HERY: (GHIZE

135 20174 11-21 11
FE
IO BRI A Al
Fv b7a—7 38 RIT95E
—HUORFEASALZRE L OB EIZB W T—
NGNS R DT~ B

(2 #]

AWFZED H AL, FEERHUS S 2 FAEHEAY Y b 70— 7 FECRE S D ERNA
TADERIZRIZTHELRET 5L Tholze RFEAEMOBETRIZ, HEAZEHH D
DIERIZOWTHRAL HUMFERDEMMELE/BL, AT 1 TREOEREE =2 - T
REOFEHEZHME L2 Py 70— TERZIT o7, D%, FEERHIZEIR L 72 RIFHIHIC
OWTC, TNTNOEEPEDIEEART T 1 7T % L) hOFFEE KD =0 HHBGHT ORS
R, BEFET =8 LEBNA T ARROMICABELZHBIER SN o7 Ll HER
L ) ORI = 2 — P FTVERIBITHT 24T T 4 7TRFH L, T 7SRRI
EREISHTHATT 4 7T %0aHili & B LTz, RIGFET — 5 OfERIZ, RWFZETHW
EEHHOZLEEEST LD THL EEZER LN, SRITFERTHRE 2HBRILL,

F—T— K /AR, EEANAT A,

EAGEHEG AN EEFRE 70 77 A2 BEL T ZEDPRETH L,

Ky b 70— 7 REEE, 9o

iFE)

HRAZHEE, MEPSER SN0 Lt
7o WA ISRV 3 B B L B - R AR
MR e 75 A%HETHh S (American
Psychiatric Association: APA, 2013), Z®E
72 BIERIZ ST 4 — < ¥ A SR NS H
BT BMEOERTHY), £ DEHEITIAS
DORNGIERDEH D 5 2 H T 4 7 %5 -l % )
HIERBLENTHRSE, 2D, tHamy%
BrE A S B 2, GG - AL 2RV
BOMZZIENTEY, LIFLITHEM - BkeE
BICEE SR ELTI SR I3, £/, wb
W B BEE L ANV DRESEAREHE &\ ) B & 21T
TW2RWAIZBWT Y, HASAZREIRITIL <
B2, TOFERCIERGEROBRIE, 7
7)) ZANKEOREIZ LB T I e
HE XL Cwb (Crisan, Vulturar, Miclea, &
Miu, 2016) .

FEREANEIEIR DS A & MERFICIE, R
INA T ADORGEiHS L Cw3  (Williams,
Watts, MacLeod, & Mathews, 1998; 1997), 1%
HILH N A 7 AL, BHIZE > TEBE %5
WA BRI 2o 2 L RfR L, HE
INAT A, GERENA T A, BRSNS T AD 3D
RSN Do EENA T AL, BRIEICBITS
NRY - AR 70 2 BRI BRI L S Bk & 1) 5
HEHOZ L TH Y, fFo 7IFRLEIFTHNS
Ik oT, HHEOBHAERELY QRN
THLEMEEINDL, &2 TONMRNE S,
IRERRFET, BALE, & L THENREIR
DT EEIEL, YRS, BROAT T4
ThFEGERE, BENOEBE 25002 &
FIRT o RRIENA T AL, AR B
T AHHEMAERMICEREINR T RB T L
T& ), Foa, Gilboa-Schechtman, Amir, &
Freshman (2000) (&, —ffdsE & lb~xTHt



12 H R GEA i 7E

TARGRERZED AT T 4 T FRIEGEORFS
BICBUAEBEPBEVWI LR RHLTWS, L
M UBFZEIC & o TUd, ISR BB E T 5 )
IFAE S NS 72D UK 7D & 5%
# (Wenzel & Holt, 2002) %, AR EHEICH
WCRLEANA T AEWT RO FANS S A L v
L5 LiE (B 21X Wenzel, Jackson, & Holt,
2002) LHET %o RHUNA 721, £FT
HF RS AT T 1 TIERT S
Mo EThY, HEALZOFENANTE, &
T4 TITh Za— b7 IS TIN5 Rl
X DEBRICEHIT 2 2 EARENT WS
(0 ZAZ 4 - 481 - B - WS HT - BEP, 2007).
SO, SHGRRSWRER G 7210 TR <,
SR T T 4 7RIS EIZOWT D,
MR LZDEANIEZE ) THRWALD SR %E
ERNIER S DA VDRWZ EATRENT
W5 (Stopa & Clark, 2000) o

SHEHOEHRLI NS T ADH L, BEFET
WZH D WFZEDSHEA TV D DIZIEE S 7 AZH
TAEMGECTH D, TOHEHD 1 DL LT, 5z
TEDMBD S D & HARTHFIHEL STV S
CENBETONL EBNATAZMET %72
OOFRSELPOHLFEE LTUE, EHA B
V— THRENH A (Williams, Mathews, &
MacLeod, 1996), 158 A MV — 7FETIE,
RMBRGEE (B2, T38E] 2 Rl 2 &
O, RGBT L8 r BESELE
) AHWTHE T EZ S, A%
WAL, 29 THWALIAT, KB A
LEEHAEVWZ ERREINTVWE (Bl 21X
Amir, Freshmen, & Foa, 2002), L2L, Z®
FETIE, BRBIEAOBIRYEE L, 206Kk
DA & 0 THET A 2 EATE
T, AR EINTEEOEH 2 ETE WS
LRSS E L TEIF SN TV A (de Ruiter &
Brosschot, 1994) o

BEIA MV — THREORA L HHET 5 120
HEELTHWOND X)X ho72DA Ry b
77U —7RETH 5 (Macleod, Mathews, &
Tata, 1986). Fv b 70— 7#E T, BB
W& IR B 1 DOWE IS BRSNS,
ZDt%, ELHLORELHEELL, 2 00REA
HolEBLLPOMEIL, TO—-TRERSN

21375 20174

5o EBWEE IO - TOMNE, FLEHNAE
(BIZIE, 7a—=THT7NV7 77Xy NOERF
HEHT D) 2oV, WRERIRY F IR
W& T A ExRDLEND BEAIEHDOEIC
T — THREIRENIBATO SRR DS, JEH
BRI ORI T 10— THEIR EN2FATO UG
FF & 0 I UL, EBEANA T AR - C
WEEHITE S, Fy M7 u—TEIL,
SETITHICHE & Lk 24T ) B2 T4 <,
TU— 7 O RET H L THEEANT
A&BEETH20ON AL LTHIEH SN &
AN > TETWD (#l 21X Amir, Beard,
Burns, & Bomyea, 2009) .

Fv 70— 7REOISHIZ L - T, A
WDOVETNA T AT 5 W78 I 3REE R 12 A
A, HlFoOME (FfEx VWb RIEGHE
Wb o) REREH, SRfE (BT,
A, 4%R) 1cLanN)—Tary, &5
&R X —: (Posner cuing paradigm) % fv»
TFmEnl, SFSELFEIFPHLTY
bo LML, TH LT LoiIEsoEI12&
>, A Ok R T EENICHEKT 52 &
DL o THBY, B¥fLInLT A XY
b Fht & OLBEESIERH S LTS (Kuckertz
& Amir, 2014), 512, Fv b7ua—73E
DOfEFEMIE, "IRFOBRME (B 2 (ZERREED—
e N 22) R EBRTH X s (Fz135y
3 2 ORLEREEE L UE O HE 35 X UNRET YL
H) WX TOEMTAZENMLENT WD,

RIS, H—M 7 EERTFH S 2 L Tw»
72 TREMEHTAHLEEZONL D
2, AV NHoOEETH L, HlZIE, F
FERY S A F V723854 (Asmundson & Stein,
1994) &, NOEFEFHEZHW2346 (Mogg,
Holmes, Garner, & Bradley, 2008), & 5121%
NDAH Ok DBER & FEFHE 20 2R L7
4 (Sposari & Rapee, 2007) Tl&, ThN 515
LB OB R B 2 LS PEN D, A
FNZLEOBE» 51X, REGELY HWiE
Brr 213, BlEOHIIALRHHIZ BT 5 UG
XD aEWHElZEEZTTEEIZT %5 (Bogels &
Mansell, 2004). LA L, [ UFRIERGHZ
A D, BRSN L REDR TGO
R, EIBMOBRIIC L > TH, FHRIEEIE



fEN RGO RRAREEAAS B v b 70— 7 REIC TS R 13

LU RSB % o

2O LR EAT, AETIEINY NS
0 — 7T H W 2 RIGH O R ATREIC 5
ZABWBIIOWTHREFETAZEZHWE LT,
BARBIZIE, SR CHI O 7 R & B T
BICERL, TRZNOHEIIR§ 2 FEEMA
PUBER & 2 22Oz, i
T, HOFFEREIZBIT DHRARZOHREIZ L
> T, FEEMPEEEZ T hOME%1T-
72o RWIFEICBIT B2 HNEAREFT O FHi X 28 U
T, RRMIZIZEBNA T AOBIEZ HWE 5
LIEEIR 7T 7T L OWED 120 OIERERE
FEELZEFETE S,

ik

MRE  EHE O RFIME ) FA440 403
WZEIZBML 7z 2095, BEIIAKDD S
24 % B\ 72408% (BIE148%, Lik260 4,
FIAERE20.145%, SD =224) 2oL
U720 HRIAEZI1X92.72% Tdh - 72,
EERRFHA © 20124F9 H 20 5 20164511 H I2 20 0F
THEM L 72,

Fhe

FEBR - AL O ERICE S 5B O —&R
LT bz, 1 Z Lo, FEEo B &R
2O\, 15O F % i U CHHEIZE
L7ze WIS, RRBEBORANEIEIRE, THEE
WeLTo) SEREZHET LI L2 HEY
(2, fRaR$ B FAEMEE VT, FREIX OB
WMAEZFEM L 720 20Kk, Sy ariEHn
Fv b7o— 7B ER L7, TXTOMNR
FEOWEN KT L7znb, Ky b 7a— 78
TERLERENHE 7 v &7 A% % THRA,
TNENORBHEREDORERT T4 7T TH
LEE L% [1 —F o7 A HT4 T Th
W] s [7-FFICATT4TTHD] DT
BERETEFET A L) KD,

b, BRI & ZIEWNHOEL 1 HDH
72D 206BED 7NV — TR THEBL 720 F
vy N T u—THEIZIOWTIE, T004% S
HIZ5 BREO/NEFIZT ¥ ¥ 212FH ) AT,
HEHARCTHEM L 72,

RAEAFY
1) Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale

12

(SENE : fBJI] - &3 - Fhep - $5K - IBH - 3K

BF, 2004 )

fE 5 5 OB ERRHI R 2 Bk, #5%
ANERED FH % %% §ERAIEIRTH ), DSM
-5 (APA, 2013) OZHricBIr A B L L C
LMY LFHhTwb, KEFFETILSFNE = A
WT, W RFOFHIEAL Z W5E L7z SFNEIE
&121HE, 5HEORETH ), mEEEL
ZUWEFT LI EDHRSINTNDL (I -
GIf - B - g - IBHT - 3EF, 2003 5 4814t
2004) . 15 ETTREFEFIZ 12 E0 5605 TH b0
2) Social Phobia Scale H A&GE K (SPS 5 43 -

FEJI - B - E5R - SH - BEF, 2004)

SPSIFAE—FHHi % L, AFIT/NT7 +—<
CAERTOBOAREMET HAREL LT,
Mattick & Clarke (1998) 12 & » CTRIFE &
720 HAFEMUZEHAM (2004) 12X - CRIFEEE
i, FREF U —RTEE A 5 2 & D50
RINTWD, 420 HH, SHETHRIN,
ST HESIPHIZ O 5 80 TH 5, 5N -
ZLMOMES E <, BERNDZL < 0TI
BUWTIESHWOENTWEER/E»D S
(Letamendi, Chavira, & Stein, 2009) .

3) Social Interaction Anxiety Scale H A<EEHR

(SIAS ; 4, 2004 )

SIASIZ, JedSPS & 4T LTRSS s /2R
ETdh ) (Mattick & Clarke, 1998), AT
DaAIa=r—arviy, F&LTHAKN
WHIZBITAAZZNESTHZ L2 HET S
bOTHhDH, SPSHEE, BEMEEZLEEZHT
5 EDHERR SN TBY (&3, 2004), SPS
Lty MWD Z LT, HEREDEN AN
F LT D EELRGENIBIT 5L % MR HE
ETE D, @20HH, SUETHREBR SN, 55
T RERIPHIL O A5 80T TH 5o
4) Center for Epidemiologic Studies

Depression Scale (CES—D : B, 1998)

RGO & B WPHERZ Ry 2 &
ST Wb (Stein, Fuetsch, Miiller, Hofler,
Lieb, & Wittchen, 2001). AFFZETIE, ¥15H >
DOFEM &M L 72 BT, BIBE LA L
OMEE D702, ) DIEIROBEEDITH
Lr L7z CES=DIZ—fAIZBIT L9 2D
A7) == 7 HE LT, KERE MR
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fEfF5eT (National Institute of Mental Health:
NIMH) 12X > TERENIRETH S, HAR
ROV, FlElE - 242 H 5 2 LAt
RINTEY, BRESLHREOMHES BHTH
o BEAREEEFAIZ O A 5605 TH 5o

5) Beck Depression Inventory (BDI: #%,

1988 5 #k - AL, 1991)

Beck, Rush, Shaw, & Emery (1979) 124 -
TR SN2 RED HAGER TS 1, #1921k
RROBEIEE %I 5. 210 4 CTHE
B, 1 20HEB I L CHEBOERL % %
R ENHREE > TV D, HEERIEDOED A
a7 TOREICE, BEOBRWEORE %
BEATHET 200, BROBEDH) LD 1
DET VY MMIGBATRIMLT 2R ESF
EEH oA, RfgIT—REEZTGE LT
W70, JELH) DREE T 2 BT,
&b EEEOSWEE LSS 52 A
720 PSRVTHEEIPHIZ O 563 M TH Do
Ky 70— TREOHE :

KRBT T A4 7 70 FIERBN IR E
Bz TwahzllEys 52 &2 HIIZFE
L 725 Chen, Ehlers, Clark, & Mansell (2002)
OFFE E2EI, B F3BEOERIEE R
AT AT, BEOGHEY = 2— MF )
e L, WE %2 LN —xH2 L T500 ms &R
L7zoL, 7Vv77Xy hOELFOEL L2
PEBEOMBEIZFERENSL L VW) 7O ha—)
I L770 BHATOERTICIE2cm X 2 cm
DT~ — 7 Z WP IIZ500 ms 2R L 72,
BHEHFHIE5 cm X 7em T, FPHEEORBEIE
FETF2emMld EHICEEL, ELFD 70—
TIX12HRA Y PRTHY), BEPERINT
WAEDO RIS B &) IZBE L7z, Ik
BROT VT 7 Xy b O D\ TR BREE
ZEE, RIBICHE LM 20 F FRiskT
B RERAL 72,

KIERHE, SROMKEPHARNT > TV
ThbIEREELT, WIOLITUIZE THEH
ENTwWAJACFEE (Matsumoto & Ekman,
1988) LW IOl y N EZFOFFHNLDOT
137 <, BaN&FE ATR-Promotions O BHZR 1% ]
%7 —%~X—2 (DB99) OHH»5#EEL /20
DB99I2ix, HAAHEM 64, K 440IEH

BET — % 10R1E4 38 (7272 LEEIE S 1AL
O&H) &, HEABEELT— %, BEHINELT
=y EENL, I0RFIEHE =00 (FI),
20 (B, &BLA BX Ry FHO), &
(PO, B, B8 BhoKEErRLzD
DT b, KFZETIEZ DS H, Matsumoto &
Ekman (1988) % H\72is 0 %419 (1 2
| Chen et al, 2002) THHPAEIN TS, &
D (BOEEN) BIXUBEOREL 77 1
THIEE LWz, £RIEEZ LT 3RO
HOH L, FEBOFET—FI2BWT, Zhe
NAY =7y b T2 EEMOFFEMEI R D H
Motz LT ORI Lz, iz, w77
4 7 3RAEX 10855+ =2 — b TV (EEH) X
1045 O EH0A 2 RER TERT 20 L L
72

Fy b7o—7EDFERIZIE, Dospara
Prime Cresion 3 5 & Panasonic Let's Note 2 &5
EHW 2, EHATOEBTH 72720, £=
ZEEA80 cm P EBEN S & O ICEE L, FEBR
T FEME L 72, ERNRE OEEREOWE D5 D
PEREIZ60 cm A el L, E= Y OMEEFEICO
W AASEY) & & U D AEICHET 5 &
VBOR LTz F72, EBROBRMG & #TITERE
i OERO L LizfTbh, BICKT L72E
b, BAOMGE B 5252 L5272
O, ERPHLETIIZTOEFEEFL TCNAE L
AHBOR L7z,

FEEETFh & OB A AEST 2720, NHEIE
FEERBHAAHT 2 10 [ OFFEE FEAT 2 AR5 L 720 At
TIZ123 A FER L, X LoD 3HEFTE 525
Mg LIl L 5T, WERROZELHREL 72,
T, TS OGWIIHzoTIE, ERTOIE
B (12084709 6, BRSNIZT V7 7
v FHIEL CHBITETWARITOEE) 5790
EBZTCHLEDREBRT =& Lz 7
W7 7 Xy MDA T 4 THRERO BRI T 5
BATE (AT T4 75M], =2— 7 IVHRKRD
BICHET 2T E 2 — P TV &M]l &L,
R T LA T T O RS & S
L72e = a— b 7 VEHDOTFEOLKR A 5 4
KT 4 T RO UG 25 Wiz [1E
BN TAEE] L, RIEHEOFEMBSLH
CEFERE LT 5 02 5T L 72,



fEN RGO RRAREEAAS B v b 70— 7 REIC TS R 15

DA E T RTOGHILSPSS ver. 20 % v
TiTo720 3, AWEOTEHEDOEM L LT
DR ETER T 5720, HCHFERANELEE
WA T AR E OB AR Lz, 20k
T, EHRBEOREIFEOT -5 %, [BKD*E
), [=a— 7 V&G THEERE] © 3K
TCIZHER L 720 B RTTOFSMEIZR T4 &
S THERRL, ZNENICERL72HE OGN
 [ROEE] [=2— I Ua], [THEERS
Ml LLTHEE L, kIS, Thoo35aL
AL - ) OORE, BIEENAT A
S OMBIREE R L e IRfRlS, #19 o
AN R ENEIRRIE R LB
DOIRMBREEEIL, 55 N 72BE k289
DERBALD EL LDEEE L DR ZIT 72
LDTHDHDH ML 720

RIEEIE : HHKZEAR VDB &R &3 50
IR D MM ELZE SO E I CERL
72 CPRL224:45 1 Mg, &5 7)o

R

1. MREOEHH

Lo, EREEEEIC L 2 REOHAR
% WO OB, BIOTEENA T ABED
SRR A S L7z (Table 1)o #:ASARZHEIR
##Ml5E$ 5 SFNE, SPS, SIASIZBAL Tix, R
BEVERKIRE & 2 IZFSE DR sz, 319D
JERZM%E S A CES—D & BDIIZDW T, 4
FIFFRIC BT A 150 L 0 B E W EAVR S 7z,
B2, CES—-DIZOWTIZE (1998) THis =
NTWBLRADIEF A REE224 4 % 55 & L7z

12

SFEME LY b+ 1SD UL EE W IKIEDEDIR &
NTBY, SHORNEEFEHH ) >BHOFEE
HCTdHD I EIRENTz FEHENAL T A
B L Cld, 913795 EiEFE1338.04 T
HY, FACEL>TIESDEDREVEET AR
SNz,

2. RIEFET—%
DATT 4 TRIFEGEL, 100=2— |
T VGG RN T 5 Gl O FFE O T &
SD, REB L UEES Table 212R L7720 &4
TATERBEOFEFHMEOL ¥ V13441~
596, =a— P I NVEFOFTETHEOL T
13143~239THh o720 HHIZL > TELDIE
LOXEHDLLDOD, AHT 4 TREOFFEM
EBERIEB A I WBR AR L Tz, F
72, —a— FINVEBICHE L X EEMICIED
EADBRSN, 1ZEAEDOWREDHILD & F
TA TEERCEFEEL TS Z EPHRIN
720

SR OEBRTHGIZAT T4 TRIFEDH b,
2y (B, &Y (), HeEo 3fEMHE L,
—a— bZVEE (EE) SEICRi ST
WA DEERT 5720, k7 a~y 7 A0
R L B EROKRF T 52 T o720 A7) =T
oy MRS S 3ERFMHEFRAL 72, F—R
T2, BO-BOE22b s, [R&D ] #G
DR AR L7272, [BRY KT L%
L7z BZHWFI2IE, [=a— MoV ] ZEOT
NTORBEIEW L7220, [Z2—FF VA
Tl L7z, T [HEE] oRE

Table 1 BEFEREETB/NA T IBEANDFH ESD
AWFFEIZ BT Rt fiaT REEVERRE O FLR AT Rt
il iy (SD) Fiy (SD) Hi g
SFNE 39.41 (10.71) 38.92 (10.66) 41 (2003)
SPS 20.50 (15.12) 19.10 (1259) &3k (2004)
SIAS 34.31 (17.10) 30.08 (14.03) &Ik (2004)
CES-D 17.16 (10.58) 8.90 (710) & (1998)
B R
BDI 1474 ( 9.65) tc%%é;élz C6TL ek (1991)
11.83 (1747)
BN T AN 7.95 (38.04)
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Table 2 FIFGFFET — 2 DECIRHEE
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DBY9IZBIT 5

ke ST Fiy SD EE g
negative 1 F03-AC-1 4.90 1.45 -0.75 0.28
negative 2 F03-AO -2 5.50 142 -1.09 0.97
negative 3 F03-DI-3 458 1.36 -0.20 -0.65
negative 4 F10-AC-3 4.69 1.34 -0.42 -0.28
negative 5 F10-AO -4 4.87 1.37 =057 0.09
negative 6 F10-DI-2 518 1.20 - 0.46 -0.13
negative 7 FI13-AC-2 448 1.37 -0.44 -0.42
negative 8 F13-A0-3 441 1.46 -0.45 -0.52
negative 9 F13-DI-2 5.31 1.30 -0.70 0.08
negative 10 Fl6 - AC-1 5.00 1.28 -042 -0.37
negative 11 F16 - A0 -1 4.70 1.46 -0.44 -0.37
negative 12 F16 -DI -3 5.18 1.28 -0.61 -0.02
negative 13 MO0l -AC-1 5.37 1.28 -0.89 0.63
negative 14 MO01 - AO -3 543 1.42 -1.08 1.00
negative 15 MO1-DI-2 5.08 1.39 -0.80 0.47
negative 16 M02 - AC-5 5.31 1.39 -0.96 0.71
negative 17 M02 - A0 -1 5.81 151 - 155 2.05
negative 18 MO02-DI-4 5.23 1.43 -098 0.73
negative 19 MO05 - AC-1 521 143 -0.98 0.70
negative 20 MO05 - A0 -2 5.36 1.68 -1.07 0.41
negative 21 MO05—DI-2 5.75 1.24 -112 113
negative 22 MO06 — AC -2 4.75 1.37 = 0.60 0.01
negative 23 MO06 — AO — 2 5.79 143 - 140 1.77
negative 24 MO06 —DI -3 5.39 1.23 -0.63 -0.09
negative 25 M09 — AC -2 442 141 -043 -0.36
negative 26 M09 - AO -1 478 141 =052 -0.15
negative 27 M09 -DI-1 5.22 1.38 -0.67 0.07
negative 28 M10—-AC-2 4.86 1.42 -0.80 0.31
negative 29 M10—-AO -3 5.96 1.44 - 1.76 2.82
negative 30 M10-DI-2 494 1.33 -0.52 -0.19
neutral 1 FO3-NE -1 1.52 0.94 2.05 4.48
neutral 2 F10-NE -1 1.64 1.20 2.21 4.74
neutral 3 FI13-NE -1 1.58 0.94 1.75 2.37
neutral 4 F16 - NE -1 2.18 1.39 1.20 0.86
neutral 5 MOl - NE -1 1.83 1.18 1.63 2.81
neutral 6 M0Z2 - NE -1 2.03 1.31 1.28 1.06
neutral 7 MO05 - NE -1 2.39 1.50 1.00 0.20
neutral 8 MO06 — NE - 1 143 0.88 253 7.00
neutral 9 M09 - NE -1 1.73 1.17 1.88 3.62
neutral 10 M10-NE -1 201 1.29 1.34 1.48

DEL AR L2720, [HERY] Sl
720 M RHFEAMEA A5G- F HAMR %

RL7213HHE (negative 8), BLUDB99IZB

WTHESINTRIFONE L, KA EZRL
72IKF35 7 %4 6 JHH (negative 4, negative 7,
negative 10, negative 15, negative 18,
negative 21) &, ZDHOHGHH» SHIL 720

A 72 -0 AT D AR % Table 31278 L 720
ZNENORFIRKET
EZRLZHBOGRHEEBL, 2hetht
(RO, [=a2— b7 VAEAL [HeEA A

IHTRER T b &I,

L7
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Table 3 FIFGFET — 2 DEF/NE 175 & F-FEHEE

A lil_% 1 AT 2 R+ 3

- (BhH)  (=a—=t7Nn)  (EEE)
negative 17 0.88 -0.06 -0.26
negative 23 0.87 - 0.05 -0.12
negative 29 0.85 -0.02 -0.23
negative 2 0.85 -0.03 - 0.06
negative 20 0.84 =011 -0.23
negative 14 0.83 0.04 - 0.05
negative 1 0.76 0.00 0.08
negative 19 0.74 -0.07 0.07
negative 16 0.72 -0.01 0.09
negative 28 0.71 0.04 0.12
negative 22 0.69 -0.04 0.19
negative 26 0.64 0.13 0.14
negative 13 0.64 0.01 0.20
negative 11 0.59 0.06 0.22
negative 25 0.50 0.24 0.13
negative 5 0.47 0.01 0.27
neutral 7 -0.01 0.83 - 0.06
neutral 13 0.03 0.79 0.00
neutral 22 -0.03 0.78 -0.07
neutral 16 0.01 0.78 0.05
neutral 1 -0.07 0.76 -0.01
neutral 28 0.01 0.74 0.07
neutral 25 0.02 0.71 -0.02
neutral 10 -0.03 0.66 0.07
neutral 19 0.05 0.65 -0.04
neutral 4 -0.01 0.63 -0.16
negative 24 -0.03 -0.01 0.75
negative 12 0.03 —-0.02 0.75
negative 27 -0.16 -0.13 0.73
negative 3 -0.04 0.08 0.67
negative 6 0.00 -0.06 0.63
negative 30 0.12 0.01 0.54
negative 9 0.22 - 0.06 0.50

REREE]

A5 2 - 0.06
A+ 3 0.46 0.31

3. XBEFET—2BCFHERE - Ky T

H— 7REOEE S

FKIGFET—50 [BR)EE] [Z2—1+7F
VAR, [HEES S A, AR, D
OfE BXORy bFu—7HEIZBIT A
BN T AERE EOREEBET L h R R
LIz, 7V ORBRMBEREEERL
720 TOFEFIL Table 4D ) TH o720 B
BRI NOIRIEE SHBD L h o 728, =
2= I VERIETRTOHCFFERE & O

THEZMHMZRL, BEAIIIOWTHHE
R % {E$ 5 SPS, SIAS & 12 B A 7
iz, — /T, EENA T ARE L ORICIE,
WINORFFEMOME L RS oz, %
B, RKEFFEMERLOMHBREE Table 30
HFHAHE TR ENMHELITIZFEETH > 720
Table 4 TR S N7-HEBIMRDS, A% &
HIODELLDORBEERRL ZIT 2L DTH S
M EMET A 7-0, CES—-D, BDIf % fiH]
BRE L7286 ORI ZG R L RIGFFEM O
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Table 4 REFET -2 CBCHERE - Fv 70— TREDHEE

ESIE HOAPERE Fv b 7a— 75
—a— M7V s . "
R 5 1@;7’ SFNE SPS  SIAS CES-D BDI /N4 7 AfRA
RPN
By 002 006 001 -005 —006 0.06
Za—FI A - 004 016" 019" 017"  023™ 017" - 003
IR 047 022 008 011" 011" 003 -002 0.04

p<.05, *p<.01, "p<<.001

IRAHRAFR%EL, B X USFNE, SPS, SIASH: &%
FEHIZER L L7z a o) DT & RIGFTEM
DR R E S L7 CES—D %l L7
BZIE, =2 — P IMEE L T RTOMTAE
REOHBIIAE TR %Y (SFNE: »= .07,
n.s.; SPS: » = .08, n.s.; SIAS: » = .06, n.s.), BDI
%A L 72 BRIZIZSPS & OB DO ADHETH
572 (SFNE: »=.10, p<.10; SPS: =11, p <
05; SIAS: »= .09, p<.10)o LH L, HEESST
& OMBIIE, CES-D%&#H L 72¥4 (SFNE:
r=.10, p<.10; SPS: » = .15, p<.05; SIAS: » =
16, p<.01), BDI% il L 72554 (SFNE: » =
11, p<.05; SPS: »= .14, p<.01; SIAS: »= .14,
p<01) DVFRIZBWTY, BEHEICHLT
EWEDE SN, S 512, HAHB CIZAERE A
BN o 720 £ 0T & SPSO R O AH B 1L
r=12 (p<.05) &, TV ODOHFERIKIEEIC
FE LT, MR A RHIARE L7285
121k, =2— b I E L CES-D OB D A
WHEETH Y, SFNEZMHILB2idr =16
(p<.01), SPSHAMHIL72BIZiEr=14 (p<
05), SIAS &l L7zBicidr =16 (p<.01)
LW EAE SN, ENLDA ORI, W
TNOAHELKEIZILEL 2D o7,

£

AFEORRA B, FRAEHH O BAF M DO FFE
IEAEENCAT DT Y, BRI E LT
g L7230 & 13477 14 702, B RUMIE &
LCHEMLZI0RBE=2—- T VIZEBZ
ENT05 2 EATRENTZe WD ORERD
5%, MHFIMIZORITE LTSN TE
D, TRYAF] & [=a—FFVATF] Er=
- .06 L IZITMAHETH L Z LR ENTZ, —
BT, THERFIETRYEF] Er=46 [=

22— I WATF| &r=31 (Table 41Z/R L7
B OMBEZ L r=22) LWHEERLTE
D, WUEBHTS [RY ] & [HE] o
THIZBWT, RIBAHEL D I EAVRIE SN2,

Fv b 70— 738 e ZIETEEOMIZA R
MR, ENTROERE EORER T
T4 T A2, BRI 500 ms O FRE
CBWTIERE LW EDIRENTZ, 20O
2, BET TITh A B HA S5
IR STV BRI COMBE DB WD H B &
%2 515 (Bogels & Mansell, 2004) . Sef7Hf
ZECIE, 500 msFEEED BIREEH OB 41213
INA T ADFIRD B R E IR Z 505,
1000 ms % #8 2 72 IR R v BRI C D FEBR
DG, TOMBPHEAWICERE TR LS
B LAITT 4 TR 2 SUGAEL
LHMTHRIBEING Z LG SN TS (fl
2 1¥Mogg, Philippot, & Bradley, 2004), D %
D, BRI X o TREAIALE o @ A3 e 72
D, ZOZ EPERMBREEY S 22 heE
W bo FEBIZ, FIGIFEMIL, [ UBE LT
DOUITH L HCHFERELMHEL WL Z L
WIS o720 HARBAAT DK R 513,
AL B L) DORERGNEHVITE,
Za— MIVLREETERLIE, FoOXEE
AIATATTHDEFHIILR T W EATREN
720 61T, WHBMREOED S, 29 L@
IR L LD b, #) >oBELHE 2T
TWAZEPHL IR 572,

RN A 7 AOBFRIC B TIE, EERME
MW/ EBE LT, 774 7FEE (B2,
BNEEERLLLD) ERY T4 7RG Bl
2IE, BB RLLD) 2RRLEET
RAESE7:, ZRNLEGENE Y BRT AW%E
MATHIN TV %A (Richards, French, Calder,
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Webb, Fox, & Young, 2002), =9 L7z#fZE®D
% { TlE, RLELUNOEOZEEIZOWTIE
MEFE Tz, L, ) 2mERICBW
TWEARTT 4 THRFHEDMPRESI NG Z &0
5 3 (Stuhrmann, Suslow, & Dannlowski,
2011), #99 D OB % fill L 72 LT oM
WLETHDLEEZZLND,
BEEORIEI 2 RBAMFHM L, HEAR%E
DRI E AT T 4 TN b e, D
A L 722D 2O E DL S T LS
IRENTz, 72, HOMEEMGIT A LI
5T, WA TR SN b o SR 2
B0 FIEOFFEM & O~ AR S
oo Za— FINKIFOYEERLY, XHT
4 TFEGEISPSTHESIND &) /T 4 —<
Y AMHIR, SIASTHME S N5 &9 Zxf A%
T BIT L, EENZANT AT T4 —F
Ny 7 THBURENEHNZ Ehb, 5D
R L OB THEMIVRENIZ D EEZ BN
5o

R, RWROR S & SHOF IO
WD o ABFZEI, EE R 7
VEHAWTIEVWDA, &< F T MRkFE 20t
KLLIZLDTHo72, Ky b 7u—7iEIE
YU TNVOFEOEER ST L LML NT
W5 728 (Kuckertz & Amir, 2014), 4130
R ¥ TNAZBWT S RO RN 5 H % i
HTLVEDND L, T2, TRNTOMNREICE
WT, v b7o—73EIIBIT 5 RIGHHD
BEIRER 2500 ms & L7279, ZBoREM A2
L85 LT, BALERPHOLNL RN
WZOWTHIRET 250D %,
FHEFET— 5 ORI, Sy b7
— TR CER LGB O Z Y% & O
LHLDTHHEEZONL, HBHEICBWT
&, EENA T APHICHIAR R LT 5 72
TR, WATAZRBIET S LT, NLE
ROBBESRENE Z EDRHLNIIHRoTWD
(B 21E Amir et al, 2009), Z D728, 4kl
KWL THW-EBRFHE 2312, HRICBY
THHRARLAENME N IR T 2 EEIIR 7 o
TILNEREL T ZEDHETH L,
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The effect of cognitive appraisal of facial expressions on dot-probe
detection task: Relationship with self-rating social anxiety scale
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[Abstract]

The purpose of the present study was to examine the effect of cognitive appraisal of facial
expressions on the dot-probe detection paradigm. A total of 440 undergraduate students
responded to a questionnaire package measuring social anxiety and depressive symptoms,
completed a dot-probe detection task consisting of negative and neutral faces, and
subsequently rated the negativity of each facial expression they were presented with.
Correlational analyses showed no significant relationship between facial ratings and
attentional bias. However, subjective rating of depressive symptom was correlated with
negative evaluation of neutral faces, and subjective rating of social anxiety symptom was
correlated with negative evaluation of faces showing disgust. The results of the present study
supported the validity of the facial expressions used in the dot-probe task. The present study
provide basis towards the establishment of an attentional modification program for high
socially anxious individuals.
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