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Review of the Concept and Measurement of Interpersonal Sensitivity
ZHANG Shan-ming, ZHONG Yi-ping, LUO Fu—sheng, CHEN Yun
Department of Psychology , Hunan Normal University ,Changsha 410081, China
[Abstract] Interpersonal sensitivity is an important concept in the studies of social psychology and social cognition.
Conceptual development and measurement development are inseparable. The process of development of its concept and
measurement was systematically reviewed in this artical. Then, the important areas of interpersonal sensitivity for future
research were proposed with the purpose of building the basis of research.
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