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Al 7t A7) wlEol|(Riffin, Freied, &
Pillwmer, 2016), 7t Ay} jH o] 55Xz}
o e NP AAH Apnst e UA
A A2 e pude BAE o] 909
U= A] B Q3 AGTHCrombez, Van Ryckeghem,
Eccleston, & Van Damme, 2013).
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A G9E $HT T O 2 99z 743
= Aol 559 & He TS5
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& Eccleston, 2011). S5ul=3let S350 sl
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SH=se B9 B 9 22 744 A
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painful face (100%)

T2 . SEUIHEYN 255 dZHY X529 oA

Hsgtn dZEAHAATELSFlee, Lee, Lee,
Choi, & Kim, 2006)2] A}=5 A 5L
R4S AL AR ATl
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of dFHAGATA FA T3 S (Simon,
Craig, Gosselin, Belin, & Rainville, 2008), EEAF
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=
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30 -

20

10

Fo|HEX|$ (ms)

-10

G SAHSE ol Fowg Aozt 9l
QAW 2 = 29, F(1,46) = 1867, p < 0L,
HE FolHge A 7ol Fofuldt 2jo]=

Ho|x] ¢kkth, F(1,46) = .00, ns. 1Y 2004
Uehd nlel go], BAFEe s E

@ QAP TA AP 4, 93
Be 5% 92 UE AP FEo=
QYA Fol2 Jlgole FARG BFYS
nath. @% QFERIAE T A BT
AG AP SAHOZ AU F Hol 2
Bol gk

E%, 4gPUlN FREAD BEEA

ol fFuE 2ol BAARL, 4 = 35,
F(1, 46) = 18.67, p < .01, BARAGANNE &
g bl frojwlgt ztole YT, R, 46) =
00, ns. ABAGL PEFYRTG FFEA
Aoz Zolay o WzkstA ukeat9A|

S
W
D

N2

I

45115} A 9&‘

92 @ A9l 2

el #ge,

o
o =4 A2 A
- E

zo23e) a9
20 AA ST,

AP A ;
(N = 24) (N = 24)
RIS 34.73 (34.74) - 0.66 (20.09) 18.67"
YPEAHER| 4 0.22 (40.93) - 059 (25.56) 0.00
Z <01
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A AR

(N = 24) (N = 24) '
PCS M 5.54 (3.02) 3.46 (2.17) 2.75°
PCS R 7.83 (4.30) 4.58 (3.96) 273"
PCS H 8.04 (5.54) 3.13 (2.79) 3.89"

Z PCS = % u}=3KPain Catastrophizing Scale), M = ¥}%(magnification), R = ¥F5=(rumination), H = 57|
& (helplessness), p < .01

£Z 9l D35 AZFHo| St £E3 UE = 9
ety 23
£ ATe dAFH BRI 7ol TR]lel
I2RA A0 U FF A% AR A AT 4TS FAskdn 1Y Aol
dvte 5% A% WY Fadt FAFe e AHE dideE SAYE Hlasty
2 foatgor, o = 77, FG, 138) = B% dERA W FI49E 3953,
15524, p < 01, Fe WY Fass 4ag 23§ AT F4 5o F5AA @

& Avks fouEAl @tk FG, 138) = @ AolE ATSNIH AIFAE T4
01, ns.; F(l 46) = 245, ns.. Z, 29 7 IS 3] Y8 55EEFEAH A=FS AL

99 = 3 S8 BN, 5FAT 4
ol %ﬁlazi Folul@ Ajolg Holx|  EF AR 53T £ FANYC
ootk 7 dvY 5% 4w 3RS U, BIUTER AT % R JEHA
48 A5 JEe % 300 ANehd AT Al 4YAPL AdsE 55

o) B FRHAt B 47 A%E 8

¥ 3. Aoty SHEHel 85 2ol day M Bmik(SD)
ks A ;
(N = 24) (N = 24)
P100% 7.17 (1.28) 7.72 (0.91) - 177
P50% 5.35 (1.43) 5.88 (1.46) - 128
P40% 4.86 (1.42) 5.39 (1.44) - 128
P30% 3.84 (1.47) 441 (1.51) - 132

F. P100% = 55 XA; P50%/P40%/P30% = 553 THEAGS ZF 50%/40%/30%=Z =3
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Effect of caregiving on attentional bias to pain,

pain catastrophizing, and accurate pain estimation

Hwan-wook Shim Jeong yun Park

Department of Clinical Psychology, Department of Psychology,

Kyungnam University Chung-Ang University

This study aimed to identify the effect of caregiving on the process of perceiving pains. An experiment
was conducted with 24 caregivers who hadcared for patients with painful diseases and 24 controls. The
two groups are compared in terms of their attentional biases towards painful or happy faces, and they
completed the pain catastrophzing scale and scored the pain intensisy of morphed faces. The experimental
group showed greater bias towards painful faces than the control group. Painful faces also was greater bias
compared with happy faces in the experimental group, but not in the control. Moreover, the experimental
group reported higher scoreson the pain catastrophizing scale compared with the control group. No
significant difference was observed between the two groups in the estimationof pain intensity. These results

add to the growing weight of evidence suggesting that pain perception such as bias tendency to

pain-related stimuli, is observed in caregivers.

Key words : caregiving, pain bias, pain catastrophizing, pain estimation, dot-probe task
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