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            Abstract
          
        

        
          This study examines the relationship between empathy and English communicative performance among Korean adolescents by integrating survey-based and scenario-based measures. While previous research has relied primarily on self-report instruments, this study adopts a mixed approach to capture both perceived empathy and its expression in actual language use. Participants completed a modified Interpersonal Reactivity Index and responded to scenario-based tasks. Their responses were evaluated in terms of English proficiency, empathic quality, and communicative tone. Correlation analyses, t-tests, and ANOVAs were conducted to examine relationships among variables and group differences by gender and age. The results showed that empathy was positively associated with English performance, empathic expression, and tone. Significant relationships were also found between survey-based and scenario-based empathy measures, indicating that survey-based empathy is reflected in communicative performance. Gender differences showed that female students scored higher across empathy-related measures, while age patterns indicated that empathy-related measures appeared relatively stable from mid- to late adolescence in the present cross-sectional sample, whereas language proficiency increases at later stages. This study demonstrates the complementary value of combining survey-based and scenario-based approaches, offering a more comprehensive understanding of empathy in L2 communication and suggesting implications for future research and instruction.
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