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s AFE B 8 TR AT (Reichenberger et al.,
2017; Weeks, 2015), HETT7 A AR RMEFIFEDL .
TE PR DA R PR 4 58 A i BB A8 4 ) T AR iE
B A% O I TR AE (Kocijan & Harris, 2016; Wang
et al., 2012; Weeks, 2015; Weeks et al., 2008b), £
FE LA AR S B UL A I RO B4 (Park & Kim,
2020; Spence & Rapee, 2016), Wi xt —FHHEITH
A5 HlL 5 )R DX 43 I PR T4 5592 B 0 s R 2 —
(Naragon-Gainey & Watson, 2011), 1EPEIFHr ZL4H
Ry T figp A ME R ER AR — S B L, TE B A A AL
Y 12 W A 2 £ ECRE 1) B BN 4E B B,
Weeks 45 A (2012b)0 F 1EPETE i R 1 R XTI R
AT S KPR, AR SRS R IE PR PP R Y
155 HAMARS A A9 15 43 22 [ B AR R DX 3 280
Wang % A (2012)L) B2 Weeks (2015)7E# #1532 £&
& 5 AR 43 JZ A (The Hierarchical Model of
Social Anxiety and Depression)H, 155 ¥« 1E P
P MR R A 28 A RO DX T AR AE (19 4% O R AR
HE2T, —SF R, IEM T 2 RS A
132 £ B )12 Widn 1 (Reichenberger et al., 2019;
Skocic et al., 2015) UL FT WL, IEMETPEA RUAE XS F
AT A AL 22 AR BT, 0 IR A R ) 4 I E A
WARSE, BAEENIEIRSE M K00, B i
A HISHE H IE PP AN RY P A 28 £ AR A 7 2R
MAERr R AR o B T ok, FRATTAE X
TEPEPE A 2 AR 0 A PN RRAE AT AR BRI A |, 42



ol

WA A BRI FEAC 8 B IE IR 2R 1057

T IEPE PR AR A AR T AL, 508 I P A R
R J5 28 BRSO 5T MG PR T P AT 1B, LIRS
RARMTESB T Z IR KNS

2 EMEMTERNSFSNE RS

21 IEMSIFEMERIESRS
211 EMFMHBIEE X

VMG TAEAC AR SR DA IR 2 R T 1 7k
T BRI AT 75 A a2 R SRR W (A0, Clark &
Wells, 1995; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), T4
RAR YT 28 £ B 12 Wi bR #E 2 — (American
Psychiatric Association, 2013), {H 2% B 53 ) IR
A, WFEHE KA SRR B F R RE A A7 AE IE
PR . Weeks 55 A (2008a) X I HEFT T BT,
JET 2008 AEFE AR T IEMEIEM RV A RE S . 1
PEVPAN ZMEEHE X A 25T 0 BRI A g 3 2L
PR, BRI T DG A — P 46 SN (Weeks et al.,
2008a; Weeks & Howell, 2014), #h3c 45 & # AL
S FEMAB AR EPEA, AT TRIRE AT BE A S fl A
By 1E P ¥F #r T £ & (Reichenberger & Blechert,
2018; Reichenberger et al., 2017),

22 A5 PECE XAl T R B
TCAE i Bl 2 IE 8 2 1 P (Weeks & Howell,
2012a; X, KK, 2010), HEF I, Weeks 55 A
$E N TIP RME RO, IR HAE A A R
#% U 5E IR (Rapee & Heimberg, 1997; Weeks, 2015;
Weeks et al., 2008b; Weeks et al., 2008a). Ltk J 4%
O, AR E SN L AT R TR
(UR/S T2 /N = e N SN o . 1 R i S
A A AR 7 AR T 2 09 T R 8 4E (Dryman &
Heimberg, 2015; Heimberg et al., 2010; Rapee &
Heimberg, 1997), X FEZK A HEEH St
JETE A AT B O WP, IR TEAE S 3,
AN 23 43 e R 4310 B BRI SR v B Ml AR B
ORI X, sk, 2010), — EUEEE T L
TRl N PEA 77 2R 2R RIS, A AS R RS AR 2
A 111) 7 XoF 3 4 28 A 1 A I T R, R A
KMEALFHERL(Dryman & Heimberg, 2015; Heimberg
et al., 2010), MiANE] THAREREAR, ok AEFT
b, AR AZFR R D TG S A N A i 7 A Y
VAN, (B AR vr 2 AT, Gk fe 5 il AR
M fih L R 2 5 AERSIE 35 (Keil et al., 2018;
Weeks et al., 2019); fJEEN %, AHT

F A TE B AT RES T PR, (E SR A
V2B A2 B eI, HncRp A AR C 2O 50
FRIEMY AT BEF= 4= 1Y) J5 SR (Rapee & Heimberg, 1997),
212 IEMWFEMEIES SUEIEMNRIE
RIS E A T, IEEITFN A R
2 TR TN RLE A9 AE il B 2 — (Rodebaugh et al.,
2012), {HZPEE BRI A, D 1E &
BB e I N i N T SV (U B S e S S )
(Reichenberger et al., 2015; Rodebaugh et al., 2012;
Weeks et al., 2008b), Weeks F1 Howell tH7F 2012
AESR T e EACE M T AR SR F B (The
Bivalent Fear of Evaluation Model, BFOE), i#—#
Wk TRAMITAN 2R Z [ 22 e vk, BZEERAE
R 5 1) 0 PR A0 A I R A A i #8845 31 T 38 3iE (Cook
et al.,, 2019; Dryman et al., 2016; Fredrick &
Luebbe, 2020; Weeks & Zoccola, 2016; Yap et al.,
2016), K, IEPEPENZUEIEIE AT 2R Y
JE AR SR, T 2 PR AR B ST 0 BEZE )
IEPETEO RUE 5 M RYE R XA i 1
FR . B 58, ZHEMABXNET, IEHETH 2R
N AR E S RS 4 /M, T TR
RUARJE A B 3R = 5 1T W 4 fe KAk (Weeks,
2015; Weeks et al., 2008a; Yap et al., 2016), H:IK,
WEPE PN BARIE F b S iy BT, T SR R
= YIUNES o E VR o g 0 VA O N TR e i Y =
G OB RFRISIE I AT B C 8%
o, AR A ORI, NS kA
PR £ FEUIR 25 (Weeks & Zoccola, 2016), 1M f 13
M AR L0 B S AERES B AC T B 2 RS
Y2 Bl (Heimberg et al., 2010; Rapee & Heimberg,
1997), MR E A AR A O 7P, @5
A & A A R B 4 2 AR A (Weeks & Zoccola,
2015), A 23 i — S A sk A7 o8 >k [k £
PEPEA B9 & A2 (Felmingham et al., 2016; Piccirillo
etal., 2016). FrlL, i@ idxf eFqTnl LUABE, 1EHE
TR BE 5 TN RMBAE AT AT
F1 EMFOHRDESGETHRIEXS
AkES RMEORIR  PUNRI
IEMETFN R BURES sr ME dhassb i B R4
R R R iy L R 451 5 N LA 3 VA N S S

22 EMTMEIEMNBHLEE
AL B X TR DA R 5 7 AR AL AT
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TR HEAL OIS, A IENAZ L
SR IE TR AR, TR T B TR A A
— B IEETF M SR A A A bR S AR
71— DR IEH TN & R BE 4+ (Gilbert, 2014; 1%
s 4%, 201 5o

HAE, IEMIEA R S 4R S A B 545
o R I SEAS AR AZ 2K A Al A RPN
B, SRS BT 2 0 G0, BRI AL
PRSI IZ AR R AR BN, e
15 3117 (Reichenberger & Blechert, 2018), X R
B 0 o A OG T 23 45 AR B i 2 ETE s T,
R AT BT B 22 1 %5 ) SR YR R OE M TR
%, REXAMYBEC L8 A CWRESEE, it
Z FN T B AR S AT R s IR B MRk, R
ERVHE

HR, IEMEITA 2R 2 18 A B 8] /Y 55 4 o
AL ORI, T — DR AR S A IR
PSRNy, AR AZ BIFTAN A OC T Y [ st
W R E X RAERE AR A SR 0 T, Rk
T R LA (R 2 MR B (Weeks &
Howell, 2012a), ™At il we e Jgk sz 215k 4 A B
[P 5 4 o PRI A T 3l sk o Ao i) ) b 2 A
B, ABS A — 22 24T, AnXF IEE AN T LA
TN BRI b 37 B IE PRI 45 (Reichenberger &
Blechert, 2018), LU, 1EH M RUEEAMATE
R Rt os, Sy T RGBS A AR L
A2 ()38 REAIL ] (Weeks et al., 2009),

3 IEMEMEMERIHEHE

T8 30 PRI MR AN S PEPEAN AR A T,
FAT 22 e DA 5 R BB AT A7 AR S — T o I O
B —JrEAEAT IR ST A R A N R —
MREFWENR; J—J5m, e sht, ]
Mok A g5 T RO EIAR A7, xR
[ 36 3% 28 1E 4 A9 BF- A (Fredrick & Luebbe, 2020),
SEBR B IX PR A AR RO O BRI T G, B
o RIMAEA L IR AT s 3 b, EIAEAE
FE B 2 TE S i v ] I A T B R AR AR B A 3R
%4 (Weeks & Zoccola, 2016; Weeks et al., 2008a;
Yap et al., 2016), IEPETFM ZUEIE 2 A R B L+
Y B R 4 B /N 1k (Weeks, 2015; Weeks et al.,
2013), JEXAMATEINE . AT RAIE S L7 R 2
wm, B EZ, EVITMARMEFERA N &

N2 @05 I B 5 3 s o AR R
31 FHINRIRIAF

T DA PR A0 19 4 a5 2 O B A 1 T 1
— AR PR, ) — S AR X R
AR PR RO I

HETEE R b, A2 XS S R A2
A B 2 (1 SRR U A (Weeks, 2010; Weeks &
Howell, 2012a), 7@ AR, FRATLE I B o7
fELe = e —Fh 3 F IR % 7] (Mliller & Ross, 1975),
BIFRATT 2 B 1 B 5 R ABCHE N TE G DAL AL, T
A A 1 S5 R AR AN E RS IR R, BAE EPET
P B K B AR AR, BTN H E
NEIZN A 25 2R A TEAT, R S5 R A S
A1 JC 3 (Reichenberger & Blechert, 2018), EIf=
A= T A BRI 55D T RS o

FOUR, IE PR VAR AR 5 1 A A 2 1
TAERE = AR 22 . Weeks 258 A (2008a) [ AfF 7% &
B, TE PR RS AT S B 5 R A T
PER GG, BIASORAY IEVEDE M 2R B, s
Sy s S St o PR TE TR 2R & AR,
TE T B PE A I, HOAS &7 38 S 25 38 i (Weeks
et al., 2008a), LIS PRmE 2 B 2 A T T B R )
] P [ R, AT s/ kAN B e g, PRI
AL T X A1 B 52 435 56 0 A9 ME A 4 (Heimberg et al.,
2010; XPATHEY 45, 2018), MLAb, #ha2 M EARE
T X FREE e i) B B P AR T A i R
AT AT B2 A Ry — SRR B b M AR R B U
PERY, AR A A RS —Fb ot B C g AR,
SR VA S e I TR H DGR ) 3 i R
“Z N Ry F B A A BT P 4F (Bveraert et al.,
2018; Weeks et al., 2008b; M 4%, 2015),
32 [MmEXE

TEAT A b, FE ik s R DR IR Z —,
LA AT AN 5EEAT Sy TRl R 2 Hh AR TE VR DA RV
AL I (Lipton et al., 2016). CA HIBTTE R BL,
TEEVE A ZVAE 0 G D MR S8 5 A A [l R 7
R WY A AE DG, X TEIERA T S FR I A F
YEH(Lipton et al., 2014; Vagos et al., 2016; Zaffar &
Arshad, 2020). A0l fi]ar fE 25k 6 2 hn—Se eI
PET Bl 5 5 5 A A B2 Y IR P A2 (Keil
et al., 2018; Weeks et al., 2013; Weeks et al., 2019),
PRI A AT TN Sy 3 26356 Bl 23 (A AT T A5 3 22 1) 56
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R TR S B I A TR, IEPETEAN
TR A A 23 2R I — T SR 1 2R i) 5 =00 R X
1T 3 (Hofmann, 2007; Moscovitch & Hofmann,
2007). AR R WORFEMARLETE ST IR w1, R
W sh 2R W, DL sk BRI 7, A
T G s AR 45 F PR 19 1 B (Baumgardner &
Brownlee, 1987), UN7ER 17 B AT EHENG I,
ARTT RE & MK F — MoK MEM R SRR I A O W
K, A A O A — AL, HREMWITH
Pt XA ISR RO B R YR IR
FERWESE L, YA T B FR s SR Mg i, A f]
BRI E 2k A, RN R
ZRWCT, AR T DA WO 45 ik e 2 A,
MAJE H 2 B AE S (Rappo et al., 2017).

33 fBEEML

E P TE i R AE A AN 23 38 A~ 1 1 97 T 17 26
() Fsf 348 W] 658 98020 FF E A9 1E 1 46 o

A, IR VE AN R S 3 A A A B
25 AH MG N (2015) 8 XA A £ IR 2 A 1 — 0 i
PEVTRZE AR, A HX N 457 19 IE TN B,
AT 23 E 25 . BRI IS T 4 . ﬁﬁ
Reichenberger 4§ A (2019)t 78 H 5256 v & PR .
T8 i IE AN AR KT B B, fi)uﬁmﬁﬁ
AR, 2 A 3 B 22 A9 A 15 /8% (Mied ] et al.,
2016; Reichenberger et al., 2015),

b

W, IEPEITAN AR A 2 45 A AR s 1E
%% . Reichenberger #A(ZOIS)?;Z%IEL&J?W%}\
PP 8w g, A B IEEI S, S5
I R B A S S . ISR R — Ty U
W17 IE M PP R 2 5 B0 O BRI 26 TR 50 11
B I — Iy A — P TR RN MR A
R AMAE M EHETENRVEA R R
A2t B R AF A S5 R Nk T — AN 5E, 1R
Jr IS REE), 2 B Dl N Y R T S B0 (an
XARELAR), e A A S R B A
CARA HER ), P MA A 2 B IRB A B
B B i SO AR 55 2R 1 P FRURRE 155 28 (U ) 5 o

4 IEMEMEERERLE

TE AT 1Y 5T A 52 £ RN IE PR 3 2V 14 B
wrh, FEEAF T IEE T EVE B Y T
HIAE ) lIfi R 85 X (Wang et al., 2012; Weeks, 2015;
Weeks et al., 2012b), JEXT IEPHEEMNRMEAENF] |
#2547 S BRI R FRAE 64T 1 40 B (Heimberg
et al., 2010; Lipton et al., 2016; Reichenberger &
Blechert, 2018; Reichenberger et al., 2019), fij 1E P
PO AR A 58 £8 1™ 2 A p ok 72 o i AR
FHBILA DU E R AR R 2248, O T AEPEITAN AR A Y
TEAEJIDLEI A RGE . MR T Ao, A%
B — D IE PR RME B FE LRI AL (& 1), LAY

Y
(YN } , ‘ EMEPFY

f A= 2L e e
ETEPEAL
g e
R
; TP RS & [ ErEmEt
IEREPFOA B |‘:> SRR B == | R

B IEMEIT AR AR LR
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X IE PR DA AR B 7 A A R LR — AN &
[E B8

WEL 1 BTN, ARASERSESE 7 A IE TRV A
) B RO EHIT M S R B AT AT W)
KIEMES . XA IEH MRS & IR T,
MRS SENAL, AT AG 4 L= A 24 a0 £
JERE AR SR G2 fif B 3R ) £R RS, AN XS A i AR AR 4
RAATIMEIT R 7= A BEEAT Ay LA B B
2555, DXEBRE IR A T AR R AE TN 3 W B L B
AR B FRIE 4, T3k e A A0 5 35 4 o
SR 1E M TN R AR A 38 A R E R P A% L AT
Tike. MitElEH TS HEERERS R , EHIT
M R 2 A A A 25 18 A JE A A R Al 1
T RRAR I 4, IR A A 3G 2 B T sk A T
R, MR T 438 A AR .
41 ERFMBREFENHTERERRED

HE

IEMEPEAN S & R R RMEE 4% . Heimberg %5
A (2010) £ th #9122 £ A A JNAT MBS RN Ry,
MR IEH LW SR D BRAER AR5 <MW
WE BN AR Z B2, mANERTEN (B
TEURL R T8 A ) 2 I 4R B 13X P 3 () 2 R ) B
PR, — HAMEMTFM LR TR PR A 3 5 H
M PER, 55 & A A ERES, 15
ANBRTEINTN . AT R RUG 4 T 2RI A IR . [
FERY, FEEM IR MR Y, O TE PR B R
FHWAE N B IR S T0 BERAE M B 3 (Heimberg
et al., 2010), IMifEE MM X Tl s A B 2
FHEA AR H O RERGES, TREIFERTHE
AR R

RUIELAE 25 0K Sl A5 SRR R o BRI TF
IEMIEM T B A SR E S e S, TR=4A
XFPRMEAE S IR N, (4 AT 215 4 9K Bl
TN HOR I [ 3R 00 £ R, X fT o EA
RN R IE TR BAR IR S T 43S SR RE R . B
Se, AL, NMEH TFEMAMALS T IEMIT
B, BELXTFA AR A R, SR R 25 R
P47 SMEH K (Everaert et al., 2018; Weeks, 2010;
Weeks et al., 2008b), i i 7E AR F X IE PR E
TR, LR E IE T ok 0 48 &
Bk, #IHRE, MEHTEBREAFHMLY
G2 BNEPEVEANY, AR SRR AR T AR ] gk
170, SRS b (i SR W 1 2 T iy 3ok kA

ftb A 7= 37 (Hofmann, 2007; Keil et al., 2018;
Weeks et al., 2019); #J5, 7ETEZ F, &M T X
R S 1) A5 DA s, 2% S BORRUBL 1 28 1K 0 11
/> (Reichenberger et al., 2015), [F]iF T 5 1EH:
PEAN I BB 2R, A 2 AR 2%, W
e | 2518 %F (Mied] et al., 2016; Reichenberger
etal., 2015),

FE AR IR AL IEME P R . A BRI 1
FE R IR 23 0] TE VPP BRI i — 2 P B i
PRl it B2, RV AR B ARS8 Ao 3 R AR Y 2 B (A
B A RIMEIE A 77 A SR P 2R ATy L Il e
FIR5E), BEARAM A B OB EN &, DLk
B Ml A KT A C R BRI 1 BRI AR S B e 4
M 2% 1% H B 7Y 2 8B (Reichenberger & Blechert,
2018; Weeks & Zoccola, 2016), ki, #hagsk
JEAE AR 23 %A R 1 £ ORI MR 25 T8 LD A D,
— BAMRZGE TR S 5 b i, A
AT BV 2R ORI A A FRIE R, M
T8 B A IEME P R . R ILDIE, MARRIE M
PENRME SRR R DA T AW B4R AR AL
42 EMIEMEREIT R EEEREFNEA

FEAE AR SRR 23 By T IR PR PP R I B
AEVFZ B IRAEAR, R At 23 38 2 1E M TP 2R BT
s R 1 2 T A T R A B 0 1) 7 A A 0o A R
FRAERF AR A2 £RIE AR o BDE M PP 2R 25
FEME R IEL B =4, 5] & B
25 TR IS Bl w2 [R5 5 R AR 1
PR 11, DT IR A A T AR TS & L 30 R S TR R )
AT R
421 EEMHBYE

ARG L, SRR —FA S
] 2 1F M 1k B 4 (Disqualification of Positive
Social Outcomes, DPSO). tHL & MAS K 41438
R BRI A 5 R AT AME R IR A, AN
DA R F B C W% T 568 J1 (Beck, 1976;
Heimberg & Becker, 2002), 2% 1E M8 426 PR
O BB TT b W £5 BRI 5 B 4 Y R B AR AR
(Heimberg & Becker, 2002). ‘&3 % A5 W7 I
MRS : A IR w5 A S 1] 9 25 T A R A
B 3T 1) 1 25 16 Ak B 2 R R AR I B R
WRak, dne s 20 A O Eh 5 B0t s Tl
N3 18] 18 25 TE P A AR DU 2 4 0K 3 S 1Y
B BT AN AR, an 3R 2 BT LA BE 5 Al i
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T R A% g, S R X O & — AR g
(Weeks, 2010),

FE ML 5 R AR RE B AR R R
FRA—FEMN . 5 B AR IS R R i
HOEMEAE B M M E B, FERIAAN K
Bk (Weeks et al., 2008a) ., T4 Al A {64
SEEME)HEAE T A SR (), T IERE
AL B SR 48 R S 1t & 38 B H R B A4 55 A
ZERIATIME A, EE SRR S EE B
TR TE 55 6 o T [R) RS AR A At A B 235, A
A B B T R R X R A3 R AN BURT TR
LA E T A,

CA MR R, EEITEHRVMES L IEH
SYEAETEA] 5 56 R (Weeks, 2010), BI4# K E) S
H A A B BT, E PR RV S S R R
PR TE Z 0 R EMA T R thoh, Weeks 55 A
(2012a)WFFEAT S FRIEA R PEAN VIR 5 1 3l S 4 1)
KAMWEI, EEIFO 2 5 A 3 R 4%
P FE AR R, MR, EEITTM2
PR AS A ATE TE PR B4 5 1 A 3 shisk b

FT LA, 2% IE P SR A X A ARE R 1 I )
PR AR AR B A, 300 5 sl 2 A 56 1) R S 44 3 3l o
Xof — BB AT S AT AL, AR IR 45 JERE
RAG S TR SR, DT )2 ) 45 JECREIR o D
FE(2013)7F 4 7 E 3 19 457 2 0 TR B i 2 5
TH] X PR TP B R S IR fE B, TUREAS R MK
SR 5 2 A TR A B SOR A R AR B A
BB, SR X S B AE 5 W2 A, DT A5 T
WA SRS BN ILE . W, fEh 2 M EA
B IE PR PE A AR b, AT 23 5 R R Y 5 5K
BT I BRI AR I 55 5 T DU R A, B
I ke 3kt Bt B i S T R AR, DA TTT B AIG PN 0
14 JE & (Heimberg & Becker, 2002),

LR, 25 1E P Ak B 2 %o A pRE bR i
YER &7 B3R 1 A S 0 19 S8 48 A AS TR Y
B,

— T, A0 NEIEN RS54
3 AH R B E AR 4 o AE R IR M TE O AR Y
FRAE A, FRATTE & H5E 1E AN AR & AR A
By B 5% 4 UM 1 45 8 7> (Reichenberger et al.,
2015)c Lt RIS A AAE TG 3 v R B R A, b
WAL X Bl R AP ARS8 Ak, DUk R4 1 O
s AN BIATRL . Ak, YA AR — SRR AE 5

DY ) = R AN e = R D O =B U
W, AT T A A B T A S 2 D A A DL
(Clark & Wells, 1995),

Ty — 5 T, At N A 2 0E PR B Ak 2 A
AR B B 25 SR A s AME A B, S AR R T
— AR RN T KER, bl GEI A & T
X5 TE G SR X 5 AR B A LR AR, g X AR
SMERE BT, AL RE UK TN S R E
ANEF L, LSRR A B S 7E, DA ikt 6o 1 P
T ReARL B4 oK Y 2 J JE% (Weeks, 2010; Weeks
et al., 2008a), £ ML LIFE, #EACH L &8 A3k
AREMEAE” . <RI AT 25505 & (Norton &
Abbott, 2016), ARLE 5iZ A5 S AHAT 1) AL TN BE
AW b AN A EL A B2, AR A AR AN )
ZR WAL ZM 5, 2013), i, FEEMITEN
BARA R B I, 00 M AL 8 4e & 004 F) F ok 0 1E
P 235 S HL R A A B AR, O A5 B R
FIE 2515 LA 22 i
422 fERERE

5 TE P AR A ) Y 2, S R ) AR A 11
2 B S5 AR R R T X A R E I AT 5T (Beck, 1976)
A8 5% Al i) 2 5 A 4 A RRURRE sk 7 A Oy =X A 7 T
7 55 A0 M A B B 41 0] (Hlirsch et al., 2016), B2+t
AE A P PR = A RN 4 5 Y S PE R Z (Spence &
Rapee, 2016). iR 45 fif 7 1) 7= A5 By BE R [,
FoAT S A B A 171 43 A BB (on-Tine) fige ¢ D 17] 5
HE BT (off-line) i BE AR n) (TR 4H, 7KK, 2018). &
B HWEIE LB, #1538 H fE A TE BB At R O 1) L
SR B = B SR 0 R A, T K R A e R
B = 25 AT A I M E R A € (Hirsch
etal., 2016; B %, 2015),

ST, R AR A 1 XA A2 A RERE TR B )
YRR . Jo—, A8 O 1) 23 i A A X 428
155 R R R BN 22, B BT AR A A R O 1) (1)
1, e i 1] — T R AR R ), HG s o e B ) ik
S5 KA VR T B I 45 R L ake AT Ry A, O LR
A B 41§ 2R B (Heimberg et al., 2010;
Norton & Abbott, 2016), MM e IfmE 754
JEAE L RAER (B 1, i R O 1) — [ Sk A7 A — T
1528). HARMIE, MR ERHRIN

Fo—, R ) 2 38 T A 0 A R . A G A
A (2015) 04 38 o 1F P 3 4 R 4 18] % (Fear of
Positive Evaluation Scale, FPES)LA K iE P4 3T fi
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RO A [ B AT REDY, Z5RA, Sl
FERRTE 37 2 16k PR B O 0 1) 7= A £ A 4,
b 7T, A ) 6 I AN A T AR AR R, T
Yo i B L AR I 2 () R A D5 L <k ) “E ARG
R 1 TR ol - ) I o N = 05 S
TR AR UL, AR S THOE
PE VAR AR T 0T =520 A0 A P A R, LS R i
R 1] 7] e & A T IEPE s R IS5 T (Amir et al.,
2012; Romano et al., 2020; Z=#%, 33E, 2013),

HZ, B 1 A AL 2 AR SR I —
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Tall trees catch much wind: Fear of positive evaluation in social anxiety

YE Youcai, LIN Ronmao, YAN Youwei
(School of Psychology, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350117, China)

Abstract: Fear of positive evaluation (FPE) is a key trait to effectively distinguish social anxiety from
depressive symptom. It is defined as an emotional response involving fear of and distress about positive
evaluation from others. Its role of social anxiety manifests in that it leads individuals with social anxiety to
deny the positive evaluation, avoid attention from others, and be in negative mood by themselves.
Furthermore, it aggravates individual’s cognitive bias, and suppress positive emotions through
Disqualification of Positive Social Outcomes (DPSO) and the Interpretation Bias (IB), thereby maintaining
and exacerbating the symptoms relating to social anxiety. Future research not only should more consider the
application of FPE in education and consultation, but also should pay more attention to its special characters
in Chinese modest culture background.
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