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TP, XA BT IMARAS - G2 fif 4158 £ 8 AR B 0
PRAERRAIRR, X T B e AU D 0 5 A ORI A= i o
HABSEE L.

2 ERSMERIVR

AT LR AT 2 58 A v B B DL %) A0 0 38
HAa&E RSN EFNESEL, i Xm0 s
a5, TP, Wenl Ty, ATEEE . PESIRIAE I 45 (Ran,
Chen, Pan, Hu, & Ma, 2014; 3K %5 2015), £F
METHE OE N E SRS E AL, K
TR SCKE B S Wi sh A 4 L M IR . 2
Ja X At A S R W R A LI T A . )R
XL RS SE W T B G B AR 1) U 25) A T AL
21 #SHEEEILENZRINRK

EAMARH O AE&S T LS EHmiLR
%, Kanade % A (200057 T CK sha &4 mifL
JE(CK dynamic facial expression database), %%
5 2 ] M AR e i 1 B A 2 T FLE . CK
NS E A AL h R E RO EE A, HAE
%k 18~50 %, 5 CK sh &4 HfLE AR, van
der Schalk &5 A (2011) % il (4 Bl 43055 P 2h 28 1% 25
T fL % (Amsterdam dynamic facial expression set)
o R BRI, X LEAMA AR R 18~25
Y, AR, —LE AN 4 LRI T Wi
FoRE,  H = R AT I 28 2 (Ttalian audiovisual
emotion database) Il Humaine %Y & 2 (Humaine
database) (Douglas-Cowie et al., 2007), Ff#i% 2D
G AW ALIESL, Yin %A (2008) # il TAAH]
B 3D shA L% % (Birmingham  University
3D dynamic facial expression database),

EHAFERR, BN EREN
bR, DAAEWEGE & BN 2 FE YR )15 2 T fL B
2x ¢ B T FL A9 SR8 (Other-race  effects), HII
PR 55 1% 1T L LU RS A % 1 L FRLE (Malpass: &
Kravitz, 1969), HvE SCA6 5785 SCALAZTE A i Y
25, EAMREA R A fe BN H T E AP,
A E A G T A WF ST 0 28 0 ob R (B
T, P, 2004), N, HEFREESL T —
SERRAEAL B b E SIS 25 I R il R S, e
= i FLZ1E K i R 45 (Chinese facial affective picture
system, CFAPS) (LF, ¥z, 2005; &M 4,
201 ) F E1E 4 B F RS (Chinese affective picture
system, CAPS) (F# 5%, 2005), Lt4k, A FE it

FEH WAL S T 1 T B 2 1 LA &R 55 (Chinese
facial expression video system, CFEVS) (¥:£:%4:
4§,2007). CFEVS JEg AR 2% AR5 Al =
A AL(R % 61 B A 5: 51 B ik 31
B, RBIE LU S RS RS 3 FP, FhZR
225 N (2007) VP8 T 33 4 1 L3 I8 ) e 130 1 R e
REEE, 255 k9 = P s AU 3y 2516 46 T AL A e
B MREE VR4 5 ERIE A B B

22 SHZEEENEEEILMI

UT AR A AR I 4 T L TR B 5T
AWRILIFEAS T RERR . Bk, DINE LS
AR R A 28 AR TR B A 4 LN TR A DG AR
SR [0 O 2 1 4 T L 1 ) o 22 AL
221 BHXERENDTHREEILMI

FrsE e, o A 4 1 FL 5RO
T R IR — B A 5 £ A B g 2 (A 58 £ Y i
P 25 Jeth 2 MR A A A 25 M B B3R A, 24>
A LRV sl L 1) R A 3 R A
AEIR R BRI iIR)) (Heuer et al., 2010; 2=, ¥ 3E,
2013), Heuer %5 A(2010)1A K H B oA — B 4%
S0 TR R 2 P 0 A 4 T AL R T 5 28 AT
H & AT TA R Rk, B
F, MIEBENHSRERE =M. FEREFEEMN
VA BASHS 78 P 0, T 0 A 17 2 1 LT A% 38 1 1 2
5B REHE M . Alves (2013)I0 M & BLAATE
THU B 25 F0 0 250 155 24 1A FL OB BT TG T AS (] 14 B
X, 33 B AATT R 3 25 0 2 11 4 1 L %) S o 2
PRI R BN T, BE4F, Ruffman 28 A (2008)
1 — i T4 M AR 5T & B AE N 005 451200 32 B
YRR RIS o SR, IR A — 35T A3 BT
RS R (B R AT 55 )52 i T & 4R NS
251 LIRS (Hayes et al., 2020), X &6 T #4E A
B TC o BT 4G SR 3 B, 3l 2 R A 1 4 el FL R
MR M T RAERFE R, Hik, 7382
R s IR E W sh B g mfLm T,

B, X5 T w8 £ P8 B A 2 1w fL Y A
FEBEPTEAT LRI E . FIH AT B o
W K FHAS T 18 FLAT 5 (Morphed faces task)% % %%
#5120 19 3 7 1w LR 51 BB 7 Joormann & Gotlib,
2006). ZJ5 FIBIFTE R FZAE 95 A2 B 42 T it
THEEEVNITEZEAMT, EREIMER
FE TR A B ] BRI S5 14 T 230 Bl S DO AL R
WL R, HX — R R R AT
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HIRPMELR] (Heuer et al., 2010), Gutiérrez-Garcia
M Calvo (2017)ift— BT it 52 4B & XT3l
BB EILATI T, 4558 & At a8 I8 FH 1 fif B
it 2% J& — Fh 3215 % 4 i 2% (Expression encoding
bias), TAJ& ) N 2% (Response bias).
222 SHREEREHSEETILMNIAHREHLE]
it ERP WFGE %46 1 et og 5 i X0 i 2 1
Ee TR NG ) S = sl 9 - S TR W
TA KA —A> ERP B2 P100, iZp 2 A
LA 0 T Y 5C 8 i A B4 AR (Taylor & Khan,
2000) o BFF A I v A 58 45 R A N T i 2 T
FLCH G A AL B R AR5 & 19 P10 fili Hi, 9% i
I 3 K TARAL 32 £ JE & (Miihlberger et al., 2009;
Peschard et al., 2013), A #kAYJE, Rossignol E YN
(2012) YW FE & B, e Ak 52 45 JECE 7E I AR gl
A I L (P A e 2% i L) L P10 I i i BEK
HHELAE P100 ZJ5 9 ERP G f& N170 Mt L Al 4%,
T EES5mL A FE N T X% (Ran & Chen,
2017)0 ARFFEHE KB At 28 2 0 AE UM B
AW FLE R B AR N170 P08 (Wieser et al.,
2010; Ran & Chen, 2017), B HABHF 58 & E A ML
FI) 3% T BB 0 58 e 1] (Mlihlberger et al., 2009; Lin
et al., 2017). I FPA — B ZE 5L J5E T g2
SEE F R T KN [A Y 55 86 4 55 (Zhang et al.,
2018), LL4n, 7F Miihlberger 25 A (2009) 4 HF5 H,
BT BN R IE 45555, MAE Ran A1 Chen
(2017) (1 B 55 o 4 3 0T 1Y 2 A WA 25 4T 55
P300 2 IR A L5 B B Be ) — > S SR
ik LB 8 o I R B A A AR IECE AR B M F R AH
F 1 5 (Negative self-relevant context) 14 FH 4
KA IR B T3 K P300 It iR (Wieser &
Moscovitch, 2015), 2= #i1EkxT ERP ¥dfi i 174%
BAPHL, BRAT —LEH AR, Jin %
A(2019) MBFFE R T B335 AT (Time-frequency
analysis), %53 & B0 41 30 £ 5 E FE AL & I B A%
T GE SR g SR E LA &R delta MEL
REm R, X RUMAIEEIZ IR R T HARK
PR . IS, Xing 48 A(2017)i2 T EEG
T HE % #% (functional connectivity) 94 #T ik, 45
RERGEHALL, S EEETE theta BB
IR B A 4R 35 T 4k — B (Oscillatory  midline
coherence), X 1 B &1 At 38 A5 FEE IR R TR A 1
Ty R % $e 0 4 HAT e e A S 1

[t 1) 20 R B 5 1Y ERP AR Ab, 23 (6] 433
R E) MR AR B 2 HFERAKREL
HFLIN T #p 2 5nl . BmR 28, Bk
FEASHR B AL XA O K P 2 IE A G
(Pujol et al., 2009), Z J& HYWFFT & WA B k22 £5
TR 5 4 2 A SRR A AL S0 B R AT 4 1 FL B
K38 77 A 2.3 22 5 (Abraham et al., 2013). #¢
WL —30 fMRI BF5EAEZ Gt MR BT iz 1 T3
BEEL AT ik, 45 R AR+ A fE 8 ek AT
5 25 VR T A, R 1 A I 2 5 R R
B 7 J2 X 2 [] ) SR 55 (K reifelts et al., 2017),

25 PP, St as f R S AN 25 L
T A 54 iR B 43 A1 45 P100 N 170 F1 P300 2%, 1fif
5 TR S P il DX 9 R R 2 B DX (L an, miA B
EOMBE R T (tkan, #1%). EEFEENE,
T A 32 A R R 4 T L T A e ML A A O R
U & BT EE AT WSRO =R ) L E i 20 e SR A
HE T LA SRR S AL, DUATE 4 1w Hh 2 5%
e Rk A8 A LB I 28 T AL AL
23 #HREENTEREIIZL

T O 1] 2 8 AR X T AR, AN AR AH R
S SR G R B R R R B EL(E S 45,
2011), 73 2 1) ZR(Attentional bias training, ABT),
B FR 1 7= i 19] %7 1F (Attentional bias modification,
ABM), J2i8 F— & BT 45 %4~ M A9 v 2 A 1 Jin
DAk AR 85 1E 19 Y11 2505 B (Amir et al., 2009; Beard
etal,2012; £8 £ 2011; X %,2014), 1
I 1] DI 25 A9 98 28 3 B S S T 45 (Dot probe
task, DPT) Ml # 5 % %R 1T 55 (Visual search task,
VST)o VERAR a1 I 25 ST 555 b5 e 5 A DA
45 1 X B AE T4 D0 it B B A o e o 3 A
BERAR (B, 2018; FGEBE 48, 2019), Hik
M5, EF BRI SRS, H5E8H
FAY S 1N B % B A 8 1 3 A T B, IR A7
OSBRI o, B0 82 AR 43 s 1) 68 28 4 7k
B BARE R R e AL E, A S H A
T YNl sl 20 o 2 28 38 ) 1 A 1, D0 5000
MMM KRB R G AR IR0 5T
WA R S5 19 B A2 U i i o T R
Fofm, 7E Kruijt 2 A (2013)HAF5E h, I B
PATHY S <R L AT 5 (BHRTE 15 TkDOE
TEFLAN 1 ot 24 FL P s 4k = 24 AL, i
Tl 2 AT R R AR AR 55 (B0 AE 15 L
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AT 1A FAE e P 4% R AL %) o

AW FRY, X T o g, Stsc EIE
F 2N T T TR IR T 22 b 43 TR B BR BT AR A o
(H#Z, 2= EH, 2010), HEEESE A (2017)F8 H X}
R R SR A 3 A S O 1R A 58 R B A )
PPEA AR BN T, #Emig L dike, B2
HAEA G SE P R R, I, BB IE =4t
A4 S 0 U R B R T AR AT, R
RS, T R 1 I 2R R AR 55 3 AT LA
AR B 15 B A e, DT RS 3 A A1 A
SR B VEFH (Bar-Haim et al., 2007), AH#F5E =W,
tesp =N (T R a sraly= - S RT3 R (|
(Amir et al., 2008; Eldar et al., 2012; Heeren et al.,
2012; de Voogd et al., 2014), {H HABHF 58 # K HE %
I TG 1) ) 50T 4 0 4 32 R TERE AR W R
7 (Boettcher et al., 2012; Heeren et al., 2015), iX 4%
PSR AR T 25 R SR W, i Ak 2 A R A T R0 1)
YRR T B — 20 R
24 DEWEHLE

DL 2 2 e 4T 28 FE N B A1 45 T FLF o
F AT R A R TAE, Hansh 24516 & i
FLEER R, X4 58 £5 R 18 45 T FL I TR 88
W, DAt 3 (i iy i S Am ) Y11 2555 . RAEH
FH IR AR T A 2 A RS A 45 AL 2 )
MK ZR, (AT AR —SE R R L )

TG, A M E S A A LR R 18 52
o R CFEVS WA RS BUR T 4 AR A
3, B LT =7 EA B E 3 — BB
(1) CFEVS U T —Fh itk (A5 sh B 15 4
MfL, XHIL T AL ST TAER TR . 3 3 % 3¢
MR BB B, A1 45 T FLAE 5T v B SR I 45 T
FLAN, B . RVEFN DO SE 1 FL(Peschard
etal., 2013; Ran & Chen, 2017). 5 & K, &
R T A R X S 95 AR A T L ) R B A A
=, B S S R %o A A 1 L A P Y s g
T A A AR LAY 4L P (T 5, 2010) (2)
TN YE )7 T, CFEVS H 228 T MU 1 1B
NG R B, T A PERE AR B AR BE L 5] AT
G, RRH RN, WM B SEE. W50
FUA] {5 B ¥4 23 5% i A A %o At A T FL A T(ZE 3
% 2018; Zhang et al., 2016), AU 4EEF 1A 52
EBRA T CFEVS eG4 mfLaEmR iz H.
(3) CFEVS W f AT Fr 2 st 6] g 30, X Fhfp it

[ 34 A A A A L R SR T LATE. MR AR5 (8
BN IE & I E) 73 BEREL R ) ERP BF5E. 75 ERP
S, H AR RS A i RN B 1 R
FOWR, vt A8 48 18 U 2 2515 4 i L A el
ZHLHI R R EHT . IEAHT SO, St ac
B B AN 4 1AL TR R R AR AR T 5L
7. A4 Zhang 55 A (2018)#—1i ERP AfF5Y
P T R Y D OR (IWN e f AP
RIZAR 5T R A T L OREROR B2 128 A8 TR R A
AL H Sk A 158 2 ThT LRI IR, ok o T L R B A 2
ROBEAS T, RIS 305 AR 3 b AT 3] A 13 26 i
FUAFAE 22 5 o R Y oT o L SIEF ST R W,
AN AL B AR SN AESRE, TEAHT
1% & WF 5T (Alves, 2013; Arsalidou et al., 2011;
Forni-Santos & Osorio, 2015; Pelphrey et al., 2007;
Trautmann et al., 2009), B 56, &G mILER
H—Fh T B A 25 25 1k (Arsalidou et al., 2011),
FOWR, 2515 26 T L5 A MR R KT 10 B
I (Alves, 2013). )5, ShZ&R9fE SN TAEANTHY
1422 i A b 2 3¢ B (Pelphrey et al., 2007).
ik, BB ERP HARERIY @458 2 8 X
A SRR 5 v ) B AT 2 T FL (R A 1 45 T L)
BN, A B T8 s i A8 R SR 46 N T
AT o R T A HE I RN B A 4 Ll &
BLHI Y25 IR R R TR W L A= BRAIL R, B 7%
Bia 1 IMRI HARSRI]H Il 130 A=, (H L
TR EN ZA T XX — [ % 58, X Rl AL AR
B A5 ) BT 5 VT S B B A I 3 S A
SERENVE, A BT IR IR AR A T M R i A 2 R
VU B2 4 T AL AR ZE L] o 5 B R,
WF5E 5 7075 56 e 58 48 P U0 Bl 285015 4 i L Y
PRZEBLRIRE, NSOV =,
A5 W T 1 e 2 8 RS A X8 Jl Mot i L ) 02 7580 1]
FEACFE IR IA B B R B, e 4k 22 £ D8 X g
SRR 18 i ) 2 5 0 AR 5 £ K P
SERUR R R IEG 4, 2013), KiadAJifh
ZRFE SR IRTT T e A A AR R RO U AL Y
TR ), HSRE RIEA -8, X R AR
[ (2013) A AT 5 3R D145 Sy 4 THT b [RDJBSE 1 S FAS
A e Ak 2 £ A X e A R I T L A 1)
MR R TRIEGE, JE4R AR X R 2 B et R 2
Z MY, X KB LA SEIRAT 55 Ak
&L BT, MEH R EEEEE SRR LT
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155 4 T AL U A 80y o TR BLAE N (2015)F5 i1,
B 251 2 T FL AR 3 DI S R00E 1) 28 I 2% 6 e 3 —
Ao i DX A fig DX (L An A A% . By [l |
BUR AR /N2 . A BFFEIESE R, S
HRGRAR L, A28 f R 1 LR i XA A e
& (Kb Amir et al., 2005; Freitas-Ferrari et al.,
2010), X BEHIBATA AT REA 2 R B Sh 216 26 i
FLBUN R HR . 5 =, WRAF R &R
H AL BN T, FER ERP AR RN, @t
A FE T TR U i 2850155 2 i LR 2 B 48 0 1 T
FLFEIAN T (Ran & Chen, 2017), FKHLZE A (2015)
Fi Hh T Lz Bl ] L s AL A AR I KO, X
2 WY v Ao 28 3 N T SR 9 B0 517 485 T L I H 32 45
0 LA LI TR RE AT Bk o X Tk SE A
1425 BN AT DUR AR T e+ 28 £5 15 1Y 3h 2517
245 T LRI SR ME LA B L, A BT
L R R N SO N TR R =X R SR
HEERIER .

wJa, ERR I ISR ETES L, B
FATHE B3 ik, —LEnioe & A ST 2 A 1w
YNGR R 44 38 £5 18 AT B 10 09 2 A FH (Amir et al.,
2008; Eldar et al., 2012; Heeren et al., 2012; de Voogd
et al., 2014), 1 HAMAFFE AR K B 2w 1] Y
25 1) %% S (Boettcher et al., 2012; Heeren et al.,
2015), X — iR GR MY IR E A .
T, DA IR R T 2 ) U 2598 X n] A R AR
4%, Bl Zhao 55 A (2020)48 Hi iz F VD 1)
IR 08 s 00 AT 55 2 I 1 i Ak 52 8 I 1 3 2 O
I 3 HE e A B B . T B 8 ) B 8 (Attention
control theory)¥g i, HittaCEIEE BHMINFI &
Ul /D OO Y H AT 55 A 1 TR, B 4 bk
PAT RGBT DI RE, e 219 % iy
P i) 38 7Y 3 B 1] (Eysenck & Derakshan, 2011;
Zhao et al., 2020). {EAF RIS, T I 25
1Y) S ERIAT: 55 TC AR A% 3 e 4k 52 £5 JEFT Hh e i
1 2 40 1913 2 R 45 0 D) BB Bk 4 (Zhao et al.,
2020) H AT R GEOA R LA IS L T,
FEAT ARSI PRGN ToR &, Fk,
2011) TAEICAZYN R A I AF R B2 A AN RN 5
R —F A RO X, A0k, 2012), ik
MIBIETE A B, TAEICAZINZRAT LU R0 o v A
S AE SR I AT RS T SRR BB, DA R AT
FE K- (du Toit et al., 2020; Sari et al., 2016;

Zhao et al., 2020; &XFE, i<, 2019), Kb, 7EXF
T A A0 A R A sl A A AT LR B 0 R R A T
B IERT A S ECR I TAEIC 2N 4iE . Hak, EE
i 1) YN GR35 SR A AE S8 53— D DR 2 DA 22 ST
8 H T A 1) DI 2RO A PR A 8 a3 B — (X
# 45, 2014), XERWAL S BIEA LELEA R AT
Sy AR T DA A5 S 2 N SRR FE B o

3 WxRmE

T LIRNE, RIFRPILEE 12178  ERP
1 fMRI BFFE 7k, MR =05 T RSG5 =it
ZREIEF RN DS EL LML Bk,
PR EEN P EASEHEmILE. HiKk,
A4 75 5 A 38 £E TR U Bh A 4 1AL 0 p 2L
il o HeJa, AT H A S A X Bh R
AT AL AR 1 ) TAE A2 5 o
31 MR—: FEANSHEEEILENRER

Y ST A R 0 o LN B A 2 L Y
EGA M, Mure E TR — s 3 AR TR
TAE. 528 1 FEZEX E S 4 m L4
o BRI IE L TMILERS 6 FhiEAE L4
LB PROE ., 2R &%, il BT R —F
rp 2 1% (Ekman et al., 1972; Ekman & Friesen,
1978) . 1T 5 45 480 43 P A o7 X Ak 3 i s 40 A5 44
B Bl BB LR MEETEINB
FRAE, RAREEIR . S RITRDESE N ERERAE (52 /N
g 4, 2003; T, TG, 2005). 5
B D06 AT AT A L A, AR BR BT R RRAE, A
G — /N EE A E T TR . SRS 2 T2
X SIS g AL AR AT IR . YR T
2% [ AT 2 P B 15 Jr vk X sh 25 1% 4 i FL
PR . MCERRE . DRI WRE| T REIE B
A7 %€ (Britton et al., 2006), 24 3 SR 5T gL
TR R A R ShAS 1 2 L R S
Z5. RTEWBP AT IBIEE LR
(kAL . IEME AL AP L ) AL AR
B R o SE R HZ 8019 S1-S2 72 (Zhang
et al., 2018), X —JHx7E LIFE BT 5T g Uk S8 i)
VLA 35525 52 A4 A o) A i i 5 i 1 AL A U (Ram,
Chen, & Pan, 2014; Ye et al., 2009),
32 MR SHXEEFRMNNSBEEEBILN

HEHLH R

DI B 1 7% 56 At 2 fR IR I B S 46
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AL T, FER TAT AR Ik, T
PRI 4k 32 5 1 AE VU0 Bl 25155 24 i L )l 22 B
MHTIR H AR ST R A B )43 B R S Y ERP
BOR (S5 4) Rz 18] 73 B30 19 IMRTEOR (250
5)e EEMIRNEW L =T (1)mi3EES
Xof 20 25 B M AL T A 5 (2) e Ak S FE T
o3 R I B A 45 T LIRS A DL ANz s (3) i
FEAZREIEF A IALA RN T SE5 4 F 5 B4
=V SRR L IEE L ) LR
RIGNASTHAL . AT AL AL 2S£ A (At 2e 4
& AR AL AR IE) . SERAR AT S1-82 JE AR R AR
MYEE , SLE RIS H Liebowitz #1238 £ jE = £ 1)
R SCRRO B EA T I (fr e 3%, 5K, 2004).
TE IR A5 P (Ran & Chen, 2017; Zhang et al.,
2018), Liebowitz #1232 & RMA T 60 KBk
O AL SRR, 15T 40 AR AL AR IR
o MRARIX —FRifE, O 8 R (A AL A& 2
P B A A A AR A B2 S e, (HHAB AR Ah
R (L an, Feufe g RS AR & DL SRR A5 53
AW TR RS, ERP J5 487 14 )
RABRE, AT kX — A2, 7EXT ERP Hdi it
AT, B SR P 230 i A AR 1 20 A b, 8
K IEATI RS0 Hr . DIRE I 3 UL R R 2 4 25

(BRI R
33 WMRZ=: SHXEEREMNHITESHELIE

wER TIEIRIZ NS

Xof DAAE A 5 0% Il JB g B, 3 4 1 1 5 19 3%
RAEEFW . N TR — 3, a7 H 2k
412 ERP (246 6)F1 fMRI (S5 7)H R %285
FEAE AR R Bl A A R AL AR 1) A T AR
YL o PHITTSE 6 (9 BIF 5 45 S0 43 010 Sk i 8 A 1) 199
TARICIZ N s R 52 A4t e Az B R G 0 A =X
T PR, G SRR 4 & T A A AR T T ZRAR
TEPPAN I 2 1 o T A S5 50 A S A AR < [
(HE L S A el B (R . EERIdL).
SEAG 2 1 S 2SR R A3 L B AR RS
YIGA, 15— i R R, 7 TAEILR
YImrgEh, MTSE8ARss . 45 5 L& pR
FRAE A5 7 T A AR B 3R], PR3 — A I 2R
BN B L N R XE(Zhao et al., 2020), S T DX
— [ R, AT LA AT 2 BB OT 0 RN Ry I
#HE, RA—ATLUEZ NS00 - B > 0.80),
183 G*Power H 58 H 98 T 75 B A RE AR B (Faul et

al., 2007), H1 T[R9 32 5625 b il 38 422 3 Ay L
SKRTR, SE56 6 A1 7 #1450k F 2 306 R 24 1000
ms 1 3000 ms B BIG L FL. AR EZH
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Neural mechanism underlying recognition of dynamic emotional faces
in social anxiety
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Abstract: Abundant studies have explored the processing of emotional faces for high social anxiety
participants and intervention work of social anxiety in recent years. Although there are rich findings, some
limitations need to be considered. There are fewer types of emotion, dimensions of videos, and durations of
videos in the previous dynamic emotional faces in Chinese. Furthermore, recognition of dynamic emotional
faces for neural mechanisms in high social anxiety participants has not been examined systematically. The final
limitation is that there are controversies on attentional bias training. More specifically, some researchers reported
the effects of attentional bias training on participants’ social anxiety while others did not detect such effects.
To address these limitations, our dynamic emotional faces in Chinese will enrich types of emotion, dimensions
of videos, and durations of videos. Then recognition of dynamic emotional faces for neural mechanisms in
high social anxiety participants should be investigated systematically by techniques of neuroscience. Finally,
we will employ a working memory training to improve attentional biases of the recognition of dynamic angry
faces in high social anxiety participants. We propose a model of the neural mechanism for the recognition of
dynamic emotional faces in participants with high social anxiety, which consists of a mechanism and
intervention sub-model. Our studies provide a new perspective for the research of processing of dynamic
emotional faces and social anxiety. In addition, these studies included three research method (behavioral,
electrophysiological and brain imaging method). In sum, our findings contribute to the intervention work of
social anxiety, decrease psychological health problems in high social anxiety participants, and ultimately
decrease their happiness and quality of life.

Key words: social anxiety, dynamic faces, emotion, attentional bias, working memory training, ERP and fMRI





