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317 ggolvp 3 sl
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S FHClark & Wells, 1995; Rapee &
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1998, Huppert et al, 2007). that ddojz oz A
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okl sl Al QXA SHz AP FH & QA AW E3 AE A A
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w o dzd FAAT 5% AFHF7Hconfidence o™, WAL 20M(225%), oA 699(77.5%)0]3
intervals [CIDS 7 EAIHATE ARSI A e Al gk EdtelEhs AR E
ote] AHA W& FAsH:E SIASY Hite
2 3} 3A52(SD=1404) 9 01, FAA W7t ok e
wolEts AREEQRY] QA FWS FHH=
T IR 54 BFNE®] g+t 37.44(SD-1067)3Th.
A7EAL e A5 S 22.04(SD=3.29) A%
E 1. AIEZE S8 oMol ARSI ASAtE S0t E MY =8 53 2
al =9l b SE dr ¢ P 952 177
(a9) 215 0.14 121.97 1561 <001 [1.88, 2421
TR 1 Fk 029 0.08 8598 384 <001 [0.14, 0.44]
AH(AR/ZT) 246 004 502453 56,40 <001 [-2.5, -2.38]
LA (WE/ZFY) 102 004 502453 2.8 <001 [-1.11, 093]
SIAS 011 0.06 14529 201 0047 [-0.22, ~0.00]
Az x &4 0.12 0.06 592453 188 0.060 [-0.01, 0.24]
91 x SIAS 004 0.04 592453 081 0416 [-0.05, 0.12]
24 x SIAS ~001 0.04 592453 0.2 0830 [-0.09, 0.07]
A3 x &4 x SIAS 002 0.06 592453 027 0.789 [-0.11, 0.14]

F SHYoR I (22X & =7)9| el Ha HEs =
ZF& =H0| 7|E(reference) 22 ME QL) SIAS=ALEY ASERE 2ok HE(Social Interaction Anxiety Scale)

n\]
ru|0

slsigict AZ 2 =M Hol2 dME/ERloz mElseion
)
X

E 2 AMEZ Se Mol F8H golof thet FF00 e MY 28 2ot 29

ol &9l b SE drt t D %% A= 73k

(d) 213 014 1213 1511 <001 [1.85, 241]
FHCHA 1 B3k 031 008 86.13 3 <001 [0.15, 047]
LE(PE/FH) -246 004 592453 5541 <001 [-2.55, ~2.38]
FREAE/ZFH) -1.02 004 592453 -22.90 <001 [-1.11, -0.93]
BFNE -001 006 1415 -0.08 0937 [-0.12, 0.11]

dE x 24 012 0.06 502453 1.88 0.060 [-0.01, 0.24]
4 x BFNE 001 0.04 592453 022 0824 [-0.08, 0.10]
&4 x BFNE -0.09 0.04 592453 -1.91 0056 [-0.17, 0.00]
A& x 54 x BENE 004 0.06 592453 068 0494 [-0.08, 0.17]

ZF 3PS =R A 1(2At HE =)o Jield T HHEUS ZEskch d= 2 34 ¢
oo, B8 =70| 7|=(reference)22 MM = UC BFNE=EHEE £M™ Holo| oist Falg HE
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odle #=/zeoz agsy
g

(Brief Fear of Negative
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oA (24 FE =) oH| 2AIHZ HE xA)

A 164 AlvE] o didt whg-o] FEAFE T d= 2 34 A9 FEH € A5AE
AN E NS ), SIAS9} BENE & =Nl A 2001 AlvE] Qo] ek ukgoz Al
A A #EEAE LMM A An, 72 FE7E AAEeH, SIASe BENEE 247
BFENE d57F =255 Alug| Qo) tidh 8-S oS ¥Qlo® k= LMM ¥4 Z¥E % 13 2
FousiA o HAHoR AXNSATHE-017, o AASATE SIAS9 BENE 58 E5oA] o

4
int
1o oo
2

(8680)=-256, p=012, %% CI [-031, -004]). =+ 2 &4 Ao FFIr HF9at9e
SIAS?] &3} HA] BAACR o3t 5ol 7F  (p<.00D), *Pi#%t frolgt 73'?‘5}*3% Ho
A B el AAAS BITHA-0.14, £664)= (SIAS R p=061, BENE =3 p=060). AFE
-1.97, p=052, %% CI [-0.27, 0.00]). B4 Az O*% A9l 7 2A(3E -
P SA Pu AT A TH d=F-P=E
4, T9 459 2949 o= Hy FAHG
S BE AR foudt AJol2 HYTHE 3). T
e A g2

\

Ho
i

ox

[T
oy o
LT

oo oo
0x

20 40 60 20 40 60
SIAS
% 3 ABIA MSEg 20t &0 2 d=-SH SN =AY oS HU
F.YE2 A 20lM2] ol BHMEeZ I FES5E FYHel IS LIERHCE XH2 SIASe| dso|ni, o=
95% AIETFZHSYH He)o| e BAI=AUCE SIAS=ALS|AM ASEEE 29t A E(Social Interaction Anxiety Scale)
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A 4538 EQHSIAS)Y FET

3 1(SIASE o5 Wcle & st LMM)el
Alg wkel o], SIASE fofnE FadE
ATHA-0.11, #14529)=-201, p=.047, 9%
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Interpretation Bias Toward Social Situations
in Social Anxiety:
Using Combined Facial and Vocal Cues

Se—eun You Jisu Choi Jae-Won Yang
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Previous studies on interpretation bias in individuals with social anxiety have mainly used
tasks that ask participants to interpret written scenarios or assess the emotional valence of
facial stimuli. This study aimed to investigate the unique patterns of interpretation bias linked
to different sub-factors of social anxiety by utilizing multisensory stimuli, specifically
combining facial and vocal cues in social scenarios. Eighty-nine undergraduate and graduate
students participated, completing measures assessing the cognitive (fear of negative
evaluation) and experiential (social interaction anxiety) dimensions of social anxiety. In the
experiment, participants first viewed an ambiguous social scenario, followed by simultaneous
presentation of a facial photograph and a voice recording. The facial and vocal stimuli
expressed either happiness or neutrality, resulting in four distinct conditions. Participants rated
the perceived positivity or negativity of the combined audiovisual stimuli within the social
context using a visual analogue scale (VAS). The results indicated a significant association
between the cognitive aspect of social anxiety and a negative interpretation bias, particularly
when neutral vocal cues were used. Conversely, the experiential aspect was linked with a
tendency to perceived happy facial expressions as less positive. These findings impliy that
interpretation bias in social anxiety is not a singular process. Implications of these findings

for theory and clinical practice are discussed.
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