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Post-event processing 4% A ¥ —F & ® H Lt &
HED VICEH 2 5B 0BG
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(E #]

AWFFEd HZ, Clark & Wells (1995) *°Rapee & Heimberg (1997) OFEHAATEIE T VI
FoE | MR EDOEHUIERER, TH 5 post-event processing (LLF, PEP) 7%, &HERE
CAHIiR A =TT AT T4 7RO D L o 720NN &EF L, 215 0HE
#H725FT0O0%E, EROTHRICLVRGEET 22 ETH oo REFEAESBHZENRIZAY —Fik
MEERFERL, 1EMORRBMEIZBIT 5 PEP OB HIE Lz, TOME, HRXARZORES
WA —FREEHOIANORFED ) EPEPICIEORER 5.2 T\wb 2L, PEPAAY —F
MELEMBOIAMORBLVICHELEELX G52 Tnb 2 L, HEAZDPE L PEPIZE |

BEH L TWizHL,
gk, SBROFIMED RSN

LAEGEDOAE —FII0T 2 HCAHEAEET 2 2 LAVR SNz IR

F—7— K HEALEE, post-event processing (PEP), fEMHECEM, I A MNA T A

B =

AR AR % (Social Anxiety Disorder:
SAD) &, B LWEWETEhb Liwn
FESIIRIL,  F 73T AR R 3 4 B3 CFf
T R E M TAREBETH S
(American Psychiatric Association, 2000)
SAD BFIIH AN E THREZ KL, WHZ &
o TIEELTE) 2 7R3 720, F3ERLH AN,
X NBIARZ: EORIRII BTk A L &7
o IO T, AEEFWEIISBFEE &
HENTEBY (Xu, Schneier, Heimberg,
Princisvalle, Liebowitz, Wang, & Blanco,
2012), FIGSIEMENL 15 10K, IR A
I31634ETH L 2 RSN Twb (Grant,
Hasin, Blanco, Stinson, Chou, Goldstein,
Dawson, Smith, Saha, & Huang, 2005)., SAD
139 DI EEE LY EEL & OfFFEER D 5 <
(Stein & Stein, 2008), —E2nro>TLE) &
SRR E L2 ENHLN TS, &
DI, REOERA D ZALEHL2IZL,

BHENZEY 2 M AZATH) 2 LR RD BT
Wb,

SADIERD A - HEFF L, Clark & Wells
(1995) % Rapee & Heimberg (1997) 12183
ENDEAATEIE T MOV TH SN TE
720 INBHDOETFNVTIX, SADEED, EBO
KM &2 KRB AR5 5 4T 4 7 Tl
EIEHEALLCTwa e &b, BEHETHRIZD,
HODNWNT 53— Y AT HHEMNLREZ &
FEHHETTWAE I EAVREENTWD, T L
TR OFAESDS, BEH O G EN 2 785
iR TV CEFRELTI SR L, EIROAM
Fr-WELLLTEEZLNTVS,

EEEOHESWGIICEBT 2RO REL Y &
LT, BHEICBT LT T 4 7 HREOF
PEE L 53 A PN 7 A (cost bias)
L, AT A T MRFESEZ AHEEE A
T&H 574 7 A (probability bias) DFFFE
MR ENT &7z (B 21X Hofmann, 2004; 3% H -
PP, 2009). AIEIE, BEAET ARG RO
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BEICHRNICIRZ 200 (Bl ZoTLE
YF—var iR RLEOHEERL) D)
ThHOIIH LT, BEIREN R ERFOL
EEREL S ABL200THL (F @ FAASIK
DTVEY T =¥ a AIRMT ARERIZ9HE %
HMZTWD)e 2D TADI) B, FFIZTA
R NS T AFHBEAR & DFBIATE Z L DR
ENTW5 (A - # - B4, 2010a). 72,
ELE5DONNA T AL SAD BE TIT T IR
LD BBEFCTHLZEPMEEINTEY
(Voncken, Bogels, & Vries, 2003), &E#HULELD
1@ D DRI 3 B AN OffER: & HRIZ
HFHLTWwWLEEZLNSL, DF 0, SADEE
FEBEOSIGBEIC G BCHI2H, HHIZ
Ty vy =P, AEEEHOTLE>TW
LDTH b

=77, WMPHET LD R 7 14 7 775
LT, PR E L (post-event
processing: PEP) %, HH D/ 7 4 —< VAl
XA MEN R H O AZE T 55, PEP
&, HSGTEICES L 72%IC, BOICBEL
T2HFED AT T 4 7 7 A 2 4 0 oK L B FE e
R LM Tt A & 3ET (Brozovich &
Heimberg, 2011), SAD B#&IZPEP D222 X
->C, HEMEEIZBITAHRFLZERELD D
ATT 4 TV T Do TO70, Ham
WZHED R L &6 SNBRCS, IR EED
CENTET, ERPEA - MRS L, 15
REDFHRNEIZPEPANEEZE TH ) (Dannahy &
Stopa, 2007), PEP ORJkIE SAD iGH#EHZ DA
ZALE SBEET 5 2 EAVRENTW S (B2 1F
McEvoy, Mahoney, Perini, & Kingsep, 2009) .

F72, SADEHEIL, #SMGHICBITAES
D87 F == Y AR LT, #EIRW B EEF
fliz T3 &EMRENTW5S, Rapee & Lim
(1992) 1%, SADEH L MIRBFICA Y —FiRE
RERML, N7+ —~ 2 AOHCEH & thEEE
fifi & 8008 L 720 2 O#ER, MEFHiIZ BT,
MAICHEELREPRWEEI N o200,
HCFHECIZSADEHED S H S D/NT + —
RYABRATT A TIEHE L TB Y, HOEHb
EAFEHR O S IREE L R TREW &
DIRENTZ. CORRIE, TDHDE L OWF%
W TERENTWS (BT - )1 -

TPAF, 2010b)s

WHICEET 2R ORT T4 7 THElE, B
FHMTHROGEN M E WV IZEBER T
B, A FEL o]l 2T LICE
> CTROEBTIZB T 2 WD ) AEEN
270, FAEENLRRBMEROILIZE-T
HOZoFMErERLTLE) &) BRE
B, L OMETHERBEN T2, Bl 21T,
Mellings & Alden (2000) &, *F AZCiFEERIC
BT, HOCICHET L AT 1 TR2IEHRA~ND
FIROEED, HES0HECREONA T A%
FlEfez 42k, F/PEPHHCICH®E T 5 A
BT A4 THIGHOMR L #2222 - L
T\w5, Dannahy & Stopa (2007) &, AE¥—
F i % /2928 T, PEP & A ¥ —F 20T
HEEMECFHMIOMICIZEOMME»H L 2 &
F#HE L TCWwWb, &5 IZRapee & Abbott
(2007) &, BT PHEARRENT 3 —< >
ANCBT 5 AN T 4 T RREEEEOBANLH T
HHIEERLTNA,

R, RIBICBUT LI NTTOMRERTIE, =
9 L72RBAMER AW b A TGS S T
WEHDOHNE L, BRI OBEEDH S A S
NTCTZ o7z PEPHMUORBAINZER & H#HE)
L CSADJERDBET 2D 7% 55 O T H L,
TR OBEEEE S 2T B UENRH L7725
Jo T TAMIZETIZ, PEPAA Y —F 125
LHIEMEHCENE AY—FDa X b RED
D BALS D L WG E, BN Fikx
FHWTHEET 22 L2 HIET 5,

B &

ERiBHE

BB O RN KIS E T 5 KFE3L
(B %, &ME24%  FHHEE21.71, SD
=125) =R, FEEREEEZIT- 72,

AEMF
1) Social Phobia Scale HAGEM (SPS ; 49t -

N - B - 5K - G H - 3¥F, 2004)

Mattick & Clarke (1998) #S{ERE L 7z Social
Phobia Scale IR % fivi7zo A ¥ —FH1H
B AHARZMNETLIRETH), 1
F (MEPSASNE Z EITKTAARLRTF),
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20HHTHERENTVE, [0, o072 HT

FESZW] ~ 4. FFIZHTEES] 05

PR CREE SN, 1R 25T SRR HNR

WZ & EIRT,

2) ACEM X5 > % R EE (Self-Rating
Depression Scale : SDS; f&H - /M, 1973)
Zung (1965) HMERL L 7z Self-Rating Depre-

ssion Scale # #FR L 725 DTH %o SADIT K

) DR E LS8 L 2 EPHEINTND

s, FEATHRE (B2 I3 5, 2007) @

FRENI % 5o T, W) OORELmHHT 572

DIz, 20THH 4 Lol s, Bmas

EWVIZET D DD & 2IRT .

3) State-Trait Anxiety Inventory HAMR (ST
AL HHL - KO, 1982)

Spielberger, Gorsuch, & Lushene (1970)
AMERL L 72 State-Trait Anxiety Inventory % &l
RL72bDTH S, IREAL L HIET HIREAR
LRE (STALs) &, FRUAZL % BwET 2 5k
RERE (STALY) D2 O TSNS, K
ZETIX, AV —FHEISIERIEICE > TE
W E L CHRIEL T A 08R(EF v 7 %
17972012, STAIsOAZER L7z 1 /20
HH, [1. &<{609] ~ 4. Zzo#h 7]
DAL TEHESI N, BREPEWITEREAE
T L EIRT,

4) Speech Estimation Scale (SES: 3% H - 4
Jil - BPA, 2009)

AV —=FHEIIBWT, HEMR SR
CHEBEBVEMETHIRETHY, 1HT,
SEHHTHENTWAE, [1. &<{HTIFEH
] ~ 5. FWICHETIEL] OSHET
SEEEN, BEFEVITIERENZ BED )T
W & EIRY, AT, EBRPOAE—
FHUEICIRE L CRIEZAT ) 72012, Rikd 2
FLH2L 730—7y 7l (WFhd A¥—
TR ST AL, [0 A —F
2HIOBEOH % b b HTRTEES
12, FHEH—2F20%2IF TFE ], KA b
W (1EHOBRES DY, 1:EMRBIC2EH
DAY —FRREZIEZ 720KEE) OSESZHIET
AR [ 1AMBRICAE—F 2T B0 H %
2Ib ot b HTIEFELHETIC, FHEH—DF
DO%DIFTFEW] LHRZHZE L THW
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5) Post-event processing Questionnaire HA

FEM (PEPQ : #itJ&, 2009)

Rachman, Gruter-Andrew, & Shafran
(2000) 25EHE L 72Post-event processing
Questionnaire D FHE &= AV 72o PEP % Ml%E$
LRETHY), 1HF, 9HHTHEINLTWY
5o [0, &LHETIEESLR V] ~ [100. FFEH
B TIEFE L] 0108 AD 1 THEE S
M, FEPEWIZEPEPSRWE & ERT,

6) HAGER Speech Perception Questionnaire

(SPQ; 3 H®S, 2010b)

Rapee & Lim (1992) #{EHL L 72Speech
Perception Questionnaire # FlgR L 72d D% H
Wiz A Y —FHETOEER H ORI %l E
L, M4 OfTEIREITE %2 BE 3 5 123 &, A
Y —Fe&fRoHSxllEd 2 5HEO, 5171
HCHER SN T2, AT O SPQ-self &
M 5 @ SPQ-other 28 5 28, A7 Tl
SPQself DA E Wz, [0. & HTIEELR
W] ~ 4., REHTIESL]| OSHETIFE
SN, SPQEEAEWVIEZE, AE—F N7 5 —
Y Y ADOBHCEFHAAREN TH S Z L 2RT,

SPQDMIEIX, A —FHfE (KA M) &
AR (7ru0—=7v 7)) o 2047572,
LABBOMEICH /2> T, T[T R b
WZEIF7- I L ¢, B ESERFEL TL
2, ENZTNORHICEL T, 1AM
INT F =R VADVE ) o L) hER RS
Y FEFIZORMIT T BV, B 72O
T ESNFET] LHORTUE L THW 2,

EBRFHEZ

FEERTHt & & Fig. LWR L7720 EBRICESL T
X, 2O00FEEREZH#EM L7z, 13 LoIZFER=
AlZBWT, EBOMEZDHHT L L& I,
CEHB L OFMICTHESEZID b L7z, K
2, SPS, SIAS, STAI-s®ERMADREIE % 3K
w7z (FUL1). LT, &3 (2008) =%
H, [ obill, [FEEFIZONT]
27 —<IZLT, WK1 ATOOHIT 35 H
DAE—=F52fToTLHWVET, MEFIE, b
BRI:DAE—F %3l LE T, 7—<IZiH->T
WIUE, ARIERATOINETVETA, o7z
HBYICAE=FLTLES ] W) HURE
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1To720 25 HOMEMPIK D%, SES & STALs
NG RDI: (L 2), FD0tk, EEiE
BIZBEIL, AY—FilEEZER/L 720

FEEFEBIZIX, AC—FOME Tz 240 E
L7zo BEFIIFERRI#H L RO B L%
1% & Lz, MEFICE, AkzEH L ET,
[y & |, TR DR % Lewnwa
L, THEHECERBIHEOREZRLZ L | IZH
BT AL RKD, 3HBOAY —FREET
%, HOEBRZEAICRE L, EBFI#EICSES,
SPQ, STAILsIZHZET 5 &9 k72 (KA b
o 1HEMERICL RO A Y —FFEERIZSN
TELDOBEMER 2T, EBRLEZ#T L
726

FER 2 TlE, 1M ORREEOZEEY R
5 7:%, SES, SPQ, PEPQ~D % % K7
(7+a—=7v 7). HE#THR, FEBEIZIZA
V—FillE2 ER L 22 &2 BR L7z, R
FRRLEEEHOLIODOEETH o722 b %
RZ72 LT, T4 7)) =T 4 v T xRATv, FEER
2%&T L7z,

EEREheiSHA
20104F 10 22 B 11 B2 1 TEBEZ 4T -
720

Fig. 1 EBFHZ

(FEE 1)

1. EBRoFHHEFEEDOGA

2. B (7L 1) : SPS, SDS, STAIs®
N

3. #Hor (RFPEFICHT 2 A ¥ — - 38)

4. ZA¥—F D (24570H)

5. EM#EoFER (7L 2) : SES, STAIsD
N

6. AY—FitE (34MH)

7. BB ER (KA ) SES, SPQ,

STALs DA
8. EBR 21T 2 & BINE L OfERE
(FEE2)

(5Bx 1 o 1 #RICFHE)

1. EBROFHE FEEEORLA

2. BRI (7+a—7 v 7#H) : SES,
SPQ, PEPQ®EEA

3. TATI)—=T4 T

fRIEEIE

RIFZEl: THAHKFEAR YW EZ SR ET 5
WH7EI R b mBlE AL B S| OKRE S CEM
L 7co SEER T8 OMEF] o OR 58 12 35 K R R
L, ZIZEEEEICESCIDTHB T L,
WMRODH LW LEMWTSMEFETE L L,
FEBRIZBIN L 2 WHEIZ D Wi B AR & B
HIlEwlla, HEBIUHEMITURZ
72 ET, ZFEECELN-EETRE LT,
T/, MEAAREES S, EIFEE E RRIC
3 2 P2 3fTb T, SMEMRELZTX
TOMIHE % KB RIZED 2.

B R
SORiRETE

KB NI EBHD D B, KFERICBIT 5%
Bt 71 O SPS &t % MO F 4 T d 5 21.37
MAEEID L) QW E A ISR
(SPLE), FH I b HEH 2 AL EH
(SPHEE) 12 L 720 TR, 19% (B
7%, w124) ASSPLEE, 164 (B4 4,
ME1244) AISPHEEIZ T H 7z,

SPL#: & SPHEIZ BT B 4EwN &, FEERAETO
SPS#35, SDS# % Table 11278 L7z, SPLEE
& SPHEEOFHG L SDSHMICHE R 2T S
Nhhotz (FFEH ¢ (33)=-194, ns.:SDS
Bt (33)=012, ns)o SO ENS,
OB DI DS, BREETH
5T EDIRENTZ,

ERFHREOBREFI VY

A Y — F B DFEER I\ 0SB B ORI
ELTHRBEL TV A2 2ERT 572012, f5
AN HE (SPHE: - SPLEE) 3 & Ul E R
(VL - 7LVEI2 - RA M) 28T E%,
STALsf# Rz EBER L Lzo#nth 217 -

Table 1 SPL#f& SPHEDEEE
SPL## SPH #
T (SD) T (SD)
At 2174 (145) 2169 (1.01)
SPS 1142 (539) 3319  (11.00)
SDS 3995  (7.08) 4500 (8.31)
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7oo DHTOREE, o FERE (F (2,66) =
3454, p<.001) LB EHE (F (1, 33)=15.64,
p<001) DEETH -7, BELMERYORH
EREETRh o7z (F(2,66) =193, n.5)0
Bonferroni{#Z X A £ EIL B T »72 & 2
A, TVHI2>T LT, TV 2>RZ MY
PEETH o7z ML HIZAY —FHEFNIIK
BARENEE N, AE—FRICREAER L T
WHZERS, AY—FHEIEBAEE LT
BEEE L T\ 2 EATERR S 7z,

SPHE, SPLEICH IS RE—-FIIHT SR
b V) DEFERZEL

MR LB A (SPHAEE - SPL#E) B X UM
EEE (L2, KA, 74u—T7v 7
) MR, SESTR R A EEAR, oo
BEEERE L L5 diro7e 20
G BEoERE (F(1, 32) =21.84, p<.001)
EXREAER (F(2,64) =384, p<.05) 58D 5
niz7s, MER O EE (F(2, 64) =087
ns.) \ZEEThEPo7z. BT EOMED
Mg, SPLEETIX, RAMNI»S 740—-T v
TN CTREO EAD R SNI2A, SPHEE
TREHOEELEIIRO SN o Tz, B
MoORBIZBWTIE, T XTOREHTSPHEE D
REMSPLEEL Y b Eh o7 (Fig 2).

SPHE, SPLEfICH T3 PEP DS

MA@ (SPHE: - SPL#) % M7Z
%, 1EMZOPEPQE N ZEIELT, #15>
HErERE L L it 247> 720 5341
DOFER, BEOEE (F(1, 34)= 2273, p<.001)

35
30 1
%‘m{ » }w
204 o

15 =
10

& S3S

Z7+A—H
#% p<,01, *** p<,001

T2 KR NEB

Fig. 2 #XARSEMHDSESHERNE(L
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ARRH b, SPHEED S SSPLEE L D & PEPQ
HEDPENZ EATRENT, 2F ), SPHEOD
FHBSPLE L VA —FHHAEVELE
EMCEZ T2 EDIRENT,

SPHE, SPLEICH T2 EEMNAESTHMOE
Rzt

AN A A S A (SPH#E - SPLAF)
BEOWERY (K2 N, 740—-7 v 7
1), HEEKY AY —FHRHECTOGENET
A (SPQFS R, H) ofmadtLm L L7
I ZAT o 720 TOMER, BOFEHE (F
(1, 32) =548, p<.05) EZHMEH (F (1, 32)
=487, p<.05) AFED HN/zAS, HIERHHO 3
ME (F(1,32)=164, ns) ZEHETE Lo
720 HATENROBREDKER, 7+r0—T v 7
BICBWTDHA, SPHE:E SPLEOKT1 %K
HWOENRLENDL Z LR SNz (Fig 3).

SAD DFRFIME R B DOREEM

AE—F T 5 RED ), PEP, BLUHR
ERNH MO EE AL 2T 52 L% H
(912, Fig. 4ADETFTIVIC X B8 2@ %2475 720
ETINVTIE, HEAZEH ) DO ED EIZ
&, AC—FHEBOHCHIIEEENICR D,
KDOAY —F T HIAFORMEDL ) D
F b EIGELTZe 2OXTT 4 7% H
Ciffiie 2 A PORED Y OF S5, 18
o FEERREICOWT EORERYELE R D
WIS AR G252 E L, ZL T, 2
D 3ERKOBENENITE, 1BEBEOAY —
FICHTHHCHGE, TAMOREDL VIS

50
40 -
2 30 |
I's]
& 20 1 — — SPLB
10 4 ———SPH #¥
0 T 1
RZ A 7+ 0—Hj
** p<.01

Fig. 3 #XARSEHDSPQERANEIL
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(B bDEEZTze ARG WD DI3BEF
LRTWIZEDRENTWLZ END, TiLh
DOEFO B IIHE % ]E L 72,

AMOS16.0 % A\ 72 i U EE & % 50T O &
B OHHEG6, #4 2FfEIX357T, 7V
FEHEINL 2o T2 BEETRZEIZGF = 97,
AGFI =87, CFI=1.00, RMSEA =.00C& 1),
BEEIIAEWZ LR SN0 T, &
WAERBRIR L 720 BREEALHEEH I Fig. 4 (2R 9798
NThHo7zs

F72, PEPQOV3ETH 5308005 L0 b &
WHEERWEEZNEN2EIZH5, PEPQD

R AR O EAL (SPLEE - SPHEE) %%
REL, 7+ra—=7v THERA MIOSESD
EENEEERERE T 5 2BERO G & FE
ML 720 ZORE, TRHE - REEHE I
BKEIIEL o7 L L, SPQOZE
BEEEBRERE LBICE, HARZOER)
W (F(1,34) =721, p<05) EXHEAEH (F(1,
34) =491, p<05) L LICHBETH 72, H
MERREOMEDOREE, SPLEOH T, PEPQ
FEIEHVHFIIENE L) BSPQEHOEE
DHRKEPoTZ EHRENT (Fig. 5).

SPQ(KAH

Q( o
03

: 08

-.09

Tp<10, *p<05 *p<01, **p<.001

Fig. 4 SES, PEPQ, SPQ®/SXEEFET IV

Y& 0dS
N
1
/

PEP I8
— - SPL 8

" ——SPH ¥

"p<.05, "p<01

Fig. 5 PEP»SPQIBERNEILICEZ 378
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AHFe Bk, SAD o F8%0 0 ZE K 5 o> BE 3
PEHSMZL, PEPICE > TAE—FD IR
MIHTARBEL YD EALD/ST 5 =< AU
x5 MEMFEIASEAL T 2 2 et 5 2 &
Tholr, EBfEREErEE 2, UTFICZONE
BEHT Do

SPH&¥ - SPLEfDERMAVIFH D LE8E

AWFze T, SPHEED A Y —F |23 5 WAk
bV, PEP, BXUEENHTHGE ) 32
OFBHIZEREDS, SPLEEEI D b A H T4 77l
WD Z EDMER SN, 2L, SAD BED
OAARYHE TR L 2B OB Em 2 8 %
ECRED Y, Q& mGmICEE L %ICH
CUCEE L 724 ED R T 1 7 2B % 42 ) 5B
LEWFENR, OHAMNWGHTOHRTD/$7 +
=XV A BEICREMICET S &),
Clark & Wells (1995) %° Rapee & Heimberg
(1997) OHFHETFT N2 EITFLHERTH Y,
% L AT O M A (6] 2 I Dannahy &
Stopa, 2007) £ b ETTHLDTH - 720 HR
FloZfbxd Ra L, A —FHHICHT A0
T4 7R RMEL VL, SPLETEAY—F DA
M5 EEmELOIH LT, SPHEIZBWT
I EDRHNC O BmWIRED £ T, HHoR)R
BRONRDPo72, 2F ), HRREIRNE
DA, WEOHMAED L AZONTEBO R
BHVXEELZLIEH-TH, HHDPHEDLN
EEBOREL ) B TR0 LT, R
HWEHVEII ORI OB 5  AED
D, ROFET T LEMOBMAH-Th, &
EDE S DS % IR AMA 2720 BERHCRE
flilcoVTiE, WINOBIZBW T RO
RIIR SN Lo 7228, BHENS 1R 72
BB CSPHE: - SPLEEDEDFHE 12 > T
720 INHDTENL, HRRENEH XL
ELTHHOBRIEEZE L, FLALD/87
—Y VAR RFED 5 2 LAVRE NI,

FHMNEHE OREEM

ISAFRRTE TN OFGERD S, ARG &4
FBENZBIT2 I A PO RFED D IZIZHWIED
HBEDH D 2 EATRENT (80)s A% L
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PEP L OIZd, HREEOHE (55) HHERAT
&7 —7F, SPQ & OBEMEIZRREE L (27),
HERKEIIGEL 2D o720 RANAE 77
o—7 v 7HOSPQB X INSESIF I L # Y
T L CHER L TEY, FICSPQORMIEA %
DRELTNWDLZ EARENT (89), PEPIX
B OSES L BEEZITTBY (32), 1
HEHOSESH SISO AR ELYH 2 Tw
7275 (30), SPQASIRIFE A LFELZITT
B5F (03), F52THwadr o7z (06).
SPQ7 5 SES~OEEL . KA MH (08) - 7
AH—=7v7H (09) Z@ELTIFLAE R,
>720 B, KA MADOSPQ (06), SES (-
05) BLO1HAMEOPEP (- .18) Owih
I2h, M) OOHELRZEIRD LN o
2o LU, AR L) SOOI IZHFERE
OB RSNz (51),

1 Ao SPQEHDOZELIZRT L TI&, PEP
DEE L AL D FRDOKHNEH O RED R,
SNTzo INAET IV TS DOREED D7
NIV EDTRENTZSPQERTH - 72H, R
AL L, PEPHEWATIX, SPQDESATK
ELFDRoTWDE ZEHITRENTZ, SPQIFTEA
AT EREN 2 BOAHIZ R T & 9 12
ILENTWDL20, ZofdE, HEA %I
AR, 20 1AM PICERED 2 L & # 1) &
LEWERELZZNE, BSD/87 4+ —< v Zx
THEME, [FIUEE O EL dolz] & B
BIETEZEE2RLTWE, FAFOKRIX
Abbott & Rapee (2004) TH/RENTHEY, R
BDOENEDNE S DINT + —< ¥ AR 5 EF
iz WEZETVEDTIE R, REDERWE
AR % #R A STV B AT REMEARI T X 5,

INoDEREFLEDL L, DTOL) %k
AT L, T, AV—FICHTAHIA LD
AL DI, HEAEREIZEREL DR
T, PEPR2ENTAHI LI TFDOBEDOR,
b Dico K& L5 2%, — /T, TA
FOREL VAR EDPoI2Z L, ZOHTH
FCIRBER oo bR DT LICIFEHED
HERERIE R, T LAUHENIC) FLTELh
&9 MORLED, FOHEDINT F —~< 2 AHT
THRBODVICRKEEEL TV D, SRON
JETlE, PEP2£<ATH13E, CORMED HH°
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WS L2V ERIIRVWEET, L LAREY
DA AAMITEE D FRERIIZ DWW T EVIE T3
A2, REDYDRY 714 TIBIEERTw/YL
CENTRENT, LOBRFIOEALIZBIT S
SPHH O MR Z KT 2 &, HERLDE
W ADBIM R METIEL, AT 1 TREZD
BIEENT, BHRUHOEADPZEL TRON
5 lIZEoT, AEBIREMERFENTLE
AT B D EHMTE B,

KIFFEDRAL LT, WO HBERHT
&b, Y, ~WMRFLEOT IO T TVE
HH L2 Th o 72720, FEERz2HIREEIC
LIGHTE 2 DIV TIE, S5H% S 5% 55
rER, WET LT LEDND D, KR
> I NVOPEPQEEDNIGIL, Ty INVEEKT
308.00 (SD =179.98), SPL#:T199.47 (SD =
109.72), SPH# T % 43688 (SD =162.31) T
otz HAHR (2009) TiE, PEPQ®SAD &
HHEDOFIH1359941 (SD =19399), AR
351348460 (SD=19396) &L X Tw
bho TOZ EMS, PEPAL YEEERY > T
2BV, R oGR8 rN 5 RN %
2RI 57\,

T2, EBY L TINVOHN =35V hho
S, D, SNAETVOHEEMEDRENEICHE
LT, 5%iFME ERLLENDH L, B, #
BEIRIED 9 B, AGFIHY.87 & RV ki |z
L F ool il T—5 #BMLE
DETNVOFREICHEL T, HREMWBRT 2
VDB 5o

CHLEBAELD Y 206, RFZET
1, S ROMEALZIIENK T 5 A i R RE)s
O N7z, FEIZPEP ORERESDS, HEARLZ DR S
IZX > TRZLWEEMEAREINZ L 1L, EH
\2fE3 %o Kashdan & Roberts (2007) Tid,
KA EAERBHICBWTPEPYE AT 714 7
IR IS T & V) ER 2 BRARWZ S
TV 5795, PEP &AL DICHAEH O 8E%
IZOWThH, SHBBGEEL TW L LEXH L7725
9o

(51 A CHEK]

Abbott, M. J., & Rapee, R. M. (2004). Post-event
rumination and negative self-appraisal in social
phobia before and after treatment. Journal of
Abnormal Psychology, 113, 136—144.

American Psychiatric Association (2000).
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders, Fourth Edition, Text Revision (DSM-
IV-TR). Washington D.C.: APA.

Brozovich, F., & Heimberg, R. G. (2011). The
relationship of post-event processing to self-
evaluation of performance in social anxiety.
Behavior Therapy, 42, 224—-235.

Clark, D. M. & Wells, A. (1995). A cognitive model
of social phobia. In R. G. Heimberg, M. R.
Leibowitz, D. A. Hope & F. R. Schneier (Eds.),
Social Phobia: Diagnosis, Assessment, and
Treatment. New York: Guilford Press, pp 69—93.

Dannahy, L. & Stopa, L. (2007). Post-event
processing in social anxiety. Behaviour Research
and Therapy, 45, 1207-1219.

BH—Z - IRERE (1973). BHCRHMEH S oM
RIEOWFE  A5HkESMEGE, 75, 673-679.
Grant, B. F,, Hasin, D. S, Blanco, C,, Stinson, F. S,
Chou, S.P., Goldstein, R. B, Dawson, D. A., Smith,
S.,Saha,T.D., & Huang, B. 2005 The
epidemiology of social anxiety disorder in the
United States: Results from the national
epidemiologic survey on alcohol and related
conditions. Journal of Clinical Psychiatry, 66,

1351-1361.

Hofmann, S. G. (2004). Cognitive mediation of
treatment change in social phobia. Journal of
Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 72, 392—
399.

A EHE (2009). HRAZOERLHEFRIZH
\F % post-event processing D E]  FEAGH K
i ONHRRE) Shiam e

EIFEE (2008). FEASAZREE B o A B SUS
2R B BIMDOEACET A% FEEE

EHFE - WINET - BIRE - SR — - IBHE
5 - BEME— (2004). Social Phobia Scale &
Social Interaction Anxiety Scale H ARFERLD B
LE RS 44, 841-850.

Kashdan T. B., & Roberts, J. E. (2007). Social
anxiety, depressive symptoms, and post-event
rumination: Affective consequences and social
contextual influences. Journal of Anxiety



- R

Disorders, 21, 284—301.

Mattick & Clarke (1998). Development and
validation of measures of social phobia scrutiny
fear and social interaction anxiety. Behaviour
Research and Therapy, 36, 455—470.

McEvoy, P. M., Mahoney, A., Perini, S. J., &
Kingsep, P. (2009). Changes in post-event
processing and metacognitions during cognitive
behavioral group therapy for social phobia.
Journal of Anxiety Disorders, 23, 617—623.

Mellings, T. M. B, & Alden, L. E. (2000). Cognitive
processes in social anxiety: The effects of self-
focus, rumination and anticipatory processing.
Behaviour Research and Therapy, 38, 243—257.

TG - KA (1982). #H L WA RESTAL
HARBOER—MEZ RS & L2E Lo E
F022, 107-112.

Rachman, S. J., Griter-Andrew, J., & Shafran, R.
(2000). Post-event processing in social anxiety.
Behaviour Research and Therapy, 38, 611-617.

Rapee, R. M., & Abbott, J. (2007). Modelling
relationships between cognitive variables during
and following public speaking in participants
with social phobia. Behaviour Research and
Therapy, 45, 2977—2989.

Rapee, R. M., & Heimberg, R. G. (1997). A
cognitive-behavioral model of anxiety in social
phobia. Behaviour Research and Therapy, 35,
741-756.

Rapee, R. M., & Lim, L. (1992). Discrepancy
between self and observer ratings of performance
in social phobics. Journal of Abnormal Psychology,
101, 727-731.

Post-event processing 78 A ¥ — F 40 F CaFili & A V125 2 2 B oM 21

WH MK ER - B AT 2 (2009). Social Cost/
Probability Scale ?® B%&—Cost/Probability Scale
DHRAGZNG- 2 5 LHIES, 49, 143-
152.

R ERHR - T - TR (2009). AV —F
WZBT 2 AR D ARG 2 b8 L
HEEWEZE, 79, 490-497.

WA EERER - )11 - B2 (2010). HARFERR
Speech Perception Questionnaire DERL D A4

fRHE BT E, 23, 75-84.

Y H ERHED - )18 - ¥ (2010). I A b -
TN T ADPHERNEIERICHE ST L 70k
A LEREAESE, 81, 381-387.

Spielberger, C. D., Gorsuch, R. L., & Lushene, R. E.
(1970). STAI Manual. Palo Alto: Consulting
Psychologist Press.

Stein, M. B., & Stein, D. J. (2008). Social anxiety
disorder. Lancet, 371, 1115-1125.

Voncken, M. J., Bogels, S. M., & Vries, K. (2003).
Interpretation and judgmental biases in social
phobia. Behaviour Research and Therapy, 41,
1481-1488.

Xu, Y. Schneier, F., Heimberg, R. G., Princisvalle,
K., Liebowitz, M. R., Wang, S., & Blanco, C.
(2012). Gender differences in social anxiety
disorder: Results from the national epidemiological
sample on alcohol and related conditions.
Journal of Anxiety Disorder, 26, 12—19.

Zung, W. W. K. (1969). A self-rating depression
scale. Archives of General Psychiatry, 12, 63—70.

——2012.9. 26 %43, 2012. 11. 16 =H—ro



22 HEKFLDHEFIIE #£95 20134
The effects of post-event processing on self-appraisal
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[Abstract]

The purpose of the present study was to examine the effect of post-event processing
(PEP), an information-processing style characteristic of social anxiety disorder, on negative
self-appraisal and judgmental bias within an experimental setting. Based on the cognitive-
behavioral models by Clark & Wells (1995) and Rapee & Heimberg (1997), it was
hypothesized that PEP exacerbates the other two cognitive aspects. Thirty-five university
students participated in a speech task, and were asked to respond to a questionnaire
measuring PEP in the following week. As a result, high social anxiety was associated with
high estimation of social cost, both immediately after the speech task and at a 1 week follow-
up. Participants with low social anxiety who engaged in high levels of PEP indicated an
improvement in their self-appraisal of the speech task. Implications and future directions

were discussed.
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