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Abstract

This study investigates the relationship between music usage and empathy among college students.
Methods: A survey was conducted on 569 college students using the Chinese Revised Interpersonal
Reactivity Index (IRI-C), Emotion Questionnaire (ERQ), and an adapted Music Usage Intensity Ques-
tionnaire. Results: Gender differences in empathy were observed, with females exhibiting higher
empathy than males. No significant differences were found in music usage intensity or emotion reg-
ulation. Music usage intensity significantly predicted empathy and emotion regulation. Music usage
intensity positively predicted empathy and cognitive reappraisal, while cognitive reappraisal sig-
nificantly predicted empathy. Cognitive reappraisal mediated the relationship between music us-
age intensity and empathy.
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1. 5|8

BHIRRNRLIEERZAREN . AR, HREAZHEO0HI)EE, Juslin 1R H5H H =151
IhEE NGRS % A A B8 LR RIS B Boer 28 N[2]3E— b 78 T2 . g, AR
. AR SEThRE; Schifer 75 2013 A AL TIRE. FEIhEE. I KNThEE SME T gE. BeWrdiix
GG AMAR R3] 2SR A B 5 [4], Rl des B0 AR T 1 F R AR (5]
AR DR AL T B R R BT B Wi 8 AR (6], 2o MR O P B4 1) 380 5 AR R A IR R SR [ 7] & AR ORI
RN IR IESE, Saarikallio 55 Erkkild Xt 1040 4 13~30 % 5205 & A Eox, # 69%0 A ¥ iEL & 5K
TR, JUH LM SR AT A A8 ]

LA R AR BRI [ R A A2 RSB T, BE S ILE S It A £ Ry T ILE TR
FEAE S A NABA B 4R 5, AN SIS PR H AR AT G0IRAS LR [9]. IERIEE B, FR1E 2 M HE
PS5 A R A FLIRS2 5 L, 7 AR A — B IR OB 5 HE R S st ) e J1[10]. BFFTIE R R 2
HEEME T H, SREH 8N ACREE . OO EZ ) HAE PR BB B2 TH ) LA NI v (e
H &4 OB SEAERE, DA A M LS RFAE 1]

B IATHRAMANT B GE& =L RIS REHEIMFE M FE[12]. Gross $&H I B X 73 T
PR SRR NI E PR A SeAT VY, RS 28 R L0 BT U X IS 2 A N, BA R GRS
& LA 5 AR N g S R IVE AT, $RE I 28 IS0 5 #2505 47 0, W RE S EUE 46 1658 T lE(13].
PARHTFTUESE, HoWTr & SRAEIOE S TS A G % il oA, (REGIZ . BERL 26X [14], tRAR
BRSO SR REERE, 5SS 8 RUR RN, 0T ] REFEARE 45 K A S
ZEN A SN[ 1570 7 AR A5 I Hh I oy B35 SR P Uk R AR I 4 [ 16 & SR IR I B M 23 | BT
PSSR, FEISCE R ERES 5T A7), R TR 4YMEH18].

T ORE R SR 2 A A E R H I R R . WSS RS RN ThRez —[1][7], AMEE
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WEFEA IS RUGE. BEE Y, XA RESE AT RSE . & 500 55 R s A
BHIX— T HBEINME, w2 &R IR & & R R 515 5IE . & R 5 S IR A
BERER: & RFEHH T RS2 B 2], XFE B S S B AIEZE” IR JIAE T
Ns AR, & IREINRE TS AL B8 1A IR TPE A (9], BRWT & SR T Re N ER MR R A1
BIRBEA IS, REPAFIILE R RE, M SRIG 88 1S fE BIL R B A B TR S 4 4L1E, & S 1E
R FRBRE T o 2 A A TE B, BT AR N BREE RS, AR 71[19]. M3 MR AR R R
BRI SE, U H A A S R TEAERA[20] [21]. “35 5k - RS BELE 7 RV 22100 R, SRSB4
Rttt AR N REA R O RE, HEH S Z M RAFE R R L R . XF 2 AR A4
SER RN E RS A B TR NBRIFDE AR (A B80S . A 08), FHAr a8 itk & SO SUR B TR g A 5
S MINEK. 258 RGN IFEZ T b = A 0 FE b B MEs:, AR TRt 21T A
[23]

G 5GP VIO i B8 71 (R 2 W R0 A8 ) B R e mf B B Al A 28, 1X St 2%
A7 28 1 T (@ T DA R PR A DR A N A I A VRIS ) BRI TR IR, SR TRE JIOUHE A
R D SR B ) BB B AR TE THOGHth A 7 B0 BE ) SR 8 OB, B AN AR ARG, AT BE A2 Hiu Al 1 S
T3] ]z, #HIELEWTAL, AR EELEM N 0 87 25 a7 Ak BE AN N0, RO FHAS A
MALNE24]. =HAHEAZL, LFEIFm AR KA IE RN S OB R .

R ERTIR, BAA RO IR S AR S S ST MBI OC R, (EAFEAE LA
—E 2 AT IR IR 1T A HE BN, 5 T e SE IR ZI M B R SRR BRATL A PR 5
TRREHZEMNENSIEZ KRGS, JUIHE SR RIS A R R S L S R 2 R TS R AR
A ER MRS B 4EFERT IS s BTk, ARWFFCREE S AR B A . SR O AURER Ry LB E
MNIFE) SIHE TSRO E TR, REMHD)ZBRRR, BEFKE: & KL 5 E Tl 3L
1Y S IATTRMS R AR RPANER, HiZER S A RIS R S e R s & R
FH 55 5 o A5 O 52 ) A NGB I 1 28 A T SR S BN, IR (R IN AR AE L T RS Y LR R AR . W M A
PR, ARHIE 0 P 7R 5 O G o 9 3 A7 2 1 S B T s e A AR B A (R R N AE 2B RE T, IR
A IR O B 1) B P RO BRAR AL I PR TN, FH 2 A SEUE AR B

2. fARGE
2.1. #iR

AR FAEBE R VAR, LRI 650 4y, BIFR TAREN T4 . UM E MR 10 T 2800 45
Ja, HAECE R 569 1, ARCEN 87.5%. HAF A 178 Ao &4 391 A “FHJER 21.8 %,

2.2, WiRE FEMABEE RS ENERE

i SPSS26.0  Mplus 5 e g it i) 6 HE47 15 RUE A5G

RN F o d R 7R, KMO=0.81, EVRFRIRFERE A 46 45 5 .2 (° = 874.290, df = 15, p < 0.001),
G R AT RGP S5 s DLE R A e A R 7, 25 BRFIEE R T 1 I Lias v ) e 2442 R 1
MNABT, RIP T EMREEN 49.02%, 6 MNEI bR 730 5 N 0.566~0.764, 35114 B K -4 fuf
(R AT S .

IUEMER F o R BoR, IS B A TR HON »*(9)=86.290, p<0.001, RMSEA=0.115,
CFI=0.928, TLI=0.880, SRMR=0.042; & @IlnEE T8 7E 0.439~0.741 Z |8, FJ7E p<0.001 7K
PR, LFRZERES RIFI R TFEMRE.
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2.3. #8

(1) HSET RN B R S Fia 5T B R (IRI-C)

HSCAETT RN B [ B2 4 T 8 3 (IRT-C) A& 5K KUR[ 111 85 Davis1983 4 il (9N b I Mg e 2 3%, £
WA 5 N IFATEIT . H oSBT RN B R iR BT R (IRI-C)— 384 22 AN H, FE AN FET: 0
1K P (Perspective Taking, PT)+ % Jj(Fantasy, FS). F&1% 3¢ (Empathy Concern, EC)F14™ A\ Jfi 7 (Personal
Distress, PD). KM Likert L it7r 750, 1 45~5 (A 4~R1E2), HAE 20 5. 100 11, 14 TCAKR
Moy, BERAIGEE, RPMERR SRR T . i E RN — S R E 075, B4EE AN
0.77 (PT). 0.73 (FS). 0.73 (EC). 0.85 (PD), A3 RIFHIERE.

(2) BT G 25 1745 & R (ERQ)

HSCABAT WA 44 R 1 B R (ERQ) El PN 22 - /1 [25 MR 4 Gross 1 iR AR 1 45 R 15 B3 il (1, 3% 10 4,
SPNEIE R, RIAINH] 2 ANGERE, EFRRA Likert 5 A0 (1 = %EEARTFE, 5= BE&/EH), 4N
v, AR AT ) T %R T SN . AHT 9T & 2% Cronbach’s a 2302514 0.79 GA AN ETF). 0.83 (FiEHH)),
1B R B AR UE o

(3) g AR Ad R EE ) 5

M4 H Ellison [26]% i B4+ GAH F 5 fE B R (FIS), &R RS, NRgERER. KA
58I = BEARE, 5= BEFE), G HEAEDE REAMELEE, BolmREE RE
. BAA%H: 1) RSMWASHAB AR T &K 2) A R CEBCAIN H A 25
3) HBNEAMEA SR, B RE TR 4) BRI E FALX PR — 0 5) R E RAAAE
T, WEEBEIE, 6) HIRZRRHEIEN—H 0. AWFFH g ER Cronbach’s a REH 0.81, P
— B R .

2.4. BIRAbIE

K SPSS26.0 B AT HHE /M. 32 Harman PRI ZAGINE(27) 5 R AT IREE . JE0G . TH4E MY
SR =R T H AT R, RO 8 MR R T 1 AT 35— N A T R N 21.317%,
T 40%BIME, RYIAB KR ITEMEALE

3. RS
3.1. #RGt
WIRG I RER, FEAT LM 391 &5 68.7%, Bk 178 #5015 31.3%. BARG I HIELE 1.

Table 1. Music use, empathy and emotion regulation of college students

T RFEFRER. ABERBFHAHERL

R/ME RKME ¥E bRt 22

e 17 36 21.8 3.126
BRI 12 40 31.0896 4.77383
IRI 47 104 81.0158 10.40068
IRI-EC 10 30 21.4552 4.67521
IRI-FS 12 30 229332 4.51708
IRI-PD 5 25 16.8155 4.45787
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IRI-PT 8 25 19.812 2.76576
INHIE T 6 30 24.1072 3.31834
Fek 4 20 11.6608 4.1375

3.2. FRIMHNAFENT FERBERILFEN, BHEBHRBHER
N ECBAN PR R 2 A AR T AR TSR L . L1 S 45 R 1 38 B S R AFE 5, I EAT S
SEREAS e RS, SR 2.

Table 2. Differences of each variable by gender
2 BELEEMHNENES

H(n=178) Z(n=1391)
t P
M SD M SD
B AT R 31.19 4.93 31.04 4.71 0.34 0.73
IRI 8221 10.12 78.38 10.55 —4.13" 0.00
IRI-EC 20.92 5.10 21.70 4.45 -1.77" 0.08
IRI-FS 21.98 4.98 23.37 422 -3.23" 0.00
IRI-PD 15.33 4.87 17.49 4.09 -5.15" 0.00
IRI-PT 20.16 2.68 19.65 2.79 2.02" 0.04
INHIETT 24.24 3.34 24.05 3.31 0.65 0.52
Fak A 11.69 421 11.65 4.11 0.10 0.92

FE: p<0.05, "p<0.01, *"p<0.001.

FHSTAEAS ¢ KO0 45 R, L fE LR B R (= —4.07, p < 0.0) KA R S1(t = -3.23, p < 0.01). 4>
NIAT(t = —5.15, p < 0.01) WA = 0.04, p < 0.05) 4k R FEEST, RRZH, FRMEHBEEQP =
0.73) AE L AT N E - (p = 0.51). RIEHHI(p = 0.92) 4 ENFIELE H ER.

3.3. XM

AR AT R T . SR EIR, F R S 5 2 B EA R (r=0.44,p<0.01), S5 HE
P AR (r = 0.35, p < 0.01), S53RIAHHEZ AT =-0.10, p <0.05), 5, HESNMEFTEE
FZIEM K@ =0.50, p <0.01), H5REHHZEEAAHRE=-0.17, p <0.01) 3% 3.

Table 3. Correlation between music usage intensity and various dimensions of emotion regulation and empathy

F3. BERERABESHEERT. HESHEHEXXR

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. PE5 1

2. Fwe -0.20™ 1

3. HARMEAEREE 001 —0.06 1

4.1RI 0.17*  —0.15"  0.44™ 1
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5. IRI-EC 0.078 -0.13" 033"  0.80" 1

6. IRI-FS 0.14™  —0.15" 038" 081" 0.67" 1

7. IRI-PD 023"  —0.05 -0.007 028" -0.15" -0.12*" 1

8. IRI-PT -0.01"  —0.01  0.04™ 0.63* 048" 046" —0.11" 1

9. WENE PP -0.03 -0.01 035" 0.50™ 044"  046™  -0.08"  0.50" 1

10. FRLHH] -0.004 004 -0.10" -0.17" -0.32" -0.31" 032" -0.14" -022" 1

FE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, **p<0.001.

3.4. PAYRKE

AWK H PROCESS 4.0 1 Modeld HEAT 1% 26 1 15 S BE A2 & SR A8 FH o B2 5 3L 2 Rl /e AE . A
TR RE Y AR HERT SR PR, HEARBRE A B R ER,
5 S A 3 5 kDA R0 B A I 1 TR AE S 2 (B = 0.35, t = 8.86, p < 0.001) 5 A Fi 5 B2 56t Ho 455 16 1 [7) 771
MR B2 (B = 0.30,t=8.10, p < 0.001), TAFIHEVFRE R Z R TNILE (B =0.39,t=10.72, p < 0.001), N
WRINFIE VP S SR AER, LS R MHBRE AL E. HHE AN SR EE, LG
UL AR BE(PT) AR JI(FS) HE4E 500 (EC) FIAN N w7 (PD) 73 il E A AR B g S AR /B, 45 58 3¢ 4.
Horb WS SRR (PT) BN & (R2=0.18, F = 126.31, = 0.43, t = 11.24, p <0.001), FL15%00(EC) E RN B
FHR?>=0.12, F=74.90, f = 0.34, t = 8.65, p <0.001), R%JJ(FS)E M &E(R?=0.13, F = 85.19, f = 0.36,
t=9.23,p<0.001), MAFHHEHFNUBARER =0,F=0.02,t=0.12, p = 0.90).

Table 4. Mediating model test of college students’ music use intensity on each dimension of empathy

Fa. KFEEEREMREMNHBERERNDNREQE

A THE AL R? F B t p
IANENE P =N R L 0.12 78.06 0.35 8.83 <0.001
- T RS R 0.29 7.78 <0.001
M RCKEE(PT) : i 0.33 136.30
NFNE P 0.40 10.95 <0.001
S BRE 0.23 5.90 <0.001
HER SI(FS) 0.26 99.93
NFNE P 0.39 9.99 <0.001
S BRE 0.21 5.45 <0.001
4% S50 (EC) 0.24 87.19
NEITE T 0.37 9.38 <0.001
T SR Ad R 0.04 0.86 0.39
N N EF(PD) 0.01 2.32
NEIE T -0.10 -2.15 0.03
T SRS R 0.30 8.10 <0.001
P 0.33 137.32
NEITE T 0.39 10.72 <0.001

KH Bootstrap i Z R IEIESEE ik, BHEEFEEN 5000 WK, KRN BT — DR, 455
W 4. LB I B VR4 B A 35 SR P R B AL S B AR A AN . R BN N 0.65,
Et 68.42%, HHARN A 0.30, fEE 31.58%, MRINAE N 0.95, EAREHE W 5. AR g2 (AR E LA 1,
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Table 5. Analysis of the mediating effect of college students’ music usage intensity on empathy

5. AFEFREMEENAEN P YN

Effect SE 95%LLCI 95%ULCI BN 5 B
RN 0.9496 0.0823 0.7879 1.1114 1
BB 0.6498 0.0802 0.4923 0.8072 68.42%
g3 e 0.2998 0.0645 0.1882 0.4407 31.58%
IAIE TP 0
39***
7 J
2 s P 3 > I
O 3 O***

Figure 1. Model diagram of the mediating effect of cognitive reevaluation

B 1. AMETR A SR E
4. g
4.1. XEXEFRERBE. H1E5BE B RRHE

AFURIL, LHEREAEIAG S MBI R NS LR m T ik, &4 RS I U
(2 J FE AR AR — B[ 1] [28] L MEAE A BE 54k & B AR R PR 2 15 IR IE 5 N bR i A
X, XA SCRBRIER TR 1 IS RE IR SR . NN LR, CA T ORI AR
Ak PR 2 R R B B 0 B A A A% AT B S S R Gl IO RIS AR SRS IS SR AL 1 AR B
FE RN FIIEAE RO RCRFE(PT)SESE b, RS B8 T 2ot X evr2 i T SR 2t i i
RN IR E e, 00 T R E S TPk RGN SLY, IR RE T RCREERIA R .
SRT, ASHIEFUR R I A Y 5 FE AN 5 R TV 22 57, XS A FAA T AR . XevrR IR
M E IR L2 R AR B S ORI IR 80, mARSZBR T AP A[13].

4.2. FRERBEMNLEFSHERTOTIMER

WFFC AL A T s B S AA R B PP B B 2 IE R I E ], X — S5 R 1 & R ThREm &
AN, Juslin [1]55 Schafer 3148 11 & K AA ERIIRE SH2IRE, TAB U — DR, SRR
AN AANUE 36 T35 R T B S 4, BRI S AR A NS IO RE T o« IARZENLIG 1 FE RS
BRI BN 5 1 AL B R A A AL g SR AT B SR X [14] [20], T L X [F] -t 2 4%
ST RO IC R 2 R A . S B0 AR T E S L DR ALK N X (R T REIE R, $RTHMAXE 4
A PR SETLRE ). BLAh, FHIRMEONEREGAREIA, AR T B R 2 I SR T2 [2],
XA REPEHEARISE TG (AR o P 9R AR [16]45 7529 1A B FUARAIE SCRF A 2 35 R e A8 1 46 IR
AT TR R I — 0 F R AR A6 R AL AR Z T, SRR i AR ADUR I 4 B TR, T hg
REfERE NPRELERE ) R R iR AR . BAM T e LG 2 DG I A 2 R S UK, REE T 35 AR I R4S B o
U2 R T 5 o A [30] [31], B N 1 DR B I e 51 % g0 BEARSE 1T) 30 5 08 & AR AN
A RCGRERERT” [8] [18], AT A IRE 1A AT I B e 0 A AR A
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4.3. INHETE S FERRESHEE R P L)

AH TR DN FE VAL S IR S WA KB MR, RSSO REREE PAER, maEN NS
FMFIEH R NAEE . BT H REEABEREBETRMNETS R, REPORH TR “2 L ER”
R ERGRRER AR TN I R [13] [32]s MIX PR T 2 A A2 d, 35 AR B V25 e = 3 e
TSN ZMEEMMN, WA ROER: T 5 REK SHMMA L8] [11] [12]. IAFIEIPARE
BRI NN BRI, X IR UESE T HAR R ARG L bR B B, 0 Pl o O B B
RO A AP ERR R, DN T DR R A AR N AT 28 1T P N £ S N FE R BEER AR [24] [28]0 A FUIE R IR LA
HTE 5 S 5 B 5 LA TR ) R A N AN B2, T — 45 R i SRt SH A7 P 52 i 3 S i 484 585 1 M 15
SEVRTT SRS SR, T AR 1 28 R IA . RBIMHNE R RPN, BRGNS RIS &N RAT N,
ERTRE S BUB AL T SN IR EFE[33], SIAH T I BUE 2 B9VIRAES T RAFAETh R . B, &
SRR W] B SR R AR E G NN T RE 7y, i ARTE A A, X R T ORI R E VT R
FEALAN A SR 5 LA R DG B  AAR

5. BRE&ER
5.1. RESRER

FETTIFR ST b, AHIE AR AE 75 S E R 2 SR IR o BRI T 9T e TC V2 S PR SR o sl B e
[ R BEHE DLRIBS AT e « KIS (AP A 3k RIS B 5 AR A S 3R I . “ 50 = AR TR RUN[9]
[24]. FEEHBEI EVE DRI TS BV R 25 5 B 2% S IR R 22, 235 3 2 B N R R 852
IRT R AR R L, S EUERMIR AR MA “ ARER” ARSI HER L 0 “ & R
(RIS P TR A R 58 T & SRR RUIORL R , SR BN AN 28 it XU 1k« 1548 R B Wi A5 B8 (g ek py 48 ¢
FEAARRD) S5 7 MR BN 260 T BRI, SBWLHIPR = B T2 02 (2] [22] [32]

BT FR Y, ARROTFC AT RSB BE ER A B BR, BOAE T AR T IO AR E AR S AL 2
R, IFRRAFF SRR Bl J5 2 DR KSR A H b B R, AT BLES SN RIAT o 0T
W) “ EE AT BH, DA 20E R 5 A bR e 708 FR iR 4 5 HAH i 48 3 56 4% .

5.2. &g

AT T R IUAN [R50 K 22 AR 3 AR A P R S SR 4 R B B 2 e, R A ERE AL
BHERMERZES, LM REAERNE AT RS T B A BB R TR, & A SRR T
B IE ) TR 22 AR SRS BE 0 SR 2T v O RN SR LERE , AN P AT 35 IR ) B A A IS RE
PAE A AR N E . RN T 2R A AR 7 A R DA RN EE AR KA A 5 IR A
P55 34 BE 0 2 AR5 &3 R AR

SE
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