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KEWIIKZITES V—2 v LT —9 FE4E O H B4 (Dispositional Empathy) (CEH 9 5 —EER
—V =% L) — Y ERFEN RIS R HEE—
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LRI, B, Y=y VU=V HE

1. 8RB W

BHE : CORETIHE., Y—vy VT — 7 FMEROFEAE L Z RSO FE A OB T o SR
(dispositional empathy)D7ERIZHWNWT, Fl=, Y — v LU — 7 FEEE (BE) BEEoit
JEMEIZ 5 2 D BIZ DWW T, KEFEBOMIZKFZORFAZHRE LEERAERKRE N BRE SN
Do

TR CDRNLR Y vy VU= EEODICE, BIE N R EEE RO Z L E R X
AL % (Gerdes & Segal, 2011), MEAZFHO A Z T2 Y = ¥y LU — 7 HMKIZE > T, H
DHINZWND 7 T4 = FONSG 2L, HEPWEECEDLL Z &k, s Moz
Bk U, R EMR IR 0 72 8 O 1 3 0 B 7k 2 12 3 (Forrester, Kershaw, Moss, & Hughes, 2008; Forester,
McCambridge, Waissbein, & Rollnick, 2008), L/ L7Z2N 5L, Y —v ¥ VU — 7 2 ERIK Lz
PAEOKBIEN NPT HELOEAEL EDOLIICRRLON, £EN6DIEMR Y — v L
U — IR T 528 (HB) X TEDXIICEIAT D DMNIZONTOEFEMIE LD
RN,

2. BROBREKVAHE

AL - R : () YT A N T — I FEHERRLIZFA L ZRUNOFEHZRINL 7274
EOMTHBMICERLS L, KO, (b) Y=y VU —J 2B THIE (Y—vx b
U—J7HE) FFEOKEBHEICENEL 2D, LV TODRBMMBRIES iz,

FREX G AAEEARL, KEPIEHOINSLKFPICIEFET D 460 AOFHAETH D, W, i 227
A (49.8%). K A 383 A(84.0%). FXJ4Hfn 19.7 sk, VU X M#{F 1% 307 A(69.5%)Th - 7,
AR ONRIL, Y — v v LT — 7 44 N(9.8%), B % A 103 A (22.9%). #F 71 A (15.8%).
LB 63 A (14.0%), Z D fth 169 A (37.6%)Td - 7=,

FAEFIE - HENEKOFIEOHIIL, FFHWOHEE L KRB LZE A —LH LAXRBTTT
bil-, WA X, SurveyMonkey ®7 KL AIZT 7k AL, EREHHAICHZE LT,
HEME  HBREHNZRD RE - LEEORERE L LT 28HH D725 Davis (1983)D %f
NS PEFREE [Interpersonal Reactivity Index (IRD)] 2 iviz, Z O RE L, gk o 8
# K OVFR A BRI % 2 Se RIS E 37 5 72 O ITBA 8 S 4u. [ 2248 (Fantasy) | . [ 4L Y #% & (Empathic
Concern)). [ A5 44 (Personal Distress))., [ Huf5 (Perspective taking) ] o P42 0D A7 R EE
THERIN TS, RIFFERTIE, HEEREOZDIZ 7 HY v — MEEBHA L, RIFRET
D RE O NI — B MEAS FE A% £k (Cronbach Alphas) 1%, Zg48=0.71, F£EAERS=0.78, & A MM
=0.72, HAERGE=077 Th o7,

3. MEMERE

AWML, BREDYRFTE L CWERFDO AR LB ZgRE & T 2REMRICK T
LB A Z B4 (Institutional Review Board: IRB) | (2 &k » TF —ZINEDKEEZE-HL DT
HY . @) SMIEENZ2LOTHDHZ L, (b) BIEHEOHTRFEICORN D FIRIZE e
CENPHEENEROFIEOFHO P TSN,

4. M RER

FEB OILBREDOE  IRI REZMH LR TIiX, ExI12 L TH LMo LEMEICHE 71
B BFZENR D 55 (Hall, Davis & Connelly, 2000), F7-. AHFIEO LA %2 fEiR L 72 B,
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FEE T OTVEERICHEREENRBD BNz, - T, MERI) ZMNrEH & LT, EH) %23t
22 & (covariate) & L CTAHT M A 72404 (ol & 79 89 #r : Two-Way ANOVA with Covariate) 73
Tz, 2F0 IRIO FMRETHD 2248, 1RO, TE AN, TSR
DFEHESE T W (Y= vy U—2r LB, HBF, BV A, TOfM) ThikT 572
DO HTE, TR & T4l 2 TEE L, ZORR, 12248 (F(4, 439)=2.74, p= 0.03)
& THLS ) (F(4, 439)=2.67, p= 0.03) 2BV T, M2 oEERBO N, 2. &
TO IRl FALREDOEEERICEBNT R OFEENRD LN, T58E & TR
EORAEERBRICIIAEZIBEEN R o7, £72 THEE] O ER R IE, TE AR EMN]
WZBWTOH, @B bivlz, Bonferroni {12 X2 Tk O IL, 224 RECEB W TLE
FEHOFRPABEFALOEREID BERICHL (p=0.02), [TAETS ] RETIX, Y—v ¥V
— 7 MO RPBEEFHOFER LY L EEIZH - 72 (p=0.02),

EBRE~NDY =y VT — 7 ZEHFR (EE) OHR: V= v VU =7 FHE (V—v %
NU— 7 HE) PIEEIC G2 2EBEZRAD7-010, BREO HEl 28BICRDIEK
ELTHHLE, ZOSTIR., Y=y VU — 2 28ICTBRT 5 %/ED I (n= 44)Z2HiH L,
M21 W AR RE(=7)) & T21 & LL BERE(n=31)) V) (25, LMD FALRFE OB 5 12 D0
THMSE L7 t RE 21T o 7o 2L R FE IS 1T BIED Wi o 72 D T, 21 s LL BB D 5B 1 (n=6)
X0 bR E N, BB O ALK MEHOERILRICHEEZIT o7, BE. IRI
HEMEDOTRTOTFMREICBWT, B TOEHESICAEEZITRO NN T2
(FZ248 ) t(36)=-0.15, p= 0.89; L&A & 1 t(36)=-1.27, p= 0.21; [{E AW t(36)= 0.86,
p=0.40; S H ] t(36)=0.39, p= 0.70),

ER . ZOPFEBENRLTVDLIDIE, @) Y=Y ¥ VU — 7 ZMARL LR EIL, #HES
HOFEICH T, HEEFEOT T ADSERICI - TEZ LI ET5 (= HARE)) H
RN &L (b)) Y=Y VU — 7 BB IFLREEORBICIREEZRIZEI RN L, £,
(c) MRl (KMETHD L) DEBMHICEZDZEERRET NI L, THDH, 1277, RBFIEITE
R bLOTHY, RN T—FXEFHL TiTbhlzle®, BRI A X, FFHNTOERED
HEGHOMR, Y=y VT — 7 HZEOMES A Z Y, KOOSR E L S Ol I iE
WA U T, BRI, Y=Y VT =7 2B 2%E, V=V Yy LT — 72N TOE
DL E e BRI V=V v VT — 0 HBEEARTERE LT, LR OB E S
W 20ERHL, £7-. TOB., V= VU — 2 HEERFEDOLBEHEORELICED X HIT
WEERIETON, [THILXALTHETSZZEbROENDITHA I,

1) #HE., Y=Y ¥ AU —27 E BT AEKR (senior) [ZiThNb7=H, ZOS T, 21 Wz 7 —74%
J O E L THWE,

Zz & X W
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