DR EE 2024, Vol. 32, No. 5, 845-858 © 2024 v ER B AT ST T
Advances in Psychological Science https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2024.00845

& Al FIHIE: LEZWATHETELY
IR, ;E5RT
RIEE iR HFT EH4

(KR [ BRI IT Az Be, BRYII 518055)

W OE AN AAREAAIE AR RAKBERARTAN, RA, B AERALG LY, ARG CEE L
HRER G ARG R AFAMET — AR A RS 5EHEEWMAIER, &
BT —AOEMEERE, BHEAESE, RHEORALAEESIEARY 4 AT EZEHSIER, £2T
e SR, HEFT, ALREFALEFEF SRR ANS TN, RRFLALEEMGELSH LN
AR RES TN CET AR EREE, FBEDAAN TS IFRNK R BIE I Bt 2453 5
R, 2T AEAETH S ITAREEFRLY BB F AT AA-AL £ZHR P, SEFREZM
WAL, RS ARG, FEHAARARREROE, 2R AT AR A ME BE, AR
F T, BRANH R ERRE K.

KGR R, EMWITI, A oES, AR, ANRE

SES  B849

He 1 (empathy)J& 5 B2 B N 15 4%, 3F Schwartz, 2019).
S A BT R 0 BRANAT S AR, A8 A AR S B 2022 4EF, ChatGPT (OpenAl et al., 2023)
X — i B Y R 7 5 FE i (Bosnjakovié & Radionov, e AR B A T8 BE(artificial intelligence, AI)JF
2018; Hall & Schwartz, 2019; Preston & de Waal, TR AT B AR HE A 5 KR kK pLas
2002), FAFETEARA LS AR EE LA A, L AR, B#FREN, BT RIEFHMAN Al
5354447 M (de Waal, 2008), RIFHABRIEER B4R — 5 1Y L1 BE 71 (capability)', A LIFE
(Morelli et al., 2017) % =£ 4% /#(Griihn et al., 2008) 17 2R B 55 ik 3385 58 Y 27K F- (Kosinski,
HUIRG . TER O — N EEP R R, It 2023; Wang et al., 2023). IL1% it 54 (empathy
TEEANE S S0 RROHEY . EifO computing)JE7F Al BiAR Kk R 5 T 24EM L
EGHAR R T 2 0P RUR Hall & 2 5 R AURL 2R A8 U T 4Tk, B RS AT
M5 % A 3k A A AL o THEA LR 2
HAE AR KA A A Bl Ak o3 A0 BRI T A B

Wk H 91: 2023-03-29 TN RO, DT A A T S AR T AR
* o EEE R T UM R 2021 4 JE R o TFGE M ML 25 S 2 gy v, 4B ad 23l i
(BBA210042). N T 2 5 TG 5 A B R e SCAS RN A0 S5 0 ds, T

EEEH: 1ii+5%, E-mail: ni.shiguang@sz.tsinghua.edu.cn T REE L o i A £ 5 1 3 17 B 5 (Xiao
U i B 0 1AL HA st Frr BLde ’
REBLRFXTIRRATHN AL SAGH ", 2 Imel, Georgiou, et al., 2015), 75— J7 I, A T#fig

P R GBI 45 R 4 BN BB B L R A : e S
capability. FURTITE, SCHSEh-Setine o, ditsppy oS IR RERLRE, BT, 807 Mt
LB AT, i Aty LSS UR(Zhu etal, 2023), EFEAS AT
it ) (capability). UM Tofgr—inl, (3ot (9TLSDSEON I SRILILAT e T AL AR

NFEEA RIS HES] (ability)FE AL P TE AR LA G . AR W E Sy
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P8R 3 48 T H 3 19 B K (Pelau et al., 2021;
Yalcin & DiPaola, 2020), 1] WL} AI 31 6E 1 A0
SRABfEA: T G T AT

PTARESR, TR ORI AZ B 5C T . 2023 4F
€ HAR-PLE R BE ) AR T — I i LA B
E B RO R T e i I A D o R A R T
(Sharma et al., 2023), A5 & & T — NI IHE
ARG, RARG WA ANE M E I G-, I
BERCE U, BB A B E R BT A R
BT (D 1) Z5RFTW, 5B ST 58 i %t
TEAE LG, AT R AEC A (9 12 32 900 B g i /K
T, RECSH —SOHEREIT RS S5
R, Hur 25850k A T EaLeis.
AN AE, AL RE 2.0 MR A X
HLAE T A DOEAOCTE, IR SR 153 % SE Rl
WF5EFN

1 HETTERERER

11 fEHEHEEHRR

I E RO, KL Rl e
GALEWF IR 2 1 LG 5 A S A
M WEIEARE ., MR 2E 5 LA O 3% 10 55 0
B R A O TR R . TSR A O 4 s 3t

TEALS T AN A, WA — AR5 A
AT AR WAL E FE N (Cuff et al., 2014; Stosic
etal., 2022). MM RE HIRIEZ M Z A
1 2 B L BE, DA B A3 2 48 S AR ] 26 1t AR 52 R
EF 4ib b B AT 28 B9 B, AT ST AR HL S
B b JER S R R . A R SRR AU AT M (Stosic
et al., 2022), ZEWT TR A FAM AL, I
TN J7 T I 2 361 (Hall & Schwartz, 2019), LA
22 LAY A BR S0 48 £ 1 % (Interpersonal Reactivity
Index, IRI; Davis, 1983) 04|, ‘B ALHE 4 Primse .
L1 5 3 (empathic concern) I/ A 25X (personal
distress)Zfi B 43 BN 00 1 B RS B g, AR
4 (fantasy) FlI W s R £ (perspective taking) B -~4
ERARNEIANMILIERE T, AT R
T H, 3ARIEHE K (Basic Empathy Scale, BES;
Jolliffe & Farrington, 2006), TAKIAIE EEIL I
(Questionnaire of Cognitive and Affective Empathy,
QCAE; Reniers et al., 2011), FA#7IL)5 & 3 (Perth
Empathy Scale, PES; Brett et al., 2023)Z {5 /& 71X
— LAt b T R . PRARL AT R, R R
HEFESEGMAEREA R, BIFEHF R, I
TN JE TR 7 SRR A G X, A AT
i 0 550 BB B 22 RGO, 0 PR A

& [ Tl TAE R ST HRBRT . ]

KBhE

[ R XBEEREER,

| ®

N

EE SN

SERETRAS TELE RN . 55

AL 3 BHREEER.

SXHEEXFET ! XBEREER. HERERET

iR R4 ML AR

‘ D

FZHR S
@‘é} SRS B
BRI
HERS%

FRZEBINFE

B 1 RG24 E . Sharma et al., 2020, 2021, 2023)
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B RIOUR A XN S (R, W A B,
2016). i B M SAE AR 58 Ay, W
[BIAF7E— AL [R]85 i B2 (Schurz et al., 2021). A
[ % R L 8 ) FNRE BT R G A A A R 22 R
(Mooradian et al., 2011); F&fk )2 B 0 B
AR, X R RO AT v A R Y I ) 0 A
(Elliott et al., 2011),

X AT GEAF ST AR Ry AR T B I R R B
REFFHRALR R o FLIE ST AL B9 5T A S T
FRAE T B HES, MR ITIINE . A5 A TR
FAE MR, AT LAPPAS A% 1153 0 o o A S
P ANZEILE 1Y B S LRI 5 0T RE R i I L 2SS
H L & (Roshdy et al., 2021), LAFE 4 13 FIBFSE
SRy A TSV 7R R 3 S5 8 B 1)

12 HETERETX

HAE T3 i R TE LGE— 158 o AR SCES A 1E
H A BIAAILL B SCER R R, K 3R T
SE SR T RGO IR FE S |
PG . AR PR S S MO BE, AT . 15
B A S A AN SHLEREIE O BT
AW 5T 451381 (Preston & de Waal, 2002; Xiao et al.,
2016; Yal¢in & DiPaola, 2020), Hh i & R4 4%
TFPEAL ., AR SRR & DU SRR H e L A o)
B FRHR M. BB IANLLE 2 B
TSR AR OB TSR I A,
A0 956 3 5 AL LA 5 N TR AR s HL AR A 3R
P ILIERE Sy . T E SRR, AR X T

GUAT — LA FFRIE, a4 P 1 5 (empathetic
computing; Cai, 2006), T 5 31 (computational
empathy; Yalgin & DiPaola, 2020)2{ A T &%
(artificial empathy; Asada, 2015; Cao et al., 2021)
o TR T BUA K HBR AR, FeATIA N
X BRI AR TR O I AT 5T SR
13 HETEHFARIELR

o TR A U A R, AR SO T
MAF IR AT TEHELE, QnlEl 2 Fros, O IRERESRY
S FEE TS WO AR TE R . A A A S A i
WAE, FFoTRRAF T A THEEALRR 2 5 I W Sy
R CE Z BB . BOTRE R RS
Frs AR o A TR SO kAl R O B 2 A
HALRZ RIS

R R . BERAIE S = AN2 T
A, R Z, A MR IR Sk itk 5 31
A RIERL O ERAT O 2SR, WA
TR | T TR AR . X SR Ok A TR A
I PR 5 5 36 55 4% 9.0 B BP9 5 1, A B 3
AL AR, WATRER AR RETHL. BRE T3
REPLBL S (Virtual Reality, VR)IRGEAEECTI5 41
(ESBURE N IR S NSRS N PO NS
TR & . R, BFE Rt S i oA
B, TSR] L E i i e A ek
JERE T HE RGO BB (B 40 Sharma et al.,
2020) 3% R FH B IK 2h 19 77 0% 40 Rashkin et al.,
2019) il SO Hh A7 SC 1R A ARRAIE (A Ak JE A 1Y

EHIRE
____________________________ AREE AR Mcnde BFASR
BiE %) EHE ‘
B IR o AMESERIE IR
- %, TR - IR . SRR
— ¥ERRHEHE - BriEugah 345 S R S
- BFRE - BAWE SRR R <« HE%Y
- VR, AR HEFE e e .
= aooco —> — Mgy —> !
B - RHEES) R PR
- Sk — A —>
—mﬁ — BERT-GPT '
_ 3z R PAS & %
iy AR
"""""""""""""" oot & |esEkwmEsiseRsE 00 o
;3

B2 SRR IS E LR
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W BT, B Pk SRR I 2kt 5
B, Y55 BAR A AT T T0000 7 54 5l 2R m R
WA, RS 2 USSR s F Y
T, JBTALER2E T 0 —Fl, RFs 38 o 2 W 4%
B (9 #f 22o0,  MAT AT S 3R ) AR A
RO, X 22 BRI S AL BE , F TR % 2
S RETUAG 358 I M 22 M 4% (Recurrent Neural Networks,
RNN). HFHMZ W 44 (Convolution Neural Networks,
CNN). K% HAfid ]2 (Long Short Term Memory,
LSTM)#I Transformers (Vaswani et al., 2017)%,
AL 2, AR ET AR 4 AF8. MK
iFm R SCRIE R A AL BN RS
L XT3 A

2 HBEHTENHRER

YRR — A 240, A5 TR RO 5 N AT
AR AR, YATEERE, AT LRYE H
MFBAR R 4 ASF8, —J5m, EHTRR
AR SR TR BT RIS, 3 (DA
LA A (2L N A2, FIE U E T oA A
PRI BT, J5 % AR T oM SO b i Sy
fiE, MEHAEE SIS — T H, X B SEC
T AU U RIS, 4R Q)T HE M
8] 1 2 GE AN (4) T & AR S X 18 R e, AiTE i
THABIR 0 1m0 03 7 2 MR A0 R0 0 2 1 P B it DA 3 31
A, 5 E WA AT B 34 s v X s . X
S 2 U Xk ST AH HRS, BEE AERE IR A, g
TR R
21 MELENE

AR L D R S T SR e )
EAIIEN T VFAL OIS, Q0 o SO R
PEA O BRI 0] W 14 2475 B8 71 (Xiao, Imel, Georgiou,
et al., 2015), BEJ5 ¥ B AL 5, W52
LR AR S TR AT BE B P f R B o 1 A
(pathogenic empathy) (Abdul-Mageed et al., 2017),
AT MOE R E B TG, B i@
5 9% 3l 1 J7 125 4 AT BE 5 AR 1 A O AT S RRAE
(I EARRE R ENE . HA . iR IE %), @bl
o T AT R 5 B RS 8L RKOE
G Z 1) 0GR MY, 6 5 68 ) 7 e P A 2k
R BE & AT EE 4 (Xiao et al., 2016), HHTHIBF
R E BB R T Xl LA (Chakravarthula et al.,
2015; Gibson et al.,, 2016; Gibson et al., 2015;

Litvak et al., 2016). & #(Imel et al., 2014; Xiao
et al., 2014) ., 1% (Xiao, Imel, Atkins, et al., 2015) .
1 #F % & (Kumano et al.,, 2011; Mathur et al.,
2021). Ht(Ishii et al., 2018)2% Z Fh 17 M F 5
B ER . W Litvak 25(2016)WF5% & AL AT 1A
P RURS R R A DG, AR T 14 £ A
IR dk 2 0 00 1 R 0% 4 B A 20 s AR G
Xiao FF(2014) K& I & V8 5.0 B W R i I
K.

T O R D AR R I R, N A
Bk . KEBIEAL A58 LI B 408 T 20 T 5.
FLAE T Y 7 1 O X AR 1 R KT A s A o
B E, 5SFITHRETEEWHELEr =
0.65) (Xiao, Imel, Georgiou, et al., 2015), JH4h, X
SRS AT RS R BB BE I B AT SHLER
NS MYIGPLEE AAEXTE . 50, 153
S5 05 R IAS B A AR N . Rad, JE
TR A R 2 0 L I A5 HAT B L Stk
175 ol IR T 0 29T . FE 3% R AR A F
LA Y 1 VA ) 25 M AR Bk 0 U O R4S B R
(Gaume et al., 2019), BEAb, AJSTPAL E 1) 15
B EWEEAET B AT A AR G 6% R 7 ik 2
A H W (Xiao et al., 2012), REHFFR T EIRR/ERE
BASOR . FHL RG2S HIE(Ma et al,
2022), LATE B AR IEAL I K S HAE N
22 HERBEHHE

ICRE T 5 — A U R SR R R
IR LA A O B R A, s BT SR B 3
55 R B SCAR A, H T 4R B 4 AR SR
TCTE B B P25 K A 3 LAGR B BRI e 508, X 28
WFGT LASCAR A B AR R W gE % 42, i JE 0 a2 SCAR iy
JEa R N T R I O e ] I B R N7
S AL (R B AR B AL AU £R 1 R AE A IX
WY 3405 B 5 (Khanpour et al., 2017), PEAE7EL
U 3E 55 A B A e FR B (Wambsganss et al.,
2022), FIPTAG I I 1637 I 152 Jk b T SR
B Ho 17 72 B (Buechel et al., 2018; Zhou et al., 2021)
S o XWFFE B S d T AR TR A Y S P 2 Bl 4,
Wi Je R bR R 3 B B S DI R, )5 45 303 51
SCARH SRR (E BB B, B R A S R
PE4 B FLF AR R (Sharma et al., 2020),

BT SOA 9 28 1 S TSR 9 AR AR A 4k
O P S S, T R RO B, b T
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PR T HISCT A RIS R BRI, e At ag
P 25 X6 3 B SR AR AL TR,k A 1 X iR
PHES % SAE AR © 3k 3L = e
HOMEAE —B BT RGHER Khanpour %
QOINME T 78.61%MHERR, I HAg— i
W R BRe 1, W3 T R IR A R A AR T
AT LA T O Al I ds B R 52 A A
(Zhou et al., 2021), A )72 B N RS SR,
MHTHE ST R R AE T S = AL A P AS SCAR 48,
ARREFLIL N N BAEH R H AR, T
PN X — R BR, BFFE R IS TR S X

B3 PP A AT AR ) B — A S B0 A TR 8 K dh,

DL 4 1o b 43 A SCAS A A9 364 N 25 (Barriere et al.,
2022; Omitaomu et al., 2022), AR HELEG
AN EVL A RO RO, AR S SR e I, JF it —
A0 B UE T H R A A 1) 5 37 55t 5 M o

23 HIEEIR R

TEN T8 B i AR A B B, Sy S B
AR B E, AL REIAT A
LG IAE S5, T H BB MR ASE s 4, BEREE R
R S TR B 7 1, et T R AN () 17 45
HRRE I [N TR R G . X SR R G T T 2
B P RS 40428, SRS SR AL e BTt i 17
PRI AR W Terzis %5 (2012) M35 L E 3 iR
SFR AN LRGS0 7k, B T 2E4 0 6 Fil
FEAREHEOT L B il BF . FN L KK,
FEARHE 15 25 25 0 AR R S B Bk P, R X — U
Rl WA LTI AU P B 2
T2 MR A T P ZEAT: 55 Hh 9 2 BUAE I ] 7 mT e 2L
5. Leite 45(2013)YBIFFE h, AHTFE 7 5
TRV R AR, RG4S TS, AE
BLAN G W S5 il R B B 7 58 o AT W5 [ I 4
B 18 25 N RIAT: 55 ¢ I B A1 7 ) A9 1 e 15
(D'mello & Graesser, 2013),

BT RN i S0 R vt e RS 1 A
TR I 4 R, A7 S BRI RS T A 1Y
R, R THEBUIE#H % (Guo & Goh, 2016), %%
PRI AR 15 26 % TR 3 T B2 (Groh et al., 2022)
S5 R RBFTEEOR T THEAR XS B, S A5t 32 58 355 I
T RRAR, PR A A AT BT R SR, LT
SE VT LR P A, X A S A 2% A A0 Bk ) 17
ARk, A AT B E AT 55 30 S W 37 55
M AE AL B Iy A e — & R BR o Ak, YR

LW gE s Z AP [ N 9 RBRIE . L Guo FlI
Goh (2016)BYF 5T A, B 7T o FF 1T B9 L 1% [l
IO R 2 A A A VR TR BB A M B, R
CRTERNE, AT 12— 3k [ B0 SR T ARl O 3
AP )5 IR S R (reflection) B AR (Hill, 2009), [0])i]
CROE AT, MRESAH —HR, MR T
GO AT, s R AR B AR IS
T BRAE A DR, T TG . A B S
(B N AR VE, I3 Ak SRR o G 56 0] 7 8 A 0
24 HAIEIHEEK

A Xt 3 A B AL A sh A ik Ak
F [ OB 25 B AR AN SRR G o Rl AR kit
AL P GEMENE & A N H AR A, X EHIFSE E 8E
TR AR AR, B AE 3 IR AR AR [R5 e LA S BT
BHLA AR XS 0 bR . —Fh s 2 iR
TR X R IE L, FAARYE LR SCA o T E
YEFR . WE. P, AR,
B e S W SR XTI N 28 (Lin et al., 2019;
Majumder et al., 2020; Sabour et al., 2022), XFEF
RO A L A0 B 15 4 A A L S AR A FE
— 2H SR W ) G T 5 4 9 T o R 1 4 R,
TS LA A X 30 o X B R A A 2 A T
GRRR BRI AL b, S XS SR AT SR
(fine-tune) 575 % (Rashkin et al., 2019; Sharma et al.,
2021), U Rashkin Z5(2019)& 7 T —MNE& 4
25000 Xif HAF X 37 14 £ 4 48 (EmpatheticDialogues),
I XA SRR W 17 24ceiEH w
Xt I R AR, 4% S 3 A R ASE AR A4 ol ) %o
B T 2545 0 T LR 1 o XA BHE B R UL SR
REFR I FME BLok, BB WL & 2Rk g
DI Ar g B B4, 0 Qian %(2023)IN A E
e — AN EE R AR A, S A
TG ARSI, B R AR

A X 8 2B UIE S I AR ) K R, X SEAF A
R NS T I A A ARG, ok HAt
525w T Ak, oS M4 E N2 LU N
IFSE, DL ChatGPT AR B RIE BRI Y 52
PEIEJE, (A5 A B P 28 Bk B fry o, F—2p
TR TS ) &R, RGN, MATiray £
$ v T R R RS, X S ISR 55 R R
M E 2 2R XS L, fEE B 220, Rk
T 9 187 56 1 A% X6 18 A HIL Al A 45 F o6 i 3 5
DUl B SEPRAT 55 7 2R o Bl Gndaf £ 245 FAT: 55
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H 5 2 0] R 3G VI 5 4e 457 -7, 0 ORAE S T P
T R IA I R BT, 3hE S 25 X035 1 E 2 Hbr . It
Gb, WK IS X IE S . RAE . SR LS
&, #A7 AJE XT3 1C B (embodied conversational
agent) 2 AR B 5E J7 [0l (Loveys et al., 2022),

ORI 32U I T A A AR A L B
Bef s, SRS X AU Y & . U Sharma
SETE T A Fe Al N A A2 LY R S B (Sharma et al.,
2021), AT ZHI A RMXARLE ST L RS
(Sharma et al., 2020) AR B A= I N 2, £t
Z 50 A VA SR A A 2] i R, IR RS A
RYSAE SO . AR, — ST 24 A 5Tt 1E AT B,
i o IR A B SE (Mixed Reality, MRYfEHE A5 A
Z 18] 3055 (Jing et al., 2022), DL GHLIZE 427
THELILE L (Roshdy et al., 2021)%5 75 T 4]
HE, REMKERER, X5t gt
BRRRIFRE T Hrmm etk 5 b, 5 IHEM
AR HT R [, WAEpE 2 PR, KR EAkLL
FETF o M RN 25 37 el R M

3 MRS

JRE ML TFRENE, BRAGHREERER
AR TR Tz B R R AT SR, AR R A O 3
TR . BB RS A A T A 4 AN
BTG . XL K K i A\ FrH 3,
EANTHEREH &8 KN E =T, Wl APz
AR R, R S A 22
5o T OB THE, #AASAD A
5 ML BBy AR o X I i i B R0 [ R T, X
SEAU I AR T8 A ST, TR A B CIR A 45 A M 8
Mo BEERRMIED, RRIET]RE L IR Y 0
S, QRS AN P TR B R SR AR B A
31 DERER

AT, XF T A RO BE strh R AF
RN wIAE KT & IS ki35 A 5
HHIIRYY K 5, tREREARALATT A B 7% 2R (Moyers
& Miller, 2013), #RTf, 3t KBRS T A IR
R R e T I N RV Ny N\
HAE AN FREL O, FE . WS A
TPA & I A 21 o SR T] R T ZE TR R A
R E T B ESRORCR, WA THEKE
I, B TE 3 SR A ) I AR v S O g o
1% BE 11 (Xiao, Imel, Georgiou, et al., 2015),

Jy—J7H, HAETHR AT DA B 2 10 B
FRERSS o Bilan, RAZE.CBEE BYF & 15 B 3L s A
JIT A B PR 2 4 Bl 0 B S HF Y T A (Sharma et al.,
2023).Liu 25202 1)t 243806 S XHE R85 0Bl
B NBORZE G, BT R B AT
XIS XS 15 R G . WA A, HE gL
FTHRFRIL WHAF AT, H BT T8 1L
B 6 97 Bk 4 (digital therapeutic alliance), #F17]
T FRR (Tong et al., 2022), A1t G FTHFSE R
WA RAE T TR A ) Az B T 1 B AT
I3, ST 0Tl e & B AR A 5 RS
K2, H TR BT B8 58 B A0 B ) o FE O
PRI ORI AFAE 22
32 HEFJ

Bl TR T HLAE R BE 2 i3 K, Bk
HIEAUPNGIR GESER I EUE &2 S A IR YN D RrS
WA, EHF S, IR RATER
T1 1 B 6% B G- by Ao R g X A 1 4 RN T SR L
BHLAE Ao I AU NI R, 1 257 Horp
[F) 45 49 3 B B A {6, (Camacho-Morles et al., 2021),
FOMM LTS 554 D Sl BARRE | R
JEE R 2l 36 B34 5 BLIE 17 OC & (Cornelius-White,
2007; Roorda et al., 2011), T2 AR5l A W 57 & i
THREALAY G SO T2 2T ROR, A R 240
IR, T = 274 A 4R 15 25 (Chen
et al., 2012), FAFIHHMART A S P22 K
Rg. MFREY, BA —EFR it Ris
G P TR 4 2 o ) FHORR AR i, $2 Tt
A= BN BE ) R 5 7 (Groh et al., 2022), 424/
B B 2OI0 FLER 32 B T 22 1 LA S s, AR
B 0] 5 60 TF 85 28 5 55 (Okeer et al., 2020), At
T 2R R XL 0 554 . AL
o WANTE SR IE S, ILEPLaR A ALk /N 2
ARV, HIR AR B HE BB R AT 5 I R
J% B B I BUR (Alves-Oliveira et al., 2019), R4¢
PELRR B DF S R W], 15 BB R i A &R T
1 Y FRB I 25 NN AR S AL, ELXS 27 ) BACR i 4
AR AN R A AR B (EHE F,
2022), B T EEER B, LRI G Lo
b SE R A DT A, O B E R K AR A 1, A
BABATTE X 274 | 5 L BB I RIS S (Ge
et al., 2021; Meyers et al., 2019), H2zZ, HFIHE
TEHE TR T B, AR EE 2
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FERUE HAE B 5P i RCR
33 BAARSE

N TR R AR 55 HLA A TEAE Ok 8 2 3¢
FHT RS, ST R R 55 o A v 4% T A
BVRCR . A5 N TR BRI BT % 44t
FESCHE, HAFR R, fE— RS E
40% 1 JH P B ) JF A 2 FoR B B, 2w =
IR, BIAN4R(Xu et al., 2017), R &
RO N T R MR 45 M HETa I, E3A FAR %
PR, IHEHLAE IR 55 Hh 34 2 AN 7T 56 G b 2 L B 2K
o EXAGIRE YT AAGFAE, MR
N TR RN S5 e 2 A B o LA TS Y R
F— @R F g fhin) @, BF &M, 4 ALR
55 MG, A 1 ] o7 14 in 2k 2 4 1 AT AR 55 1 3
ml(Lv et al., 2022) 75 — T4t % IR 55 HLEF A 9T 52
FW], RS ALEF N TCIE 8 20 R & P ORI,
RIS RE ) AL AW AR B,
AR5 1 T 41 (Tojib et al., 2023) ., AR AR 24 Mk ik
Z (L AL IRAE b s R b A AT T X
FE B 5T RE 237 A IR RN RO o B TSR
S AR AL AR . HALF, L%
il X AL G A
34 NHEHE

A T T LI T S A5 AR, G g
LA AL . P28 C MU AATTAETE B AN W] 431
WAy, 2 bR R A LT B {d B (Zhang &
Centola, 2019), #RMI M ERXF8 . M%7~
T TRZIGEA R, — T Wk sE %
B, 2L s BUE Bk 2 TR 18 (Hangartner
etal, 2021), EMEFEHEREADPIIART
WIFAE AL P B B, P REA 0ok H
ATy A, FW RG], fLL
A2l T B A AL A IR AR R,
4 A CAFRANE o A TR A X P O R 2
55 KU B9 T 25 5 58 oR 80T, A3 R T 0 B 0 4
2202 (Abdul-Mageed et al., 2017), )5, FAH T
S T T VPAR FIME WA I8 B T T R OS5 A2 A
B, BETEA S BUA AR, ST R,
B IR 5 RIS HEF AT, Wl o B
AR S TIZ M THE L A
Wi, PR BE SE @ MO TS HL A Sh5E i, Aad 3t
AR R Horh — BT, 0] LR B 4 7H45 Ak
I

VUL 4 DSt El i e Ry )iz v
J1o 98T, Wl A S B R —FE, th TR L e
PEFIE B4 )L, F TS BESE A HOBT PR
L AEss, mid ZANURE ME . L, BT 58
R ARG, RN N T LA L, T A
TE NG5, R AN A s B A

4 M|RARE

REMFEHTB LB T LE Rt RE,
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When Al learnsto empathize: Topics, scenarios, and optimization of
empathy computing from a psychological perspective

HOU Hanchao, NI Shiguang, LIN Shuya, WANG Pusheng
(Shenzhen International Graduate School, Tsinghua University, Shenzhen 518055, China)

Abstract: Empathy computing is an emerging interdisciplinary research field that leverages artificial
intelligence (Al) and big data technology to predict, identify, simulate, and generate human empathy. It is an
emerging research field that intersects traditional empathy studies in psychology with computer science.
This study constructed a ubiquitous research framework that comprises data, model and task layers, and
summarized an analytical framework of four new topics including individual empathy assessment,
empathetic content classification, empathic response system, and empathetic dialogue generation. Scenario
innovations in applied psychology were discussed, such as mental health, education and learning, business
services, and public management. Future research should focus on developing integrated theoretical models
of empathy computing, establishing reliable psychological and behavioral datasets of empathy-related
characteristics, and validating and refining empathy computing research through a human-centered
evaluation system. Empathy computing extends current research on empathy in interpersonal relationships
to its novel forms in human-Al relationships in an intelligent society. Psychologists play crucial roles in
leading, evaluating, and optimizing research and practice in this field. They collaborate closely with
computer scientists to advance the theoretical foundations, enhance human-centered evaluation, and drive
practical innovations in empathy computing.

Keywords: empathy, empathy computing, computational psychology, artificial intelligence, human-computer

interaction



