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BAT A% & A5 53 OAE Ane A8 A0 et £IUYS 4% 49 RE £90) ARE
71EE FEsGeH, 2eAs B B A= A3 3Aet Eao] A MEH dud AAE AF
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B2 753 sta 43 2 oy 3%
=
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Astal A& Theet AL
AT 3 thRifkin, J., 2009).
OECD(Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development)= ‘2§ 2 G 2030/2040(Future
of Education and Skills 2030/2040) ZZAH| Eo]
A 214171 sl B8R Sk A4, 7,
Hx 2 7| EH%M AR Hatd=Tl, A

A AH A = ZAE ok AL =z

SFATHOECD, 2024). ©] 9loll%= w27 ZHo
A mEAre] I3 o] AT 752401
A EAS) A TEe 9 T8 aa
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4 58 =4 =7 CASES(The Cognitive,
Affective, and Somatic Empathy Scales; o] 3}
CASES)E EWHIE tio = gststurt
gt

OH

2ol St

379 719 59 HA} Diltheyell <]
3 ARE] St FofellA ol Hdte =
U “Einfihlung 2 A AFEERN W 190913
H)=9] Titchener®l] &3} U(empathy) o=z W
A ATHDebes, 2015). Gl E42 ERRle]
A FL2ANE “7= “EF6ympathyy I &
5o AHEEN oY FE B 53]
A FEH HEY dez &Y At
©1@d4, 2021). ol EookA ALF]
Qesol Uga F4 Ael AAA
Carl Rogers= HAZ}F Ph] o] 214 Has
ify A= FEHIE Folet 3 ThHRogers,
1959; o184, 2021). 1990l &= FAH A
“5(Emotional Intelligence)oﬂ sl A7 et
3] HEAEAI, Goleman(1996)- EQ(Emotional
Quotien)®] T 7HA 29l F stuz ¥4
Y& AAEE. s e Elol AR
&8 AR, 71 & A Ae 9o O

of A vl=e} W

EFAZT
270| 98

7ol Mdd A7t HA A v
2 3ol shiel B Aol ohle oAl
YA MFomA Tkt s agle]l EA
k= FHol SHE AT BLir, 2005). 7HE
iAoz AFHE B9 sslalont
A A F(Affective empathy)® UA 2 F7F

5 7FA ©|tKBlair, 2005).
AR A F7H2 BRI A7z g, 9%, X4
< oty FHEE THOR, B £&

(perspective-taking) ¥ THS- ©] E(theory of mind)S

(Cognitive empathy)2]
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SNG MBS 320 FN A U B 6 ORI, 2N, MNN 32T 3N, SEN 32

EZFSH K Decety et al,, 2016). ¥HH, AAZH F

<= EQle A Edoly A A=< F
Afeel a5y =715 S uIth o]F 319
Mde] A&EAHoZ FAFHHEA  Bli2005)=
DAAAMA 2ol =52 (Motor  empathy)
e FRt Al 7 dEe) sE %
st Ie 254 e 444 9 UA
A TAEG ¥ AFAolal
AL Hgow E5FH HFol
T8 71AE} 819 THRaine & Chen. 2018). 9=
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ks AT 2 gAe T3
s AL dTHoU, BAH AR of

i ©
_ui'irlfr

M ofl

A AAC tg 3ol dH e
Holof drh= FAHo] Al71H A
Andreychik & Migliaccio(2015)7} &% 4
(Positive empathy)iﬂ]r B %@(Negative
empathy) & Q78 23, 7 37 290 ALS
# Yo A zpolE BTk Bustch
F3 T4 BT Ewo] 8% Bl uigt
Z

¢ #%e Fsgod, T4

o

=2

oH
o

2| 582 F7Rko|
EF0le] ZAA AME ZHATHE LS A
Y5 FoskA #AFAT ol T 78
of weh 7ol Adshs AR o} o] F

-, OO

Uehbe AEd aEel el gekde A
AbSlth TESE Elam & Taku(2025)2] Aol Al

BAH g7ke Bl 1EE 982 4+ ¢

2=
g1 e AgdA Adse 33E 1%
(empathic distress)0| U -2 o]o]d & A
W 38 A IEEEdn N = A
Z(posttraumatic growth)¥} 22 232 g 2
A 20T AFAAT. GHH TRE ¥
B2 3U} AN FoR RNA Y
BY ecloz 0E A9 $E- 89 o
T A4 5 e Askl s A3 A
o) ofeig 4 Ut et 2 Fa 3
47 grrow peskel ZARnE, 244
Fgol FEda g F44 nFIA
Mol & =% A AT YR
weoz AYT 5 gon, A E7
we ARIAE 1 EE US TRt A
37 AAE BT 5 Y= doz AP
G+ Ik olZA BRE wE5E FhE ©
&2 A8l ohd, A% aclol4 HE 23
o2 48 4+ YL ol AAH A
2 PR 4+ At o BN BLH B
Q7| el B AT ok Agold o
g s w8 wRdd Bed
CASESE A &J3tae M= A Utk

-
25 e degel Us olgd = F
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SRl A8l 5-o] ESituational Action Theory;
Wikstr Om et al., o] a
W 2 oy Rl FEFRSS A=
CKTrivedi-Bateman, 2015). ¥ E &7 50|
°Fgt AHES FAAT HIAAE ofstAl Y
Bus F¥oz s ERRldA &, A%,
S5 f¥stes Yool ARZol gloem, 1
A3 BHAR P& AAstE A AT
4 A](emergency handbrake) &8 A H A
° 2 e HHJolliffe & Farrington, 2021). H=gk
ZF 8o BE Aoyl AlgdLE gel 71

ZHo|| 71Ed 7154 9] T (Mariano et al.,
2017; Trivedi-Bateman, 2015), H& 9o Az
Ae d AR AEFe] AThRodriguez et al.,
2021). =9 AFelAe Ao} S BAY
= Holg A4 EF=E Abo]zujA|, why)o}
B E, UEAAF gk d77F dsiA
o] FAAAL SH ol ofFE 384 A4
(Dark Triad)ol2} A8t F2H3}e] #AE
A T3 THPechorro et al.,2022; Taubner et al.,
2013). ol 384 AL 4 Y 759
7o AMA AFo] ZEA JUdY & Juk=
Fo] A7 =S H(Jonason et al., 2013) 53]
Afol oAl oke] A3 FRABATE ALHH S
B ATHWai & Tiliopoulos, 2012). RFH <l
A7 4% oFE A4 e WAe I
HA GA dehdar o 7o Al 7k &
A3 o7& 44 3t dBPS EE] 9
g F7F A7 Bade AVISATHWai &
Tiliopoulos, 2012).

201202 FF°

3 HIAFs S ket oA Farklel
A =esHAl KA D, 2024, AU,
E3] Y2 PCL-R(Psychopathy Checklist-Revised)
o gmold s ellze] F
$02 NS fAA) S
T =9 x3lsle] B

H

I "k kst #& UtEsAY
HIE RS WAITNE D, 2024, AAR).
O9b Chang 5(2021) Ate]Z3fjA] F3fo] &

ot siegts A A S dds E‘}i
A9 JAAH FRAAE FHFoR w2 &
3 ATHL ST whEbA
g HAAA pcLre M Qe 1]l

T4 5YL ABHOE 24T 4 Uk =7
=
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r
N
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i
-9,
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7ol 3
A2 ARt Yeue AR oVilE}(Feldt
2008). AF8]& A A ©] E(Social Support Theory)
of Wad e AXAH AR} FRA AA
2 FEAKNie ec al, 2024). BAH AA=
WEAke] S olsista A= Zo®
Wb Bg7s wra R EEE e

AT =S st AR A= e

1) ASERATHY 2018 8. 17. AL 20183
123, 2018419, 201811 TA; HAFAHHEL
2018. 11. 2. A3 1¥h23 4, SUATHY A
A9 2021 7. 8. A1 20212130 HE; 15
TAPRY 2014, 9. 12, AT 2014529, 201485
Heh A, SAAHEYA 2014, 4. 18, A3 2014
23 24, 20147 26H3H HE 5
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2015). WEHA 524
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al., 2020; Waller et al.,
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FAsHA AT =+

T ORI, AR, AN 3UT 3N, 2B 3

A Bk @ W, A R 22 yelre) 37
& el Aol glo] Fad AFHow

Again 24 P40l A2 9738 wAe
M H2E B¢ & b 29 24
S THRynes et al, 2012). EZF o JAH
£ 243 Qpo] EQlae FAH A4S

ol HBeAe] Fad My Wev)
Bl & & AnkAYs, WAE 202
2023).

(Raine et al, 2022). L&t} CASESE &3t}
W AFE A = A glo] AEAE
B3 AAA 2L =A% 4= Qry mol o}
Yk Al 712 373e] shelakls AA Y
of wel 7247t IAA I FAH FHoE
AE8HE = gom, CasEsE °lE =

=
N #LE =TI FHH FRL

[:{

oxl
o Mt T
oz ¥

i

)

(Lyubomirsky et al., 2005), 717(Steptoe et al.,
2009), &l B FHRowe et al, 2007)7
AR, dtH BAA F7e n|APLAQ]
A -5 (Kaplan, Bradley, Luchman, & Haynes,
2009), WFE(Thomsen, 2006), AAIH 1—'Q(Hughes &
Kendall, 2009)9} &2 #7442 A3l Fae
Btk o] 28 CASESE Hlw A FHZoll 7|
e =delE Eekal vhekdk m7belA
HotE o] AR FO|TKChen et al., 2021; Liu et
al., 2018; Raine et al., 2022).
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Baron-Cohen 3 Wheelwright(2004)7]' Nkl &
A 4>(Empathy Quotient, ©]3} EQ), Carre &
013)°] 7HEE AL 71 2E73 E(The Basic
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Wzt Z3the EA-o] HHEHo R A
7152 A ThBaronCohen & Wheelwright, 2004;
Lawrence et al, 2004). QZF =] thst Aol
tate] 723k 2013)7F A7 wpel o], =
T ATE UHES 02 AL
T gl Wed 44 @ F AU g
S 3y Qo] FREA ALY ol
S8 USUE U5 A8aIE s
ol §47e000e WEAZL Aeael B
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ol B AFA}E= Raine & Chen(2018)Y] €

A, AMZ 7 wmak oy} A It
I 3AA, FAA FANA FBE F Ue
CASESE a/N3taial &} CASESE QUAH &
AR 33, AAA I3 3893 Z4
adlnitt 384 I3 B IR A

E3lyo] F Qo7 FAAT 0dHF 1
2] Qth, 1HoHE 2gth, 283AF 1%

thel 33 UAE HAEE, 2534 7Y =
AL 71 foplAT AN 5 S B
Sold 9] sEo] Re HAE FEI 3

< 5 Atk
°o]F sl F<FH 82AEA (Confirmatory

Factor Analysis; ©]3F CFA)S AAISH =299
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2 yehheA g8k, F9jeks o Ty

@z ko] 54e 12e7] sl Rasch &

A& AN o, vl ATelA

ol el mlsl T4 w9l WAl Yehdtt

HuE et Hafeba) FHelM Eidel >
7} ©

= 844, a4 ey &

sto] 7Hg A g HAdold FE A oA
Hoxe ARHL Holk Ao eht
(Gur & Gur, 2017; Proverbio, 2017). T-H| & 0.2,
A ALANAAEZ YES A7 9X3 a4
T3 37 FY(pars opercularis)o A 2l 5HA
o & 3ud RHug 7R, A 2l &
o5t Qkoby] A(orbital cortex)TF AFE] A Q1A
of #HAH E= AFI)H(ventral frontal cortex)
NME GART o & FI9E EAUTHCheng
et al, 2009). 9149} w2 T3 TEHLS AR
a2 AEANAZ YERE O H(Baron-Cohen &
Wheelwright, 2004), fMRI ATNM= 73}
HAT o ZAolA A4E AolE Flsit
(Christov-Moore et al., 2014). ©]o] ¥ Ao A}
¥ CaSES H=olA Ao we} =AY
et Zlsste BFel JeA AHRY
Al el mE AR eEF =ES A
28 7] 5 & 3K (Differential Item Function; ©]3}
DIF)TAS ANt viAg e 2 33t 59
ol AAl A4 T ofF A AHA o
T A= ou e FFoE YehteA A
17] 93l RPQ, AQ, DD12, SD47te] WHHEND

=& Y3t
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3
ot om Ao ArERIE AFgith
712k A A 2598(50.8%), A4 2519
(49.2%) 2.2 vt AW 44.54H, EZHA=
14439k FAARJ] AFHEE 19~294
104™8(20.4%), 30~39AM 101%(19.8%), 40~49A
(20.0%), 50~59A 10178(19.8%), 60Al ©]’d 102
H0.0%)01th #7bAke] AEdEE HE 189
H(37.1%), 71& 2929(57.3%), °I'E, APE, BA
Soll slgste 7IEE 29%6.7%) 22 UER
o wpRge 2 rpate] HF ¥ 1E
o]} 108%(21.29%), Wl AHFE 23 40
(7.8%), Hetal £ 31198(61.0%), e A
g} o]/ 518(10.0%)°] AT
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B oAre 2y wWeg
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Criminology &
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(University
Psychiatry, Adrain Raine)9} 4% FH3I5 ) 4
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&) 183 A dAAL 3 3 0(Zoom)E
& 3k, oMYE F sl 2H WHYe
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79, 149, 24, 29 £l fEETh
Raine 5(2018)9] AFolA A Chronbach’s
a=91%2 UElom 629219 Chronbach’s
a=.63-722 YENT. & AFolAM A
Chronbach’s a=.91% UEFGOH ?_]X]Z‘i_%
A Q9219 Chronbach’s a=.74, ?_]X]a_l?‘xé

Z 2919 Chronbach’'s a=.75, Z4A 2 FAA

9] Chronbach’s a=.67, }1\_]7_““]—41_1?—33]7—1 2919

Chronbach’s a=.732 YE}FTEH

RPQ

Raine 5(2006)°] ®HgZ A
A& 5437] fl8te rReQE M
39 3

A7 R Hzolth $E WEFE 0¥=43
%A Sk, d=rk a8, 23=AF
agrpe] B Aol 2o 3d HTo|th kg
A FARLE F nEdoln Aoy =i
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s Hodoln Exz WHgdhe TANE
Uepdth, 54 344 F 12/ 2o
TARENLH Z=TFo|al AgZ e et

Eo] EAste ¥A4E W9 Cima

R

a
=918 UERT & ATl e rRrQ A &
}oll &3t Chronbach’s a=.902 YEtom b
2 FAA | #3I Chronbach's a=.77, TE24

Zs|
Z 4o I3+ Chronbach’s a=912 YERGTE

o9k

ofl oo

AQ
AQ(Aggression Questionnaire; ©]3} AQ) Buss
9} Warren(2000)°] 32443S ZA3st7] s 7
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WYk A7|Ha AER skefajle AlAF
"é, Aol 58‘7—31"3, i, A, 344
aloln F 4otk 14
=”ﬂ—°r ofitkolA sH=wl¢ IFFE 53
YAEZ HAHAJT. Buss & Warren (2000)2]
Ao A 589219 Chronbach’s a=.76-90°2.%
Uebgth & d7olxe AQ HA Edel &
3l Chronbach’s a=.943°.%2 E}YITEH

DD12

DDI12(Dirty Dozen 12; ©]3} DD12)= 5=
47 309080 Y2ANZ, Aol zalA, thlo}
HZ|&S 24357 98k Jonasonlf]' Webster
(2010)7F 7NESHI T UrE/\l’\l;Z AFO] LI A,
np7)opll 2] Z-& WS callousness) ¥ A th A
(antagonism)O] = EAE TRel s 3
Ao] Fof o} F2 WA (Dark core) O]a}j
WMoshagen et al., 2020). o]F% A
Aae] o] Eoe AT b
W(Paulhus et al, 2020; Tomas & Egan, 2022),
Holzaeh FAAe] AudA o ot

rlo
X0 of M
o X o

ol Al aiFe] Ao FRIsy] 9d
B ARE AAsA 74 4584 F 12709
B3rog qH=u]$ FoEtx] &g, sH=
] Soj3boz sH gAE HFo|th Ao
oA 8Qle WEsta wALEAQ] HEE
Hgstn, U2 AAE 2918 Al HEe
HA T A7 ef7h FAG 2 A

sploleE asle Adel 4AE 9Ial B
e WA WL AAAY ol geele
=S W93 Jonason & Webster (2010)2]
AT A 382A9 Chronbach’s a=.69-.782
2 et & Aol 38ded g
Chronbach’s 0=.793-.885, A &F3ao] #3+
Chronbach’s a=.8532.2 YEJTH

dol 67X X3 =L EtFst A 2

XY, 478, UMY SZ1 3T,

SD4
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AN SAZ o FE A 38800 AHES
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A AE A3 THBuckels et al., 2023). A
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AL v 7HA 7lf°ﬂ uhg} o] F
Aok 28 HY}E BP7F= CFI, TLI, RMSEA,
SRMRO] EFAPE AES LE3kalor, Crl

o} TLI= 90 ©1% 95 PRk & 7153 4
FEE, 95 olE ¢ APrE At
HATHHu & Bentler, 1999). RMSEAE .05 ©]3}
£ 9% AT EZ (Browne & Cudeck, 1992),

SRMRE 08 ©|3}E & 7153 FEo22 &
SR THHu & Bentler, 1999). B_O]H?'S}Ek—‘?‘
40 oY A g 8]l A-s] AR

Aoz Adste B SEE Zow
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H Q¥ thStevens, 2002). &
2t ol 85 OWOE UH ¢

Bg)A F aql
A L}Ew 7

%F/]"j’:ﬂ' S-S 9n LU}(Garson 2001). ©
s 5

A5, a9 35 RS shtel
lo Z

01%

Hade] dshs aak alFEE U
Z ARSI AR A4 g
2y A oA Fo Eato] BAsAY,
F73) addRetyE =5 Al 7 ddHe] 1&
zIsh= Aol TS o= Aolx9
WA o BT Hretglon, o] eE Ao]
7F AEE Y2 EA4dA Adsith oot
Ze 712 wet vl VA 24E BE 55
ataL, sAlol o] 8F EA 84 g
e REe Iuel A% HF 23e= A
sttt

RASCH

& [e]
Rasch &4 TFHHEO]E (item response

theory; o3} IRT) 7]Hsly, TdAte] &
& g2 ZA5H(atent abilities)™ =3+
o] =(difficulties)ol]l ©J3] AR AT Mg ¢
o} oolu) HAAte] AAeHH} £ dol=E
ZA(log odd unit; ©]3} logit) HEE W335}
Mele} Balo] TAet HE oo EZAGEE
3= 573 E(equal interval measure)S THE
Atk o5 HFA x E& EIE=(Wright map)
g} ot B3ko| do|xe #A glo] TP Ao
HsgarEes A FHstn &9

E_:]1
ol % ¢4 s}

4>

td o ok old & A=S
B9 81817] 98] Rasch Bl AAsttha B
@Ry OFdAE BAHHE T (Rating

Scale Model; ©]3} RSM; Andrich, 1978)> &
3T

RSM2 o] &3lH g R (Dichotomous

1‘
o

zoLb—

pul

Hg
_O

Response Model)ol] A3 RaschS
0% 38 A% olael T Bl
S UE= @ ot B AxE «Ad 3
AEsog=A3 197 gk, 14=7Hg
G, 2H=AF ITFZ RoM BFE A
SF L., Rasch l"cc*—ié"_ Aletz]ol A IRT
o 7% 8719 QAAYE BASA, o

b et

o

2P e nE F3e dd ZAA EA(atent
i) S FAMF TS v AAF
(2023)& LAFAA o]l F=HE AY FHA o
Al ST ddstd e, & ATolMe
FAE &4 (Principal-Components Analysis of

Residuals; ©]3} PCAR)S &8sl AH=A] o
= EAKUnexplained Variance in 1st Contrast; ©]
3t uvo)e] A HA thxH 9 ﬂ-?r%}:(Eigenvalue)
o] 3.0m|Rtol™ A4

gkt o] fx
20~30%°1° ol }%J*é% THEIGA A
T Linacre, 2009).

O]% Hong 5(2005)°] A|AI3+ Rasch &4 A
b wheh oo 4714 ARE =&Yt

@ SEEF HBA, ( =
AYE, (o A4 x £FdolE X5, )
FaAs 9 g

WA @ $REF AuHe A% B AT
oA AR 33 PAE Hsb Fu el
A AR B9 S . §%
Y lEe @
o] B é;&zl(average measure)7]' A
o, SAZA Gtep calibration) GA] o] o
A7t FETE HA 14 logic ©17F 5.0 logit
olste] gro= Frhsllof Ik mJE 7 WHF
o] AR =7} 2.00]8kq ok FHTH(Linacre 2009).

r]I,
[40
2

oz (b B3 dolx = F3 AHAZE9
A%, Bgol APANA =HoR 753
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A Aeetr] 23k Aow 3
FetAY FAs A st AES A
AotAl X o A FAY SHol g

Aol Al 4 AUtt ol HAstr] s
MNSQ(MeaN SQuare fit statistic; ©]3} MNSQ)Ak
< g1t Z|ggte] 18t soldsE OE
33 oldAd s 9]‘3]’3}1 15 o ZerE
o0E 3% FHES VS THHong et al,
2005). MNSQ$J /\‘9‘7]1‘1‘ Anshel 5(2009)°]
AAZE 050~1.50 71ES ALsIAL APd=
Ag7F 50 olgte]d FAYZ S, 15 ©]

Q
=

rL _IN _ll-n: rlr

-4.0/k0 ol $1 A8 oF RTHBond & Fox, 2007).
ARt 2 (d) BElAlg B 2 A=
o BeAsE B
index)?} 3] & AFE-E] A 95(Person separation index)
2 uHAY, £33 32 FHEA &
Woh} 94 YEslE EFed B U

E B A 4 (Item separation

Wtk 8% AR BPA5 Lo ol
oojof el grol 48 YA} Fol

TE2A HAHQol FAYo] Att= Ae 9]
toh, T4 2 0 & Fisher(2007)2] A 7]
= &3t ZEA g7t 2m|vko]H ofgh
(weaky, 2~3 AloJo|H ‘%—ﬂ(medium)'—% 3~4
AbololH FE S (goody S, 4~5 Alo]o] “uf

< %%(very good) =, 5% ]

N ot

+ rR

4ol 67tx| X1@l =L Etgst AT OXIY, 4-Y

oo,

(excellenty ©]2} T3} HTE E2] 4] 2] S(Separation
reliability)‘_ FEAF) E(ltem rehablhty)gl' g
AFA ] = (Person reliability) = Uy, &3k W
omsh AP SEL A APsIe
A= 24T Zoln. wel WL 01 A
ololw 19l 77T E A ET}F 5& 9]

s

TA T
A= Hoe] EAORE Iste] Adoldt SHE
g FES ALRITHAAR, 2023). B ATl
Ae Al wet 33 9 Aolvt s
T S vHst 2H R Kocal group)ol
de, AR Deference group)ll= S A

Attt -7127F ek
o fElstAl 71Eshe ff%oltﬂ, +7157}F v
g 75 XLZ’leﬂi‘a“é)ﬂl FeEstA 7153t
= EFolu@ad T, 2022; WY, AES,
2024). DIF z}o]E ‘a“éﬂr o4 9] DIF % x}o]
ojujsi, 1 Huigto] S5 Aol w
A 7 E¥oE AHE JMsAo] =
Size CUMLOR< Size cumulative log-odds ratio in
logits®] @2, Mantel-Haenxzel Chi-square %%
o] BF R Yehy AErsEdgs Hd
stojgte of| HgolA o o &3<1A
e & 5 glo] o]& Hedsh] S R
(+5 F7I Aolth. & DIF #o|2 ApE
=& 99}3kal Size CUMLORE o F o]
A A sl ZesteA Gld & Aok
ol AETFOEE Yehd 4 =l Size
CUMLOR %ol oollA 424 7§ FAE 4= 9l

FEolHEPESE A), 43914 639 AF
RN HE AHxE FAhFESF
B). Size CUMLOR #to] 64013 A9 BE

735 2AFAHAA)
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A FA AEEHE B34S udtabEs
= OAIE, 2023).

HFTHORE CFA w4 Sl Mplus 83 =
2IOWE ARSI oH, FRHEAS 918) spss
25.05 AHESFATE o F Winsteps 5.8.4, Jmetrik
4.1.1% &3l Rasch 413 DIF £4& AA8t
Rt

|+ 23
R0I12A
KMOS$} Bartlett 734 AA
KMOT 940Z, Bartlett 784 AL x2

(435)=5706.699(p<.001)Z YEI} QRAEHE
AAE7 Age Aow Aasith

o

CFA
67HA 2o i3t cFA EAAHES F 29
ANFEoH 714 2E % 23
=2

2 vepgth it 29 o

H 2. CASES CFA ZALo| M2 2y Ntz

AR EAE AAE O ZARE F 30
ANEGom T Ty mE QQIzt Mol
AUAA =& F-2o] o] WEHo] v A

%
s o
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oxl
2
ko
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M ox
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>
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2

N

L O\

CASES x> RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR
23 6881 A 1060.79 .06 95 94 .06
232 6881 3914 1068.86 .06 95 94 .06
233 6821 394A 1734 1068.86 .06 95 94 .06
234 6831 1744 1279.96 07 93 93 07
235 389 A 1148.85 .06 94 94 .07
236 3921 1734 1148.85 .06 94 94 .07
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5. CASES 3% E|HE Mo Cf

H

S

o
mo X
Ly

1.22 1.14

-2.06

191(7%)

91 .90 -291

.68

1478(58%)

91 .89 291

3.61

881(35%)

1.04 .99

-2.22

250(10%)

.88 -2.76

.89

45

1549(61%)

.99 1.03 2.76

3.27

751(29%)

1.15 1.15

-.70

212(8%)

92 .90 -1.89

.63

1202(47%)

96 1.89

.95

2.34

1136(45%)

1.21 1.17

-91
.94

131(5%)

81 -2.15

.90

1056(41%)

99 99 2.15

2.85

1363(53%)

1.12 1.10

-1.21

2419%))

.92 .85 -2.14

.57

1357(53%)

.97 98 2.14

2.74

952(37%)

1.09 1.08

-1.37

355(14%)

93 91 -1.84

35
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= 70~96, YATgEE
Elgtth 1AH A 82l A WHE=
= 82~.1.14, YJAYEE 2~1.16 HY=E Y
E]-U-E} 71—;g;<-l :L;g]x—l _g_o]g] 7&10 LH;H@-I:

94~1.34, AT EE 92~.132 HYZ Y
E‘r‘)&t}. A= HAgH EL"H 45 WA=
= 89~1.08, YA EE $2~1.11 HHZE Y
Elgtt) AAA FAHAH 8219 A yWHE=
= .83~1.15, 94X4ELL 83~1.15 HHE Y
E}u-q. A A H75124 Qole] Ae YAI%

= 94~.147, A== 89~.148 HIYZ Y
E}kl'r%. CASES®] RE E38o| Anshel 5(2009)
o] AAE A= & J|ES TG

66~93 WLZE Y

YR} x B Ho|E EXE

casEse] 3912208 WYAe] S5z
B9 Gol= 7he] thg FES Avnglh

HA Bpe] ol 9137} oz 12
G ¥ ﬂwol A7)

@ o

bl
i

CASES®] &A= 51 ZEilF
Ax AA £ EEATE 3
T, A ddAe] EeAe
T FEOE Yehgth oo 747
AHdstA WEEY A @Ak AfRRle]

E azow 7“9]?‘5:}—@ & At =3 A
A B YA EE 91, AA A FAe
e AFEs 982 Uey £ dol=9

0 fl
HU i
off X

b -

J\(
L.\l

@2t g QA AdES & 5 Utk

ZA| Chronbach’s a=91%2 YE}
%) 30‘7‘3 Z 2919 Chronbach’s a=
74, ?_]X];ﬁu B Q9219 Chronbach’s a=.75,
AA4A FA-AA 2919 Chronbach’s a=.70, 74
Z 2219 Chronbach’'s a=.74, ’\]i‘“ﬂ_
42 8219] Chronbachs a=.67, A1AZ H7
Z 2%19] Chronbach's a=.732 UERSt} whe}
A cases®] QllTEe WiE d¥Aol =&
FEYol AU

Bl
2 Aol
o

o1 A

39l 7 A

CASES®] F4& 6719 sl edlsdt =2
o A ABBA(r=777-834, p<0)E HiL
AT 21xA :7—;8124 Solx o];qx% BAA
820 T AFo] =759, p<ODHE Tha E=A
Uebtou vl skejasl b e 3t
F7o AA ABBA(r=523-690, p<O)E &
A 2o 74 9 WEE S Byt

rN

¢

HAEG =

CASES®} RPQS] &9 8Qld
HESE W QIAH_FAA S AT 5
Qo3 FEA TAA Qole Hxz
(r=-.095~-.284, p<.01)7} YEFHTE AQS
2 FAXIE CASES?] 689 BTl BA A
HAAAE RASH(r=-110~-341, p<.01). SD4
o] AHEH CASESS] 6881 BT FF g
AL BEATHr=-.117~-367, p<.01). SD42] A}
ojFIAlef= AAF_FAA alS A7 5
893 BA FBIA (r=-129~-293, p<.01)7}
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= A =R =
) 1. person density=FPAES] THEFE, 2. item number=7F £39] EFHO)E X, 3. logit=HFA} &
= o T2 $2olg] =
YeEd Bl g FYsi WAzl A=

l

N
N
ol
2

kv

Elyton DD129] ALo] ZI Al 9H= CASESS] -390, p<.01). SD42] wl7|ohdlE] &= 7
6821 BT RF FHBAE BAte=-224~  FAHA 82A¢=-119, p<ol), T8H HHH
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8Rr=-097, p<.0DS ALdstaes FYHsE  AolA gsAl 7153t ALE Yl
HBAZE deRA] gtk vHAE pp129] v HHA 11 F3e] A9 ¢ EoE YERY o
7)ol EI= CASESY] 683 ZFe 73 AollA FElstAl 71Eske A= Uehy
A HBA(r=-.095~-226, p<.0nE HIATH oj9le] & A% BeELE e 40
w2} st SH9 zlolE Holg &%
g [ |sEE Re 2 glE Tt & 79 CASESS
Hoj AR g B4 E AA
Ao wE HEr|5ESS AST A3 Ao
23¥) 19, THESS c+5FeE e} ¢
H 7. DIF 24
723} B Size _
21l . YA DF 9 DIF  DIF &9 MH-y’ PRCE
HE CUMLOR
1 1.00 1.45 _45 87 -22 A-
9 22 53 -31 3.02 -38 A-
A=A A
24 17 26 16 .10 23 12 A+
23 -59 -1.13 54 7.15 .66 c+
28 -23 -51 28 2.57 41 A+
6 1.20 1.85 -64 5.02 -46 B-
12 22 71 -50 4.60 -49 B-
AAH
B 18 26 40 14 .05 -.05 A-
21 -23 -37 14 1.30 25 A+
26 .10 .08 .02 21 11 A+
5 -52 -35 17 1.71 28 A-
8 23 48 -25 2.39 -35 A-
Ed g
=4 13 20 65 45 6.34 -55 B-
22 -.69 -81 12 .10 -.08 A-
25 -.69 -93 24 41 -15 A-
2 -46 -.05 -40 2.55 -33 A-
10 -97 -1.62 65 5.46 55 B+
Ed g
ng 16 -.06 -.06 .00 03 -.04 A-
19 -58 -1.40 82 11.87 81 c+
27 -1.02 -1.70 .68 2.87 46 B+
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SNG MBS 320 FN A U B 6 ORI, 2N, MNN 32T 3N, SEN 32

(=

# 7. DIF 4 A%
73} } Size _
f9l _ Y2} DIF &2} DIF DIF z}o] MH- )’ A5
Wa CUMLOR
3 30 62 -32 55 -15 A-
11 57 1.58 -1.01 13.47 -81 C
AAA
247 15 28 35 -.08 14 -.08 A-
20 -47 -33 -14 3.56 -47 B-
30 -89 -1.13 24 21 -11 A-
4 L15 1.00 14 2.65 30 A+
7 1.00 35 65 12.99 76 Cc+
A
B 14 48 21 27 82 21 A+
24 .00 -49 49 4.78 50 B+
29 -.02 -26 24 .66 17 A+

= 9 3tk o1F crA ¥4 A 6820 149
ol A= T3 dallel dAFH T

2ATE o4 8 AT 7 e =7 4 8, 9AH A 2, 384 A
%l CASES(Raine et al, 2018)5 =Wl ¥¥klE 892l 744 A3 B
oz eEsetdt. w9e] 34 =75 <l AAF_RAA el 47 sEIH
grmrol 2 wijkshs oA CASES WAL HIATH CASESS] 308F BT 4001
o) Mg s Faf AAATE 2o £F Relge B g 232 gl
stazk sk a4k 890l tidk ol AYs: IR FEskth
o wrsksin ok A=

b fo

[0

£ 3 4 =% Rasch &4 A3}, 33 ZAE A= H=+
(AFA o7} File Ae BE Uk Zo] 7 /TR GARARe] Aeet 37 g
ol drinel A, =l diskde ez AE HAxrl A Zow ddsifin ol
AHEFES I A 239 ok o casEyt A¥ HAEE wskEo] Mo 13
e FopAd ABH o= olgelr] P wiskE A A& PN FYE H4S T
JAe &t o2 Aol Fhhksdl & A o HAx I Hee FH vt 7hsd
e Ae B Uk 830 E WA & oudth 2dEdE A 308d BF
o T cases w3l el SHEYEE A FE& JFed FESE UsY B3] Hist
AAG A3 7RI ofs) ARTE Adde A o FAstA sk w4l 681l Jid
Foz FE3 AN F e FEYE AA & G SAI= AR AdsGin =
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P x £ dolk EExE 9l 23 & d
7o VA sHrES w2 Aol Sale
U =% dolEs w2 754 W2 FE
AF HASAT ol2A FF g7 5o
Oa At AL s eE0] W Aol
E FES 2 AEE 28T F s o=
7. ZelAeet 2R A &
G JA SGAAN BF Al o
Z Uy & 3ES 38 4, 54 Hd
of =HA Fi I RN A=
& ek A3E A e 2o 7Y

Aok

DIF &4 A3, 23¥¢Ue 71589 2F
HH 780l F2AE Qty), 19¥¢oJH A}
o T AHtA FVIE AFe EF
Ba FAL 2 2k, 7HeTE Alge] o

eSS B U Fol 23T £33
C+5swl® Yehd FaddAl fElskAl 7
s Ao ® UEyth ol 3 o
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ol g5 ey "ok A¢ ceuleE U
iy A A FElsHl 7sde AR Y
Byttt o= oAo] dAET Hddidow Y
2 Z} A (arousal)ol] B WZFetthE AHollA AH
S A Wrase et al.(2003)2 oAdo] AHA
A ATl =Ed ) Adest vR A= w
& T AEANAEAY Aol FAERY o A
Yepdthy 2usigon, 119 B8 9A Ul
A A& SAHsHE TFel7ldl o9 22 A
7} YRS 7HsA o] ok

O % CASES®} B} HEo| MMEEHYEE

S

AuEekE o, RPQO FEF FAPH SD4
9] ApelFZIAI= AAH FAHA s A
g+ CASESY] 5@l froju3t 73 AJaA
£ EAth E=3 sD49] AHE, DD129] Ale]
FIAE CASESS] 6291 RFeb fojmdk B
A FBBATE GERT o= AAH FH

ol 44 o WA dAHA Foem A
ojZijA e} T TH Ao ol AT
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e 2FE ~F Ak, ~E olEdlE F 3
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(E oo L
)
©
f
o
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P,ﬂ
Kl
Ir
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Hoz dshs
JE2 7 itk £ A7 2EE o
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Validation of the Six-Dimensional Structure of Empathy in Korea:

Cognitive, Affective, Somatic, Positive, and Negative Empathy

Seonyoung Park Changhyeong Nam Jonghan Sea

Yeungnam University

This study aimed to validate the Cognitive, Affective, and Somatic Empathy Scales (CASES) intp the
Korean context. Through close collaboration with the original author, the instrument was carefully
translated and culturally adapted. A total of 510 Korean adults participated in the study. Confirmatory
factor analysis, Rasch rating scale modeling, differential item functioning (DIF), and correlational analyses
were conducted. Results revealed a six-factor structure comprising Cognitive - Positive, Cognitive -
Negative, Affective - Positive, Affective - Negative, Somatic - Positive, and Somatic - Negative empathy,
with five items allocated to each factor. The Rasch rating scale analysis supported the approptiateness of
the 3-point Likert scale. Item fit statistics indicated that all items met the criteria, and both item
separation indices and split-half reliability demonstrated adequate discrimination and reliability. Although
the person - item distribution suggested participants’ ability levels were somewhat higher, item difficulty
levels were found to be appropriately matched. DIF analysis identified four items that functioned
differently by gender, indicating the need for caution in interpretation. Correlational results showed that
Sadism (SD4) and Psychopathy (DD12) were significantly and negatively associated with all six factors. In
contrast, Machiavellianism (SD4 and DDI12) demonstrated inconsistent correlations. This study extends
empathy measurement beyond specific occupational or age groups by validating CASES for the general
population in Korea and introduces the important distinction between positive and negative empathy

within the domestic context.

Key words : CASES, cognitive empathy, affective empathy, somatic empathy, positive empathy, negative empathy
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