIRERL 650 J3[1]. Hrthi R g4 At N IR AR di S0 BR AR ey
KT AR > PRSI 2 N ATTx A AT A BT i s S 6 ) LWL VPG (2], R PR 272 I B A58 3 I A KU
JRHFE NI ALAE T AN T A (1 RS2 HIAIR, SZR0EE . Ak 2 A A% 2 R AR I,
AT 6 il 98 B 15 (0 U IR R B S oKk T — R A IRFIAT R RS K2 AR AR AL 2 AR TE (1 — AN RFR
RER, AN ARA R R, RBIFEE. AR AL =TT MR AR, RN R B
RHFFENNRKK RN, 2 NEREERY (4], B 5305 el E R VA6
M sA G NAL 2, (HR B K A E AR IR IR AR AR N S R R 2 2, R B ik &
SEEGE SN BAE — B AR LB . BRI, SR I R S A A S 1 S RO R FEE R e e A L B
AT AR OR R RS 2445 B R TE

L1 FERERAMFELSITA

i B 2 RIR 2 ARG, AR B 25 i Ao ] P 27 28 X ER AW ek Al 28 88 15 X Ja
R AR AIE 78 S 7 DAL FES R AT LA 25 B 1) T Lo AR RE (5], 7 RS IR IR 2 W IMAAT 9= s, T AL
71 T L i 48 Y5 A DU FE R % S 25 11 1) T AN FE AR AT D6 3 AR RGBS IR I 2 A5 A5 A4 AL AN B
PR AR IR A 24T (7]

SRAL AT R R, XA R R AR 2B, OB AR 2 AT
(KRG TN T 1964 R E AL — A o PR AR F N 5508 BB . B 70 ALK,

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2023.124275 2028 R AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2023.124275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R A

B RAL AT AR N AT T ORETT T, AT R 2 E SN SR A AT A e SO — 3, SRtk
TRz IR — VIR BB 2 28 47 (8] [9] [10].

IREAT N RE RAIW, MATEEAGFR AP BT RRE A4 Y 25 BUb (O BRI T AL, S it )
SN RSEAE AT, RS 112830 SR 7 1 AR b T AR AR i SR B, MR RS TA%
Gl BIRBEAR R 2B NIRRT D . BRWF AU E R R 2t ok — S R i A5 IR, AR — L
HINRBETZ 0] DS N84 2470, W45 SR R 500 T 35 A S i AR R AR A AT Tod it [ 2 & LA 48
B B N CRAE S B AN ERR[12], AMAER KN 2 B0 T2 Bb 2> FLEE R I BSR4 2, A 0t 70 R AR
T2 ANATTRT 283 S0l RE AR A BE[13]. 3 A0 el il R B I VB N —Fh SR M A 3L TUAE A, 7EiX3
RS F e R BN ATEOEREAERE F RS2 5D 1 T 005 G143 )5 KBS U AMARTE S D B0 1 S
JETE B FRAEEN . N ARG FNA: iy U (B 55 77 T 22 P2 AR R O B AL, X AR AR 1) AR Ak e A A R B R
BRI [14]0 2255 A58 NEE T35 76 it 28 2 1 B FU 45 R o, 8 A B A FH 38 A A w1k 2 )2 T ) %
17 UG AN 5 2 S5 MR HE B AN AT N[ 1510 45 238 X6 T8 78 v S5 5 THT PO 78 R B, AR R U K R 4
A AN T S B LB [ 16]0 DRIMBEIE 8 A0 TR , AR E I ek fiti 28 928 15 XU P SRR 6] S5 4 247 M 1)
S M{EAS 3 — D AL .

1.2, #1EF. AMHARE. FHRTH

1.2.1. HEMAMALME

JLREHR B — M DA N R R IS 26 L, 38R 75— AN NGB 115 26 /& —FUK[17]. Cohen 1
Strayer [18]W\ILHE 73 MG EIAE NN FI LG, LA 15 B 718 S BI85 BOIR A TR 1 46 SO 5
LIS BN EN Lo P8 S BB ARAR N IR SZ o 0] DA 9 1 B A PR At N\ 18 28 ) L R4 TS, T A 0 3L
T8 %o Al N 155 28 T2 R S AN B AR 19]. 4% (empathy)— 17l 5 ¥] 72 I Edward Titchener €137, flil N3t
e MERAE AN, B RATE SRR NS AR [20]. AEETCRE I AT LA
X B AR G EVRAARINE, FF FR AR IL S A AT N (AR 2 A EH [21]. B NE TS N
R 2 7 I 1 BN AR BL T B8 (2 JE AR ] () o BRI 5 [22], SR ATARALYE T LASE T N BRI 51 (23], ABAAPESE
ANT AR RI SN S DR RO B PR B, AT G I N RN . T3 AN S B S RO T M A [R
A N AHE AR i ) 222 S5 2 T A D) DA e DS e N T — 5 2 e 15 [ 24 o R 5 B %o R 2 A B A AL B i A
NAEAL N SEAE T8 B SCRR A 2, e N B NP o R DAE [ F500 317 (251

1.2.2. EERFEHLSITH

SEAE AT NI PR AR L R R F I FEE AR, (B A0 S A YN M S A 24T
AEER R . W SEESITANBI R ERE A, FAE 20 R E Pt CALTTLG 7 IS A
SAT R TE . AR D EIE RN S H B ST NN SRR, SR SR ST AP E R
MIEARSG, B DRIt ae i, A v e/ AR At 24T N[26]. EIAME 53 il i i = SEUR R B 1 3%
175 5% 35 By P BER ([F] — SO SRR 1 170 i T B AN B R R I [21] i Tt — bk T et =
SEALSAT R M E MG . FAME a5 T G 5t b AT NIE RS IR R, 45 A 3L
KPR 2R A T BB AL B R G R, At A7 A IE R BUAE I [27] 43S (2817 B et il 48 % 15
T 5 AT XU RN AN HE A S B2 B (96 B, B S R A A &, 4 B SR R L S ROn ) 1
KRR HEAME R XTI EER R R AR AS T, DR AZ I T 45 SRAE — e RE I L RIE T R A R R
A FAR T AMAXT AN AR B A BSR4 N . BeAh, A — T ek At 26 300 1A) 422 52 g 3 i S O AT e R 1,
LR E RN FIREEZRE, MV RY T B SR AR 7 78 % 175 3 8 5 i 55 11
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B A

Hpb A, FEBLH T HRAE BT [29].

1.2.3. AMUHEHRENFELSTH

NPEAR RN GE A —Fhox AR, [ A 2235 A9 NPEAR RN e FiE 12 NS0T B SRR R AR RS, 2
X NRANE FIEAR[30]. Haslam A1 Bain A NPEALAEAE RS BT, B di 4 AN PSR
HIE S A R, JRHE W S5H % MG, XM R IH WA AT e 2], b iwt 7t th R 8
NATTxS B BN AR 3 e XA N NP RI[3 1] B S Haslam X ANPEARRNGEAM 13— D0t 5C
SR NS PR P00 OO ALAL, BRI AR, IR R 5 RS 1, RIBA S A2
(B) AR 22 55 T A2 P 0 P2 D0 2 B R B R I 1R B VR AIG GRAR , R AL R
AHI. REEE R “BRANE” [32]. Leyens 55 N[331WA N AR SEAE A AN R AEAEZZ 0, AR
TN IR A ATE, MRS SR Z AE, Leyen JHILXANAE 5 SAGAH0 A &R IR
FGLE AT RN . BEJE Vaes MUK [ SAE ] “ 2R (K L7l (O SRS B0 R E A AR
BT A& EERA S . %V EE B AR S 5 R WK A R R AN F 7 i, Hod—
SEHSPEROTT I FAE ] EAR 2R ), 5 — 2RI RO B AR G 4R 5], S5 3 B8 S i S R BEAT
GRS IT sy . ARSI I A F AR NG 7 U AR, BB A A AR R 2
RV R BRI, KRS ANE KT AT B Ae— N NI BhE B [34] . Cuddy #5 2 SEFRA AR
HARRKE AT, Wit BRI TG M A SN A N SRR A7 2 1R 1) 22 S DA el LB n 51 8 i 78 Bl
FE AT o B FEEE R, B BN e (0 R A AT 16 S v R 3 B R 1B [24] . Simon 4 FH
R AR BURI AP S Bi g . W05 SR Nl T T a5 a7t @i RIS IR
Wi AR5 i N S VEAT 9, I A B VF 2 T A TR T A Ll o 7= A T e 77 NP 22 5, X
ZEF BT AF R AL B, BRI R A B R, SUEAT 9 — R R 2R A 24708,
FRATTAT LU N BRI R RENE 520 B e (0254 247 (351 [ A AR RN SE AN SR AL 2 AT 9 A
T AEHEWNI T 2SI R T 5 ANPEAREASE ) B AR A ASRAL AT ORI, 25 R B s APEAL
i REWS 1L 1A TSR S A 247936 -

1.3. FIERBEREN. #H1F. At

1.3.1. EIERKBRMFE

o AU R K 2 B M AR A s 28, JRAB VR — Bl dh o1 B2 52 B R BRI e . E AT
R R TR BREL D 7 e il 98 KRR ST A) FE ANE B AT s S KT T R 2 Bt 5 XU IR %
M EE R BN[37]. X TF AL R IR AN, AMAS A “IRF 5527 BSE, Wi\ 7= 4 AR
B FAMRIE ISR D, AL AT N A 20 A 5 4 B 75 B A AR T s s 4E 2547
N, AMEIERL R 7 REAT IS, R E QD F 3 A RES R BE[38]. Bl
RIETEM 2019 FRFGEFIIAE, BDAMRERIZ S22 T R, 4528 ek il 2 S ) A 2 o8 KRR R 1
JRBLHSEE . — 0T il 4 e UG R A0 [ R AT NS R AU R, BRI AMER, BRIR
R KSR, AR I FENE RSPk, AT S R R B 52 B 529

1.3.2. BRI AL AT

NI FNGEANE A — RO A AR RIIARD, th2 32 B XA R0 . AR 4 Haslam /& Leyens A1k
WERIBEHAE, AEBUE T IAN B BB E TR A E IR AN, BIE AR Z W TR BN
PR B J 2 B AN AN , JEHGR AN AR 1 S A BE L AT . SRUERT TR BHT R i 4 2 1
R R 835 ARSI 3 52 AT RS S A SR R B3 IR AN AEAR RN S i3t — 2D RE R 1 2R AR AT 0 [39], RIAMA K
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R A

RN RPN AR A2 T RS ey X R A SRR A 7 53 I N PEAL R SR L SRAE AT R BRI . kT4
TS IR FC 7 LT B ISR AL AT e A R AR A A 22 5 [13], RISET R E N 1 2kt
AT, AHRKIURAEART B S SR EE N, 25X 10 52 a8 AR PR IR AR, K
T2 S RIS A AT REM o XA 2 SRR A A Ao B8 T IO BIE 78 AT — s AR AL

gi bRk, O RN ER RIAT Ty e 2 Ge e SR ST 780 U RN 5 vy W) 4 SR A R0 B
AT NER . (HIEET B0 5 B KB RAHSCHT TN, S a0 A 2 H AR T 2R A R, th
SRR OB AT A . DRI T SE S R U e Al 2 B T 24 AR R IR 2 AT S AT A
AT TR NIRRT MG AR W] ReA7 A L BEAT 3 — P 58 . AW T B AR LI 1.

P IS HALZATH

Figure 1. The chain mediation theory model of epidemic risk percep-
tion predicting prosocial tendency

B 1. ZERE AT FEAE S HE A SR R RIS RE

2. ik
2.1. ARIR

I 2 E A G K AR BACR— B P R R 25 650 4y, 59 B T RCEICHE (I TE A [ 25 4 i S o
e A — IR I 5, RIS R 3 593 4y, B RER 91.23%, Hd 4o 298 A (50.3%), A= 295 A(49.7%).
K—4EE 63 N(10.6%). K _4FEZ 230 N(38.8%). K= 166 N(28%). KIUFZ 134 N(22.6%)-

22. fIRI A

2.2.1. FiEREERERAER

SR J 5 5 N (40120 il PR e il R U R R, 1R IE 9 DNIIH, 7 WIS 4RI . T 48 I Al
X e Al 28 A ) 38 7 EE PR AL BERAL (U A O BERALAR O = ANERE, B MERZ 3 T H « 2R RS
755 N[O AL P A3 2 R AF IS8 IE. AR &R o RECN 0.79.

2.2.2. HIFEF

K FH Jolliffe [4174 41 ) JE A L1 B 2 (Basic Empathy Scale, BES), & & FH[191#&3T /53 20 AW H, 4>
NN EISEE RIS BAL S ANGEE . SR 5 st A1 rGEEARRE)E S (e FE), BT
AR H AS Bk m AR IS B i iy o i R AE R AR B TP A3 B IR ) SR [42] . AR R EE a
RECN 0.87, INFIILIELEE o RECN 0.83, THEILIELEE o RECN 0.79,

223, A LHRER

NPHEAC DK A Bastian, Jetten F1 Radke 4 fill I PEAG &N D0 53R [43], 1% &R HREAFHSE A 3011217
ZERCAMERE AR BRI RAE[44]. BERILH 16 MEKIFEIH, FramHEBSxRH 7 Sk,
M1 FEAEEATFEE 7 EAEFTFE), RIS BEEH G, SRR, B
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B A

Hrph & g RN SN AN B RS 8 EEH, MHENHEMIE, AN 5
ERGEHTR B BN M/t o AR PR ER « RECN 0.86, AR AN ER o RE
079, fi A NI R a RECH 0.83,

2.24. FrEHiEER

KAEREE N[4SVET HsEt S ER, ZERAEKFERAFERRI46]. ERILAE 26 4
WH, 4 ATFE. BEAYE. FUbYE. RMPE. 152, SaM NN EE ., FramE YR 5 St
M1 EEH ARG 5 ARG, B0 et Sk s . ARt RER o 2505 0.94.
3. &R
3.1. £REFZERERE

AT R ] BEAFAE IR v w2 04T T RE 4], BUEE ) AN I ) 40, SR 44 k. %
BT EEE, JHH SPSS 22.0 #3147 Harman FRIKFAEIG . OGS R KRG TEFHE —RNFRWET &
AT SRR 22.86%, AR HAS SEARBER 40%, PRIHASHE 7T BE A AR AR B B 3 [E D w2
3.2. #IRGT SHEX S
32.1. BTEELABAUR MR, EHERRE

i Fl SPSS 22.0 Xt &AM & K 45 A B TR, SR RKME. BAME. PR EZ,
IE HXF BB S e FE (A 22 AT (A58, 45 SRR IS 0 AR A ZE 57 (t = —4.76, p < 0.05), A
TS YE L AR 22 5 (t = —2.98, p < 0.05), 1HERIAE 4E AR 22 R (t = 5.32, p < 0.05). EAE&M
) A FEPELE BEAFAE 10 22 7 (t = 1.98, p < 0.05), B 44 M 4EFEAEE M 22 7 (t = 3.58, p < 0.05), &R MHE 1.
R, APRAIESS RUERGPE, 5821324 S mb A 200G B6ks 8 14 91 4 o das il A5 B i 4T 40T o

Table 1. Basic information of variables and test results of gender differences

F* 1. BEMEKXFAFMINEFKELER

A H =N &/ME B LA t p
1 P4 X Sk 42 10 23.46 £ 6.50 22.92 +5.43 1.09 0.274
2 B 17 3 7.87 +3.39 7.53 +2.88 1.34 0.182
3 AKA W 14 4 9.07 £ 1.80 9.10 + 1.58 -0.21 0.833
4 DIRAFE 12 3 6.51+2.13 6.29 + 1.98 1.32 0.186
5 BRI AL AN BE 56 29 42.98 £ 6.20 42.98 +5.10 0 1
6 A N A NEAL F 5 56 24 40.86 + 6.85 39.92 +6.27 1.76 0.079
7 i 51 100 75.76 £9.22 79.17 + 8.22 -4.76 0.000
8 N3 45 21 35.07+4.73 36.18 £4.30 -2.98 0.003
9 IR 55 29 40.68 + 5.56 42.99 £ 4.99 -5.32 0.000
10 sEAt 251 130 26 97.66 + 16.15 95.75 + 14.37 1.53 0.127
11 AFFHE 20 4 14.60 +2.98 14.12 +2.98 1.98 0.049
12 [E4 1 25 5 18.81 £3.79 17.71 £3.70 3.58 0.000
13 Fil 20 4 1531 £3.07 15.18 +2.88 0.55 0.58
14 {2k 1t 25 5 18.28 +3.43 18.77 +3.20 0.19 0.849
15 B2k 15 3 11.57£2.00 11.81+1.91 -1.49 0.136
16 It 25 5 18.55 +3.57 18.16 + 3.38 1.34 0.175
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R A

KRR AR TT AT, MAEZEAT Kruskal-Wallis #2536, S5 R A BAERAZ BAE NGRS, L4 5%
fhoe il =N ERIA R 4EE LA TR (R 2), Bk, NORIESS RAETIIE, J5 2200 H 70 Sz h e RSk
KRR g i AT B AT T

Table 2. Basic information of variables and grade difference test results

=2 TEMNEABEAMERESRIELER

A e P
1 IR e 6.57 0.087
2 e 8.75 0.03
3 T 5.76 0.12
4 L ERRAE 6.90 0.08
5 BERNPEALHH 6.40 0.09
6 b N PEAL H15E 8.12 0.04
7 St 6.80 0.02
8 ENILAE 6.51 0.09
9 1 RILt 9.35 0.03
10 ZEHE SR 8.73 0.03
11 ATFE 6.35 0.10
12 44 5.53 0.14
13 bt 7.55 0.06
14 1541 3.95 0.27
15 %otk 9.64 0.02
16 R MM 8.24 0.04

3.2.2. TEEEXSH

KH SPSS 22.0 BEATAH I AT, 45 3 WP 15 XU B 1 55 21 4 20 ) AH OG22 (r = 0.09, p < 0.05), 0
P RAEYE T 5 oR Ak 2 ) S5 2 AH 2K (r = 0.10, p < 0.05); FE A USSR 5 L4500 BERAE 5 B LA AH 5
RNEE, OB 5% RIS B EH 5 =0.093, p <0.05); FEIH RGBS H RN 505 &2 7
K(r=-0.15,p<0.001), St AAPEALAEIGE 52 A (r = 0.09, p < 0.05). HIEAMEAI IR 5ILER
or R EMK(r=045p<0.001), A ANHEAEIWEA 5051550 BEM K (r=0.38,p<0.001); HILAME:
AR5 G oEA S A3 B A o (r = 0.51, p < 0.001), A A AVEALEI S/ 5t S a5 B &

K (r=0.51,p<0.001). HIERDERESBAGDEFEH K =0.60,p<0.001). APELLEIHE. L.

SRAL S Iva) = A A % 48 FEE 1] 35 P AT DR 2 35
3.3. PR SH

ST PER ARG Z AR IR AR, AE P A OSBRI AR AR ez AR

BT MRDMIIER, BElG SRR 0 SR S WU 0 AHOC R, R SR TR R i R 1
NTRINA R SRR NI 5 R KSR A5 L = AN EE AR, AFF & P B I 5 AT,
T 17 B 5 L1 USRI S oAt B P ARG, AP E R A AR, BRI RO B N Ay
AEHAT M BRGNS A BN 52 A S AR B W28 1A G, HANEL
FNE P YEFEY) S A A AR MR 2, RS SR B BRSNS A A AR SR 5 70 A 9 eh A
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B A

BEAT N B UEE NG R &
18 Amos 23.0 #EAT FR A RN AG TR

33.1. ER#FESERACARH PN YRS

TERGIG AP AR, ASHIF 7T K6 28 155 JXUBGL JBR Jo0 %o 245 Ak 2 U ) P EL R TR Y, % SRR AR R L
R I */df = 2.37, CFI = 0.99, NFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.98, RMSE = 0.05). 175 XU 8 %0 1E [ 5000 3 4 £ 44 17 (B
=0.07, p < 0.05). TEIXBAIHLG RAFIIEAE Fgt— DRI SRR, KBt 5 B A AN
(R &8 LR WA 0L A R AT (x/df = 2.50, CFI = 0.98, NFI = 0.97, TLI = 0.98, RMSE = 0.05).

BN FER LR E, SRR RS REIIEE (p < 0.05): I KU AT IE A F500 55+ 23 1
(8 = 0.19, p < 0.05), IEMFANIEREILIEB = 0.43, p < 0.05), FuFd @ FEAEEIH B = -0.71, p <
0.05); /5 A 1 A T 8 AL AN BE(B = 0.31, p < 0.05), 1E BTN SRS E (B =021, p <0.05); H
BN 5 1E 17 T SE AL 2 R (B = 0.21, p < 0.05).

15 FH A 2252 1E 1 4. Bootstrap EL S HUEE 5000 (AT A ARG, 25 5 R AT A B8 12 R AL 95% 1)
BEXALE 0 (W 3).

Table 3. Path coefficient analysis of the intermediary model

3. PNEEBERRN S

B R Bootstrap 95% CI
TR BR
P 177 IR B R — i A 2 i 1) 0.19 0.01 0.18
P A7 IR S — 17 R A 0.43 0.05 0.21
P2 AT IR SRR A — B R A -0.71 -0.25 -0.09
1 AL R AL i ) 0.21 0.48 0.61
T I — 3R A A5 0.31 0.22 0.37
H NP HN 0 L 2 0.21 0.37 0.50

SAB T AR 5 BBOSRY 15.80%, BIZEHE MUK BRI T L BB TE 1 B SE A ST 2 4, B4 =
Serb A B TR (0 SRR AR TR AL 2 e AR BRSNS — R AL
BB rF A M. TR A ST B A L B 1 SO 2 B —

029 HIRAMEAL

8t At

T XU R

64182 [ [ e || |
0.87 0.68 0.79 0.68 0.71 0.80 0.86 0.81 0.79

Figure 2. Chain-mediated model of affective empathy and self-humanizing perception (model 1)

2. BRABFMERAMUARHBER PN REARE—)
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3.2.2. EERHES B AAECARH PN B AERE

TE P25 17 DA JER 0 S 2 0 ) B4 T A I ASS B0 & RAF I HTER T, g L% 5 i NN PEAE 0
WA HE BT, BALEE R R WA R AF(/df = 2.27, CFI = 0.99, NFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.98, RMSE =
0.05).

PGP RS, B RSB — AN PR 0 5 A0 R A 92 15 XU B e — 23 k2 i e B
BABIANEE, HATEMBZERBEE D < 0.05). FEH RSB IE [ BRI @ = 043, p <
0.05); 55 B 1E 5] Al A PEALENBE(B = 0.38, p < 0.05), 1E A TN 32 4L £ 511 (8 = 0.22, p < 0.05); il
NN AR 5 TE 17 55 4R 2 TR (B = 0.17, p < 0.05).

18 F I 22 4% 1E B 437 Bootstrap R HUFE 5000 VKHEATH A sRiAS 56, &5 S o B e 15 XU Jak un— 3¢
FEE A B AR RO 1 AU BT — Mt N AP B B AR 41, AR EEAE REL95% B A X [AIAVELE 0 (ML 4).

Table 4. Path coefficient analysis of the intermediary model

4. PNEBBERRYSH

Bootstrap 95% CI
FEAZ RN

TR kR

P2 A7 A R S AL 2 1) -0.00 -0.10 0.10
95 158 PR S e — 1 I A 0.43 0.15 0.70
985 158 RS T — At A A4 R 0.25 -0.08 0.53
T IR A 0.22 0.18 0.26
S — N AL 5 0.39 0.28 0.46
N A 01— k2 A ) 0.17 0.14 0.20

AR R T 52 AP RONE, B4R XU T e 3 3 79 2% A B AR SR TN S 4k 2 At ) . — R B L s
s A ER, RS AN AR e P A ER . A RN AR Y R bR AL B 42 R B
B3 AR,

0.31 ]
7

0.42

7S Do o | sogett |l || Rt | nsee ||z || nopte
0.87 0.68 0.79 0.68 0.72 0.80 0.85 0.80 0.80

Figure 3. Chain mediation model of affective empathy and human perception of others (model 2)
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