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Abstract

Objective: To examine the effect of psychological capital on altruistic behavior and the mediating
role of empathy and prosocial motivation. Methods: A sample of 205 college students was sur-
veyed by interpersonal response scale, psychological capital scale, altruistic behavior scale and
prosocial motivation scale. Results: 1) A significant positive correlation between altruistic beha-
vior, psychological capital, empathy and prosocial motivation (p < 0.01). 2) Empathy has a signifi-
cant mediating effect between psychological capital and altruistic behavior; 3) Prosocial motiva-
tion plays a complete mediating role between psychological capital and altruistic behavior; 4)
Empathy and prosocial motivation play a chain mediating role between psychological capital and
altruistic behaviors. Conclusion: Psychological capital can positively predict altruistic behavior of
college students, and psychological capital can indirectly affect individual altruistic behavior through
empathy and prosocial motivation.
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1. 518

Fth AT A (altruistic behaviour) i ML o5 +E AT A BB s A, DA SREX M) o 32 1) 234 3 e SRR
NA af HSE 0T B OB A 2 28 | CRIRI &5 14T A (Trivers, 1971); LAZIHLA T ) (1 2% 2 5 8 A ik
TR AAAEFE B ) N FR T b A ST 82 45 2148 35 B 2 1) 1Bl 4R 19 4T J9(Bar-Tal, Raviv, & Shavit, 1981). 434
KA, AT NRIE MR A RIE SR, LB A B, BASKRERSH B AG R4 R FIAT A
EB TSR A, TRt Bh# 00 B R, 1o E AR, X g A L2 B AR SO
W, EWT, 2017; ANRSE, AL, 2015). FMBAT NI CEE 2 FERHARER )1 R MEM 25T
R EARIG . HE—ARMENHE AR, RS R IRA TN M35 EE, WAFMAT AT
i) (R 25 A D AN T AD R AT . SRG DMERFTE, FABAT RIS =GR Z , W MAIROW A LA R
FE TG AL B A MR R R T AABAT SRR 22, 2013); N KRR AR SO &R
WM FIMAT A RIS, EaEE, s, 4, A0, 2018; #%, 2017; A, &4k, 2015).
ARG NFF TR, I ER T0 O B B AR 5 DR 22 AR A AT D9 P 0% 28 B v B AL

IR AN —FRMCOEL T, ARG 532 k¥ . Luthans, Youssef Fil Avolio (2007b)iA
BB AR MARR G B Re AN B AR AR, K H ey BIRAGRER(EE1E), A, SR
FhRE 1. XDUFPEE 15 NSRRI VOGS, BERA KR M, NEAREH R, feigdem MER
PN FNAAT it m) i) O BDRES , AHE TR IR WL N 2 R I B m AR AR A 4 A B FR AR IS, A B T2
BERABAT Fy(Myers, 2012); "REREBUKF m AN 55 048 H C4ERE— IR AR B8 70 BRI KN
THIRR, XERESH B T EOR BN SHLCE 2%, 2016). OHEBEARMEAIAHEFHRES, SHMERIE
FHRCR £ 5 3 (Luthans, Avolio, Avey, & Norman, 2007a). 3t JL4E, SZUERTFFU#E— 5 & B0 38 % A RE g AR )
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FMAMA I RIMAT (AL, 748, 20185 JE¥#d, 2017; 25, JAWWE, 2017). ASSCTESRIEAL b S
—BIRGT T LB AR S RIAAT R [ AL .

A - R BN — A N 3E1S (empathy) Kbk 7, At Al it R Ad AT S 10 AT R4 3t K (Batson: &
Shaw, 1991), XAFE| VW2 IAEM FRISCRR(T RES, BRI, 2016, 2308, 254, 7ofi, {H3E, 2015).
[FI, A B R IS 5ot AT A A LRI eh 2 ALH], RIS A 00 BT &R B2 = MPFC (medial
prefrontal cortex) X 35 7E 4% DL K Sk 24T = A (¥ R e 3 e 4 =1 2210 /E F (Rameson, Morelli, & Lie-
berman, 2012). R W, JAEERMBATHEYIREE. i R AMEALEAL 2 AR 2 A Al N — B 1
RIS RE I (8, BATEE, 2016), KZHF NG AR—NESIERE, R, siA%ER—H
RUEEIAE T A B4, HRE R IHE RIS T, HAE ML 5 %2 06 E 2L 1E A (Lockwood,
Ang, Husain, & Crockett, 2017; Meffert, Gazzola, Den Boer, Bartels, & Keysers, 2013). &F i 77 &K B -5 HIBA
HPRR ARG, FIBANP RR G SR BN EE R 5 51 R N3 . R, SRR E R BN SS 7y, 3L mT Re ik BR il 7E
REFX RTINS b, T AERIE A 57 A A5 I AT BETEAR /N (Gutsell & Inzlicht, 2012). X EEEHE BT
PRILAE [Nl 75 EEAMAR AR 4% 77, Bk ] DA, OB AR — R RO ERRE 1), HKCP R i A
REMG RN B 2 LMl . JE T DL EATR, SREAT AR 1. HIEEOEE AR SFMMAT Nz ik
B AEH

R THEME IR, B SR 2 s B S R 2 i Ak 2 D AR R M R R L SR
(Berkowitz, 1972). Batson (1987)K#sE4t 2 BhHlE XONARLE B A SRIFIF AL, AR B4Rk Ay fll A HH B
SEURR SRR I, SEAE BN RE B AR AR TR AT (4= 5% 55, 2018; Aydinli, Bender, Chasiotis, Cemalcilar,
& Van, 2014; Aydinli-Karakulak, Bender, Chong, & Yue, 2016). #RT0, AR [BI$R St AAT HE AL 75 E 1)
NEFRA ORI B R hE), & THEEFEANF A, K158, ANMARTE SO £ [ SR vh 3 1l R AR
E R b, YR B P hi| SIS (Baumeister, Heatherton, & Tice, 1994) A &1, — AN A AR A BRI,
U SRR YR B = 5 5 S 3B AR, AR T8 23U P2 A o 1o BE AR S DY AR 5
ARG, AP mMAME RIS R I TE 2 RN 2E, 000 B SRR AR (R 25 FE R 68 S L R A AN A
%t Y8 (Fredrickson & Branigan, 2005; Fredrickson & Losada, 2005). H1ut ] HEM, 038 %5 A /KT s AN R
B RAI O &, PSRNl T, SRHMASIRE 2. OB AT IR SR AL LS R
AT, SEAS BN A R 2 .

SRAL BN AL AE LA O PR I B i) o AR R DT A A B8 B A 1) AURR B At N 1 8 1 UK
TR RRAR R BN, WO AESEA 2 E0 AL, BUb AT, RAE AR 2 A ) TSR A 2 B AL (AR
4, 2018). FETLAEFTAR, $RHEAWFMEE 3: OHEAREELT . kS s LR E BN T

2. ARG E
2.1. ik

T B LSRR, X 230 44 K AT T A T2, Fod B 2R B4 205 4, B3 4E 70 A (15 B 33.7%)
4 135 N (/5 B4k 66.3%). “FH4EH N 19.40 £ 1.576 %7,
22. fAIRIA
2.2.1. #3Ch A BRI Ri#E5HE IR (Interpersonal Reactivity Index, IRI-C)

IRI-C JEH BVE%#H 5 EHQ8)EBITM K. ZEXRILH 22 MIH, 5K, 50, &
TEPEIC O AN N 4 DNERE . AP ER R R 7 i dotsy, A “1= EFA/E” 3“7
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= FEFHFE” . ol 5 MEHE NS, BREESBERE M IER . ZEREATH TR
Cronbach oo %4 0.906.

222, REEFIMMBITAHESR

KAFLE AT Ay R S 24075 (2008) dmit, TR 1 P — B0 REUA ] 0.873, HH 22 AMEH, &
WEFCRF 7 fitsr, M “1= FERARE” 8“7 = EE/FE” , RABMEERRTRMENAIMhIT ABZ .
AFERMAT N TAT, BEMKOMA, KOMKEAT, AT R, R OHEAT RS LAY .
He 9 M TH AN RE T 1ZREREAM 5 1) Cronbach a R%M 0.824.

2.2.3. ILEREER(PPQ)

OB BARRZ WK, SRIEAHALL(2010) i M A, B JAAE WL A EAIEDY AR
i, FL26 NH, KA 7m0, A “1= AFEATE” B “7 = EEAET o BoE MR RG
BB ARV . & ERAAEAW T i) Cronbach a 2 #7357 0.902.

224. FHRIH|NER

Z Wl Grant 1 Sumanth (2009) Bt il ISR AL 2Nl E R, ZERILE 5 NEH, AR 7 At
a5, ML= FEEAFKE” B “7= FEEFE” , BEEMERREMEN R SR, EREEN
FIBE 50 S R R (F 5255, 2018). ZERIEAWT 7 ¥ Cronbach a %4 0.940.

3. ARGR
3.1. XRAZERERE

AR TERH G %, W] REAFESE R DT 22, AR J I AT 7 5% (2004) AR SR ORI T, AR 7T
Se MR PR Bt AT 7 P, SRABE A 10T, JF m ol vt B i 480 R . SRR AW FEHEAT T Harman
KR, EId SPSS KPR MR ER .. KPAERMMAT ARG, KA EERABR OB T
BRPIPAIHEATRREIEF R, RAGRER: FIEERT 1B 7IEER 16 1, 35— K
RARI AR Sy 20.673%, /T 40%IMIn A . MR DA BB R, AW SO B N IL R T
W .

3.2. KL ERMRME ST REX S
W 1 o, AAbAT Y LERBTAR . SRR ASRAL LY 2 A 2 IR AR

Table 1. Variables are described statistically and correlated (n = 205)

# 1. SR RHEX M = 205)

M +SD SEAL B FBAT K g TUSLEAFN
A2l 25.848 + 5.814 1
FlAbAT A 106.476 + 14.539 0.623" 1
ey 87.809 + 17.943 0.258" 0.380™ 1
OHTEA 120.761 + 20.890 0.490™ 0.393" 0.251" 1

H: MO, SD AbREZE, Tp<0.01, 'p<0.05, F[F.

3.3. #MESFHIINS AEDEHELSFIRITRZ BN P EE L
Z25 i BB S5 (2014) N R HTh A BN IR TT i, 3 S | SRAL s LR LB B A S Rl AT
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NIV R A BN AT RS o T Se R A SPSS19.0 F A B AT 2 oAk AL B, R Z 438, SRR R A
B EETE, WRIKEES, JRFRINR 2 Ehekt:. AREMAEZERT 0.759, I ZEEIKE T (VIF)E/N
T 1.317, HUETEN B AR AR ™ I & B L2 M ) . AR 2 2 Bl R R, C1, AL, Bl R RHL
KIREEMEEP<0.01), HCItHEZE. Kk, JLHEOHEA ST N BREAE P NMER, &b
AL 7 SRS T Ly 90.616% . Rk 1 /3 BIE0HIE. #R4E % 3 BT 41, C2, A2, B2 MR R E
BEM(P<0.01), HCIANEE. Fik, FHSELECE T AT 2 H R &h A EH.

Table 2. The mediating effect test of empathy (n = 205)
= 2. HIBER PN (n = 205)

EEpyE LEUS RS R BV & TE 25
R A Tt A & R R? F B TBR R t
C1 FtbAT A DHE T 0.392 0.153 36.808" 0.393 0.265 0.521 6.607"
A2 HiE INSLAFIN 0.380  0.145 34.315™ 0.382 0253 0510 5.858"
B3 FthAT Al ] 0.489  0.239 34.315™ 0.303 0192  0.443 4754
C1 DIRGEAR 0.318 0.232 0.518 4,996

Table 3. The mediating effect of prosocial motivation (n = 205)

3. FHIHBIF AL (n = 205)

EEpyE BRI TREL EVEES &S
g R T A% R R? F B TR ORR t
C2 FtbAT A DI A 0.392 0.153 36.808™ 0393 0265 0521 6.607"
A2 g OHFFEA 0491 0.241 64.430" 0461  0.348 0574 8.027"
B2 FtbAT A Freshbl  0.629 0.395 66.066"  0.604 0471 0736  8.991”
c2 DHEA 0.115 -0.009 0239  1.826

34. WEFEAMFIMITAEME: HEMFHLSIHNAOEX P B

e R A SPSS20 R AT AR, FHh Z 8, SRIESFE TN, RIS, TREEEA
FiE 0T (2014) () 22 B HR A SR 578 A Mplus7.4 B AT SR FISEAE S HLIN 2 AR B . 145
R B A TS B H SR AU EE, DI R T 7 R A o i 4 22 452 1E 1) Bootstrap 775 (FE
HHUFE 1000 1K), %2 EHAERBAR O PTEs Ran sk 20 g5 R EBoR, BT OEBEAR SR A2 [
(KA RSB 0.057 (p < 0.05), EAFIX[W9[0.014, 0.116], HFMEMEE: At LWL LB TA SH]
AT 2 (A R A RUNAE 9 0.240 (p < 0.01), EAF X [F4[0.161, 0.351], H/rfE @2 (OH B A 4k
1 AL BN RIRAT 5200 B A I R A 8ONAE A 0.019 (p > 0.05), E {7 X [H]24[0.003, 0.059], %1
FAMEHIAREE, BB R, 85 0.315 (p<0.01), EfEXIHA[0.204, 0.467]; ZMiAid, OFEH
A0 FABAT g S0 () BT 3 BR AR 2% RE 0.078 (p > 0.05), [X[A] N[-0.092, 0.255], L& 0, BN AE
E, B S5oE 2 HUAE O B B AR R AT A2 e 21 58 4 A E R

4. #Hg
4.1, DEEHE AT FIMbIT R
AT 52 52 D B A KSR R AT AT 5.2 BRI (2% 4 R 1), BCO B8 A /K ST s 1 2

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1112326 2872 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1112326

LR 5%

A TERAGT i R ARAT g, ZEE RS DI AU AR (RS . #4242, 20185 Myers, 2012). FbAT A=
A AR BN BRI, AATTHE SR AT A 2 BT B ARSI T, BT B S R EEAOIR
APl 22 g R AT 9 (45 S0 4E, 2015). SR — N AN B S B ARSI BA B A ZI P AS, T
A AE T AN SR FEBIRITE LT, S P RE St AR T o A O B BE A0 R AT 9 S M B T L b D,
(B AH AT FUIE A2 BN 5 19 o 51 20 FE 0 AR R A% 2 28 T LA R A i R 2L B RAT (AT, R 1
HAAZE, MEIE, HET, 2014).

Table 4. A chain mediated test of empathy and prosocial motivation (n = 205)
= 4. HIFEMFALHAER P AL (n = 205)

EVEpy | . 95% 1 E {5 X [A]
g R THINAR TRR R
¢ FlAhAT A IS ERAPN 0.078  —0.092  0.255
bl FRAT N JiE 0.228™ 0107  0.359
b2 MMhiThH  FERLSZHHL 05617 0388 0.761
al Hih DHEPEA 02497 0.048  0.403
a2 FAEFIHL IS ERAPN 0.427" 0287  0.543
d1 2B JiE 0.133°  0.017  0.220
albl (LT A - et - FIMBAT ) 0.057°  0.014  0.116
az2b2 (LILTEA - SEAL B - FIABAT ) 0.240”  0.161  0.351
aldib2 (LEEBEA - JLAh - SRAL LB - FhAT A) 0.019 0.003  0.059
albl +a2b2 + ald1b2 (& R R) 0.315" 0204  0.467
albl +a2b2 + aldlb2 + ¢’ (%) 0.393"  0.192  0.653
0.935% i 0.133* . 0.651*
ENl
0.249** 0.561**
0.427* 0.228**
DIBEAR 0.078 FlfiT A

0.560**

Figure 1. Chained mediation model diagram
1. #EX PN REE

4.2, HAERPABN

BT, BB ARERENS EE L A WINA ATy, SCRENEIHE I S (0] 3% 1L 2 A AT . X
R, DB R TR E ARG RE Sy, SEMEIARAT A R RERY, GOEREAR S I R
VIR o MBSO 322 M R, IX AT RE A2 H T 0 B BT AR IR 284, 7R 5 S AR TG o s AR ik =
2, EZE5AFRNKBEEN AR T, RAFEIER, B#iiemx NGB RN E e
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M B BRI R P ARG, OEBRA MR TEONEE R OB B, i MAIRE ROt T
REEILAL . DMEA BRI s I MA TS I 2SO th i 2, XA B TR MA R B AR R O
WrE, Bk, 2015), ATWEFURBLER N ISR 0T 5 O BB AR Z 18] A ORIBR RS 7 ek, 9K, 2017),
PRI AR 5 0 B B A TR A 3 2 () (R S BN A EL A, E LTI B BE T AR 0o B 252 1) ) E 5 ¢
OB A SEIE IR . R, ARRBIETTRT LLHE— 25 4R 7E 00 B2 58 A LA A2 M B L e AL LA o

4.3. FHLEHAI RN BN

KWTERIN, SRASFNAE O TR GRAT N AR BN EM . XRH, OEE AT
AR AL 2L, AT . BRI, SRR BRI A A S I E RS B
(Aydinli-Karakulak, Bender, Chong, & Yue, 2016). {H/Z, tWE%FH A, BMEEREE4SHPLT, Hn]
REM s FIAT Ay, B, BEFCRIL, — BB NEERAL AT AN A T F RSB35 000
(Konrath, Ho & Zarins, 2016). AWK, BIANAT N R ESAA R S AL R GiAH BAE FH e i
AHMEYERIRANBETER), R BRI IR . ANE SRR S ST B 5 BhAt AT A 0 S A2 Y B
AL AL, R YA BRI SEAL S AN T, BT A . T H, S A BRI
ShEEHHLFE BN, B AAT A4S 5 = (Aydinli, Bender, Chasiotis, Cemalcilar, & Van, 2014). K, &
KM T T BAE X A R SE A BHUA  Ba ok A 22 B LA At b 3 — 0 BRI AT

4.4. FHBRFA SN PN

A 5ot 2 B EE 2 b A RS R 582 0T S o R AT Sy B S 5 S a2 S AL 70 6 1 i F
Ho [RINE, FEANAT AR 10 BB AOG FAhAT o st iR o (B AL . AR T 28 SR SCHF T 3R S ok
SHHAE O AR S FMbAT 2 W B FEX P AEH . XAMURE, OB ARG 4 S L SR
ZENRIE AR FIAT R, R SEH 2B IE SR 2 AW 3 — @ P A ER . 4252 (2018)
& NAEWH T R DR AL 22 B NE L SR 2 M A R 2 . tbah, B0, U EAOBT
S BN NFFAE, a0 ESCb iR, AT 2% 3 Ok R A A 3 . L2 R, Stk
LML T ONFRE A NFRIE, AR T —Fid 8 B C e 2 E N N &R, XMRHES5 T2
AR5 4 247 A 5%, T a4 A\ (Eisenberg, Vanschyndel, & Spinrad, 2016). AHT 58 7 B35 45
SRR T IR AN, TEXTRIABAT s Bk AR o (LR 3), AL LA RIABAT o5 (1 2% 1% R 40(b2
= 0.561)2) 2 L1EHI(b1 = 0.228) Wit 2 . BRIk, FEXT3LE, Atz HIIE QBT A S R AT Jy Al ) A

5. &g

A FEMBI LB 2 LA T T AUABAT N RIS R 2R, TS B 4 SR SCHE 1R SR AR O P %
AR I SR A 2B A DN RBAT Y. BRI, 3R KA OB A, ATt
FHE RIS TUERMR, INAAT Ny, M2,

E&UH
LR A 270 80 07 WF TR —— K A0 L R 0 B T3 0 SR I 9T (21XLIKO7).
S5 3wk

TRE, FHEAIE(2016). JL1E 5o SAT AR RIITCHIT. OFEEI U, 24(8), 1159-1174.
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