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[ Abstract)

among Chinese nursing students. Methods: Data were collected from a sample of 422 students and thirty nine students of

Objective: This study is to explore the validity and reliability of the Interpersonal Reactivity Index(IRT)

the initial sample finished the re—test. Results: Factor analyses indicated that 25 items of the 28—IRI presented a four—
component structure in the nursing student sample. The construct reliability of the whole scale was 0.83, and that of the sub-
scales ranged from 0.62-0.82, and test—retest reliability of the subscales ranged from 0.59-0.70. Significant correlations
were found between the empathy quotient and three subscales of the IRI. Conclusion: The validity and the reliability of the

Interpersonal Reactivity Index basically meet the psychometric requirements. Further research needs to verify the stability

of the subscales.
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