ORI 2025, Vol. 33, No. 10, 1783-1793
Advances in Psychological Science

https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2025.1783
https://cstr.cn/32111.14.2025.1783

* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) *

KIBSEBE R HFEEN: T, RASHE

R

%{‘S—\Eiﬁ 1#

% L

(R RAE DI AR B, RO B S LT I S0 E, [ 200062)
C PO SN B T UL RS 1T b SR B s, SRR, AL 230601)

=

M % K& & 4 A (Large Language Models, LLMs)E B RiE T A At A5 @RS F, L4

IR R EABRE P IRSGF ARG AR A LB )2 X E, LLMs #9 R E BRI A ke
B, mAE RN, TR0 EEERA . 2RO B fEE ST R4E LLMs SHHEAE R ) 7 ik a4
AL BTG EFBATFME, ZATEERARS, ERABTALF . LLMs B EME A 5 A %
EHRR AL, EEEAESES T BAIE E, 1245 @l AR AR, AT #—F 42 LLMs 09 4542
PR, TARMIIER R, BAERE AR, BAF T 3] FRAMAT F ik md gk, Far, $EA 40

WA P HEAL LS BEREEFIARXIE,

KPR KEFHA, RN, EHIE, R

SES  B842;R395
1 5|8

IR, KiEF A (Large Language Models,
LLMs) A& e, JEBLH 5 AZEAH 24 1% fE(Wang,
Ma, et al., 2024), F A, Rifi S8 C )z B
TR T A AHRAR S5, BN R EUAR A . SCRMESE |
12 54k F1 45 (Laskar et al., 2023; Zhuang et al.,
2023), H A @9 e 0 1L L RE S B Sk
IR PEAT 5285 (Dillion et al., 2023), 4 T i LLMs &
SR FH R A b S 28T SR, 6 T AR
2RI 1E (Empathy) B AH A58 B AR oM #4050l
R BV | DI P RS U, LLMs
B H I AR UL BE 7 0 0 1 L

Bk, iE 24 0N IS 4, SR
T EOIRAS, IE A8 I R P SN Y BERE T . FEA
HL3E H.(Liu-Thompkins et al., 2022; Svikhnushina
& Pu, 2022), G FEAR X 7 PFd b T AL A AR

ek B : 2025-03-09

* AR PR AL AR T T s AR S
B2 T AL 4 H KT H (SYS2024XXX) ¥ Bl o

# R AN R A S S 2 — R

WAEME#: KW, E-mail: yzhang@psy.ecnu.edu.cn
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R RSB YRR EZ, EA W
R 5T 2 B 5 38 B A 5 A 0 L7 A B AL 1, mr
e PR A B R T, 50 BB IR R )R G
Ji AR R A A 5 7 A T I A A 4 R 11 BE
71, PR AT REXT R AN ] B X 5 3l (Ma et al., 2024).
AR LLMs 5 B 4000 o5 14 255 348 F 58 2R B,
LLMs AyFLIEEIHE 1 32 B R B AL A3,
T AR R AL 3 DR Ay LAy 4 [l g A4
TP h il S M g %, miEE N TE
B B SRR RS s S Hl, 5 AZEIEF AR |
55 B NS RS A8 Zh UL L, FERLE B AT X
Mo MARA &, LLMs JoiE B IEARI A5 4
SR, E U 45 01 A i A% 1 [l R A 55
LLMs FEREE5 858 T 2L 28T A (Sorin et al.,
2024), RAE I, LLMs B4 347 A, 15
T AL LA B v R A Y O R, LA SE
S5 AR 5T, M T, S
R fE BAR AL, JLIE T LLMs 15 E kAR
Pk, HIHAE R —Fh R 5 HZ R R, AN E
RAGERE T, BTIRAM IO
et 475 5 (Huang et al., 2025),
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LLMs 5 #E48LRE 1 B8 55 %5 3458 A L3S
AR, A GEEMHESELAEER
o BN, 7EESTEFRESUN, LLMs fE AN E A
LA TN, WO R AE R T HL B TR AR g, Y
R B EE (Luo et al., 2024); 760 B )45 4K,
LLMs AJAE R OB B S e T B, SR AL RIS i) 1%
BRI, BB PN S F L A
FESEIE, LLMs n] LU R iR 3 A o A 4, 1
LB R A9 35 M E S5 S 680, GHEAH P
AT A B FELE P (Ren et al., 2024)

2 LLMsHiEEIEE I BTITEMA

21 ATIiFfH

NTIHEA PR . 5 —FR & A
HebrvE R A AR A4 LLMs B3E 5 R AR F7 ik
1T Likert MRSy, Hlan, <RI ALEZEEE T
e R TR, X% [ 28 ) e K 3547 3 43
(Welivita & Pu, 2024). Likert ¥-475 Bl %0 1
(GEEBA HE M) ~ 5 RE I M) (Fin Ayers
et al., 2023; Lee, Suh, et al., 2024)8% 1 (SE&EH
iEPE) ~ 3 (IREILAEME) (i Welivita & Pu,
2024), VEAGSERE @ & AT AR DIFER B, R
PEAG S A2 75 WE B TR0 P A R, an <k 4
RARARA7>, #5275 B8 B0 1 X 516 455 1% 4 19 1
TRERRE o 2) IR g, B RPEAR AE Bl Y SCA I 5 RE
PR 2 P, Bl e, SRR At
3)IE BT M, BIRS AR R f [n] B S A A )
LR, R AR FHOCE AN IE Y 2 . IR
AR, BENPPAL B A SO i b . RS
M DL R R ER A NS . A, AL
PR OIS BT RS S T AL, X
PR PR AT T K PEAR (4N Ayers et al., 2023),

55 AN i NS ITAL 2 FI WA R — 1 5 T
W% T (Hoh — 2 A S 45 H, — 4% LLMs
A O R B L, i, 7EERE LLMs A
N A 0] 5 A LA PR, TETEAS & 3 2R
] A0 R X5F N7 ) T A 128, 3 U ] 3 T L L
(Luo et al., 2024), %R ZHEAR LH—
i Likert FWIF437%, AIHESEH T Likert TF4 7%
AT RIS AS [ 455 788 ) e 7K S 47 4 B0 A 1T
(B4R 1~5 43), HZ, ACHE A2 [ 20 s A [m] 247 3k
TR ek, AR (R BRO 2, H78 T 2R
] LA AR R sk LIS A

22 BT

H B A PEA Ty 2 R IR O AL 7 )
HOR, X LLMs BYILIEBRE Ty dE AT Hadt . % 0
HI AL AT o A, FESEAT R AR AVE PR A I, AT
K B2 K38 5 B4R (1 BERT' . RoBERTa?)X
SCANGE 2 AT A2, JF B A W — Bk
AT ML (Cosine Similarity®)s 35 H P i A5
A I SCAS AR5 I8 ) 1 2 1) A9 AHABLBE (11 U Reimers
& Gurevych, 2019), H shib iFAh 5 ik (a1 &2
AT AUE ) LLMs 25 B0 AE 1 5 PRAh
ST R H T AR T B, RS TR
OB 1 2347, REAS S BRI N A BT 22 4 bR
RACACRERY, DT i T A 5 o 370 v ) R B
23 EZEFITEME

AT 55 B Sl P A8 2o LAY SR TR SE 17 R
I AN A 55 R VP A AL S B RE o i dn, X
6 9 A9 EGR B4T 45 (Emotion Recognition in
Conversations, ERC), il id & LLMs X} F X35 H
TR EIMERTE, P IERBIRE T)(Zhao et al,
2023), FEUCIERE 1, X 04 1% IR B R IMT 55
(Recognizing Emotion Cause in Conversations,
RECCON, Poria et al., 2021)i#— 54 8 7% 2R
BIRITREE, AT 55 DX IE I R ok R, AL dE
BAFATSS . AR ES EHE X (Causal Span Extraction,
CSE, AT 55 B 7R PFR & Ak v 3 o iy AR
BERE, BRI IR R AR SR A5 /8% 28 % (Causal Emotion
Entailment, CEE, ZiT45 % & — M ikid & gk
PETRE, H bR BT 35 P s iR 467 5 1 1
BT YRR B9 AR P 4%) . RECCON {55
BORBAL AT IE PR R, AR R &

" BERT £ Google AL 7£ 2018 4F 4211} ff§—Fhi 3% T* Transformer
ZUA Y HARTE S AL BE(NLPYRERL . B —Fh TR0 251 5 1,
A L3 5 T B A S AE RO SCAR B EiEA Tl 2%, ARG TE
FEEAESS (NS | 5 TS LT

* RoBERTa Ji: H Facebook Al 7£ 2019 4E42 Hi Fy—FhJLF BERT
RIRIAY FARTE AL (NLP)EAL, & RAI T 45 BERT HIBIH
Transformer 844, EAEYIZRd Bkt T AL, AT HZL
MU ZREE | R A IZRTR], JFH 2B T BERT i —2R
il (U Next Sentence Prediction 1£:55), MIHEF: T A BE
> ABZAHALE (Cosine Similarity) & —F# F T A R85 b B
(NLP)FUE B A 2R AR 73, FeAl A 1) R AE 2 4
23 ] 5 T AR o ZE RS AR PP v, A28 fBL 3 4
G P i A SCAS 5 2 BSOS T A% I k2 ) o f) A B R
BE, RMCEATHES SRR L R
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x1 THEXKEEEHLFEURENN M ELR
T ey It i bt 13
ViE-N
AT MKEE NS (BRTE 1. Likert EMITA: AKX 1. BRI A M 1. MR, 2004 1 /AN s
WAS B P ERA) BB [l B He f RV o (I iR, Bt ECE L E SR, W,
XF LLMs RY3EHE  1~5 4, PEAGE BB . 1 PROM(W0 Likert f£38). 2. RIS, MAR. 2. WEL LM
PEEIRLHEAT EWL BN IEEEE N L T 20 REIPMTR ML 3. RO R EA M5 (o A
LRI . FARBESRLEL AW FA (BRI AE BR, HEDAURR I e BRI,
2. WECTRAR : NI A ), R 3. AR AL 5 A
MmN 5 LLM BIRFER % 3. 4ERE 04, T4 26 L7 [l W Y 20
BRI i S,
A3l FURF LG 1 GRS MBONGARED 1 s, PR, WSS 1 WREZ WS IR An 1 SRR A A
FEPF 2 HARXS LLMs - BEFIERGS, LWRIHPRA KRR 4347 . IR 5 eI
fh SEWREAHITE SENCCRITR S, 2 BOER, MAA o kil gkmn 2 POl RIF &
WA, 2. RIS P 0 L 2 % 0 I VA
A RSO AT R 3. TR B 5 e g 3 TR sk
23 ) A ARBLEE B, BT Fr kg I T HAPHTARSCIFIY
f£%5 @ik LLMs 58 1 AHEREBIME S PR 1. AR5 W, TPAN4E 1 (RS IRIFE e, T oL N A BT AL
KRR R XTEER R, SRk, KR T 5 HRGEW .
WAL 55, PPAR IR 2. BRI RN A E 20 RRR A TSR 2. T RETCIA AT R 2. @ BITAL AL
PUIHEEERE . P ROR IR RIR KGR, R, TR R, IR . XF 52 A i g &
3LHRZSIIAT & . bkt 3 EA WA R 3. WA B 2 AR 5 E A
W LR, R A AT R B SCRRARL 3. HARWI
oy 4T R TR AR T 5 A,
4. PR AU i WM TAEALER.

FAPAE LLMs A5 R

TR T ERERE AR . SRS A 1 R A
B Fam T AP EEROL, IR BT 3
T AR A T f B AP BB (Zhao et al., 2023),

B T ALE 2% 2 Sk R AR 55, o0 PR
B AR ZAT 55 o] I F il & LLMs (9 3511 ae
41, Hagendorff 25 A (2023)45 4, ¥ LLMs #LAE.C>
RSB T 2 5 3G BT O 3 9 iR D
K LLMs & 2= MiHrai pA7 s, RITHE 214558
HSRIE T A B D R e R R R . i, 3
55 MER P A T 5 O R R L SRR e =, TR
itk LLMs 58 AR 55 ok PP AL 1 B 58
J1o Ickes 55 A (1990) LIRIAT A I A R T H
R FE LS, IR E B SR BLAT
FEHEWT L p — 5 B 1E BRI AR i, i 0 R IR I i
i, B G A U At R JRRRT ALY BT o T
JE o X =N HF LLMs B, A LA E kA
TS BT X5 AR A, HEDN 32 A (A B R
A, 5 SLPREOLHEAT X EG, DT A AR A Y A
HIFLERURE S . LAk, A PR AR R
I ¥8 %f 18 3% (International Reactivity Index, IRI),
LA I 8 2 (Basic Empathy Scale, BES)%5 0> Hll

i R i LLMs P A AEE T (Pan et al., 2024),

ZE TR, X LLMs M BUEE 1 0974l 4
A ESE S UK, PR 7 R AL RS T T
i, XALFE B AT 55 & AR AR AL . A
TATAh e 5 EER E R W52, @ A TRt
PRfb i3, A s A PEAR BB 4% P A 17 2 1k 2
AT 55 3R Sl PEAS ) 75 SEBRAT 556 S Hr I & LLMs /9
fERe Ty, FHEN . AR TEAL T kA
AR, (A% 2 8] AT REAF AR JE R EL AN Z Ab (W
T, KA LIE E KRG — MR LT S AE R,
TN R G LLMs P35 RataE 7. 4
1, Huang %5 A (2025)240 42 H T G5 — 19175 B Ag
W3 HESE EmotionBench®, {H7E LLMs FR5 L)
WL, R GE—HESRAN TR R R Ak, AR

* EmotionBench J& — > F T 21 il 11 35 o 0 328 452 289 (e ) 2
LLMs)HEHA% 55 4 R RE 77 FURER S B 4E . & B TE RS
WA AN | BB E AR B SE I 2 263, 1
S L RS BERYE | IEBE N ES4E . EmotionBench
FIREVS M A5, QIO L A . X v i et [
N5, FAT RN R b A AR AR A (10155 S E
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{0 B 2 A i A f 2 A A I 9 5UX LLMSs
4 17 B DLRE I E AT DTS A 1R B4 R R 5 1]
foltn, (A0 B 2 R RE S — 20 $R TP Al A o
Bl PP B 3 (A o 5 ) U
BERE LLMs S 2% M7 8 04 S A

3 LLMsHBERBIEENEZRIK

AR, Bk Z MIF5E HE LLMs A2 ak
HAF M E M RE I L T A5 AN 284 S 1
o BN, Ayers 28 A (2023)WF 5548 e, BT EL
EFFAEMNEASGHBEE, Nl h
GPT-3 7 =7 U AL il ity [0l & e 55 Luo %6
ANQ024)F5 H i LLMs 246 SRR RALEE AN E
Gl R o o R oS BT Ryl 1 i<y AN = o
Welivita #1 Pu (2024)3LF EmpatheticDialogues
(EDYSddE, MR —15858 & LLMs Ay 34
53 5 I A5 40 4 b [l &2 i SR AF KO, R R
53E N LLMs (#8152 55 i B4 316 1% Lee, Suh
SEN(Q2024)iE £ A LLMs BFxHiR & WA 16 48 5
BN F ISR . BIL. RH KRR LA
AR R B B A A E M A, B
LLMs A= iU 1] B2 AE S8 PR o3 B2 m T A6
EEWEE,

AN, BT AR, XL AR S AT
T RERT U R L R DT, R
hURE EL R0 4 XUA% > (Lee, Suh, et al., 2024)
Loh 1 Raamkumar (2023)7E.0>FR2f 4083 17—
WSZas, BETAG LLMs 7EARE4BL0 P B 5 1A XoF
T B A AR LA R RE ), AT R BRAER
ZHCE DL, LLMSs (14 [0 2 A4 T A G 58 AL
Tt XSRS T LLMs £ 75 24015 g
N R BA S TS . g AR
FerE e

WA LI T LLMs 176 FB ) — L7
£4% LRI E . B0, Zhao 55 A (2023)
4 LLMs (1915 B i B8 71 X 43y B BE 1 (BL 451
TR | A8 4 R RIS DL R AT 843 2 A slise
(45 L% M B v AL 3R, I RE S — R
B R i SE AT 45 R AL ChatGPT 7818 B 1 i
MA ST IR . 45 B, ChatGPT 7EiH
NG I MR R, Biln, B4 Fg
FHHOE T, YR E R SRR AT, BRI
Bl 281928 b, T ChatGPT PR LA ik

P, XFPARAERA — T BEIFAEE T ChatGPT ¥
e 71, RS REAEE R B30 .

e s N J7 T, ChatGPT 2874 S vk FH P
T2, RIG Y RAER, XA REs ik P
JERE R AT, — FUBf A P i I ) I 5%, ChatGPT
Stad T b g HRE I A ORI X S, T 22
W T A 4 AR OGR . e Ak, Pan 4R A
(2024) i .0 1 2% 15 3R (FEAS LA 18 3 AN B s i
FEEF R LA T 1200 44 H GPT-4 fRHUE S
5#5 1200 A A S 5EERE LGS, 4
KM, GPT-4 #iZ 5HEAEWA 1L F YK
G FAR T A, B DUE —Se BT i e
BetEAfi LLMs (3 EACHIRE i & B e 1R B
— 2B 7K B R BN RN RE T, {HE R bR L
I7) 5 9 TPAN 25 5 &k BR, LLMs B A1 % AR A B ALY
K o

25 TR, LLMs FEFREE W 58 T A B 1 1l
EWMRE e &5 Ny, EEllAZ, FF
TG A Y S P RE S 4 T NI B R
TE LA ) — 26T 55 L Kb o AL 15 = R
IR 25 R FAKIRAFAE 1 TH2s [R), B 1Y BE
AR T8I, BEE LLMs PUgikE, H
HAORF 78 45 i A BESE 203K LLMs JLIE
B My R R A . BN, B ATy A B 5T
DeepSeek #5115 E 7 4TI

WHREAE, A5 LLMs HE L0 BT 5T
IEFEShHE N TG A T B . KIBILOk, 3t
1 BNy Nl R, e SGE R T A
SANZIEWE S, HAF R etk Z A SRS
Beisgm, SEOZARE M E LAFERMME . LLMs
FI P G B T 5 AL R TR, K
R AR HIELE IR . Bk, Ao
SRR E AT REJFAIE T LLMs, {HJj2, 4
LLMs A= i 1R AF A NS R sl di 4, T 40X
S T] LEE ) A R R 7R AT DAL R 3R 7 2 AA]
TCIX 5 AZEHT LLMs A= i 8157, 5 28 A AT 5 i

’ DeepSeek HIRISE: 1 P E A TR iGN 7] DeepSeek (WiIH TR
SRBEN T REIERME AR A AT & 1 — RFNIFFFR KA
WEIR, BIELMIREAS . SRR R At s MERE AT ff
WFSR, TS . R AT, XL
FILAFFIRI 20 & A0 GE R R A MIT VFRHIE), [z B TR
FF &R, BEER T4 OpenAl. GPT-4 % PAIFAA T
7B =5 52 LY VA
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I LLMs 2B Wi W&, 3X AT RESR I LLMs A0l dL
THEAR G E 2% (Huang et al., 2025),

4 LLMsHiEEREE BB FA RIS

LLMs X F AZS I AL 1 HE W 6t ik
A R PR T2 0], i — 20 SR SR R S5 9 S e,
KIS NFE XTS5 LLMs 1075 22 3E 17 04 1
[ LY Ay AN T = DB = DA R S i e
41 HiREERE

A, B T A AR B I A X 8 4R
PLSEET KR F A OE . B TSRO & IS
JEXT B 42 /2 Rashkin %5 A (2018) 42 H i 2 F
15 BB SRR 4 EmpatheticDialogues®(ED),
IZBHRAE AL 25000 Fe AR B N T ik — R
LLMs myLiEslge 1, 525 & 5T ED £l
SEHATEAR IR, IR RS B & H T LLMs i
P, 4R v A R XA B BE 1. BN, Cao
2 \(2025)fili FH KA TR ED SR 45 & 5 B
SR BCHEA T, JF o8 MU R BRI, M T
TOOL-ED #¥lE4E; KIFHIZEHEHERXT LLMs i#
ATOR, AT DARE A B X I RE T o

SN €115 S =S €TI0 SN D)  PORTE 43 //8
W BRI IE XA AR A2, MIMi$& = LLMs 11
FERIEE S, #I4N, Synth-Empathy J&—Fi3E T
LLMs MR A S ik, AT AsESE
i 1 3L X ESUE (Liang et al., 2024), BEiEid
PEACEE A= UM R, k. AR 1l ) A R
LGB AR, Rl E O B e S 2 AR R BRI,
A B B SR I S R AR B O, s AR R
BTG R A N M L R G R R T T ik
FN@EhrifE. Chen 55 A (2023)F % T — AN & i ik
200 JTAFEA ) 240 TS IR SR AR, U1 ZRAsE
FETH AN [ SR B RE A i 4R IR] . 2R AT,
BT | ARAESE Z P RS R R Ik SRR,
o ol R O 4 3 0 P 0 DT 3R 3 1) 22 50 X0 AT 1
I, LLMs Ry fg BE4El e 0 mT L o 2515
42 REIBRMEERMMLL

T8 o R R A R A A A L RS B

¢ EmpatheticDialogues f&—™ 7524 25, 000 Bothii (9 J5 4L
A, L TR ERY, W 32 PN, T T
AT LLMs (Y315 RE 7 o HO S SR SC R AT | AR
AL BRAEER I, (BF 0 5 SRR

7, ATLUERTE LLMs 7842 s 0% 4E 4% 1
FM . Cai 55 N(2024) I HUFIHAL Pecer’, fif
% 2y 25l $2E 13 58 X 35 v i A R B AR {E
iR 2N N EY SN N B )l v R 9 A SN ]
BN A LR ROR o Liu 5 A (2024) 25 A i 4k
5B A A JE% 3R] Y AR B (National Research Council
Emotion Lexicon, NRC®) b\ J7 51 %4 Hh 48 W1 ki),
Y 3 55 AR ARS, DA T B e A7 SR A B, X
R AT .

B 70 LLMs M2 484, g LLMs /Y
il THEZ AL RE £ 25 LLMss AR RE 1 o LLMs
A A [0 52 0 1 43t (B = TR PR %
5 2 FIUN RV 8 2 8] 40 Gl 22 0 RO BE 7, T/ 2 3
%457 (small-scale empathetic models, SEMs”)Ml|
H5ZMK . RAEHLIEHES (Hybrid Empathetic
Framework, HEF, Yang et al., 2024)¥ SEMs i &
RIGEAEAE, TR LLMs 205 017 B A LA
PR, ZBfF T LLMs 7547 BE 1% 45 46 I J i 9 IR
A, JF4EE T LLMs RANME L EE R . ik
Eﬁﬁﬁ%‘%(Empathizing Before Generation, EBG)*E
Z8(Zhu et al., 2024)RE 5 i LLMs 764 i 8] 52 22 Hif
A3 H7 B 4E4% (chain of thought, COT'%), #2757 #Elr

7 Pecer 42Fi >} Prompt-enhanced Empathetic Conversation and
Evaluation Model (7R85 (1) 386 S IPAG R, %
BRI 4555 718 TR (prompt engineering) fl5#{k2% 2] (RL)
HOAR, A i i G, [FIrREAE DA AL AT s
PRI Pecer FRBIE FHT2E AT A NS BV R A X176,
P BT E OB I I

8 NRC Emotion Lexicon (National Research Council Emotion
Lexicon, fAjf% NRC f&/E&in )2 HmE KERXMRE RS
(National Research Council Canada)JT % iY—Flvi B 7R IR,
JZ T ASKE B NLP) FHE B RSk, ER— s
KA Y B HAR bR i i i g, P T RRU SO o 15 SR
(sl 505, B4 NRC 5] il s i) I 5 4 e 1
TR NI SRR B OCI, B B 5 R K 4 B SCAR 1
SR |5 IR T A BRI R AT

O GG TR TR R A T 45 1/ N 2 R 455

HHEET LLMs, SEMs ZHORBUIN, (HAE AL A A AR
A T s RS R HE ) 5 T R AR A . SEMs 5@ i 4
TE NG BEESE (W EmotionBench) I 25, & i THEHEXT & Hh Ag G
TR

0 BRI, 515 LLMs 752 R 2 H TS AR, 4
A IR A AR . COT @i i X F ki F e AR (n
75 ERAET Y P ) ER), 4R AR R TE RS IR AT | B AR )
MR R I HERI I . 7E EBG Hh, COT F T4 B i 45 st BB A

.
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155 26 PR R )RR A 46 05 25 A HE T A o
43 BiLE3

a5l AN LLMs XA Al [0l & /4 1 453,
T A TR A 1 B TR T SR B R, 1%
J7 3 3 2 AL 5 | S AR A R A AR
B [l B30, Wang, Xu 55 A (2024)5| AT —1%
i Muffin (9 RAFHESE, 3843 2 77 10 1) AR Bk 7
A A T A A O . BRI, IZHE A i )
EL“B R (helpful) FM1“JEAL” (unhelpful) Bl &2 R AL
Az AR, FL T RE X 43 Tk [0, IR AR
fEB MR AR . Rid, 51 AN B0 PEAh
TR A T, BN, 7€ Sabour 5 A(2022)1
5T, U5 3 AT 100 HANFE RS A K
B SRR N ZE, DA LA RS A, X
BTN I AR ME LRI 45 5 1R 8 T DA B A o 5
B 1) f50 i) 45 2% . Sharma 45 A (202318 FH B #L
Xof RS0 X6 bb N 2SR 26+ N A e T A [ 52
g SR o HZ ST o I f A B PE AR A
JE 5 =LA T RS NS T R B A SR,
B I AN B RZ B I, MBS A
FE Y Bl A R 55 | AR R A R S A S
A R AP [
4.4 S|&iENEIT

iR AR ETXFEA, AR5 S
LLMs 2E A A 45 8 15 B K 19 101 )i . Welivita Fl
Pu (2024) % BL#E 5| F:17 (prompt) LA X T 4%
FITEAN E OB A BT LLMs A2 s 3L v iy a1 42
Lee, Lee 55 A (2024)F4 5 1A).0o B 27 ) {455 704 it
A Prompt H, 2 3 {% 4% (Chain-of-Empathy
Prompting, CoE'"), Mififk LLMs 4%k fml
5o B, AN R IR AL S R N
S SR LLMs 4387 H P 3858 By 15 IR S H R ik
HETREAETE RN IR B, SRS PR B . 2t
PE7RJ5 1 LLMs 45 H 1 8057 3 HLAT S5 1

B2, LLMs MFLERIIGE )1 H 3552 B e 7,
AR i X 4 o (1 R B Ak ) BN 1 IR 53 4

"' CoE (Chain-of-Empathy Prompting, F:f§4E4R) &—Fh5]
5] T2 (prompt engineering) /7 i%, &4 1003 2= R IR
G AR, itk LLMs At . Bk, CoE
5% LLMs 7EABIE R, il — RN b Bk
UBYESE, COT), 74T F P AR IBRIRAS . VAR A A i 22 5O
BEFFR, MITAE B HLIAFE | B A AL B SRR Y
[F1 8 o

A% BRI TT 1) o W5 G o 2 4 BE SR 4 T
LLMs BYILREIRE Ty, GLIE K08 15 | B 20
oAk« i Al 2 >0 FORS Al AR (L3R 2) 3 SE5R
MR EIIGR T LLMs RS RLIRE 1y, (B0 E S
5, RS A SEBR N R ORI R 4
LA S 5 N2 S 1 14 47 [l
SIS G o g U o 3
EmpatheticDialogues $(#H4E, BRI T IFAh 2 HE
PERIL S M . AORBIETE AT 256 N TAFA AL
gt g S | R R D), £
FEAR I 52 BR B FH 5 (A 3 08 % P IR 55 ) Hh 58
IEALAC G B R I RE ) o AN, BUA $E TSR Mg
ZHT LLMs MBS R0R, M 5 A
MR HERAE )7 . B, LLMs FERlAE 7 1 4e 20k
BEXILAE AL BT E, AN A

5 LLMs BRI NS BR
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Empathy in large language models: Evaluation, enhancement, and challenges

ZHOU Qianyi', CAI Yaqi', ZHANG Ya'~
(' Shanghai Key Laboratory of Mental Health and Psychological Crisis Intervention, School of Psychology and
Cognitive Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)
(* Key Laboratory of Philosophy and Social Science of Anhui Province on Adolescent Mental Health and
Crisis Intelligence Intervention, Hefei Normal University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract: With advances in large language models (LLMs) in natural language generation and affective
computing, their ability to simulate empathy has attracted increasing attention in domains such as
psychological counseling, doctor-patient communication, and customer service. Empathy simulation in
LLMs primarily manifests as cognitive rather than emotional empathy, encompassing emotion recognition,
empathic response generation, and contextual adaptation. Current evaluation methods for empathic
simulation in LLMs include human evaluation, automated evaluation, and task-based evaluation, each with
its own advantages and limitations depending on the application context. Compared to human empathy,
LLMs perform well in empathy generation tasks but still face fundamental limitations in emotional
understanding. To further enhance the empathic capabilities of LLMs, techniques such as data augmentation,
model architecture optimization, reinforcement learning, and prompt engineering can be employed.
Meanwhile, ethical considerations and potential risks associated with the use of these models remain
important concerns.

Keywords: large language models, empathy simulation, empathy evaluation, ethical issues



