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o e e T T R MR B SR B A S 1 5
A1 IR S e A Y B IR 5A 7 S ("L, 2019), :
- . N ) (Cheon et al., 2011), HER AP EEFELA
b 22 3K 28 N TE I I 9 A4S A R SRl B

o e TS 1) AR SR B LA <A R, TR A S

(Decety & Lamm, 2006), A REEA AAE WAL H1H ) e B s e
B, 3105 2 1 AT Ry S s ] A2 HER AT A 0 S 1 OQTE (Batson%e;;l.,
. R 1987; Cassels et al., 2010), WA T, E
MG, MR, b A S 38 ik A 1 ]
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) - e ; EF A Y (Atkins, 2014), W55 4559 A —5L
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H AR 9 4R 1A 3 SO T 4k 2 f (B S I B V5 4o

I R (s VY R 2 BRAS ) TR SR RE i SRR 4

AR5 3 A S 55 b ] i Sk 3 SO R 3y
RTINS | AT ZBE TEAT L R X AR Y 72
(Oyserman et al., 2002), X £ 22 57 F 4 E A R
Pis . Ao 530 R, AR T AR B3R
#7515 B A K (Han, Kim, & Yoshiyuki,
et al., 2016; Kikutani et al., 2024), 138 33 N TE R
Y05 A R Gt b 5 e 4 IS R ] D7 T, A4S
AN T ey AR L 4 BT 1R A A 4 96 5 (Cheon
et al., 2010; Woolrych et al., 2020), A [&] Sk X3t
17 22 BRIV 25 HROORG A 98 35 A7) e 8 ok S TR Y R ks
5858 928 T LAE R (Hollan, 2012), #X1fi, H i
BEXF o SO SR AR R SEAN BN B =
RARFE [ SOl i i el 2 — 1 hk
e [ SCAR AR R B HE S . A HE P AR AR 32 X,
278 R R AL F At S R IR Z S5 558
BRALIN PRI, FE 22 AR R R HE SR R o A e E SO fk
A S G T B SO B R ) 5 R 3 N

2 FEXHHERER

LTI R B FEAEC S L E ) (1948)
AR, F DR T E AT G S A5 A A O
fiE o Ath DA — By sk F A K b ir & A i — P 7
ety LRS- A AT, o A HE A
fRihEA RO, a2 g
NE KRB AN BT T B i) 1 o 4 P 285
ZEPAE R AR AR I TR R Sk AR B Sy AR fif
Mt s B, HAMERM SRR A A . B9
AT 0922 e A N BRI 9 A U 3 i AL i RS 5
AW, KX Rt SR M RIS
TR E R CGERERh, S, 2017, FfH, 2018).
HUb, 22 R AR SR 2 A% R A BRI R )
R, TR — AP T SO Y S B R AT N 1k
Y0 BRERAE (TR 7148, 2010),

EFHIRAET  PEAARFMLRRE ., #
I (1985) 4K 35 22 J7 A% Ji o %o S [7] BB J22 2 R0 4
2NN, XA efF e e R < T HAE
KRR EMRRY, HIE &R g
AFIZAEE N FEZPA% Jmrh, BN TAL, 5Bk
WA AW REAR, T BB AW RS, )by
DU JE A R 3 5 T HAE U AR A 1 X B+
EIX(1992)iF — P44 X R Ak, - L“HK AKX

R CBARR G A ARy, A A
Xof AN TR] 56 28 % G 2 R IBGEUAR AN [] (R A 5458 )
PR

JE R BT FEH N, B0 I 22 7 JR J& —
AR ZERE, AL & K4 B <22 GEBL
WLIT), AT TEEAEE R (FRET) (R =,
2006), #H(2018)45 i, RE KL ER
58 SR AE JiE, 22 A ) 10 RS A b S Bl
T TR ENENER SR, DOEE. LT
S . BN MREEE R I, AR S HAD A S
B, 0 4 A 53 Bt R 2 A DA R ] R S Al £ % Ut
Z IR A AR, KR SEHA ) 2554 71 R
M5 i 22 PP R, A BRI (BOLHE,
1995; W, #EHE, 1997), X FlE 2 4 1)
Rlor ok WP ro . #ildn, 78 Leary (1957)
# A B& B 3l 25 8 AU (Interpersonal Circumplex
Model)H', AT % (Affiliation-Hostility) 4 & £
FEA AT 7 I 2 T 1) S35 30T S B 1], S I
M (Dominance-Submission) 2 B N fz it /> {4 75 B
L aD Ot R VAR PSS 18 S

g5 LIk, SRS AR AP R A
BEAS Y P % 3l A7 AE T P 5 SCAR R R IR Z
t, B FHE RN, e TS EBRIES
B SOt 22 S PR EEGE SR B I 25 TS R
B AR T RS RIS E R B
AR TR LA NS IO . HAT B
KRB R MY, WiER T AL TR R s A
ARk, S N RLSe R A B A2 A
USSR AR IE . R, 25 A% SR Y R S
FIF WM EAE T — )7 AR R K 3 SO
MERG PR A, AR R T E A2 O R B 5 A bR
AR AR i BAAIE SBLH 5 — i,
PR <2 5B ARG S R A BT I AR, gt
T 57y SAE AR OGBS FRIF 5T R AT X 3 4 A
PLRRE 53 500 D S 5 5 8 Bk A 4 B R Ge T
Xof v ] SCAR HE B A S e L
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31 FEEXEFENZMm

5 e Sk R SR B R A R R Y SR P 0 3
2EWE ST R N AR FIOC RGBS TS . A
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FEN. WAk [H% 2 FEARREERTLT, 4
I BE LA 0] T X0 56 R R A A JL 1S (Fowler et al.,
2021), FIEFMHSCAFR BRI, PIRER S R
R ALAE BTN L AF BRI S HLAL 43, A2 kX Y
FEU R B3 B L1 (Bres, 2022). #2224 RIF 58 WHIE
SZ, AR PR BB R A B . BRI
TS B 28 RV (Azevedo et al., 2013; Gutsell &
Inzlicht, 2012; Han, 2018),iX — I S 4 H & L5
WAFFNEHIE : S7%M L1 PR 30 kA el 5
A O AR BRI Z I, AL 6% 34 56 41 Xt
“SEAFEA BN, T E B R 0 I R R R S
SRR E W N (Depow et al., 2021), 5 —LEHF5¢
Z 8T LGN BAE, K IATA B4 [l kA
i, SR C RX R SR X — e, Bidn, A A&XF
BRI RILI ML R B35 W TR A (LI et al,
2022); — AT E N TGN R S 4 E R
—FF, BB RO B B AL (Ferguson et al.,
2020), BLAh, FEELAE EXT S0 BEW KR 14
1572, A HE A R RNE R 43 T LA B
PR AL (Vorauer, 2013), {H M &R AR 3R
HH, AN X IH A 0% 98 7 R AT A 3 AR TG U
e N N i E I G S el L TIPS R N O
iy AR B 22 AR T 0 B AL R G, BE R A
AT B2 2 . BRI AR (Meyer et al., 2013),
FLAF I SR B B TT RE 5 MARTE AN R AE o
s N B R YR EE %5 YD AH G . Aron 55 A (Aron
etal., 1991; Aron & Aron, 2010)#&H, A~ i
KRTHMANA ARSI AR K, X—it
A= A R B IR A R, 80T B3R R R
WIS MNIRE . MEXRRFERENES, A
FAMEN Z 18] 1 0 SRR, XA T A4
5w A N I S HEOE 5 A R IR A
F MK X (Meyer et al., 2013), DK A4 Kkt
FEH MR I PR (Bucchioni et al.,
2015; Lopez-Sola et al., 2020),
VTS F R, SR ERR — R E
i H F—fb A X 43 (Eklund & Meranius, 2021; Krol
& Bartz, 2022), XHE T AR AR5 AR AZ fl A
O BEAR S 1Y 1] I R 22 1R 98 A F- Al A (Coplan,
2011; Decety & Lamm, 2006), P FEX 5 2 [ IA I
AL (%355 W i1 e Sy 2 0% 5 [R5 (sympathy) |
1414 (compassion) Fllf5 24 J& % (emotional contagion)
A9 X 51 (Hollan, 2012; Singer & Klimecki, 2014), #ff

TR, = AN, Mo ot B S
WL H‘J/I\J\ﬁ?%(Krol & Bartz, 2022; Meyer et al.,
2015), XAl O BT 25 SN BN A R 1
15 H T AR B — T, 2 BELAS T AR R R AL & H )
(Kim & Han, 2018), FH T~ A\JR 30 & B & [l
WESIHL, A S T NI B b s, DAZE
fit B B 1 4% 17 H (Batson et al., 1987; Batson &
Shaw, 1991). F i, A5 HEEH, 76 mXT b AR
W, RS T Ak 4 i T I O 1 Y R I Y
G ff FLB R R B A BE ) B T SR B R
(empathic resilience), J&H 14T 15 LLRFEE ¢
it (Lehmann et al., 2026).

RN, TEZIP R R Ak =T, hEAR
ANBRKR, HHRRBRR, Wi RS m
=i NS S ISP N C SN & 4
AT A JEAR b 2 351> A3 5 (Triandis, 2001;
Triandis et al., 1988), iz, o E bRy <zm”
AR IR BN R ANZ
] A4 R Fe i AR 25 (Friedman, 2005; Yan, 2016).
AWFTEE IR, 227046 Ja) S AN SME 18 0%
RIZ, BN A RER(EIREK, 2021), %
WP R, 597 AML, T EAN AR
ST 2 EREEEEMAGK T S, 2005;
Zhu & Han, 2008), A{XANLL, £:3#(Wuyun et al.,
2014), BCH AT % (Han , Ma, & Wang, et al.,
2016). A NN, JREHE, 2008). A (4,
REEHL, 2006)55HFA [ 7 B Hb 5 > (R 252 [ Foph
ZERAE o XM R B A A Y A -l A Fil G T
AE 5 2 B NTE AR o PR 3 B A AT AR 30 31 5 22
P NI o ShBEBE(2020) & 81, 76 b Scfb iy 5
T, AR DL, 4B AE 5 2 Al A R B,
7 M 78 g SH 9 sz g R %o A2 0 o B (2022) B R R 2
A RS ER I, b O A A 0 Bl N UL i e ]
U F2 B gy, AR 7 SRR R, R
R, BRI TR IR A . 5 5(2023)
MR, HPAFE LRI GAE T ARG, M
BT RRAE RN, 27 %5 Ath A\ BE M e 4 3 T 5 5
AL R NI T4, X SERF T 45 R4
N, TEATRENG L . HEUCAE Bk 1] 8
A 1 S 7 A A, DT s B TR A A X 7
P89 P S HHE LT 7 A AT A L

WFIEIE B, U], IR 45 X Al A iy 15 1
W 2 A S A TRAANZE S, 2023), X
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W AR A - RS O R T RE LL R A
G HISRE R R TR R T IAG R AE, XFIE R
R I H IR T ARl & <X 4 Z W R
WO LS E . N MAER, KA OH
I P I T RE AT 25 T R RN Sk D 3 22 (]
AR R 5 R R AR RIRE ALOGSE, 2012),
HWIBEE R 7322 T R U5 35 (I RL 25 (R I 5 2 AR
A, N EXUT R 6 R ML 3 B g R
b X 4y, Bk T A 0 B AR (Zha et al,
2025), RAFMILEAB T B R-MMANRE S
X4 Z (AR 46 2 1 P A, 76 o B S0k b 52 et
15 1 — T S PR W R B R R A R
B OELA R BN, e EZE Y, AR TE
A o T s AL, T X SR 2 A A
T, MAKRB R MEAE A RBEZ S M
KGR E RN, ML E 2R IR, X
BB AT AR T o G OC AR P L A Y BTN W, B
IEL A IE R B I . #5 X BE A R RE B 1S58
MK G, WA Ay B ST A, R
AT BB WA SR B R e M VA T B O B AR E], A
Mg mILEIL£
32 BEMNHBENZM

o E A R B SEL T O A S L,
JEFBE RRBY R E . SARE T E
Tl A1 4 2 T B 00 S A AE T A Hhope 3 b o7 1) HE
(Redhead & Power, 2022), A it & 50 5 HL % 52
Wl (T R B, A E Y B E MR AR S
g R, AR SO RO IR L MR
2537 Wit {17 (Social Dominance Orientation, SDO)?,
DL B ELAACRS 55 A9 A5 2 22 5 (Cheon et al., 2011;
Lucas & Kteily, 2018). #f55 &P, w1 Mgt
BT S APRIEES, W T FIAhAT N (Fu et
al., 2021; Lammers et al., 2012), A% TFEE X
H, = SDO B ARSI H T /D ) 17 AH i 1X 119
HZ R 3l (Chiao et al., 2009), Jf-304 B & 0 B
fl RS A =R, RPEELHEAE R 3 . B ANA
KM% (Ho et al., 2015). WFFTE R, FH )
B 25 X AT Ry (58 S B 55, BRI AL

U KUy B 5 (power distance) S WE T SCAL A B W ok AR T 46
B B

2 3 SR I A R B R 2 S T A % S U
F oGS S

AN T HAR AH 2 1 2 L i (Hogeveen et al.,
2014); JF H AU # 2l i B F 2 m il i
g I N, IR 5 B [ B 2 (van Kleef et al.,
2008), /AT RS SR £ (Galinsky et al., 2006),
) W At N1 2 B 3R 4F ME B M B IR (Kraus et al.,
2010), XELEE SRR T U At 23 S R S 19
BHASAE H

SR BE I D AE T X Ay, Gl dh S
LG NI 8 F i e e D O A N R iR N s AR
/32 (Magee & Galinsky, 2008), Xl X 43 AL
PRAEAE S g5 F rh, o R BEEE AN A B O B AT R A
A (Lammers et al., 2008), X 4k2 v 45 8 N
T Bt 9 ET8U M (dmPFC) . R 4113 [71 (ACC)
K B4R ZE K X (Chiao, 2010; Zink et al., 2008),
XX S 514 . QRS RIS
T, AT Sy 25 B e i B AL T E B i
AR AL AR T SR R Bt
SN Il X1 1 3h 55 ] #8344 (Utevsky & Platt,
2014; Wang et al., 2014), X R KA F 45 E 1
O3 S IR LEAE AT R X A5 A DG 1) M 28 T g AR 5
PEEE . AR R, bt SR ARG T
AR RN R N RN AR T 25 5, AN
A 1 AL A FL I IR 5 (Hogeveen et al., 2014), 1
A 23 55 9038 X b AT B R BURROR DG 7 (Stellar
et al., 2012), Wb Ah, ASVRTT REIE 5 17 20 FAA
J7 2ok UL A4 £E B B A AE S S5 R (Magee &
Galinsky, 2008), 41 [a] T X% 5 &5 45 % 9 N 647
W5 R B, AT S B JR B BRI B S R T
(Keltner et al., 2003), J8 /DIFERAESEHK
X4, A0 TR R B A AR, RS
BFRIE (Sidanius et al., 2013), JHbb, LEAUSISEH
Hp T A 8 57 R B AL A TR) s A 4 A [R) A A
ST 32 405 5 R AN ), 3 b 5 30T AR [
1% 2% F 177 1 (Lucas & Kteily, 2018), £ B0 #
TERE], ARG T4 R S 5 22 50 H i,
7 A5 i Xof — S R A (f47) o PR A ) A i R O —
e R LE (N2 K SR AR) (Hudson et al., 2019;
Lucas & Kteily, 2018), 1E 41 Keltner (2016)5&F 4%
T 5IERRM IS, HAF MR B NERE
AR B B SRR T A Sy, Bh ) T4
RFESIIC L, SR X Ph 45 5% 22 5 199 1 ) [ ik
Ol ol A5 AN Ti) A5 AR AR =2 [0 114 % S ) R 155 A8 15
Giolishiie
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5 RS GIX AR, S 0 R A A A
PEBEE AR ARG o TFIE KB, ARSI i
WL AR BRI 5 — S N R B, ns
At A — 1 (oneness) L & A FeIA IR AE 51 A
INFORAE Y T S 2 ¥ (Cialdini et al.,, 1997; Davis
et al., 1996). HAHAT R AEHE I N5 fil A 4 B0 AH
L, R 50 X I8 2 55 /)N s 559 19 F A (Oweis
etal.,, 2010), MiAH% HFEMANKNLE, 16N
AN G2 i ¥ 1 b A Y 204 BN 42 (Galinsky
et al., 2005; Galinsky & Moskowitz, 2000), KL,
A I 5l AP Rl AN AT R 1 1) 2% B 4 B T hr
T K FR, TG R NI 1 55 SR B 103 22 511
i,

AHEF VG A 2555 0, 22746 Jey v 1 25 5L
E—EENERNEHANLEKR, BETPAE
1, I EA M E 4R 1 (FOLE, 2014; 18 = H,
2021), “AL7MEMIER TR O, FR A
EANRB R PEITARE . H2EEW T, @
WL H Sy A F R GRS RET (F L,
1995; ¥, 2007), Flan, (#Lid - #Lis ) Fik<sL
B, FE R, B, ORX. @, KE. 4
i FEAL R, FEIEZ A, I TS E
EXTR I XS o (T - BESCAT ) W<
FE. BREAX., RIAFN., KAF. Wkh
7B AR WA, FH LA B AN 5] 56 25 H Ry 3 1)
ANBRELE . fE NBR3S A, MRZURYE A S 4R
ERARPFHMOME, SWidES17e0E St
KBt R, DA PR A AH R A9 AL AU TS (Hwang,
2001). RMELE ARG 7 SO aC Al 5t T, X
FIALASCREIE AT SR VR 220 b 52 i 25 Hh LAY H R
St ot B (5 %, 2003), i =R 5
AN 7 By P B, Z /A — R s ] Y 5 ik
PR B AR RS, X5 SRR 2 LR T 1Y
KRGS, 2 A EAE S50 B
SRR, AAUAT BB A R AL, HF T BB X
WA R BOP I E L.

FR(2024)F 4 T HE2EAE b AR BE Y
P X I R B, R T AEE SRS
BHMERARRMIAE K4, TR, Mk
X2 [F3E . Rl 2 B P-4 R
By i R BRI OKOF, I B2 2] R SRk L
Je, AR X R 2 A H 3Rl Rl K P
PEE, OB S EYIE R AN T . X — R AR

T AR £ B 03 F0 2T TR X S A5 1 BELAR AR
VL T I 2 5 G, FREGREPRT
gkt . FTFHOCR P IF R ERE, RI7E
KFZ P R BRI G 23 B L1 K L33k (Zhu
et al., 2025), HHIXTHEA T M, LIFER
B sg i, A S ek,

gE Lk, AN FE SR 3 A TR
TR —E B A TN X 5, HLFa S & B %
BIRTHE . HF7EHR E UL 22 A8 R T, AN RTEE
BRAEE S5 WA EARTE S TRl G, NHAERE
KREAPARIR, MELIE A - A X5, (15
L AR SRR R S R AR 05 B A R
FAEGAL 2 0 S PR Y A B, (22
5T X L R AR G RS . B 1 BB TR
T Ji 1) 25 0 R 25 L 4 v Ab TR [5G 2 B 8 Y
ARG ] 4 1) 5 AR S B ) SRS

TR AR, UL By AR T S
BTG AR R, AR MBS AR TG i 2 A
NBRIC R ANEF AR ) KSR Ml & 1 o5 b 5 2 5L
B WU 2 B o 3K R R X — BB 56 RN 4 1 3L,
A BRSO R A 3E, T3 A D0 AS W sl 4 b 32 3 XL
FR o AR SCLELRR SCHRI, €)= n] B X F 53
WG R R IEAT UL 5 X 4, DL B o of
ity 1l B Ao FLIE VIR . 5 AR O, SRR
WP RETE AR AR R AL R o2 . R R
SRR G SR TG 1k &, SER -SSR B
R BT FE A R 37 A A AR S Ak 57 38 AR BY 4 BE (Fiske,
1992), Tt AAt 23 i 56 R VHIN BT B R e 1 5
etk . R 54 EMKA99NITEIE H, 25
RETLIL R B T A NS RN SEAHE SR, Jf
PET3EF. RFE KSR I ERER
FE ARG R 0 oA o B S, B SIS
R Z AT B — 2 J3E 1 A ST 80, X6 9 3 ] 28
HRE WIS Z WA . KRR B BE
Wy bk — 2B T, RGN A
BL, AT B 5 2 48 7 o [N A5 4k 2 S fk
B,
4 FEAMHERIE

25 7 4% Je T ) 2R 5 R SR P R AR A
AL R T E R R IR AESR . SR, BEEIE R
fige v [ SCAE T A AR, SR TR AL SO AR AR
o AU ESTEA LR, PET7 0B R
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et A R-AX S —>

BB

fedEP45

<« fEik HRAARL S

1 22FeAsJa b i i AL PR
T BT

B, AR R AE B AL K, iR
Be—AS Al B4 o5 — A N Pr BT AR, il e
T RIS £ (Batson, 2009), 178 E S
LALET AR FE AL — A 5 R 09 A 14
DERALE o FAERNEG— 1T 5 W5 <SR
M A AT R, S R — AR TR
S EKRBH, TA NS R TTYAEARZEE
BRI LB CRWAR, 2011), 33X LA /8@ > hy LA
RS BT 2&F N AHES, 23 —F
AR TE A AL R, TOIR R TR
Bz o0, = T BRI e — k27, 3
ML B AHE T 565l 3 0 B A 4 BT B 4L, g S YR
TFXF R TT WA Ry — X — SR RN S
AR BRILZ A6, A ESCRkgS T, Az
597 A R LA R 3 Sl R S A S .
W, VG 750 B 2EAE A P A DA R AT R B AR
EERS VA ORE (TN NN 5 ¥ = M 1= B =Y B
Bhepl Gz 0 — R 2 A2 (ZF 4, 2017); 170
AF IR S O AR, JIREF A, “CakaLii
SN, SRR A A AEHE

HE SO T RS S R T T AR L 2=
JPAER AR SC R s, HRATRAE . R

VLR B R R T B AT P B 56 R 1Y SR 2 LR
PEmsh A, i, F . R REERS A
M F BY &R B (Goetz et al., 2010; Oveis et al.,
2010), HFRIAFLFG BB, IR E—k
(I BN BRI SR R BB
BNZ %, hBEHURNZ LG REZ S, R
H B 1Y) 22 YRR AE (18] = B, 2006) . 1 S48 BELLA
AN PITEBYIE IEARHE, LAAL A AMNE RS AT AL
T, A AR e SOk i R Y B AR
LR TSR Sy . IR B E SR A
A7 3 R R 5 R AR D S B AT B ik
L) AR o X R R A O RN BT B A 6
RAEFMNBERERFVME, LITKHELSEX =S
Xof o Sk i S SRR R R IT R GIRA
H—, &EMENERELR, TERRGEE -,
NI R B FA R 2 R, RS B NN R
MI(E B4, 2015/2019), TEREAES A TG A, ME
0 1] T v G 25 8%, D B A RO IL IS R
R TRT LIRS, AT EELSEER
(S B, e By 15 2 1 e ik R i 1) O =X R
AR BRI . X TR N, BRI AN AR
v AT RS B AR (] 3Tl A 2 RS RS i R0
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FRIS, A 107 308 ok B A sl A oAy S 1 Oy A% 38
MRS . B, BFRAI, M T RIAILE,
T E N 2ok AR d A Oy =l niy b TR
H AR (IR AR, 2021; THBERE, 2020)., 7625 5 4¢
B, ALY E i — B 2 T g REE, HAW
15 B 5% P e AL B SRR Y . B,
(EE G s R B I et I M 0 L RS e N =R K
B PR AR Y BOIRAS, AR — 8 A W 25 1Y B A R
TEFNE B FRIB ORI . IR R Y 7 B 1k A
335 07 AR B T 7R 0 5 3 B SOk B R A5 (B B
%, 2015/2019).

H= R SEERr NI, T E S
R H IR RSN, MMRIGAAE T 2T )5
MR ML b, T RFEEOCTE A B TE R B 5 R LAk
B e A AR, B o A A5 A I AR X T i
T B AR TS i [FER, R B VIR AL 45 1 &
LR, HHE TS MO, UL SR MR
Joik2 o ABR AR (4R 38, 2022)0 DA, H A
1] F LAAEUE AT P 9 B 2 Ty =0 Rt & v 5 G
25 K 5 (Varnum et al., 2010; Yama & Zakaria,
2012), XA SR I B AL =, S
AL HHEE S, e T b E A ST PR AT
S5/RMBFNER. J—Jrim, B By
KW THERSER F6TEASE
(i) 422 F) 175 SR o

H=, W m 51580, X—Rr A5
o E S &R B AR A 3 T 0 S RO 25 D) AH
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Abstract: Empathy, as an interpersonal response, is deeply influenced by cultural context. However, the

specific ways in which Chinese culture influences empathic processes remain insufficiently explored.
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Drawing on the framework of the “differential mode of association” (chaxu geju), this paper examines how
the two dimensions of “intimacy-distance” (gin-shu) and “hierarchy-status” (zun-bei) shape empathy. In the
intimacy-distance dimension, the high degree of relational interdependence in collectivistic cultures may
blur the psychological boundaries essential for empathy. In the hierarchy-status dimension, the Confucian
ethical order, grounded in stratified social relations, may conflict with the egalitarian stance required for
empathic engagement. Overall, empathy within the Chinese cultural context demonstrates three key
characteristics: indirect and implicit emotional expression, holistic and rationalized cognitive processing,
and a problem-solving, action-oriented focus. This paper also provides culture-sensitive guidance and
recommendations for empathic practice in daily life.

Keywords: empathy, Chinese culture, differential mode of association, intimacy-distance, hierarchy-status



