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A}8)E-QKsocial anxiety)©] T AFS] A A4S AHE-
M 5 A BRI F4H02 B
e ol Hg weke wain, Ve
2 I e = S 7 | R e

et A Rete] gt
2 WAy BAF 1%
At Eotof 2 ZThE CHAmerican  Psychiatric
Association [APA], 2013). H|=+e] A&t FA}d
mE ARV WA U] 2l

ol ArT =& HFHEL Hole AHAIF
olo] Folx|Y] l3]—(I(essler et al., 2005). A}3]E-<H
ol £ A2yl 27 A7l @
Wake] DS A2E wol: oz @
A QIthSchneier et al, 1992). LAFA Q] Atk
o o)z Yrizhe e FHse Be
Aol ARSEREC. R Qlsf ALE] Ao o

£S5 Z+=tKSparrevohn & Rapee, 2009).

AEEQHe] AT FAE IAA SHdAN
Avgshs By wEw, AlglEQte] E& AL
e ALl Uig FA4A BrEE AAbeke 4
HE JusiA Ashs Bl Uthdak &
Wells, 1995; Heimberg et al., 2010; Rapee &
Heimberg, 1997). AF3)2] AFgloj A 7)2lo] =pal
o A A F Ade 23S A%
| 9w, 2 AFe) $9H B A

£ 3 @ag FR9 ol ¥3E

Yy

5 9%=e o

AR ol A o|thEkman, 1992; Jack & Schyns,
2015). 53] A3 E Aol dF 24 A
b 9w 712 sokshe d 23 9
+S- 3lCHParkinson, 2005). =1} d o9} 7
of RAH HHL wigtol} Are] izo|
w, vlas} go] FHH B AFH F

9] A3d JtEAo] =thDeWall et al,
2009; Staugaard, 2010). €= FEA 3k ¢
A Y2 -3 AR 7Ied gddy, o
sy 2% AH e &4% 2@
Z CHPaiva-Silva et al, 2016; Sheaffer et al.,
2009).

ARSI ERb tigE Q1A Bl A sk, AL

e

e O,

sgcto] e AgEel 42 E40 UE 4
BAE Bgo] 9 Aok A4 el ol

ek A77F Bol olFoHH. dE =9,
ALg|Eelo] e A Ei Fgo W)
Fo7} Fslal(Mogg et al, 2004), Ex= #HA
of W@ Folg Aeske AL oy
(Schofield et al,, 2012). ¥ul o}yje}, A}3|E-9k
o] =& AFHELE FAZAC XA Wz F

J= 39& AL z4*8}—t— Aoz A
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CESRELES

EA A4S BAT ATOINE ARl
Fo ARES B AN ) U
2 HekS HYTHYoon et al., 2014). HZ A3
ATEE THY WY ATOE AR
HPAE A ARES 92 14 AH 94
o A7} o, 53] & A= F

=5 A AA8kA Zetkar ikl
(Lacombe et al., 2023).

ATAEL ] 92 wAo dF A
AR ofe} o] d=Eol T EAst
A= FH-(facial crowd)e] FA QAo A
H 325199 tH(Gilboa-Schechtman et al.,
1999). dubHoz ARISe wE AIZE Ui
o] =9 Hdt GME 33 A F
23t (Haberman & Whitney, 2007, 2009). 1%
U AT dollde] F3 dse] AlRlEtS
s fEte A els, Asud
Fol W BT A FEel BEA e

=
Aolgta 7HgslE 4 Atk ol AFtelA
ALBJERQEe] W2 AlES ﬁéﬁ e 5
Hog FEshs HUFS Hols v, ALSlE
Qto] & AFFES 223 A HolA &
== AL 0I5 tHYang et al, 2013). &
B WASRe JEe QAR Fue] H
3 BAde 9= 1L o ByHo 94l
Sk A aFo] A ATKold, W8, 2013;

2009, 4 2L @
o A B £AHOR ANG E e o
FANE ASRe] BLFE BT YAE

$yHoE SR 3PS FASGTHOIS

Gilboa-Schechtman et al.,

-

4 5, 2020).
P AFF ATSEIHG 5 200,
Gilboa-Schechtman et al., 2005; Yang et al., 2013)

S S AXY BAEl, d5, Eoves o

MR / Mot 45 d= 2He Eo M FE

Z THS TG A2 97Ee A

4 BYEE Eolud T8 HA Aold 1

B AN FEe AES 92 54e

(morphing) & A% BE3IGTh. ol2A 2
A

ol 2 o_uL ol o, 0% o

?_].- T
# 22e ok AT AR
Qo] SA el We) BT AAE
sl A FE thBronfman et al, 2018). F7}Z

o] A}X] (outlier) S
3, 7] 27 T R LI A A
& W¥ste Hd FES AYESST 2
B, B4 AR $A AN ol4AE B
AR 24 AN oS Ak
Ae 1w W, Asuegd Aske

33 HS Holx ¢ Q}Q—(Bronﬁnan et al,

2018). T3, EHH d=ZES HFS AL F

oF &Ado g AR S W Alg &<t
= Hde AgEote] e FdoM H
ol FA WIS Holx ggfon, o]s

5, 2020).
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fusiform  gyri,
middle temporal gyri, superior temporal sulci,
amygdalae)o A B 2 &FS FELSAG
(Arsalidou et al.,, 2011; Krumhuber et al., 2013).
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oIS SRR WIS ATl 9F o
@k ¥RE ANE Ags AHY A8
14 2 BN HUE BARITE AL A4}
ik

webd A1E)H Aeated N de AgtEe
97 %4 A 0B AT FeL w3
g3 olsfetely 9EAe AT AT ALE
sio] o Wart gk ool & Aol
£ BHe 92 432 PRz AN
7+ A pEY 4= Tl digh i ZA
2go] AEEet Sl @t Aolrt e
Gobr izl shgltt B3 2 Aol AL
Boty FHEo] H& $-2(Sanderson et al,

19905 FAlete] AR31ESE H
&3] glstaat skt
Eetel tigh 1A =y}
v O 2 ARS|EQke] H&4
TR HF PME FAPFor FE3T

2 71gakan

o IR}

B d7s I gl A F 102739
S ez A=Y e A7
FNAE A A BRI E DS AT
A #H FHs T3 ke Aol
e TS AFstAT F7hAe
H OBEYE Ja 3393235%), AR 699
(67.65%)°1 3, Har d#HL 21.84(SD

1.99) At}

g

=i
=
T

ox rr H
B o 1

A 2X

£ A7 Aae tEddidta AHae
o9 eslel Qs WATHNo.  1040395-
202308-13). F7EA A A F7tel] tigh A
W FoE v I AyAe
Jao B HM F2 FAE A
At AsAAS B A GAE

APz A

II

olalgex st T AP 2L Tk
sta wro g Uzith @riake AFE AFS
45 f{ o]F ARSJERQF H 420 gk HEA
£ sttt 7L At Fedsi= )
Ay AR oF 20~25% HEAT

B dM =2 ItH

A4 32 2 A5
2 AFe Y AA FE HAE AFH
O 2, Psychopy v3.0(Peirce, 2007)2 A}E-3}
AR, 16907 2% AFAE NS
W, WS Mee s o8l &
stk
AY 2= AM = H o] 8] o] 2 (Yonsei
Face Database; Chung et al., 2019)9|A] i Z}
Z} 6HA %= 1299 9F A AR A=E
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' a¥ 13 2t 92 23S 12749 #4
oz FAYAG #H AM HE2 F 7
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th. WA A Yl 05% S 2AH ] A
AlEa 302 B 954 dE TF Aol

s

A= oAl

ANERTE. 2 F AL 2R A 3
& AAE FEs 190 AR 73
1 SADAA A& A9 @ AHE 2
getEs stk 49 73 A @
= 9 1632 Z 1123)74F X 163)E
FEATG 2 AP olHell= 73] dAF

o At AR} o] AFe Q<A

4 o

2

Al

EE 34t dF Al 2 AR Y3t
At
ot =4

ALE A F5AE B¢ A=

ALE B ARE ZHaly] Y5 AL F

F5AE B
Scale [SIASEL Mattick & Clarke, 1998)2 A}-8-3}

QF4 &= (Social Interaction Anxiety
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At SIASE F 20O F, AL3|F dstol A
o] W2 0-o| A 4-7A| 57 Likerr =T
BAEE o] Stk & AfdME =3
SIAS(H <, 2000F ARESHom, WA 2|
E(Cronbach’s @)= 910Ut}

o

AeHATAY $¢ A=

2 dFdMe AEEds) g8E] =
+ 1990)& FAsH] At
2o Gue 54¢ Bas AAnA 5
o} olo] gstAFAE & FE(Center for
Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale [CES-DI,
Radoff, 1977)F AHG3te] 98 55 43
St GBSDE ¥ 2020, Adt dFd

o BET = S8 F=E 0olA 337t
2 47 Liket A2 PAHI}EE = o]
2 g7eld= AAT Soone] Mekstal B
Qsd 9RR @SDE AR, YA
X = (Cronbach’s @)= 8793t}

(Sanderson et al.,

o o
;Rﬂrlo

ol

U2 FME FEH FH.

I~

X 8 (linear mixed-effects
model [LMMDS A8} Th R version 4.4.3(R
Core Team, 2025)%] ‘Imed’ FF|A|E o]&3}]
(Bates et al, 2015) BT A F2 7‘01] EHOH
42 SHA, o BT ) 2E

2
. A7MA e 4 A H(random
intercep) ©. 2 AAsle] JRAAE

w3 mde fo4 ARe
ANOVA(analysis of variance)Z AA|}G T 3
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5 - AR5 - SR / AZE ASH L= 2O B M FE
o WA Szol e B AN FE @) 4 AT B 54
olg AZEs] I sias Hrel FoAE
7NEo 2 - eke] PR st ag= 10278 e} A7k CESD Ha7b SEAM
2 R £ 990 9L FAGT  + 3D 2o AW 198 Addeln £
A CESD A4 FUACE Egdlel ¥4 10199 ARE AT o5 SIAS A4
& FAson, ARt Fi AN F2 - © Bt 9676D = 1446300, CESD A
2 Aol U FbEe RAS sla) WeA e FE 136D = 7890l T, 3
e FEUSE So] YW BAL R T PN FE g 2 W 2R A9 ug
itk o woldss velpon], wgAe 27
B Qe e 248 HeE TR 2 o) shk@d S e ZHET TAHo
o] t= W] a(multiple comparlsons) FA 71 A NS W Foj== AL HATKE 1)
¢ 4 omR fosE nAe Agauc
A4 HHOE YA Bokeront HRE | SR HEO| B2 2T BN 45 B2
£ oRE H23AAT 2% 0FE TNY N X2 29 10|
& olthe B0l QlolaE, 2019, olF
BHA5E7] 98] Benjamini®} Hochberg(1995)= ARl ERl wet 95F dF FFY A
FDR(false discovery rate) 23 WS Aoty FEH PG AA F2 Zol Zolrt A &
o} olq »E— Ao A= Benjamini-Hochberg o3ty ¢l A &£ a3 28 ALESH
FDR BAS 283 A3s A Akt TAIAT Y A Kfixed effects)?] THEF Type
II ANOVA AN 2), A3ERKSIAS)S] T3
= frefaAl ke, () = 187, w, 2
2 3 M FEleved?] FEI= FI3ATHEG)
1 JH BN = 101)2] B M FE 4 BrEAIZte Ha X EEHEA
Rating RT
Level
Mean SD Mean SD
12:0 5.25 0.70 1.65 0.40
10:2 4.78 0.50 1.74 0.46
8:4 4.34 0.41 1.78 0.50
6:6 3.92 0.32 1.77 0.47
4:8 3.52 0.44 1.77 0.47
2:10 3.15 0.52 1.71 0.45
0:12 2.76 0.61 1.66 0.41
F Lo = 289 AN SR o) B4 Radng = BE A FE G5 RT = WAL
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Effect X2 d »
(Intercept) 1924.02 1 < o0l ™
SIAS 1.87 1 171

Level 269.70 6 < o1 ™
SIAS X Level 13.40 6 037"

. SIAS = AFF) A As A Bl 2 T (Social Interaction Anxiety Scale); Level = 89 AA 5

ek

< .05 7 < 001

E 3 830 M FE Ao i 18z FEA

Variable Estimate([3) SE daf t P adjusted p
(Intercept) 5.11 0.12 676 43.86 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
SIAS 0.00 0.00 676 1.37 172 0.240
Level N2 -0.41 0.16 594 258 010 0.018 *
Level N4 -0.78 0.16 594 -4.89 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
Level NG -1.21 0.16 594 -7.59 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
Level N8 -1.56 0.16 594 9.77 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
Level N10 -1.69 0.16 594 -10.62 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
Level N12 213 0.16 594 -13.38 < .001 ™ < .001 ™
SIAS:Level N2 0.00 0.00 594 044 658 0.658
SIAS:Level N4 0.00 0.00 594 -0.90 366 0.414
SIAS:Level NG 0.00 0.00 594 -0.87 385 0.414
SIAS:Level N8 -0.01 0.00 594 -1.24 214 0.272
SIAS:Level N10 -0.01 0.00 594 -2.87 004 ™ 0.009 **
SIAS:Level N12 -0.01 0.00 594 252 012 " 0.019 ©

F. SIAS = A}8]|A A& ARE BoF 2 E=(Social Interaction Anxiety Scale); Level N2 = 10:2 (ZF o HA),
Level N4 = 8:4, Level N6 = 6:6, Level N8 = 4:8, Level N10 = 2:10, Level N12 = 0:12
< 05 %p < 01 < 001

= 26970, p < .001). & A7 Fo FHA FFE DY 5L 2 4 W 739
ol Ab3)Ecky #Ro] A 5 F A3AE B0l 21109 WP = -0.01, (594 = -2.87, p
T 598 THX6) = 1340, p < 05). TAE < 01, adjusted p < 0D} 0:129 WP =
7 FAAE AWEAUG 3), AREET A 001, £594) = -252, p < 05, adjusted p <
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25 - 23|

A
e

- YT/ ArElE

ott 95y d= 2H2

AR 20
— HMAZ|2t

0914 frolatelnh % ABlECle]l ¥24E & £ES FAT T ASR B 454
BRHe 9 FHol Ud BE ANE ©  9F PHe B4 ¥ 9 34 F2 @
$450w FEsht Jo% Utk of @ o YeAeA FAs] 95 EsD H4E
HE AZsa) 99 NN AAEE  FEden TFW EY v 2Y 242 A
o HHo throl #HO AA Rl e ASHnh 1 @), ASlEere Fase fo
Bt B FE gl Aolg a7 30 AN A QROM, X = L60, w, 2H A
Aot F79] FETE FHTA6) = 269.70, p

B, SHASDFY AFRACAGS F7E < 0. B A7 Fo ARl ALERe
Hwel 4B ugthe = 48 p < 000, S I TR AN FE 4 A5G felsdc
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‘f‘? %“JOl‘}iE}- =

% 2] Blgo] 2:100(594) = -2.87, p
< .01, adjusted p < .01) E 0:12((594)= -2.52,
p < .05, adjusted p < .05) AN EA A
o7 Fostdt

ol ro Hi
olft

ArelEeh =0 ot
AlZEe] xto]

rim
M
12}
ox
=
>
X
nE
T
0l0

o7h 1A 19 FUs FAste] Sojn
QFth. B E o] th3 ANOVA AIKE 4), A}
slEete) Favhe fofshA gt ) =
1.63, ns, 3 AN $£F9 ZEHE o549
Thy%6) = 16.19, p < .05). Ak3| BT} 79
AN ¢z ¢ /\lixh&_,_ Sol3lathx6) =
14.66, p < .05). AHET} FHXE AHEH
(G 5), SIASS} HA T% ko] BsAge T

Y o) #Ae

(

P

(B = 0.00, 1594) = p < .01, Adjust p <
on. F, ARBIESH 0] EEFS BE A

of 4 BMER FAE M "I

R

o] ¢ #olxlth

9% £2e BAT T A1EE o 2
Ao AN FFE uHgAto] YA EA &
213}7] 93} CES-D 2 Kl
23 &9 2y BAS ANt 1 da
b3l Bt Tzﬁ%-t— frelahA] eggkor, x*
() = 244, w, T AM Y FaAE F
EATHXAO) = 16.19, p < .05). A3]EtT}

6) = 1466, p < .05). FAHOZE, »\OL§;L%

Be 34 o F49 Blgo] 0:1290 &7
Ak BAASRE FYetAThi594) = -3.03, p
< .01, adjusted p < .01).
& 9
AFSlEoke] QB o) T3] A3

FolA) ALSBete] e
of g FuAe HP melhs A%

o) FAsloigT. AToE VY JFW op]
o ol 9zl AAHE 9F TR BT
HA Feol U Apsel AU o5
ATEE TANEL ARl =Y A2

2
Aggel 4F ¥4
=

Effect X2 d »
(Intercept) 220.55 1 < 001 ™
SIAS 1.63 1 0.201
Level 16.19 6 0.013 °
SIAS X Level 14.66 6 0.023 *

FOSIAS = APA 4EAE B

< .05 ™ < 001

o} A%

2 5=(Social Interaction Anxiety Scale); Level =

299 A %
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Q9 - HR| - XY / AZEQI ASH =2 2T B YN F=E
# 5 HRSAIZHOl Chet nEma FHEK
Variable Estimate([3) SE daf t P adjusted p
(Intercept) 1.53 0.10 119 14.85 < 001 ™ < .001 ™
SIAS 0.00 0.00 119 1.28 0.204 0.285
Level N2 0.11 0.05 594 2.41 0.016* 0.033 °
Level N4 0.17 0.05 594 3.63 0.000 0.002 **
Level N6 0.15 0.05 594 3.11 0.002 ™ 0.009 ™
Level N8 0.11 0.05 594 2.35 0.019 0.034 °
Level N10 0.13 0.05 594 2.72 0.007 0.016 *
Level N12 0.13 0.05 594 2.87 0.004 0.012 *
SIAS:Level N2 0.00 0.00 594 -0.59 0.558 0.631
SIAS:Level N4 0.00 0.00 594 -0.87 0.384 0.489
SIAS:Level NG 0.00 0.00 594 -0.54 0.586 0.631
SIAS:Level N8 0.00 0.00 594 0.18 0.859 0.859
SIAS:Level N10 0.00 0.00 594 -1.66 0.096 0.150
SIAS:Level N12 0.00 0.00 594 -3.03 0.003 ™ 0.009 **

Z. SIAS = AR

*

< 05 Tp < 0L

A5 Ag Bl L (Social Interaction Anxiety Scale); Level N2 = 10:2 (G4 tf £4)
Level N4 = 8:4, Level N6 = 6:6, Level N8 = 4:8, Level N10 = 2:10, Level N12 = 0:12

ek

» < .001.

AN AR w0l B BE BA RE
o Aolrt 2AA AT TAAN vehd
A3 A Asolehel g, g, 2015,
Gilboa-Schechtman et al., 2005).

FAHoR, B AT A A o
74 A9 HIEo] 2103 0:12¢ W AEE
ol e Aol7t okt 2:109) H]
2o GAEAY A% 54 2% B HA 10
Wb AANEE A5olw, old AREEQHo]

$e4% Wy ANE 9 3AHoE F29

o 12 A

A AAHA EAHE AFESE Bronfman
(2018)2] Ao m= W, ALS|EQte] §l=
452 st g s/ & shube] &g

HIE > o
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This study investigated the relationship between social anxiety and mean emotion extraction from dynamic facial
expressions. A total of 102 undergraduate and graduate participants completed a task presenting 12 dynamic
stimuli, with varying positive-to-negative ratios (12:0, 10:2, 84, 6:6, 4:8, 2:10, 0:12) and completed
questionnaires regarding social anxiety and depression. A linear mixed-effects model was constructed to examine
whether mean emotion extraction varied by social anxiety across crowd emotional ratios. Results showed that, at
the 2:10 and 0:12 ratios, individuals with higher social anxiety perceived the mean emotion significantly more
negatively, even after controlling for depression. These findings suggest that socially anxious individuals may
show diminshed positive bias when processing group facial expressions with dominant negative emotionality. By

utilizing dynamic rather than static facial stimuli, this study extends previous research and provides ecologically

valid evidence for information processing in the context of social anxiety.
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