FRHR PR LI A, H13%, 1%, 33 ~41H

HRRE LR EHEERE, MRS T A ORE

Em € wm  EF

-

43 EA

REEF  ZRHEHH

HAZRELEE (Social Anxiety Disorder : SAD) 1%, RE L -VUIARWEHRZTRELHE & OIS ORI
MOBERFMENSH D Z EREH SN TWS, SAD BEFICIE, HERIHEREOR T OB R R A T EIC
FRIRT AR ANA T ABH BN, E, FECH D 2L BEET LU0 B2 EORENREELIT) Z
ERHE SN TS, LinL, SAD IZBIT 2R L M 5 DR & EEHIEAE, IR A7 R & DR
HEAEZOWTRRET LT eV, & 2 ORI TiE, FHERE0M 5 DR SRR R ZER & EEH
A, BIRAA T AL OBRMIZ LD L) REERHHOPERINT DI L EBINE Lz, ZORKRE,
MAARE L EEFIHHE & OBEICIISER LN EEER 52 TN DT ERTRR I, iz, FETRL L

O DIERIFHRT L L BENARMRE OB Y I

ZEMTHRERT,

BEL TN, TEMZRBRICIIEE L TWLRN

F—U—F ZAEEE, REHEMRE AR T X

A &

AR % MEE (Social Anxiety Disorder :
SAD) (ZoW T, EE - R - TER EDOR
AMERABEIBRICE T 2RO BB FRICHE
WmENTWB EFn, 2002), FlxiE, EEOE
BB, THEEAAL TR & EEFIEEEE)
WZHEB LR TEN TS, HEASAT A
Lk, BOICBIE LB ENRANICR T B 7E
B~OEERCEMNALNB Z %L, SAD
BEIIIEBAAA T ARROND Z LA X
NTW3 (Mogg & Bradley, 2002), 7 I fHk4
HE LI, EI IRIRMAEE (Selective attention)
MEFE Odiz# (Switching attention)] [TEE D
4yE| (Divided attention)] @ 3 ->DHEHEN L&
MEATVD, BIRAEER &1, £ < ORIEP

R NGRS
*hg B ESIEREE 2 L T
St TN INGEES

KR, FEE ORI RICEE % 1T B
BETHY, EEOER LT, BEORECNSR
AT T ER A LBILS U THEL, o
FI-OR BRI @O Y B A e TH D, I
BoOSEIL1Y, BHROMBICFSICEEYE Y
SHAHHWETHD (- 45F- 41l -5EE, 2013),
FATIFRICB T, HRRER &M 2 DD
EEHEEELEE L, EEOERREVEE
DFENE OB, TENEFNEOHEERALND
TEBRESNRTND (5FF - 43 - &l - K8
%, 2011, £7-, FEEOBEANSIL, SAD B£F
ZBWT, FHROITE, RER EONIFRL
HIBIE T, BRIERICR - BT T8
BNA TR} MBLINDI EDRBINTND
GEIF « Bk « 470 - 1EF, 2002), 2 b DEER
&EEME O B, BRR G T TR S 1 7 2
ELTHBRTWA, SAD BT, FHEMRE
H2 LEHAOFTEHL PE LTHDAILHE
BRMERTRY, HLVERTDHZ LT B
BTHHI DI A THD] EBEMHER
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BT AHZEREESNTWS (Antony & Rowa,
2008 $HAREZER 2011), SEATHARIZ L D &, SAD
BEIIX L CEEN & S EEME LR AR
72 2 ORI G AR & FEXT AR iR
L, HEH - PR - BERNRERD H HED
SERMA R BRIUTE LTV A2 B LR,
%t ORI T OB EERFFRPBE LTz Z LR E
T35 (Amin, Foa, & Coles, 1998), *7-,

HAETREERPENEIZ Y, LRSI
AEEMBRMID LN ELRESNTHD
(Huppert, Foa, Furr, Filip, & Mathews, 2003),
PALED & 54T, SAD B ITITEE I ERE DK
TRERNANA T ABRROND Z EBRHESNT
WABD, B OB SAD O XD X 5 IREER
B EBE L T NEH O LERIE
Diaun,

F7-, SAD AE I, OB, K4, Post-Event
Processing (PEP) & \Wo7m KRR BEA1T
ST EBRHALMIZENTWVWD (Morgan &
Banerjee, 2008), 0EL &1L, FHEISh-ERIC
EENAT O, FOfEKREREELZY, T
WXL U7 D T 570 O3E#1T> 2 L 2 E%
7% (Wells, 2009 HEEF - 5 3 - SREEER 2012),
KB &, EEOBBPHMRL, HENLES
RIS L LD ETAZEEBNE LZD
BB THD EENTNDS (Wells, 2009 FEEF
#hEER 2012), PEP &3, EANRER L 72ttE
RBEIZOWTEREL, X6IZZEORMMBRY
T4 7 REEME b OB - L EET (E+
JE - B H, 2008a), Z OBESIT LK &R
WEEELL T D2, BHE - WA - 18E (2009)
12X &, UTORTIEERSD LWS Z E00R
WX TW5B, 5 112, PEP IR ACLENZ ]
NTEEERHTHS Z EPHALLICEIRATY
%, #2112, PEP XX T 5 ITHA_ATHREM 24
A—T L LTRR LU TWAHEANR = & 238
LIZENTND, % 31T, PEP T OESCKE
AR TEEERAOECA AV E2BET S
ZEBRTRBEINTNES,

5, LESCRBE, REMmD LR
CEERH D EBRRENTHD GEF -
A« AR, 2007), RELI D DIZBAL T,
MIERQIEED O OMEIMThTEY, &
BEEBANATACEERIEL (BFE,
2007), ¥19 DIIFER A 7 ATEBEE RITTZ
EMRHLMCENRTVD (FRE - BE - 2K,
2001), LEEOEITHRE, BHEROBRE L
TERABEDRV BNELD EVIUBETHED
NTOADD, FRABES R OREER T
HD LW SIBRIC T o TR RICB N T, EE
FRTE & o T RAMEEE~ DT A K> T D
DORRE L Vo T REHIEROKEE BT 2 L
BEEEN TS (Wells, 2009 HE B {th B 51
2012),

Pl Edn, REEIMD D&V D REHE
KOBEBND, HFHROBEBRICRRAIPEL LT
LCWBZ Enmgans @R, 2007), %
DIz, RLLWH o & FAHEOEEFERNRD
HNB SAD IZBWT L, HEHIEEIEDK Tz
TR SBRLTRY, BRAMT AL
ETIEHEN S DIERBBEHR L TV D Z LR FRES
N5,

T, AWETE, FHERZOM D DER
AR & VR R R, MR, T X
EOBBMEICED XS BRBADLVEFLTNDD
DERETAZEEEMNE L, 723, SAD &
FLEB LAV WEZARTE & OBIZIE
DEFFROELE L EEESER ST D
(Turner, Beidel, & Townsley, 1990), % D7z,
BEHENSE LRI NTY, 8T E
DIFEREZHMRT A= OFALMRA L RD I L
WEZ BB,

>

2 D

A

AERRE
4 ERIRNIRFICEET D4 911 AR
WCERIEHE L EE L, B L@ET — 4
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POHRBARNEDOH ST L ORI L, F%E
% 2654 (B 1274, &t 188 4 @ THFR
20.26 &%, SD = 1.33, ARIEIER 29.08%) %4>
Hoxtg L Ui,

A

(1) Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale HAZE
(LSAS-J; & « H b - e K« xR - A0l

s b A R - AR - /L, 2002)

AR AREE A A RET B DAV, 42
REEZZELRTWNEIND 24 ORIUICKT D
DA Rk & TELEE) ORER 4 ik
THETL2HEELOEREINTEY, BVWEH
MEEREMEFL TN D,

(2) Beck Depression Inventory-II H AZE
(BDI-II ; /)i » 7)1, 2003)

O OEREBES DDAV, 21HE
4 HFETHRINTEBY, &VEEEs 4%
EHLTNWD, FIRAL T A~OEEN TR S
nNTWa7w (BERf, 2007) HI#EEHE LT
v iz,

(3) State Trait Anxiety Inventory HZAGE
(STAI ; ¥&7K « 4%, 1981)

WAL LR L L RET D REN SR
SNTVER, FERZZHETAREDOHR%
L7z, 201 4 FETHERINTEY, &
VMERME S REMAFA LTS, HENALT X
~OEENTBREIN T30 (MacLeod &
Mathews, 1988) Hl{E1Z% L L THW =,

(4) ¥ E & 4% 8 8 E R E  (Attention
Control Scale : ACS ; 53 « 53 - 1RE, 2009)

BIRAEE - BEOERHR - BEROSEID 3 o
DFMRF P LEBREINHRETHY, EEH
TMERE 2 E T A - DI H -, 18 THH 6 ik
THRENTEY, BWEEEEZYUMEEL
T3,

(6) BREBRGEHEEEHRK FR - Ex
A« FHEF, 2007)

FEIRANA 7 AERET DDAV, R
B & IEAERIETE O L ICEER - T - BE

HNBEDEZEZ FHPAEBE SN, BEBIZOHEIC
Bl & & OFFREFEMT 5. SREMOE
HESEEHL, BRPETNERWIEEZED
BAEMOEZ T T TCOBIEERLTNS,
6 HHE 5 HETHARINTERY, EE|EME: Y
IR E LTV,

(6) Post-Event Processing Questionnaire H
AiERR (PEPQ ; E+J& - WBH, 2008b)
FRRGE % KX % OBRARNEZ HIE S
LIz, 9IEHE 1 A& CER N
TV, BVMEBEMEEZHEEFT LTV,
Fhrx
HERTHRORBIZ, BRI TRHEEIERM
WA R LT, SAEEERFICIE, REOBEIC
B3 5 +o A& 1T, AE~OHHOFE
HXBEEOCRHERBIZELALDOTHY, K&
Lo TARFRRIEHE S 2N &2 Ex T, EM
A DOEIZITESEA TITY, fohleT —FiX
BREEBLIAMTIZER Lianwz &, Fi—K40
REL oA, BEHICHRELZTRL, *
DEERLHED L ITEAT, ok, EEKIZ
BIZETDEWITHEE LT, KFRSM~D
FEZE LR LT,
fREE AL

ARFSEIE, BREHRFICRBITS [AExtgE
THECET S MBERS] OFEREAR
BTITbhiz GERES 1 2012-092),

B/ R

PELL > THODNEERESEAOEYER
OMEMERZE % Table 1 12777, LSAS-J OFH A4,
BEEEOEN D, HENRE DL TLZEHN
FEEBIZEVR Iy bAT7E >42), ZDiF
LOXFKREL, BEOERVWELEEL TV
ZEnREni,

(1) PEP L [EEHISMERE R OMEIR N1 7 A D
BB DRt
PEP /3 SAD IZBBMICRD b, HiEREe
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Table 1 FEHOTFH AR CEERE (V=
265)

Measure M SD
Social anxiety 46.89 25.32
Depression 11.09 7.67
Trait anxiety 47.84 10.13
Post-event processing 423.46 203.17
Selective attention 20.92 5.44
Switching attention 20.20 5.33
Divided attention 18.85 5.87
Attention 59.96 14.44
Positive interpretation (S) 8.16 1.82
Negative interpretation (S) 8.33 2.01
Positive interpretation (N) 8.87 1.84
Negative interpretation (N) 6.98 1.77

Note. Selective/Switching/Divided : Subscale of attention,

(S) : Social situation, (N) : Nonsocial situation

O DERICH B D LERR R & 48l U 7=k
BTHDHID, FHERLRMH SRk & BEED
EOTEE IR RS 1 7 2 & PEP &
DOBEEMIZ O THBE ST 21T - 72, TORER,
PEP & BRI & ORICEERFTFVADHE
B2 bz (r=-.225, p<.01), £/z, PEP
SRS EIZBY DT ERLEER & OMIZ,
BFERZHNAOHEBIRD LN (r=-265,p
<.01),

(2) R E L FEEREEE L OBEEOR
& (Table 2)

AL L IEBRIEBEEE & OBEME RET
BH7=912, LSAS-J & ACS DB 21T - 710
ZORER, LSAS-J & ACS L DRI, A&
%mﬁ@ﬁ%#méhﬁDUMSJkME®%
TALREE & OB, BEZRFHOAOMEBENTR

i,
EREOBEEMEICBWT, M5 2R & FrER
DEBLERBFT 57-92, BDI-II & STAI @

%Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁkbf,ﬁ%&J&MB@ﬁ
RS &21T > 7=, BDI-II 514K L Uk
£, LSAS-J & ACS ORICEERTIWVA DB
ﬁﬁémtomm@%TﬁRF&L&wJ&@
BZiE, LSAS-J &BIWEE - HEEOERMR &
OENCAHEBE R TLSBOAOHBE LA b <
Y, EEOSELORIZ, AERBOADHE
BIVR &7z, RIZ, STAI #HIEZEH E L
B, FERIKBVAOHENTINT,
LSAS-J & ACS O TMRE & ORIz

LSAS-J LBEIRMEE - BRI L OICH
EMERALN 20, HEDOHE L DR
I EER IZLSHAEOREBENRENT, YL
DI F — 1%, BDIIL 2 #IEZES L Uiz
AL THARERLOTHo T,

(B) HBRARE LR ANA T A & ORFEMEDOR
Ft (Table 3)

AL & FRIRSA 7 R & OB A RETT
B9z, LSAS-J L B EBRBEEEEYL
MO & TALRE & OB 21Tol2, TO
FER, LSAS-J LHEMBmEcBIT A EEN
R E OMICHEERB/ONADOHBEN AL, &
ERRER E OMICHEEZRFREOEDHEEN
B oz, £72, LSAS-J LIEHSHMBHIZE
T HEERRAERE OMICERERFVADOHEE
WH-HI, TEMZIRIRE OMIZZ IV
BIBHILT,

FEOBEMICB VT, #19 ok &R

DEBERITTT 5 7-Hiz, BDIII & STAI @
BB AERMEE L LT, LSAS-J LBECER
ki AR B R E R O BB 5T 21T - 72,
BDNI%%@W&&Lt#% MMSJ&&A
FIREIC R 5 EEMNREIR & OMIZITEE
< %%'b\ﬁoﬁﬁﬁé LBzl i2b, Emﬂ’]
R E ORI, BERFHOIEOHEBER AL
Nz, 7, LSASJ LIEASHBEIZBITS
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Table 2 #1 5 DIEWR & FrMEA L CTHIE L7235 81081 AR REHER & R g RE o BE
(N=265)

1.Selective 2.Switching 3.Divided Attention
Control
attention attention attention (1+2+3)
No control -311 -.321* -.362" -.383™
Social
Depression -.139* -.178" -.233% -.219*
anxiety .
Trait anxiety -.103 -.096 -.154" -.1427

*p<.05, "p<.01

Table 3 #19 25K & FERL THIE L7 BB BT 2L RTER E RIS A 7 2ADREE
(N=265)

Social situation Nonsocial situation

Control Positive Negative Positive Negative
interpretation Interpretation interpretation interpretation
No control 257" 414 -.248" 174
Soc.1al Depression -.123* .324 -.151* 114
anxiety
Trait anxiety -.142* .255™ -.148* 115

*p<.05, ®p<.01

B ER R BER L O R BIR & O/ICIZ, #
FECORFERILSB[BOACHERL LN BT
&7 o7, IRIT, STAT #HIEZEH L UI-FE,
LSAS-J L HEpEE TR 5 5 EMRERR &
OEICEEFERZLSHAOHEBLMR LR
720, BEMBEREOBIIIABERBOE
OFMEANA LT, F72, LSASJ LIEHESH
HIZ BT 2 HEH RN OR ERN R &
ORIZIE, MFETORERR L HOAOFEE
BHhLNDET Lotz LEDE( /R —
i%, BDI-II ###HEH & UL-BE SEE LT
77

=

ARBFIED BRIE, FRERLRM 5 SERD 4

R & B HEgAE, IR A TR D
BREICED LS RBEDLVEZFELTNDDONE
BEdAZ L ThHoT,
AIFROFRER, HRARR & EE SRR
TOBRLYITTEEREZREE L TNDZ LR
T EN, RRORERBILIIFINT, £
FATHF R CHE SN R & B H e
DEREMEIZDWTIY, ARAFFECIT o BT
OFRERP B LREBRIOREN T, RO R
D, FRRLICBERET AR EEFIEEEED
BTFTELEBELTHDDOTIERL, HEHRRE
PEEFEEEOETEEEL TR ERE
AoID, £, THRERTFZ & OHHRRND,
AR LBRAOEE - EE OGBSO R
HIZBWTIE, FERRET T <md 2ER
LS L TWD I EBRRB SN, HETRE
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FEEREHEEED & TALRTF & OBEMIC DV T
i, RfTHFRE L —FHT B LD THoTr (HEES -
43 - IREER, 2008), EITIHEICEWT, BIRW
EEITS >ORBLEOBEENRENTEY

FEEOHENIRLLLEL & OBEER RS TN
5 (A3, 2011, AFROFKEENS, HEFR
T EEHEEREOBEERIC OV TS, R FR
TIAE S D DIERPCHEEAREZ L OBV IZ X
STHHTELAH T BPRENT ERFBR IR,
RIS 7 AL T, HEARAERE TR
EEWIE RIS E ST EEMN 2R BTV
{NZ & DWT, BMERE LM DEROE
FIL R > THEACEX DAMMEMEN S D 2 & 03Rm
Ehic, FEMEE & O REENLRERT
A<, BRI 22PN S DR E R L B A D
TR X o T, HAAREER & FEMILAERY
TNV WZ E LOBEENEE LD EE X
bhbd, i, ARFREHESHERICEITS
BEMRERE OBV ICoWTIE, #1952
RROBERL THIRATERVBOERMNEE
LTWBHZ &R ahi, UEOERNL

R R L & FEIRANA T R & ORBEMEIZ Y O
FERDBBEHREL TN D &5 AFEDRIT
XFENR Dol FATHRICENT, BERR
B H T 5 B EN LRI, H2fNEE T,

POADIKEENANTNA EXZDRELD
EDRBREZ SN TWD (P, 2007, L
TeioT, FROEREMEZ DL, HEHE
HoREBREDEEY EVoln, HEBEIC
BT A N D ERER S S ER R &
BELTWL EEZ LS, EOBENS

IR ANA T AR L T2 O3 HENER & & EiE
I ENENE R DBHERRZOERLE L
THREL TS Z EWRRBINTE, o, 1T
WRTHRE SN/, HRAFRE L HSGEICE
T 2B ER RN & OB IZ OV TIE, R
ZAB T DB ORBREND bR RS
Too FHRAE L HEMRBIROBEEMEIZSNT
i, HaBE O ENRERICE L T3k

T L —HT 5 LD Th-o 1228, AR T
FERSIREICHIT 5 BEENER L HETRE &
DOENZ S BhEME ST S v,

SATHRIC X B L, PEP IR ERMERICRE
ERIETZENREINTREY (+E - BHE,
2008a), AFFFIZITH PEP BRIR A T A
CEELTWAZ ERHALNE R -T2, BT,
R L7 Lo, LDEGEEOSE L, KB
BROER L OBESMER IR TV D (554,
2011), PEP 308K B S EE LS TH
57=%, PEP LiEEHIHEE L OMIch, R
WHEERRENEZ D EEZ NS,

AWFFROERN S, BERTM S DERIT,
R AR & R E RS EE O R T R A
TAEDBLY EHFATELMOaPRENEE
Z6hb, LEBosT, RARELEEREFEIZE W
TN ) DFER L TR L OBRERRER D o 125
B, He OHRREFENFICL > TR HER
WMEEIToTWDARERSD D, ShEE, ££5%2
REOEBEPMENENCRVEE T, £2TE%
BL LR ThoT-120, 5%I1%, HERE
BEEOHEIRE LT, #15 DER2EER
LEREBEHHBEOK TR A 7R EED
L HIZBEE LTS O CEARIC BT
LUERDHLEEZEZ DD,

B, RFEORRALE LT, HELTO
HEAT-Toiz®, FREBERICE LTI LNIZ
INTWRNnENS BEARETOND, AT
T, BEEM (2007) OEITHIRRIZRIT B
BEBEXHREITo220, FBHERIE
AR HEBE RIET VISR LT
MREIT oz, LILRES, SR LzEEl
BB L B EEHEMEE~ DN AR TRE D
BRICHRERLEZERESRTHNAEZ E0D
(Wells & Papageorgiou, 1998), FRAHEEE ) ke
FERICEBE RIET LW REOFEMEL H 5B
ZENEZLND, LTENST, 5%, &
BERFHERICRIETERBIC DN THEEL
o BT, EOBBESITCERFEICL > TR
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Abstract

Studies have demonstrated that patients with social anxiety disorders (SAD) show
interpretation bias defined as the tendency to interpret ambiguous situations as
negative. Moreover, they have impaired attentional control. However, relatively few
studies have examined the impact of the clinical features of SAD on cognitive function
disorders. Studies have shown that both anxiety and depression influence the different
processes of information processing. This study examines whether depression and trait
anxiety influence the association between social anxiety and attentional control
dysfunction or interpretation biases. As a result, social anxiety was correlated with
attentional control. This correlation became non-significant after controlling for trait
anxiety, while it slightly varied after controlling for depression. On the other hand,
social anxiety was moderately correlated with positive and negative interpretation. The
former correlation became weaker after controlling for trait anxiety and depression,
while the latter correlation slightly varied after controlling each of them. The results
showed that trait anxiety has a significant impact on the association between social
anxiety and attentional control dysfunction. However, it was suggested that both trait
anxiety and depression in socially anxious individuals are related to positive
interpretation bias and are not related to negative interpretation bias.
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