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Abstract

This study delves deeply into the characteristics and correlations between parenting styles and
empathy abilities of adolescents, aiming to provide theoretical support for family education and
school cultivation. Through a national random sampling, a web-based questionnaire containing
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the “Chinese version of the Interpersonal Reactivity Index” and the “Chinese version of the Parent-
ing Style Scale” was distributed to adolescents aged 11 to 18, and a total of 479 valid question-
naires were eventually collected. By employing statistical methods such as analysis of variance,
t-tests, and correlation analysis, the following conclusions were drawn: (1) Parenting style char-
acteristics: The majority of families adopt a positive parenting model, and adolescents generally
perceive emotional warmth from their parents. Adolescents with a history of being left behind
are more likely to experience negative parenting styles such as punishment and denial, while
non-left-behind adolescents believe that their mothers provide more positive support. (2) Em-
pathy ability performance: The overall empathy level of adolescents is above average, with per-
spective-taking ability being the strongest and empathic concern ability being the weakest.
There are significant gender differences, with girls having significantly higher overall empathy
ability and personal distress dimension than boys. (3) Impact of parenting style: Six parenting
dimensions, including parental emotional warmth, preference for the child, father’s overprotec-
tion, and mother’s over-interference protection, are significantly positively correlated with the
total score of adolescents’ empathy ability.
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1.2. FREN
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2. ERSMFRIIR
2.1. XBEFANHNERAIMARIR

[ Py 2230 S BRRR O s E SCIFAESEE, By HAR e I 54 a k. SR MREIR th Bor T (B
XA CEORYEE” 5 RIRYERE” (Baumrind, 1991)s MK @ OSSR BA)AT N I B AR5
Zfj(Darling & Steinberg, 1993); SKICHNIFEH, #FRT7 2 R BFHGEM S BT NN R EA & BN
Hit— LMoy, AR SRR T X N SOR IR GRRR . TR IS NgESE, SRR TR
(fE2H, 1993); MRV MIR IR E . Bl B s5-LYeE 3k

T FE AR RE R 7> e PSR “He - 47 5 SO - IR XU4ERE, A B M AR
LR EVEIEAR . WSURY ROy “432 - R4 “iRNg - 8O “FRE| - fovr” =4E L eimmeE
SR CRMVERRN” O T L F ORISR 5 “ BRI O & BAT VA ER) . [ AT 5 B3 EE S
PCIE R, B0 A M PR 245 B2 ) 7 S ke o [ A SR BRI AL

2.2. HFREAONEASMAFRIRK

A5 (Empathy) R4 B2, (H “ILE” CECZARFILR . e A PR: 5 EEUR (W Stotland $ H
A 8" 5 “ERME” RS AR (W Hogan 5818 “ M ERA%RET)” ). Gladstein B4 3%,
e CAFIIEE” GRS “ERILE 7 (R NBIEO RN RS Davis d3E— 44k AW AT
KB LR T7. A . AN IR PU4EE (Davis, 1980). B N 2238 T8 S0 e & SO “IR N =M H:
FIIREST” WA B A Fi tH L AEMIRR R

2 N G A JFATFAE S e 5053 WF 0 5 TR L R A (o B S TR A R B R), T — LB U SR 1
JEILIG (U1 Decety & Jackson, 2006 $& H A EIL E S IHL T =i Bia). REMMAE, EIAHTT
T I RN SRS BAE AR .

2.3. RBFFHAMLFENEXHERIMAEIR

[ S FE 2k € . Darling & Steinberg KM, FRAMRETR(ANIE BGIRIR) 2 2 (i LG R RE, T AR 2R (i
TS0 ™ ) ) 7= 4 FHAS (Darling & Steinberg, 1993). Jolliffe & Farrington (2004)% bk R FH 5 & HI| BRI FK E,
fe Al 2GR B E, EORVEM AT R J5H 2RI H B 0 5 Bk ita) (Jolliffe & Farring-
ton, 2004). Mehrabian & Epstein %} 52 JEFH /D E AT TR IR, SRR Z B B HER 7 N s #2605 7
LARIL N I it R A6 17 A 9% (Mehrabian, Epstein N, 1972). M. Schaffer ZFUFSE, QR BGR IR AE BB 7 T
241 K P (Schaffer, Clark, Jeglic, 2009).

WSRIER I ST REER AR A R Y], ABHERIRME 5 IAG 68 /7 IEAHOC, &30 g W) 4
FR: SORIIIE BCCR SB A L5 A B BIIAE (9150, 2009). REEgidE— DI, SCRHE IR B
HILEERZE IS, HARE R (a4 5 A) 2 AR CREIE, 2010). ZBEEE A0 AR 53 A BIF 545
N, BEGULIATIANER . B S M RCREERE IS, 5N LA, BIHIE 1 #5707 200 15 1)
KR (2 B4, 2011).

3. i ASs
3.1. iR HE

3.1.1. PR ABRR R iEEE SR
%R A Davis il € F(Davis, 1980), L1 N GEHE LLF PN T7 1 : [FE G W RCREE AN IR
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LI, RRAMRIE N BR8] 00 FAH R A E P A e . B G 78 573 8 A S AR L IR ) 2 A
BT T — BB DARF A S B SL(IRI-C), —3LEHE 22 MEH, HMN 4 MR R : DA JEEEC
O MECR B BRI A N SIS Qo R IS, AR B0 5 R RIS (Davis, 1980).
R T Likert o 1070 REAT IR - AL SIENE 570 (R R b 5 ZER A e i ik 23 105 2B “ A
N R E A3y o 12 00 4 B A5 B 75 AE . 56~.82 YA FEI N, 170 AV — B R ¥ .53~.78 .

3.1.2. PR BHFAREE

HLZE 1980 4F3i 41 umba KZFAE AR 2% R C. Perris Z5 N — Mm% 7 X RH#5% )7 30 2 &% EMBU
(Egma Minnen av Bardndosnauppforstran), %I il % H FIE T AR BEEE . EZnEd, —
A 15 FAEEEE J7 ARG H 81 A4

TR 1 2 5 T A MR N (5 258, 1993) R4S b [EACBE A T ik I BIDIR R BSodk iz &2, AN Lk 58
EH T EE, 2T s MR SO B gR T NE R G, — LG % H 66 A, JEHAEH T 4 47
SrhaitE, EEAKET, ZE BRI S0, SR SR SR EE T s m . R
BRT, CEHER T LI S8 NEH . 6 MER: HERY, o, HEREREE, &
TR, R, &S0 o X B o L BE ik —3 57 AN E M 5 ADMER: Wik,
BRI ERA, EAMIN, TRy, U5, Ed R A, BRI S BT AME JR hR
BRAFR M 80, HAE SRR %S 4 R TR S E B R HCR.58~.82; [A) T MR BE R BUIR T
1E.46~.88 YT A 715 BE REUTE.50~.91 JEHE s BHIXAS T LRIIE & 1A A3 BE AR . FEAR
S, K R R SRR AR E iR AT T

3.2. ARABZERMR

Table 1. Analysis of basic demographic situation (N = 479)
1. ARG ZEEKBRIHN =479)

Bt ek A H 7 H (%)
e % 211 44.1
4 268 55.9
REHR AR . 187 90
AR 292 61.0
— ] 279 58.2
o At 200 41.8
—— BT (ZRUHETT L) 215 44.9

DA
677 (W& e LLIL) 264 55.1
o 70 14.6
BT A ~

AR 409 854
g T4 2 254 53.0
= AR 225 47.0

RS E T BE LA v, A EFEALIERL 11~18 2 T/ FEVE Rt ol &k i 48 BR i) 35 0 A IRIB S
WA IR T 550 M, AR m A 533 4, SRS 2 i) &R EICR A 96.90%.
i Bk [ I ()20 3 40, BIZAAE. AR LR G, [FRREAERAE 479 0y, GRE
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N 89.87%. Horh B LA NBUAE B K B EE: 44.1%. 55.9%. HrP AP0 (39.0%)F D EH B P4
i, L5 HU(61.0%)FE DHEKRA E A . HAB N OG22 A5G g B 1 Fior.

RS TR T M8, SR R B 3 T S NFVEEEE, SRIG(EH spss19.0 X EA13HT T 4t
AT

4. 58
4.1. BLEXBHFANIR

AR TCE T REEIRI T O AR O, SR IR 2.

SUOREIR: ESCREGR T S BT b, SRS BOR M F AT 7 B (M = 2.81), SR Z A 73 Ik
Z(M=2.52), ORI RIR(M=2.00). FRHIKHD B DESCREER T NURY . 2K HEE
KA T BRI 7 & B 7 b, [RIREBE S 1 IR 2 BRI i 5 A W R % A9 2 S s (M= 291
2.57), AHBERE /T (R 3 R (M = 2.40), ERESRIE T ™ 5150 SR (M = 1.95). RIAKE
T DRI RER AR T NP B IE T R Um 2, 1™ R i X L A i A K ORI O D . i
P S BRHR T 07 A AN R 1, ROUBESRAE NS IR R B . TEAE N i 2 I = AN J7 i EE AR
R MSORERR ™It m T RER . RUIKH D T AERRER S E R, R BRI
PIAR IR IO BRI, SR 2R S O™ I IR i & REGRTE 3

Table 2. Overall situation of parenting styles of teenagers’ parents

# 2. FOFERBHEFHANSMEER

FEAG R/MA RKME FHIME i

AL SR i o T 479 1.00 3.95 2.81 51
R RIE ™ 479 1.00 4.00 2.00 79
R T 479 1.20 3.60 227 49
A5 5 45 1A 479 1.00 4.00 2.52 .60
SRR AL TN 479 1.00 4.00 2.04 .76
XS B AR 479 1.00 4.00 2.34 62
IS5 R IR 2 AR 479 1.00 4.00 291 .56
B o i o Ry 479 1.25 3.63 2.40 46
BERAEAL 5N 479 1.00 4.00 2.06 71
BESRAE ™ 479 1.00 4.00 1.95 .80
BESE 0 52 15 12X 479 1.00 4.00 2.57 62

P 3 BRI AN [t 7T B 20 SRR R M 7 AR — E R, G5 R L 3.
SRR, PEAE R SRR T SURK 11 AN T B ERIARE P > 05). BITERIAEZRE D40
B OB SPFr . TR AR, X E OB & AR 7 AP A A AE B B 22 7

Table 3. Analysis of the differences in parenting styles of adolescent parents by gender

3. MANE L FERXBHFHFRANER N

1) FEA & FEE bR t p
N i 3 211 2.81 54 199 .843
A N BIR R BE AR

& 268 2.80 49
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e 5 211 2.00 80 035 972
/\;J'_\“{u e ’E[ED_?“
« 268 2.00 79
N b 211 2.26 49 -.246 806
SCER T
%« 268 2.28 50
- 5 211 2.50 63 -.500 618
SLF A % A
% 268 2.53 57
N ‘ s 211 2.02 76 -379 705
SORIRLE N
« 268 2.05 77
. % 211 2.33 63 -.073 942
SR B RS
« 268 2.34 61
_— 5 211 2.92 59 561 575
BESRA IR R H
« 268 2.90 53
‘ - % 211 2.40 45 ~.187 851
BERA TV R
« 268 2.40 47
N X % 211 2.05 71 -.235 814
BERIRAE AN
« 268 2.06 72
e 5 211 1.92 78 —.680 497
BESRIE 1™
%« 268 1.97 81
- 5 211 2.56 65 -229 819
RS %
B’S 268 2.58 .60

KU TR L5 D EN R EBGRTT AR m, 4R %k 4.

N 4 RSIREAS ¢ RIS I KR p E/INRTRN, SR A B 53 4 I AR SRR 1R IR R AR A B8
fim Z BN A BER T K LR ERALE (p>.05), T TOERERERIRREM . BERIEL TN, BRI
FEGRY LI T8« BESRIETT™ 5« SORIEITT™ DT SORMERR ORI T SCRILE RS SORIE
A INAE NIRRT A AR R E R (p < .05), HIREA B 4L Pl #5777 .

Table 4. Analysis of the differences in parenting styles for teenagers with or without left-behind experience

F4. ERBBTEIMELFHFAANERDHN

REAETEN AR CFE RfEE t p
N e v 187 2.75 51 -1.934 054
AL S TR T T i
= 292 2.84 51
e = 187 2.28 79 6.512  .000%**
/\/\{u 'L'J}gzb_j
5 292 1.82 75
. = 187 2.42 46 5.561 .000%**
LT
5 292 2.17 49
PR s 187 2.61 58 2712 007%%
A SE A B R
7 292 2.46 .60
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. X & 187 2.32 74 6.792  .000%**
SEFA TN
= 292 1.86 72
o & 187 2.50 .60 4586  .000%**
LRI AR
= 292 2.23 .61
I & 187 2.81 .55 -3.246  .001**
RESE A BGR IR FE MR
= 292 2.97 .55
o . ) & 187 2.48 42 2.866 .004%*
BRSgit o F b o R4
= 292 2.35 A48
. X = 187 2.26 71 5.226  .000%**
BRI
5 292 1.92 .69
o = 187 2.19 78 5306 .000%**
;Efm\i'l}gzb_j
5 292 1.80 78
I =& 187 2.61 .59 1.140 255
RS 72 #t
5 292 2.54 .64

FE: #p < 01, *=*%xp < 001,

XERBIE, AEFENNE DS, Wiy T s Ry BTG, BAEGIN OoRE D
T MERC. I AN R IR\ R R T AUV B R B S 22 D i i D
B s TR RS TR R B AR XA 7 T A VA7 B S P B0 B S 2 D 7 D AR AR o R
AL FRNNELE, NEHMRERIET . T, S, 2R ZEFmEkr e 82
— . WHMTENNELENAE CRERRES T B 5 3 2 PRI 24
4.2. BOFAEREDIR

AR AEF DEIERII BRI, SR IAE 5.

LRI WCPEMER/NAT R, SRS RES R AR RO ARG AR D04 1)1
Bla¥mTaEENE 3 70, RYFDERIERRIACHET SR L, JA Wl SR B 77 K B s
(R SR T KPR AR, RT3 T W RCR A r R O3S BE 70 B

Table 5. Overall situation of adolescents’ empathy ability
=5 BOFHBRNNSEERL

FEA R/ME RKME M bk
MRS 479 1.60 5.00 3.76 61
EEEFRIZ 479 1.67 5.00 3.35 55
MR 479 2.00 5.00 3.41 50
N 479 1.00 5.00 3.38 83
Al ] 479 232 4.64 3.47 37

+t

NWFFAERINSE DEICNERE R SR R, RAMSIREA ¢ K560 70 H7 55 AR AN Lo A S AL 1
REI R KA R RM. MG DN IS 25, 4R IE 6.
GUREIR, AR DRI R A NI BP0 AR 83 2 5 (p <.05), TR AR AT
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KM BRI =B PPIN SIAAEAE 3E 2 e (p > .05),  RIPERISE A D EMA RS RE /), EERIE
AN NI AERZ b RS E R, RIS RE I B R, DA TR B A R, R A
25 (R IR 52 PR S TR Z o

Table 6. Analysis of the differences in empathy ability among adolescents by gender
Fo. MANBFLEHBFEDNER D

P55 FEA & FEIAE FRuEZE t p
B 5 211 3.74 61 -.741 459
W e K
& 268 3.78 61
i 5 211 3.34 58 -.208 .836
[F & R
& 268 3.35 52
L 211 3.38 50 -1.325 .186
RN
8 268 3.44 51
n L 211 3.28 .85 -2.431 015%
A NI
i 268 3.47 .80
3 211 3.43 39 -2.077 .038%*
JiE
& 268 3.50 36
H: *p<.05

REAETEIESEIERE R AR EZER, RAMHEAR t Ko B AL
XPREARICAE BE ) M R EE S AR BRIy DN IS > 25, 45 RIE 7,

Table 7. Analysis of the differences in empathy ability among Adolescents with or without left-behind Experience
#7. REABTEOMNBTLFHBRENNER T

REEETE FEAR & FHME i t P
B & 187 3.82 .65 1.805 072
W RCR
5 292 3.72 .58
. & 187 3.25 52 -3.061 0027
7] 15 M
3 292 3.41 .56
= 187 3.36 44 —1.641 .101
G
3 292 3.44 .54
i = 187 3.57 84 3.868 000
A NI
5 292 3.27 .81
= 187 3.48 35 .828 408
i
5 292 3.46 39

E: *p<.01, *¥*kp< 001,

RN, AR ST T 2D A R SRR N W 4E L IR AR R 2 (p < 0D,
T 3t B FL R 15 PR RAE R E L VN B A AE B 28 22 57 (p > .05), R BT I B <4 st 15 /b
FFRIE R A NP7 I f S ERE ) o
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XTI RNET L BOH B SF R IE D8, ERTE R ERREKT B2 T a8 T ahiE
AR A ST RNE S, DN LIS B2 TR T L E S E. MSH BT
S PR DA HR AR TR P RE RIS ST, T B ST 22 D B A SR AR A 7 T AR RS2 S R A
43. BLERXBRFAASHBENERKER

AR FEE AN AR B (R AEFE AR DG, FEZR SO, 4R Pearson AHIE R B Ax (175 20 FFAH LI AH G 53
B, &R 8.

Table 8. Correlation matrix between parenting styles and empathy ability (N = 479)
= 8. REHFHAEHIBEENRIMERXIEREN =479)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 AR IR R R A 1
2 ST 2P
3 AEE T -077 786%% 1
4 SR A R A90%*  403%* 441%* 1
A n s -.166
5 SURAELATIN e -8O6%* 789%* 404%x |
6 SRS LR 116%  685%% T12%* 554%% 732%% |

7 BRSNS IR IR PR H A T43%x _ffo _'*2*30 320%* _ffo 052 1

8 BEE T R —.002 .503%* 594%% 427+% 526%* @le** 112% 1

9 BERIELATIA 7'*237 JT2%E 664%* 373 794%% (30 7'*1*75 6971
10 RESE1ES T —.254 *k *k *k *k *k —.234%* sk sk

SEAE T ™ I oo 853%F 667FF 349%% 799%* 611 o624 861 1
11 BESE A 52 1 35 380%* 190%* 222%% Tl4%E DITRE 349%*  AQ0*k  440** 308** 256%* |
12 W R 338%% —050 003 .199%* 007 .134%* 356%* 122%* —017 —.058 .188%* |
13 [ IR 3254+ _ff7 _‘3f3 -.061 _ff7 _‘*zf6 369+ _‘*2*29 _‘3f6 _f*” 038 .154%% 1

— * — — —

14 8% 23erx 2T TS0 g0 TITA 030 300 004 D2 22D 00 419 a4
15 AN A —.050 .392%% 407%% 240%*% 429%* 428%% — (8] .362%* 364%* 380%* 118%* 289** "ffg A35%% ]
16 i 317%% —093% 007 .160%* —007 .157%% 349%*% 136%% —025 —.082 .153%* T34%* A445%% 77]%% 504%% |

Vi PREETEAE0L ARG, *EEVEAE.05 LA,

SEREIR, B3R )1 5 BFBERH T i 7 AR R OCER . W DUMS B 45

SRR SR 7 G A % R T A DGR A

1) HOFERERE 1R SRR WERIR. B BRI E T, L
SR A PRI TE P R 7S T 8097 77 S0AFAE 35 (1 IEAH DG, AHOG R B0 5109317 1160+ 157, 349, 136, .153.
ARG AR B OO, MR RECN-.093.

2) TS RE S PO SRR N T 5 R RS IBCGR BRI . Z W SRR BRI T
R NF TR T AL B W IEADG, MG R E 8338, 1199, 134, 356, .122, .188.

3) HAOFEIAERE S SR 5 A B R IR E AR AE E B I IEAR G, M6 R %00 I N 325
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F1.369. FACEFSNIELA . fET™G: B R ST SO EERY . T [AIfEE B 21
TS, MR RE B N-.457. —363. —407. —246. —229. —366. —.429,

4. FHOEILERE SRR IR T 5 QB BRI B AR A7 E B I IEARSS, Mo R 7N 236
1300, S5ABHET ™G 485N SO T AR ERZE AR, MHXREDHN-245. —.150.
—174, =152, -221.

5. FH/EILAEEE TR N R S5 5B R A IR TR s BEE a R Ol FE T
RETHEE., S0 RPZXNAMBAFEFEAEEHENIEMEXE, HMHX RSN
9392, 407, 240, 429. 428. .362. .364. .380. .118.

5. g
5.1. BLERXBEFAASHBERDIRK

5.1.1. BLFERXBHFARANEINER

o, WEELE, HOEREEER T B ENER EAFAE R EIE R, X5 TR RE
JRASE, 228 GO, 20075 H S50 S BFEFR IT NS MBI A FE 2 7

BEXIZ A A R AT RIS S LA B4R JR e B —, MBI b, A ERE T SF FE HER T (T e
WALE RSB, SORF SRR 15 o BURSCRFOUHGE Z AR AT RESE I “ KA #dR,
DAEGVEN ORIV S RIS R, LS 5188, B, EXESITH, R R
BFREFAEGREELLY] LT, ATREBMIE AL BORE . S =, AW SRR AR R AL, HA2AEN
2 L1 AT A, X B AR RE A8 LI e BN ELIR A AR D4R, AR
WA R — LT LA, DS MRE TP H A ERMR R R, 2R ATRETCIEE T B it
EERER,  DRIMIRT AWIFFE 45 FAR T .

Hk, MWAERARL, FAOEBHNTRIAMELE . WE SORE 2RI T, BRI ™
AT EA LA > B, KA RGN LRI, BOE A S AL, TSR
Wi 5 A B 2 AR

BJ, AESCBRHG BORME B AR X AN T, BARENE) BN B REIEE R, EIE BT SE R
A > 2. UL H AT 4 E E 5 R A AR R S ORI SRR AT AR R, BRI AR R T R
FIR B AR RIE RIS -

51.2. BELFERXBEFARANETRR

B, MR L, BOEMREORTT R Ef T A EAaA R REER, ALETahnE
DR, WKL S BIR AT AR BOREUE 2 . AR TENESEANECRERRAE TS ES
HIRRR B AR AN 2 37 o IXAF & AU SR BE, B 5 XIZLTHE5 AR 2 B N BB FE 45 RARFFCAZLTE, /M, 2018).

Hxk, WABERIIAR TR, FHAEB SNBSS 000 SORIE RS ST WE
s BRI 2 T o R )\ BHER BT > AR, XA RGO B S 20 E DK
SCBFIR N5 1 2 B8/ B T 2 68 1 ) B SR B T A%

B, FESCBHE BRI B AN R T BARFE B s ) EARA BEMESR, ENSE BT, JE
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