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Abstract

It is known that empathy has a great effect on interpersonal relationship. To invest the relation-
ship between empathy and interpersonal relationship, this study selected 420 senior middle stu-
dents to be the participants finishing the questionnaire research. The results show that firstly the
score of the interpersonal relationship is higher than the norm and the interpersonal relationship
among these senior middle school students is well. Secondly, the IM (empathy imagination) and
personal pain are related to the interpersonal relationship significantly. However, perspective
taking and EC (empathy concern) are not related to the interpersonal relationship. If the students
get higher score in interpersonal relationship, the students may get higher score in empathy im-
aginative ability and personal pain in Empathy Scale.
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(2004) % il () EQ (Empathy Quotient) &%, AN AR 2K A A AR AT FER] /2 Davis 7€ 1983 445
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Table 1. The interpersonal relationship scores of senior students

=1 hEEABRXRNEARER

N /M /ON] 1 Pk 72

INTE3 311 1.00 23.00 7.6881 4.68930
3R 311 0.00 7.00 2.2347 1.67896
i 311 0.00 7.00 2.7878 1.93106
e N3 311 0.00 6.00 1.2894 1.20744
SR 311 0.00 6.00 1.3376 1.44752

Table 2. The relationship of the interpersonal relationship and empathy
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Table 3. The contrast of empathy between higher and lower interpersonal relationship
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