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HiEHE ETRF A%
AR K2 DB S INVAB 22258, JEE 100871)

W E EZme L4 L ERFF(Social Anxiety Disorder, SAD)/MAEKREF N TR R, EFEZF L.
ERHEGEERE AAEZAETEXFE TARH RS ZOAR ST, MAEMTEN, AATHRE SAD
MR EFEXARE—. HABX, LA TRERREZHEX @, £AAHHE0TR. BT, RE\EHEX
B 45 R Ao BRI, IEYE 3466 SAD MK 8 E Bh 6 BA A L EKTRGFEZRHEALRAHAL
Tt RE), WEB LR 2 EDBE 2SS BAEY ok, W EREHLR—FEE, FALTHRLE
R FAAA TR TFRF X,

EEE AREE; 2EhG; Lo, w#; 2EMREEE

HEE  R395

1 #HREEMEEEMRE NN SAD MESTERLZ G R [ IR
=, b2 i X AL R B T, Rapee Al
Heimberg (1997)01#& 25 i35, ffiTIAh SAD
AR X ST 4R R TR, K il AR A A
Tork e — I T EMIE TN L R

A S A B 5 3 o B A v B [ 3R g A8 R sk
JRiFR (Fox, Zougkou, Ashwin, & Cahill, 2015; Yiend
et al., 2015), I H LRI I A B w10 1R,
W IFRA ZA A i AR ] . XL BRI
SAD /™A B 3 J A 1) T i 28 D03 AS ] %) 3 5 Y B
S P R R A B AR AR )i i (eg., Weierich,
Treat, & Hollingworth, 2008), H:—J& Mogg, Philippot
F1 Bradley (2004)4% Hi 2 vi— k1R 12, %R
1995; Heimberg, Brozovich, & Rapee, 2010; Hofmann, BkJy SAD Mk E et A4 A S bt
2007; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997y 11, th g fiae = % W PEECSA AR A9 B B (9] i 2 5E , initial
AR BRI B %, Jeqg s Ty hypervigilance), ZSHEE ARSI LTV, S lik
BORFSCIES: . (ke B s s e ek A PHEBT BB IRACS R0 JU R b

1132 £ JE % 7% (Social Anxiety Disorder, SAD)
S W JEFE RS 2 — (Bandelow & Michaelis,
2015), SAD AMAXF A BR 38 7 (1% B2 A7 AE RS2 1 2%
B RS, JFEFERAENA ST NS R T
PEPEA TR B0 [ AT Ry, A RO SR Y
27 T DI AE 1 2 7™ 8 (Y % 3K (American Psychiatric
Association, 2013), KEWFF L, SAD MERYE
BARAE— B ), BIASAT Jg b 1 At 2 3 38 ) 1
BATAFE T R, X — 3 R E R o T
BEiwm, 2 SEUEER SIS (Mogg & Bradley,
2018).

A AR IE BN AT A B (Clark & Wells,

255, B R R A 2 e oy B MTERBEES AR R (Amin, Elias, Klumpp, &
SAD [1E 245t S B A (0 T 2 16 (Morrison &  Przeworski, 2003), HHICHFSEAIAN SAD AL
Heimberg, 2013), 1 AT LAFR A B — 545 4 33 2 VERLH ST BAT BT 0 E R DL, 1T
[ (A Clark il Well (19954t [l i, flafi]  VE R BURBHES SR IR ARIE Ak —FE o]
hE, BN IX R R IR I A R R, MELIES
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FEOT I SHASTER W 1A R PR s, BLLE
‘i — [ s 5 A T TR g IR Y Ml ik e, R
i LR BN EOAR B SR o AR A AN BTER
i 6] BOBIF 58 07 R AN A 2R, DA <At 58 45 08 T i 16
{14 ) 25 A8 A WL R BE A, 0 BUAT A BRSNS
GERMAT RS, WP AR B K R T A 1) 8 AL HT
REF AR B2, E— 20 il R REATAE Y B A2 1k
R R, R BEHT RIS T ) U B

AR GBI FEE R, TR W IR A AT
BRMEERSE RS SAD 2 WitR /Y I R EE
&, FRh SAD AN, HEAM AT B RE A DA T i R
&, $E1TA SAD BYRFAE (B ANZME S EA | [l ik
HAZEE) | AHIF R BEAT IS W SR AT 5 12 AR 1 A A
A, FRoh At S B KA A . AR S A e 1
A AUHE SAD AR ST R IE AN B A

2 BSERRE

21 KASEMERAEMESIEREMAR
et 2 30 4E W), SARMAESS 2 SAD HF5E4
B W B A AN I AL 1 1)
FIWFFETE R, DL 2EHI 5T LA S IR 1 0 [l A
BEh, ARTEALSE A RS A5 X B 1AL A A D
UF o mUARINAT: 55 300 6 45 W b S 6 2% A, H— 2
JRPAS —F IR A, RV e ) 8 67 e ] e %
P24 2R o7 i A M R — 2, TR U — 2
S, BRI v 5 R 7 S X B 2k R Y
R B 2 RGE A PR SR AT B
O o 22 S5 (3 i 1) i S50 1 oAy ¥ O 1) e JBE 1) 41
i, T i 1] i OO, R WA AR 4 R i )
BE#C(ULIE 1) (Chen, Ehlers, Clark, & Mansell,
2002; Mansell, Clark, Ehlers, & Chen, 1999; Mogg
et al., 2004; Schneier et al., 2016). — i 7, TE&
MRIFEECR T 0 (B — AT 1 Sz i 5T )
R R T B, 2 AR
AR B M R AE T R T e Ah, Lk
U EANER: 20 VN (o prd) SEF=X (N VR =g T8
MAE S5 PR BT B &, SR 55 H ol 2% 42
VE R, 38 A [R) 92 04 TE A% (0 8 O 1) 98 %00 % 2 B A
S I TH]S(Z2 L 500 ms) 9 #2802 AR AIE (5 g
[B136F), BE A% LE B RO H 2R A g I ] S b
SAD AR A . FHSARIIAE 55 25 48 1T R i
RS, I SRR BRI 17 ms 3] 1250 ms
(eg., Mogg & Bradley, 2002; Mogg et al., 2004)/
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1 B — BT SR 55

8, R4 R ZHFR A 500 ms 1 A 5 B Y s
[ (eg., Mogg et al., 2004) K ILATE] /N T 500 ms
PRI/ O o

Mogg HI Bradley (2002)A98F5¢ K 17 ms 1E
R S BRI, 4 2 2R L A £ M A A T LA
B, A AE A KA R I SN B I A
T UL R LA TR -, FRI Xk
1% 46 1 fL B9 %85 . Stevens, Risthe il Gerlach (2009)
KT 175 ms WA T S RL B SR RN o 117 24 03
SEIAT R 1000 ms B, LT AR 45 R
AR K B B AW ] (Mogg et al., 2004; Stevens, Rist,
& Gerlach, 2009),

fE 500 ms ZE AT BRFSE 1, B ARG S HFE
BRI LA 2R, R R S8 AN i S
I 3 250 ) () R ENAEAE S . — R o 45 2R
FH, MHEFERER L, SAD BYIlE R AT IG R
EZR X} 47 M 15 2 T FLAF A Il ke, TS Ie A2 5 Ak
TEBUIMEAE 322135 T (Chen et al., 2002; Mansell et al.,
1999), T 775 — &R 43 B 5% 245 5 M) 37 F5 2 56 38 N 1) 47
1E(eg., Mogg et al., 2004), WA 5] SAD 4>
R I A AEAE VE = A 7] (Schneier et al., 2016),
22 EESEERREMRNG

IS TE R AR 0 R EE ROk A, ST
55 BRI 3] 4k 22 £ IR BH IR AE — 2 1 T B AR 7],
It LI o ) o 52 A ) 0, 3 A ) S I —
ANARAE AR, IR 1958 D S50 I e 1] AN AR E 1Y
HEIA(500 ms 24, mJE RIS . Hof
B 58 BRINAT: 55 5 Ak 28 £5 BB R 0 ] A 5 40
WA R BT I N & B, SAD AMALE 2
Ti) - I A DR, (R K 5 B A R
B 1] B9 384 K M [ A (Bantin, Stevens, Gerlach, &
Hermann, 2016). S5\, X B3 5 BUART i)
) 8 T A8 Ak 1 7 2 O ) AR G 44278 T SAD
A St SR SR D 1 O 1) T BB AN R E 1 B)
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A, BEEREYG N, B2 )RS SR
BB, EEMAEE T

A EBE MW I PR P AR R 2,
B IR 2 (Y AF 5T 45 SR AE WY 33 2 LI () 2 2 i 32
i 1] 14 ), PR A S A 1) ) O SRR B AR Y
TR R B R ARG RUE R 2, X — )
R — A 153 B8 R ff U (Kappenman, Farrens,
Luck, & Proudfit, 2014), R ZEAEFH 1% S (i
SREA AR, (HORRISMARAE R R B b 22
S, AR G M 2 T AL Y T A 1) S A
I 44 % (Waechter, Nelson, Wright, Hyatt, & Oakman,
2014), FEX A ARIEAR RS, AR EHHFT
R ITIE R VRN —BEE . BN, Price SFF5Y
B 20 MRUAEN —4, DIA—BEMT RN A
W2 — BT B R, B LT A Rk
95197 S A e P W R 3 ) A A N 511 s M A K
2, VISRAFH L (Y 5 5 B (Price et al., 2015). ZEfb
1y, A 5T 2 I B B A5 R R AT 55 1 B ) 4
PR LIRS S RRE BT B W W] (Davis et al., 2016),

3 ENEERE

I 5% Bl 25 1 2 M 1) 19 52 56 v 50K 30 = b,
H— B g 2 B A s 2R R AT 55, H
S A5 A ) RS2 SR ) AR SR 00 T A A 1) S AR AT 55
AR 2, T A ] — A 2 X3 A [
T sy, H =R F IR S E AR 5.

3.1 REERIFPANFTIEREMARSGE

25 M 28 RAT: 55 F 2% 840 R BT IR 1925 (7] 3 Tid
R HOBTER R B A2 AT LET £ 4 0l 2 B A
FEME, ZER B B0 45 A o A0 73
Wi J — 0 %) 2 HE 23 BEAIL 0 T FLORI B, A
BRR; WARMERZ G, — SR
WA 22 s LT Y R AE 7, B AT 55 B
Wi 7 2 B B o 7 TR LSR5
B BAC PR, SR 15 2 T LA S 1 B 78 R 1 3
G T E SN 2 T AL RO B N
— B TCRSRME T, 1 45 1t FL e S 0 e AR
B I R TA S 2 1 Tt 5 TR sk bz (UL L 2 AP 5
HEHAT R MLRTESHEE SAD AR 1
2 T FL 1 0 IR IR el o 3 22 B ) 9 AR A
I A AR T L A 22 B E) i 3 300 ms B, SAD
AR R B H BH S A B TR X9 ) (Moriya &
Tanno, 2011),
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HpN

SR

i
cis

B2 ARG 2 MRS R

%

RRIME S R AR e 2 A E R I, H
A AT 3 e 45 B — S DL X A A [ B i
By, W AR 55 43 A PR, 7R A
He(ULIE 3), S — A A AR e T FLAE Rl — 13
B, BN = A e T AL AR R — XY
FRLE — B0 2 T AL AE W] — X3
Jof B, 4 A5 I R AR 3R AR 2 ) kB 1 4
LW 515 76 0B R AR R, 58—k
RN A T LA A — AL, R SR =
B 0 P o T LA TR — XY SN R — R R
B 15 4 T FLAE [R] — DX Y S L s, 9 I B AR
MR, AR A AOKE T B B MR 4 T L RS B
A DRI FH B B TR, R R R, A
WEFEE L XA A B SAD AN 1 2 i 1] 2
TE )8 52 PR [E] R 500 ms B 26 B0 &5 06, M
A 2 IS IR M (Grafton & MacLeod, 2016).
3.2 ETRIFANMESIFEREHAR

AR 2l A 3 3 0 ) 3 R A L YA B
B, EENERBOREY) . SR P S
T i — DX 3 1 A ) 45 48 s S I A A Y i A
Ko IRBHAR TR AU S TT LLB AL PR RE
A ) R Y AR A, 3 BB AR SR I NE BT 4 AR 1)
W TC RN R, X T AR T % SAD A4~
W) Sh A B AR A A B L,

MRS58 LR i h B 4%, AT £
A R 36 AR AR e B AR 1 AR R 4, A RIBESE
ZIAY 22 5 R, IEABAEG W TE AL IR R
M UE ARG RZ BT, £ 1
TGS TR LR, FIHIR S AR MR 20 £
TR A 3 25 1 M ) B 3 B, AR b, KR
SR FT Al S SRR 2 AR B 1 R D 1] 2 B A 1,
Wi 3R 35 2 A R) A B AR A

TG 45 S 3¢ AL A £ FERE R 1) 1 B A )
RN, H R AR S 10 2 B AR R
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RRER AN E KR [iAE{R) FIBHEFH 1) 5R R R EILE
[# 3 Grafton Fl MacLeod (2016)#F57 H& s He i F2 14

®1 ETRHBRARWATIBMEFRDE

—_ Bk —— 3%k FEPITLE R
i v A ESH] (SAD ANl 54 52 B JE KA
2010 TV R, AR R T H .o EE
[ — oy
‘ ‘ 10 5. i 2 s WTIRIRY 250 ms, BIRMET o e 050 1000 ms Wil it 20
Liang, Tsai, & [EIEA 2 s, W—MmfL 4 ARG A BE0, ) . ) PRI
Hone, 17 BENE b i bl oo e T PTG R AL 00 e L
’ e a 5 2B KA — R K
B L5
Fernandes et al, 1500 ms, LA 500 ms KFIFRE, WTEUT o e e ot g4 Bt i 4 0~1000
2018 MCMI A, WA NE RS I FE s I ] 2 P
YR B ] A R = = it
Schofield, 1500 ms, LA 500 ms SMEEJEIFE, sOZRM, @24, 2 BT AUE R LI T4 i
Johnson, Inhoff, SIAS PRI R W RN, FURIHG, ML B, BER. FL, WHBER LA PR T K
& Coles, 2012 T L S5 14 5 7% 1] A4 T FL B $0F BT B I [A]

6000 ms, 16 5K FL F H A8, 2k R
A, R R A LR SRR ],
TR, B UL () AT R

500 ms 12500 ms, 16 3KTEFL, k-1

2]
+

Xof PR LAY TE AL KSR, (H L
rht T L

Lazarov, Abend, LSAS,
& Bar-Haim, 2016 ~ MINI

EFE OEEI
ER =

HATE 2500 ms 504 F, M5 —14

e, g 0 250
Lange eal, 2011 LSAS  HEX-BUSITRALG, 6 FICO] A | ) 00 VERLAR IS TN, 1k R

E{ R Tl : ) 5 4

2000 ms, LA 500 ms JyisfjE] (Al BE, mOfL—4) HA 1500~2000 ms BB, X PR
SIAS KDL 1:3 M ELBI R, AhEm, HAERN LA FE LA B, X R 2

AL N LT R a4

1500 ms, FUHEM, PHAE BT AL
FNE B/ UEWLE ER I ] . 8 vk dh it i) fn s

% =
§ P
e

Buckner, Maner,
& Schmidt, 2010
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BN AR, A TR T
TR A, R R LN (] T

Garner, Mogg, &
Bradley, 2006
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=
=
[

WK
\ R B3 2 T DA I A 8 2 A PR T
Wieser, Pauli, 3000 ms, L 500 ms SR, MO o ?ﬁ 0-1000 ms aﬂmémﬁ%
Weyers, Alpers, & ~ BFNE [ HHAMW, FAS R E AW O 54 }\é’“ e s
Miihlberger, 2009 S o 2SR Yo 33 K0 W 7 - > =
u g A AR ) (R P R L A, 10001500 ms i [ B2 Py 4
~ ~ SR 5 1 AT 5 B P
b Coporolc 3 st A, Wbt e, g (PR TS SO
ot P PAGERATI LA HRRK 2% Pk St ’
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TIEBL A A RISl AR 1891

EERA BN HREEES, WAL
FETEHER X B 1 17 2 LA AE T B e, R4t
T2 R AR — M B S B e
251 fL_I(Schofield et al., 2012; Wieser et al., 2009)
GV 45 AL R R T 50% (Gamble &
Rapee, 2010; Liang et al., 2017), 25— KIRBkF| 1
P4 28 1 fL E BT T B Y B[R] 5F 48 (Garner et al.,
2006). {HALA BF 55 & AL AE fEIEFF AR SR AL
Xt 41 M5 5 m fL ) | & i 4 (Fernandes et al.,
2018; Lazarov et al., 2016; Liang et al., 2017); H:
U2 BB L, 2 SAD AMARTE T PR 25 T £L
RE UG ], A B K SAD MAAH
Ho T4 ook 2 S A O A9 (Lange
et al.,, 2011); {HAA HFFTIEYE S EF 2458 — A EM
FR PR A LI, A S8 AR ORI R IR
3 AL 8] 52 77 56 4 (Fernandes et al., 2018; Liang
etal., 2017). A WFFE4E R F WAL EATEAR
23 5 M A A X0 TE 55— A 1 e DX 1 T A ]
(Lazarov et al., 2016), 5L, AR5 #7100
Wit B (R E S, AH 58 A BRI A A, #+E
S FE SEE VAN 7 M 155 2 T LY S TE AL ) 23 T
(Buckner et al., 2010; Lazarov et al., 2016; Liang et al.,
2017; Schofield et al., 2012; Wieser et al., 2009),
2 I X A A o R O 1 I R
33 @EEERREMRNG

BB L A TE A I F T Y S B s L 22
R S e A 5 O R, DE A ] 0 R
PO ], DASRASCE O ) B o (] A5 A R, (EA
LA RIETE R, AR A AR

HR Bl H AR BE % A2 138 3 — B[] T 0 [e]
724k, I HLAIE B A L R 000 B i 45 B
b H I AE R B [B] 3 K (Waechter et al., 2014),
BES5 R, o Tz G S5, #5E
TG 12 HE ) L7 i ) v 3 i N T A I
E WG RB o3 53 1, I TG v E — 2P R A ) 1
i 17 11 1A Gy AR Ak, s TEE T S 2 o] o (R 3R X
T ) B G T 500

4 HRXEBNMIERENNTER
HIERIK

FEAE 2 A IR B ST U, T R 1] A A =X
—HRVI R A& T IR R R,
SAD AR B T TG 1) A 2 A B 0 S,

2 Bt B ()RR Y R SRR BT AR AR, RO E AE L
SCXF A RWF S IEAT T A RER A4, F S0
A3 — 253 B BB S BRI IR i, A
HE— BT SAD AR T i 1] 119 LA

AT —2E UL SAD AN g Ak 2 gl
WO R A 1], RIS AT A X AN R Y T R
Guphar i, Flhn, AR E AR AT LUK E RS
WA R Ge, H— 2 32 2 R E0IK B /Y Sh IR PR
(exogenous){F &, MH Z A NI AATFEKRZE
PRI AR, A2 B B ARIR B Y N TR T
(endogenous)¥ i, HH A AEEFEEW, FEE
B IR U (eg., Klein & Lawrence, 2012), A [
W5 PRI ok s ee 71, JF Hilhy SAD 1
A FL 30 22 0 4 00 B/ T ol ) 3 R ) S X Y
JZ SAD MR B R AL, I T R A
BN 2 T [k G O 45 2R, IR e A ol i
77 T B4R O A A A R % T b bt 2 0 A
T e R O, T R I BE ) 22 W AR RS
A DU ¢ B B I 119 1 B (Derryberry &
Reed, 2002),

2 JE 3 MR B ARIR B 0 — R A s
255 Eysenck, Derakshan, Santos fil Calvo (2007)
$ A9 7 = ¥ il #E12 (attentional control theory) [
REAZE— L B “SAD AR 0 1) 0 o] [ A 1)
AR [ — AT AT BB o R AR T IS A O AR
I 2 B FE T I OAT 4 RE O, 4 ) R 4
(inhibition)FI#E #% (shifting), 07 AE J1 45 09240
BT G E AL . B SR RO, TR RE
JIHE 82 T B AR AT 55 A SC RV 55 J0 G ] B
NETRATRE ST o R IR SRR HIAE T, @15 A b
TR 987 A sk R N B RE S BEAIK, R 3 )
AR, RIONEFEREN; Fe, SIRiES
i ATEWA N Y CRE =N A1 i b S i 4
MY RE T BEAR, TCIdF AT AR5 M OC R LR, M4k
IR A Sk T DG 0 T S TR o fR T A
PR AENLRE LSRR T A R R[] R AR ) o
WA ER, PR UL AT R S A B AR SAD /A i 1)
AR AL B i R

— AR R BN, EENE NS T EEZ
B E B R TR, X IRLEE BRI RE T
SRS, 28 MR KT sy, R
P RE 7B 2%, T X 8 2 e A s 41 BB T v 1A
ME, w2 fE KB g, R I (Y BE 7B gy
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(Taylor, Cross, & Amir, 2016), /N TAEICIZEE S
AT LA AR A A R T, ELR R 8 B 3 1
JFFET K (Redick & Engle, 2006), HETiXAEH)SE
UEWFFEFEA, A WF5T 38 I MR TAE 1242 57 far 0 1
AR PATIE SRR S, TR d R kM, TAEL
fCA TR B SAD AR B MR 2 R B I
P R B BRI ME, T AR IC A S A IR Y SAD Mk
]2 B B 1Y) 1 22 58 (Judah, Grant, Lechner,
& Mills 2013),

FEF DL FISE IR oY S A, EE AN
SAD A B A 1) 23 BE 3 £RIE KT 3 A AR A,
B T BERY RSO0, 20 A (R A SRR
JEACEA R . BEvb B B BB S 50
BT, SAD AN A M A 25 T AL, BE
PR IA R . MREIEKE B F, ZBEE
BRI B, SAD AMAST 6 1% 26 1 LAY
TR 1) B T RE ) [y 1) R, JF B E R
Tl BE 7 3k — 25 52 5 T e 2 I A Y T O 2 IR
41 SAD NMEEFERHAN M BEEEALNE

B3 KL

MR A T 58 58, 24 0 38 2 B0 A ) 3%
LA LR R EERDE RS 5B B,
SAD A 1) A ) 2332 IR AL LGRS 19 X gl i
PR 20 3 ) Al 4, ) G e AR Bl SIE 56 H 24 )
P () A 0 e 2 300 L P 0 7 A 1 28 T L ) TR
T LA K KHE R 4 LTI 3R (Liang et al., 2017;
Schofield et al., 2012), &5 E MM E, /T4
SAD M B K H A5 2 5 v i 30 i A 2
[ G O N =3/ S WU N = ‘ol == S R N
SAD MMAERF I X FE R R, I HIA 2
% ) TIE 8 S 4R 33 VR B AR ) A A A 22 £ R T
TR B 2 A A7 A B 1 SR BK (e.g., Taylor et al.,
2016) . K& I BT BB 5T S HE X R 22 S A2 AE
(Bantin et al., 2016), {HAFSY# D412 23X F 8,
) 3 O ] 2 75 A A 38 5 S BRATL AR
42 SAD N AMBEEEILIERENINTS

RSOk

% 3 IR Bl 5L 50 & IS — U ER Bk & AR A B
[A] KZ97E 350 ms (Garner et al., 2006), 7E K%
500 ms 5L B 500 ms ., ALHG TR 45 1f L
B4 A AR B v e, R G ) BT SR A S A
REH . FIERAETIERSY, 0YREE IA )E
it 2 s J5E B B 58 & BT B Am a2 7, HATRER

JEIH U, 7 400~2000 ms 22 )77 75 1 5 0 1] 3h 2
PR ) PE BT B

TESN S MBI R BL, SAD MK S 1
JOIR PR A 2 SR B AR O HL 7 AR R AR, Sy T A
154, SAD AR S HLH 735X 28 il ¥ (Lange et al.,
2011), ARHEE B HI B, 7EEIEKE ETHE,
AR BTN BRI B T R AR B R, T
TEAR DA S 2 B 7% B gl 1R 14k 2 i b, A
SAD MR FE B /KPR LE IR B . FEX — B
B, SAD MY B R T R R — A AW
15 2 T FLAH P TR RS R, T AR AT 55 4R
TN F 2 B A B T B T, PRI A 25 1R AR [ A
FEAE ISR AN ) 1 B i 1) A Y 5 A 2R

L, £R K 5 4 g B AR — A0 I s
A R AL B RE ), AR At A BB R A 1
A ] 1<k Y 2 1 25 0 S IR HE (Buckner et al., 2010;
Lazarov et al., 2016; Liang et al., 2017; Schofield et al.,
2012; Wieser et al., 2009). ®IEMIRFTALIM, ¥H
RE Y 1 4 32 f B A K1 15 R i 5 TR =2 1)
MRR, BB T, HgkBHA Ik
TER DO RS i B AR 00, MRS RE T R S AL T,
A £ A AN AR T R 5 ) A5 45 BT R (Tay lor
etal., 2016),

ZE LR, M TR, SAD AMARD
et — T iy 2 B 0y Tl P e A 2 TR 3R A 1 8 T i
(vl it = AL, H T A BTN TR RS
B FE K SR, (AR AAT] B2 S iR
k3 0 A AR T A 3 L LA A o) 5 v A AR,
PRI AR Al AT T 67 1 1 2 T L 1 5 AL ) 2
OIS R Z % A s R B e A
SAD MA £ FEIK PR AE— N R YK, ik
— IR H T B RIRE ), TR — A B R
Mz, —HA BN EEER S S R0E R
2R IEKCE I SZ I, SAD AR 8 T X D 1]
BT RE L > & 01— A sh BB fE, A—JF
Oy P 2 i/ ] A X e 9 30 T I R
9 VR e 22 8] S A A
5 RE

235 A B BT 00 BF 5% 45 SR 0 A Se BRI ik
KA SAD AR T 2 i ) 7] BEAFAE S A2 ALY

iAo H ORI R 2 Bt 5 i 1 A IS AT
TEARRUEA IR, iz 280097 B A0F A fE
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16 R B BT R R S A FRAE, X ] R A LE I
IR DL R 8 T, Z 5 AT 2 A
XoF AT 1 77 T8 LA A

e, SRR EORE W, 7R
BB SIARE . LR BHE AT R HR AR R
T ] BT 5 2 O AN SR AR I B 3l A8 T B A 1], i
R F 2 BERE 73 391 25 5 13 T i 1) v 79 5
TS PRI T B A A AR i S T 5 A A )
4 5 LA TR) R B 0, S 56 Tk % 53 U R
] )ALy i sh 2284k . B &, IR3h4
AR B BB A T, 7T
Phid sk vE B M A fe i Bk SR B, A, B3
B BT 0 AT SR A A HE L ] s 100 2 32 2 O ) 1)
AR A R TR, anAnT 45 G P 3 i L A R AR
AT 1 Y e B

MR il A, R AR R R
TR, (L3 AT R S TR 2 A i A
[T B2 A 5 2 =Sy 7 N [ B 2 = o1 510
T & I ) SRR T, R BT IEE.
SR E AT, BT EAEAE T A BRU A 3R (Attentional
Control Scale, Derryberry, & Reed, 2002){ll & 1 &
P B9ANTR] 043 (eg., Judah, Grant, Mills, & Lechner,
2014), XA 25 R AR AE 2 KR AR
FEAE A A VR A 1 T e A A S R IR L 19 7 g
JARF AT R ME, BIFFEE N S S e . o
FE A% S5 e B 220 3 2 o i 0 i = A A AR
AMETE YT T B
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Dynamic attention bias in social anxiety

JIANG Jingqi; WANG Haoyu; QIAN Mingyi
(School of Psychology and Cognitive Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Attention bias is an important factor in the maintenance of Social Anxiety Disorder (SAD).
Attentional vigilance, attentional avoidance, and difficulty in disengagement are the most widely studied
and discussed ones. With the deepening of research, some researchers have suggested that the attention
mode of SAD individuals is not a single and static mode, and it is more likely to switch between different
attentional modes, which is a dynamic process. Based on relevant research results and theoretical
assumptions, it is speculated that the attentional bias of SAD individuals will change dynamically with the
increased anxiety level and impaired attention control ability, from attentional vigilance to the attention
avoidance and difficulty in disengagement. This view needs further research to confirm and specify more
targeted interventions based on the results of the study.

Key words: social anxiety; attention bias; attentional vigilance; attentional avoidance; difficulty in

disengagement





