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Abstract

In order to understand the basic situation of empathy, interpersonal interaction efficacy and friend-
ship quality among college students, and to explore the influence of empathy on college students’
friendship quality, as well as the role mechanism of interpersonal interaction efficacy in it, this study
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used the “Interpersonal Reactivity Index-C”, “Interpersonal Interaction Efficacy Scale for College Stu-
dents”, and “Friendship Quality Inventory” to conduct a questionnaire survey on college students, and
459 valid questionnaires were finally collected. The results showed that the overall empathy level,
interpersonal interaction efficacy level, and friendship quality of college students were moderate
to high. There was a significant positive correlation between empathy, interpersonal interaction
efficacy, and friendship quality. Empathy significantly and positively predicted interpersonal inter-
action efficacy and friendship quality, and interpersonal interaction efficacy significantly and posi-
tively predicted friendship quality. Interpersonal interaction efficacy partially mediated the rela-
tionship between empathy and friendship quality. Conclusion: Empathy can influence friendship
quality directly, and also indirectly through interpersonal interaction efficacy.

Keywords

Friendship Quality, Empathy, Interpersonal Interaction Efficacy, Mediating Effect, College Students

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

AR Z R AENF R AR FEE LAY, 50 IR A2 A A Bl AL R L 44 =
FORRAG FER S KU A AR AN = AT LA & T8 0 — = AR D BOHET454% . IeRE A0
BE W E RS2 AR — B 2 A E A RIS SRR . AW UM EIEY] 7 IX— 5, /7505 A (2017)
FERT T R BUR 2 5 2R SRR A IR R A BRI MR AN RLIA 1 ELA5 2073 72 72.5%A01 77.6%. HR 4G IR
B AN OEA R BRI, KRR AR S5 2 A 0K B AR e R . X — B Beh, RN
PR A AE BN RANRAT 2R B R T ZRIE AR 220 . B, A R APRR R E 20 K22 A2 BN K Jie
AL S = A A RN . FENBRR R AR, AR ARG AT B . A U R A7 BR
RAMEEEAR, KBTS MEZ B S EGER . SRR RA SACT FSRAE AT N, R
AN AR AE DL AP IR 58 L 5 40 AL Y AR ARFAE (Berndt, 2002), im0 S AR R v (VF L 745
2021) AIENAETIEIF(Z %, 2020), ARG EARCA/NS A, 2018) R A B 14T 9 O T REME BE /)N
(EEea%, 2020)55 5% . A AR MAIRAF AT A SR, AR B I B, B 150
B R, LA AP A1 e A AR AR B R /KT (FE %22, 2020)0 HIBERT L, i i K2 A2 (R A IR
A LER.

Set, SORRFZELL, FRR5EMANRAE ARl N IBERSRIRE . LI RE i MR ASE iR DL B 3h
L AU AR BE WS SIS AR N R 28 AN IOl FEA N B A1 25 B AR A3 [, 45 HH N AT ISR
RAFT TN NFHRINRRR R, NAGHIRESRBTRE. BT 5 7L (Chow et al., 2013) AL [FI B
e T DR AE B B F AN A AR S SR T I B A 55, RSB T R ACGE NSRS . e —1
TR REARRE 1 22 I ITACRT RE 2 S BUABEHHR AN E UG TR A 5 & (Meuwese et al., 2017).

BRI R IR B, SRR ANATX B CRE T BRENHEAT I BT B LA AN BRagiE 2k
AR H AR IRTE ARG R A IARIL, 11 5 (2004) 78 H FRARE R I HEAtl B4R T N BRAS A R AR K IR A8
& MASE S NBEAT ARG B 16 B CRESSEAT A KT BB O A AL TGS T . N R A AL eI
e A B DA BT RS RE I I EAE, AT A R B v, A0 VG A5 N (2019)7ERIE T K
BUNBRAZAE R e IR 5 R 2 A AT R R 2 83 IR AR R
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SRR R R, AR AN R R Z LDLE AR A ENE, iTARTFERZ R K TIR TR
B FEEDRE. MR, SRR SGRERR R, TS RAGHE BRI B A R U, A
B S AE R BE N A R R Z A ORI UM AN, = Z AR RIEAFHRTT. I, ASCRURZEA NI
R, WRZEAEINE . ARG, AR EZ AR RETRER, @MU AZR, K
R ANRR R, ABRSEMEEROY AR PR, UG s gt — 2 B IR, R th
AR O P REE 5 R R

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. HARM®R

AR TR AT K EEAE N A R, SRR B AT 106 R A . 17036 R T ) ik e A
MR B, F A ilEE T ONE R, AR HORMIBR L . RSP A & 5 R . 23 Rl
145 540 1. HIBR ARG, RIS A4 459 43, [FIRERA 85%. Mo, 59 198 N, Lot 261 A;
NSCHRNR A 298 N, BB 161 N RE WM FAF 224 N, RERNEER 235 A.

22. fiRIR

(1) AFaJe T EE R (Interpersonal Reactivity Index-C, IRI-C)

Tk AAEE(010ZIT I SCRR K ANPRRBIFRERER) , L 22 MIiH, Kb Rmb2#E51E. R0
T RCKEE G R DAY ERE, REZE RS sihr(0= A4, 4= RIEM). &
FAGorHE, NG R IR . BRI A Bt REAE 0.532~0.758 X [H], HIE EELE 0.625~0.735 Z [A].
AR BRI N —EUE RECN 0.775, {5 RS .

(2) REAEANGRZAMBRER

WA (2004) gl 1 CRFAE NP ERER) , 36 EHE, Hoxmitod 1218, SR
SEAAE . HIREDERAEE. P REe. WiBREe. B RN EEFIG LRI R NN ERE, RZE w6 51
1= BEARE, 6= TEME). BERGBE, ABRCIEMREROK- G . BERAB SR
#AE 0.56~0.78 2], &N EREAER MR 055~0.72 Z[F. AREFFEHERNM AL SR
$hy 0.788, [5IEHAS

(3) KiHFEE R (Friendship Quality Inventory, FQI)

TR I L (2004) BT I SO (AHREERDY , 3L 15 NMEH. EREEUA4EE. S
XEE KRR KR RACEENE, RAZ W5 mid (L= MA, 5= BuE). KA S 4E B
BRIy . BRA S, AOERERL . ERENE B REAE 0.59~0.71 (], HENIE TR
0.73~0.79 2 [a] . ASHIFFi 23 ¥ 98— Btk RECH 0.777, (5 FERUT

2.3. BUESHT

RN JE, 18 SPSS Statistics 21.0 #HAT 3L R 7 VAR ZEAR LS « FIRYE M« AH 2o HT BA K [F1 )
50T, B JEis ) PROCESS 3.4 $fif43EAT FR A U8 AT, K658 N B 22 18 R4 BB R A2 75 78 e 6k AT o = 1 5
M e & TP AER o

3. MRER
3.1. #HEAGERERR
SRFH Harman () 26— PR eiss, S0 . ABREZAE AR AR B BL 00T BTSN FR R P (R 3 4
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Brz e FMr s KGR, FEERT 1IETAH 18 4, 2B T RI#RERJy 15.784%, /NT- 40%
(il FEbRitE . BRI, AW TEATEAE ™ 3 [F 7 i 22

3.2. #£18. ABRZEMAERMAERENMES T
Xt 459 2 K2 AR, . N BRAS A R IR AV O B 1 SR TS DL AT R A G, g R LR 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for each variable (N = 459)
* 1 FTEREEMS (N = 459)

A M KT YT e/ ME IS INI| B i
et 1.05 4.00 2.50 0.465
MK 0.00 4.00 2.44 0.730
il d 0.67 4.00 2.60 0.650
A RE 1.17 4.00 2.79 0.579
N R 0.00 4.00 211 0.921
KA & 2.27 4.80 357 0.429
W5 R 2.00 5.00 3.56 0.603
AR 1.00 5.00 3.80 0.709
TREESR F 1.33 5.00 3.75 0.646
SREM 1.00 5.00 3.18 0.710
NBRZE A 3% e Rk 2.58 5.22 3.88 0.409

T = ERERA R UL, DA 7 i 8UE S B e o A AUE AT L. thdk 1 W]
ke RFPAERIUE 2 HME )y 250, Mt E 2 70 S TAEES D HESETRE 2 20, AR
RELAEPORIEE R ik Eim TP Bk fEAGEE T I, KA ACGEFUR S WME Y 3,57, @i
HE 3 735 AR A AE AR 2 B Al 3, RS A sl A B KT o AR N B SS A R K
Tt NBRAE AR AR 4y 518k 3.88, M HME 3.5 4, AW S HAREFAA 1 A Frag A 24 e iK1 J& T
S Lo

3.3. #1F. ABRZEMEERMAIERENEX I

NT DR RIS . AR AR EZ SRR, W = A8 L T4 AT
AR, ZERIE 2,

MR A SEAE TN PR A BRI AN A Bk, el 5 A BR S A Ak ek 2 2. 3% TEAH G (r = 0.105, p <
0.05), MNNIEM 5 ANBRACA BRI 2 53 U2 (r = —0.298, p < 0.01), H ARG TF4ERE 5 A\BRAcA 6
KRB AR,

MR E A N R A 8 B AT AR T B N B ok, AR S e i S A i B 2 B 3 IR A G (r =
0.511, p < 0.01), APBRASA: RUHE IR 5 AT T 21 4 P 0 2 16 35 IEAH G

MR A S SR R N R R, B TN, i RIS AR R A T
PEFEAKAE R R B R IEAHDC . UG R T4 S AR B T4 B S SR B B3 IEA G R 2
H 4 B DA NAE 30 5 A 4R RS R PR R BB A G, T R A RS A AR )
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FHRANR R BR 7SR, U0 S 4R 5 A B 1 4 B R 1 2 B 2 TR R

Table 2. Correlation analysis of empathy, interpersonal interaction efficacy and friendship quality

T2 REEHE ARZEHEERMAEREREXIHN

B
1 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

feim

2 0.673** 1

3 0.727**  0.319** 1

4 0.541** 0.152**  0.361** 1

5 0.663** 0.319** 0.243**  0.021 1

6 0.390** 0.341** 0.361** 0.291**  0.070 1

7 0.430** 0.383** 0.380** 0.210** 0.171** 0.850** 1

8 -0.097* -0.079  -0.049 0.250** -0.301** 0.231** -0.121** 1

9 0.323** 0.312** 0.315** 0.208**  0.045 0.816** 0.667**  0.065 1

10 0.250** 0.173** 0.205**  0.084  0.181** 0.601** 0.381** -0.157** 0.355** 1

11 0.105*  0.292** 0.214** 0.155** -0.298** 0.511** 0.447** 0.115* 0.489** 0.223** 1

e 1 B ER: 20 MRS 3: MR 4 JEIESGHE; 50 DMAIR; 6: AHIUE; 7 WBESCR 8 Ktk
R 9 fKAERR: 10: EHEM: 11 ANFFRARERR. **RRn1E 0.01 KF ERE, *FRIRME 0.05 KF LR,

3.4. #1F. ABRZAMEERSAZERENEETSH
341 REAXHREXHIENETS T

PRV KA AESC X AR R B A BUAE DRSS N TN AR B, A ot B A A2 B AT [l ) 73
B, SERWITE 3 Fs.

Table 3. Regression analysis of friendship quality on empathy

3. KiEREXMNHBFHNEES T

TR A £ B B t i %% R? F

L1 0.360 0.390 9.050*** 0.150 81.898***

FE: ¥R p <005, **FEp<0.0l, ***%7%p<0.001L.

GERFW. [EH TR R(F (1, 457) = 81.898, p < 0.001), FLIf e A v 5t &1 [8] U5 77 AR 404 RUCR B
BT . SEAE AE N T 3 IE W) TN ACVE R (B = 0.360, t = 9.050, p < 0.001), FLASHE AR ACIH T & 15%[1 4%
S,

3.4.2. R4 ABRZEMRERMIFRIEIA 5347

DR KA SR N BRAS A BRI TR F . DLABR A me Oy R A &, AR S Tl
WA, FATEIES T GRWTF R 4 FiR.

SERERW]: [BIRTTREA RU(F (1, 457) = 5.072, p < 0.05). FEAERENS 2% IE M U Prag (AL BEIK(B =
0.092, t = 2.525, p < 0.05), H AEBSMERE AT T 0.9%1) % 7 & .
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Table 4. Regression analysis of interpersonal interaction efficacy on empathy
= 4. NPRIRZEEERXSHIER YA 4

T Az & B B t 3 R2 F
i 0.092 0.105 2.252* 0.009 5.072*

H: *FIRNp<0.05, **FRp<0.01, ***FE/Kp<0.001.
3.4.3. REERHREN APRIZEEER =I5

IRV KA E N B SRR BN A BT I TNAE Y, AR SSAE RGO AR R, DUOACH TR
IENRAE R, BEATENADHT. R 5 FR.

Table 5. Regression analysis of friendship quality on interpersonal interaction efficacy

5. KIHREXM APRZIEMRERAI BN

TR A £ B p t i %% R? F
NFBRAZAE R B 0.536 0.511 12.697*** 0.259 161.210%**

VE: *RR p<0.05, **K/Kp<0.01, ***K/Kp<0.001.

ZERRY]: BRI RU(F (1, 457) = 161.210, p <0.001). N FRAC A 24 gk g % k. 28 11 17 FIN AT ot
#(B =0.536,t=12.697, p < 0.001), H REMEMFFE AIH TR 25.9% M8 7.
35. \RZAHEBERELBTEREHREZEN P NHMY KK

KF SPSS 7:#2fF PROCESS 3.4, fE¥EH|MEA . LML EN T, UIENEEE, KHREN
RARE, ABRAAEARERBON RN AR 3 AT A 28 K656 . Bootstrap FEACE{H 5 B A 5000, BHAF XK E
N 95%. ZERMNFE 6. £ 7 AE 1R,

Table 6. Regression analysis of empathy, interpersonal interaction efficacy and friendship quality
6. #H1F. ABRZIEMEERMAIEREMNEIZHT

TN AR . %%E% -
NG e KRR & KA
B t B t B t
EAYL] 0.092 2.203* 0.346 8.621%** 0.301 8.680%**
N VG 0.498 12.804***
sl -0.002 -0.050 0.035 0.844 0.036 1.014
G -0.005 -0.252 -0.026 —1.456 -0.023 -1.546
a4 -0.002 -0.052 -0.069 -1.724 -0.068 -1.978
R2 0.011 0.162 0.385
F 1.281 21.986 56.692
WE: *RIR p<0.05, **FIRp<0.01, ***KIK p<0.001.
Table 7. The mediating role of interpersonal interaction efficacy between empathy and friendship quality
7. NRZEMeERAR BN EREZ BN NER
2K R AE Boot frifE iR BootLLClI BootULCI BRBE 5 H
NBRA LR B 1) A 58 0.046 0.020 0.008 0.083 13.18%
BHHERR 0.301 0.033 0.235 0.366 86.82%

SRR 0.346 0.038 0.271 0.418
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Figure 1. Model diagram of the mediating effect of interpersonal interaction efficacy
B 1. ABRIZIEMAE A P AR SR E

GERFN . LSRR R IE R U PR AR AERS(B = 0.092, t = 2.203, p < 0.05) Fl A 1E i &:(B = 0.346, t =
8.621, p < 0.001). FLAFHEANABRACAH:RURE R R TR A BT, HAB MK IR BEAE 23 1F 7 T A1 I =B
=0.301, t = 8.680, p < 0.001), APBrAZf: R AeE RS .25 1F [ T AR5 2(B = 0.498, t = 12.804, p < 0.001).

HHA RN R 2R R, BN LA K H A RRE ) 95% Bootstrap E 45 X 1] 4351 9[0.235, 0.366]#1[0.008,
0.083], L NERIIAEL 0 BEAILAE AT LB HTI A ot &, n] DLd Ik N bR 2 A R me B i) i1 H TR
FEPU A &, B AR (0.301) Rl HH /1 258 (0.046) 73 il o L RBE Y 86.82%. 13.18%.

4. g
4.1. #1185, ABRZEMERMNZERENIRTTHL

REEAEFARRISERE K Bk b TP 297K, FEAI AT IR RS 400 1 b 72 AN ) A P2 Tl AL
RNV R, MREBF X b T AN E R NS T R AOGE . DN S s Top e, K
FAEPAE A NS, SEBTA T A NI, RENS i B AL E R A N B AR, (B A H I A
AT RGBS A R AR B AN S S 2 Al .

AW TR A EPAR AN BRSAE A REBOK TR T S5 L, XA AT RE R RO KA AR SN BREL
grp, ATDVE AR SRS, S RARAE L RS, IR @Al N PP S st — 2R B 3K
e H, Hob et 5 S A REF PRS2 o7

REEA A B o T AEFE SR T L, SRS AR A B AP B, K
FAERENE A SRR MR R, BES WA SERAS A BOANSZ R, WA TR A K SR 2
JERTT e AR R A TR E AT 5, JAERAEINRIFA S NZHFHED = 561E, Mk
SMBTES 5 R(Z/N5E, 2016).

4.2. #1F. ABRZAMEERMAERENXFRTTIR

4.2.1. HBEEABRZEMRERPXR

e LT A RCR SR B, BG5S ERRE R R BF IEME, DN 5 ABRAZ
HERRERS R K. WIETESE RKFE, MARAE ST NBRAZAES, ShAEAt N 10 A S5 S8 5% )
SNBSS T ANER. BHE. MARWEZEH X REMGL, BEEES
H ORI RIS X7 AT IRAPRIE . AL N BRI, At 5 RE RS2 B Br LBl K A
PRE S, ZART AN BRI D ARIEIHL, A BT MANBRAAE R SR (h ¢, 2021).

4.22. REEANGRZENEBSLEREBIXR

NBRSAE BRI AR T S TR I B B3 IR G . AENBRAZAE T, A e N Br e A R e
FIAME, XHATEASRARA (S L, RENS B AT IR (VA I8 ) 3 245 ST 7 il g, R A S
HEAMBEAR AR TE, 2019). I8 RIFHVAIE, BILZ BIREEA FrieT, AR F X057 Z @S A5
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KE, MIHRZMIAFIRERN, A& @SGRORS NGB RIAR, A BT rh ek
PORE N, BETYERY R ACE R (RBELT, 2012).

423 REEHESKERENXR

XTAHIFLEE R, LRRUL, EHRETIBRINAME, 1EAPRES) R B 06 By e i /825, R
AT N FIREYE, RGN R, XAt PRI 28 RARRR R) B 52, DASLAR (77 3CREAT Eo i) A Bs L3,
ARTFXAGARME S ANGERE, BT 4IRS, 3t AR MR E, (B AOH R I3 .

4.3. NBRZEHEERERESZEREZENFMER TR

AHFEIR BN, I A ACH TR, W] DU N BRAE A R RE R (A1 2 R AR BT
SR ACE TR R B WIERBIIER, SR lm, AOEPERLE . S RAME, 1R ABRAAE
AR REMS AR G e 2, BRARA NI AEE . ATy, BBOBIAE X T E K. Sl NRZ A
SRR, SRR, Bl TR E 2 REAERSS, HFEFEOMREIN A . &2
BN T5 UG AHEAE 2 (R BRI, AR RENS 1A 2 BRI S IE AR IGUR A By » 3t T 384 9 N\ B sS4 (1 B A L
P NP AR . NP AERRE RS B3R &, AE NBR LB o RIS I Esh M, 4% 75 A W
EIS 2 BN = B 3R AL By, T 2 ACUE O AR H IO I 2 S 2 2% Ja I AZ A SRS R e e i, ki
YEAP AR R, HERF TR .

5 fARAFERRE

F— W, AU EEAR KA NE, FARERIEA L, AR D EH
BIZERRROR, ARRWE T 2 KRR AR AT .

W, WHRTET RS AWM TS AT INE, WA R e 52 B H A AR AR R
s, HIBEAREU IR R G AR, EWEEGR, DUS BT FT bl DR — L8 At N 75 3%, 9wk 7t
L E-9VIE R

H=, WHRNE. AR PHNRRER R TRy, WA RS E, AT I ARRE 1%
AGHER, LUS BT AT DA AR RO YERE, DUME AP . R R AR A

S, AW TEIRT N BRSAE RS AR LR R A i B o TR TR, (HRE AT T
PSEIRAT T R E2 A EAE BORDUBIGBSZ BB, ARBT ST LOEAT T TL, e LA A PR Az 1
RUREIR IR TR BSGE K2AA A R B AR DL

SE ik

HHIL(2020). T F KN K HTEEATEN: #2CF AR 70 WLFAe e, fE: g B k.

JEREAE, TJ7I5e 3L (2004). R R PR SR SCRUE B SR WAL, P Bl RO FE 445, 12(2), 133-134, 136.

R GRIT(2012). #EAEME A BRIGERILIE T 22 IR R RRXS 1 FZ OB G R G K. W E AR, R R
TR 2.

XN, 428 BE R, B (2018). BEFAKE B EXIMUE R BRERKFRMER. FEEREOIEF 45,
26(3), 413-416.

M, X, BUSE, ER, BREE), AREE(2017). B UK E AR R B BUR KL N R, O 7R, (1),
1-16.

BAtE, BB E, BERIT(2019). K2EEBEE 115 KETFEE —— NRS MR ARSI E AR N ER. La7#
BEEEFIR, (2), 29-34.

YL, B, 5kA12£(2021). HAEREREM EWERBEN LR~ OELRES#H B, 31(3), 407-418

¥35(2020). KA ILEREAERESHSENYERI KRR, A RGO Z 545, 28(2), 241-246.
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PN #(2021). A ZEHGRETT . #5 H PG GNA AL FETHIHR R FF7E. Wi hie s, B =l
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BN (2016). X924 HFHK 5, GREPELF T X G LT A FRER, L2203, Jaill: LMy,
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M F

o % [R5

Tt ! RS A PHE IR M G . N R R TR PRSI — 2], TE AR R A
AT, HAREIRE RGO SES, A MGHEE AIES, ZEREEERZ 0. g8l Tl
WICHEIE, EFEPATAIES, B &6 F 5 KA !

MAFERFL

HEESS H ORI E BT “N7 , AEIRE, AR,

1. . Bo  Zo

2. RiEML: Mo  KRAo

3. F£%: K—o KZo K=o KMo
VRGMATL: o o

5. Tilk: AXHEle AR

F—E5: PR RBIREEER(IRI-C)

fa 3G FIdA 22 MEH, BANEE BRI R Y, eSS B A A IR L. 0= A
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