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F1E HARARE L BAITEIRIE
E18 HRFREDEF

AR ZHE  (Social Anxiety Disorder: LA R SAD & 9°5) 1%, #FH OFEMREIBROE D4
BRI 2 FH LVWRMIR AR 2 AR 22 RS L 35 KB TH S (American Psychiatric
Association; LA APA & 9%, 2013), Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders
Fifth Edition (LA'F DSM-5 &9°%) (2317 %5 SAD OB WrkEHE% Table 1-1 ([Z-7, & D
HEWONG D +E285 10 T L 2 RO AR L BHER AL Th D, HAREEETe SAD (15
T HAERIE, SAD BEZT TR, —ADICBWTHEBMENH 5 2 E MRS TnD
(Kollman, Brown, Liverant, & Hofmann, 2006; McNeil, 2010; Ruscio, 2010; Turner, Beidel, &
Townsley, 1990) ., 9725, SAD BE TIaWn— R H 2B W T, SAD IZBIT 2IE
WeEATDZERRBESNTND, KRIFFETIX, SAD BT DAER & HL AR ZRER & E 5%
T2,

SAD BENEWM ARG HmE LT, TARITHEET DL &), THEBEXHD ANLFET
LEL THED IKHDLRWALEET L&), TARITEGFEZNT D L&, TRLHNRDD
BT D L&), RO TRETDILE] RENFET LN TS (Liebowitz, 1987), %
DT, A —=F G, SAD BHFIZ L > T b AL S N 5 HESHRIL T H 2 (Stein,
Walker, & Forde, 1996; Pollard & Henderson, 1988).,

SAD %, B &< HARGHROBREIC L > CTHT XA TRMFET L2 ERN RS hTn
%, Furmark et al. (2000) DOFFFETIE, 1F& A EDHBBGHEICIB W TARLZ 2K L 5 2K
B, WL ONDBGEICB WD TALZEK T IR, ROENTZHEIZBWTARLZKLE D
[RIGTRLD 3 SOV T 2 A4 TR STz, ZD3 DOV T XA TOHT, EMNR R
PEFEZEANZ DR @O 2 E M BN STV %, Grantetal. (2005) DOBFZET, SAD O
TR Y TUTE 272 93.1%DE D 3 DL EOFHSHPRIUI AR Z ZE L, 53.8%DFH D7
DU EOHBHPRIUCARZZE L D Z LRI TND, 2D EMDH, %< O SAD B

L, HEEOHESHRI TAREZZE L TWDH I ENREBEIND,



Table 1-1 SADDZKTEAE (APA, 2013)

AR LIEME A LR T (F1 A2 24

A MEDOFEHREZBORLAEMED B 5150 LRI T 5, FLWRWE ZI1dA~2%2, #i
ELT, Wy (B HERT AL, K<HabRnwWAIZEYZ L), Abhb
L Bl BREVBRATEDT S L), MEORITRALLOEEEZTHZ & (B @ 5
RETHIE) MEEND,

E TG, TORLIEMANEDORRE T TR, fHEELEORNTHLEZ S
D TRITIE 2 B 720,

B TDO AN, HIELIE AT D0, EFHLIIARLERE BTS2 LN, & ERRIEM A2
HZELWRAEERNTWD (Thbb, IZ2hWm0RdThLWEWET L7749, il
N0, MEORKIZRDTEAD)

C TSR IIRIZE A EHICEM ETIIR LR ETHERT D,
E .+ EBLDEE, i, DAL, BhoL, FLwnwol, Mhrb1nsd, ik, ¢
SHPRILTEHE TR WL WI BT, ZORMEIZIALEREREINLIZ D5,

D ZOfEEHPRBLILIEGE S, F2, ORI ELIIARALZEZE LD bz RiEh b,

E ORI E 7213 AR8LNE, TO-ELZHPRMN G 726 THEOMRL, DS by =
kSRS VA AN
F 2o, 72, £3BHEEGmchY, MmAaIzi36sr HLL Efi<,

G T oM, R, FIIXEEET, BKRNICERO H 5 E/, £ am, B, £
(IO B RIS B I D REE DR EZG IS I LTV D,

H ZoRUh, A28, £7-0%EHRT, W8 (B LY, BERN) 7203 ERREEO
EHEERICE D 5 DT,

| oM, A, £IFEEEE, SN= v Z0E, BUEEAMIE, BHANZ bT AEL VST
DM B OIER TIE, o F<HA IR,

J MOEZRRE (B S—=F Y 0, B, BVESLREGICEOBF) PEEL TV LY
&, ORI, N, FIEEEET, W ONCEFEE S ITEBRREZIER TH 5,

PLE TR ER K
INT p—< AR . 2O AROEATCRE LI VEMEEZ L7225 2 LIZRE I
TWBEE




SAD OAEEAFRRIL, 7 AU H 12.1% (Kessleretal., 2005), 47 > % 7.8% (Bijl, Ravelli,
& Van Zessen, 1998), / /L7 =—13.7% (Kringlen, Torgersen, & Cramer, 2001), HA 1.4%
(Ishikawa, Kawakami, Kessler, & the World Mental Health Japan Survey Collaborators, 2016),
H[E 4.1% (Guo etal., 2016), #[E 0.5% (Choetal,2015) ThHbH, ZILHDETHIEND
W7 VT &0 BHCKDTTH, SAD DAEFEFRRBENI LBRRSND, L LRNb,
AN Z R RIC LR T, AARNEZT AU ALY SRR EREVENIZH 5 Z
EDPRENTWD  (Arimitsu, Hitokoto, Kind, & Hofmann, 2019), Z @ X 9 7 ROMEIC
%, SUEHEOE WL LTV AREER B 2 b,

AAZ EOEMER L, KEREOMAER LI Y bE WA LZIERZ AT D
WA I TS (Heinrichsetal.,, 2006), 72, Heinrichsetal. (2006) 1%, £
AKX, WABRITEIN LV A ST VoI L, EAER UL, M THEEE
GIZ T 2ITENSH L TR VBB THL Z L 2R LTW\W5, AT, EAFERL
1%, EHER UL LY SHESIITHE O RITECHN R Z2ITEN S LT, BENICIZ D
ZEPRENTWDS (Rapeeetal.,2011), FRe b, EHER ST, BAER U
DNTHAT, IO RITEI TOHAAEIND T2, EAFERUER TRV T
MPREN DD & 72 SNDHITENS, EHFEZUEAEIZIW T TR FTREZREPH D1 TH) &
LTHAONDAIEERZE X OND, I HIZ, ZOX 5 RbrIREIic L v, EHFERL
ferte T, BEAFER U IR TR E /IR ZEFR T 2R 5HICR S h
DT D7, JERE L THESR TORZEIL, BEERICKELEEFIEEEsN
EHIWFSHUCS WREEMENR B Z DD, 207D, BCKE D b, T VT DF SAD OF
FEPMMENEEZBND,

F£72, SAD OFEJFRIEFMNL, 7 AU BT 15.1 5% (Grant et al,, 2005), HART 18.6 i
(Shindo etal.,2006), 7 > % T 19.3 j#% (Acarturk, de Graaf, van Straten, ten Have, & Guijpers,
2008) LHRE STV D, ZH (2013) OHFZEIC JAUE, AIITIHIT 2 2B SAD D1

FIEHMNIE, 15.1 T, FESMA SAD O FHIFIEFEL, 21.7 K CTholz, ZDO T



5, 2 SAD (TR SAD £ U b RIEFMNMERWV AN EZ b, —J7, 2
KPP 254, 2 SAD T 234 %, FF2fR SAD T, 315 CTh o7, ZOREND,
SAD DFIEN DIRFIZ DN D E T, 8FELL EHL 0o TEY, ROV RZRERIZI
AR TWDENZNZ ERE X HILDH, Grantetal. (2005) 12 ZAUIE, 80%LL EDFEH SAD
DIFEZZ T T, FRCZMETEMEL U & SAD OFWRENREL, I 5IZ, SAD O
RIEIR BN LRI TV DIZH D BT, SAD DIFH 2 KD 72U MEMIZ & 5 (Asher,
Asnaani, & Aderka, 2017),

SAD (IO REMIEE R & OPHFENFNZ & IR STV %, Grant et al. (2005) O
AU J TR SN FEHFE T, AJET 1 L SAD ISHRE L7238 2N E— O R IE & Of
73 BT 38.1% (B2 12 » AT SAD ZRA LB N H— ORYGIE % 0f 73 5 e
1% 37.3%), K2 DmMHEREE 34.1% (19.9%), 7L 3 — URIFIE 27.3% (4.4%), EEARLIE
23.3% (17.3%) , /3= 7 JiE 22.0% (15.3%) Th o7z, 7 X DN % RF51IT L7z Acarturk
etal. (2008) DEEFFHA T, 8% 12 » AT SAD ZME L7 2N H— ORYE % ff 7
T DRERIL 37.0%, KD OFPERETE 29.3%, 7L 3 — /UKIFIE 7.5%, SERLE 16.7%,
NR= v 7IE17.8% Th -1,

SAD ZfRE L= L DRNE LT SAD 2B LI EOHDHEIE, KH oWtk
EEOET DRERNFE W (4 » X 3.3~7.3; Acarturk et al., 2008; Grant et al., 2005) , /1% C,
ZH (2013) 1%, & SAD IZIELMA SAD LV b K9 DR EREOIFEREmNZ &
R L CU%, Tsuchiyaetal. (2009) 1%, SAD & K9 >M:pEE O B & F o BE DK
§FDY, IXUDITSAD ICHRE L TEY, ZOHBKI DWHEEENGI LI L2HE LT
W5, MZ T, SAD (TR 9 SMEEDFKIED FRIKFThHDH Z & &R LTz, 2D X 512 SAD
(TR D ymtkEE & BEMER R, RO OWMEEED Y X 7K TH 2 (Ohayon &
Schatzberg, 2010)

SAD & [EllEE N—Y F U T o [BE L OAFRGE L, AJET 1 EIL SAD ICHE L-H

DIEDREMEN— Y U T 4 EEEZGET HMER 23.3% T, @2 12 » AT SAD #RHE L=



B REGEEE S — Y U T 4 [EE 2 OHFT 2 #ERIT 303% TH S (Grantetal., 2005), SAD %
B LIZZLDRNWE LT SAD R L2 LDHDHIL, BEHENS—YF U T ¢
E A DT DR 2720 m < (4w X1 22.0~23.8), SAD [ZEGHME S—Y F U 7 ¢ &
FLMIBEE L TWD (Grantetal, 2005), 72, 2EfH SAD & ELREEN—Y F U 7 1 [&
=L OPHEDHER STV % (Chambless, Fydrich, & Rodebaugh, 2008; Marques et al., 2012)
SAD & [A[BEMES— VU F ¢ BEEZIHE L CWDEFDHR, SAD OAZREL TS
BE LY, R RLIERIE <, FEEAEE KA1 L T 5 (Chambless etal., 2008; Marques
etal.,, 2012),

LIEXY, SAD ITARENE S, MoOEE L OIHFRLENZ LRDbN D, KHD
JPEREEIZEE L ClX, SAD MFIED U R 7 BK & 72 5, SAD O FELRIEF i & FIR2 R
i & ORI 8 LU EDZENH Y, WHIRRFIIREN G OGN A TOVRWENR LN L3
HH SN D, D=, SAD DFIIFER, - HUNGRNEE L 725, SAD O FHIFE L0 HA]
TR D72 F B 7201, ZHvE T SAD OJFEEMFIZBE T 28083 % < AT TH Y, SAD

DIFHEIZBE T 5 B MR b ST & 7o, K7, SEATEIOBLE 22D SAD IZ81T S ifE
FRIADED BT & T2,

FE28 HRFREICKT HRHMITENRERE

SAD OJRReA BfET 72012, Z< DR TN E o, TOMER RN LI I L
DEE TV I, BV EER L ATEIR BRI 2N R B OMERF - BN E LTV D Z &N
B 570 STV (Clark & Wells, 1995, Fig. 1-1; Hofmann & Otto, 2008, Fig. 1-2; Heimberg,
Brozovich, & Rapee, 2014, Fig. 1-3) , A&iTiX, Rapee & Heimberg (1997) DOET /L A&k7T L
7= Heimberg et al. (2014) DOET /L& FHIZ, SAD ([ZB1T HHERF « BEE A = X A2 T

ﬂi&éo
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Heimbergetal. (2014) (2 XAuiE, Mg/ 5 ER S 2SR E R L7zR, S
RNEZEL, MENSEDO LI ITHGPFHIE SN TV ENIC O THEREAME (HAEHR),
MENPSF SN TWDIETEFEA A—TT 5, ZLTC, MBENLHFFSND N7 4+ —
YU ADIKEELMENOFHI SN TWDHCA A=V E KT 5, SRR EE I, i
MO SN N T =~ ADRKEEZHSRET D, TOEHIRESNTNT +—F
ADREREL TR LT-MEZENS OB HITKT HFHliZ L5 2 & T, fFD D OFEARIT 3
LRNNEL D, B POHFRFESNDNT 4 —~ ZADOFEHEL TRILI-ME NSO HHIC
XTI DRI E DZER, D OB ERZRFGIC K3 2241 (Fear of Negative Evaluation
from others: LLF FNE &%) OIGFHAKIC S0 5, F, HIff S22 37 4 —~ 2 AD
WL F O HHERREREDMT LIRS, ME»DOHFENTHEIZR 5”41 (Fear
of Positive Evaluation; LA T FPE &9 %) M4 L%,

EBIT, MENOHHENLI AT r—~ ZADHKUEL FRIL - E DDA FIZHT 5
A LD Z LT, BHONRT y—< 2 AZBT DFEROEEL 2RI A5 2 &
R, RAT 4 TRHRENE Z HFELEE REDL D 2 LoD, @R RZH L
PSRRI E M Z B < BFED 5 (Cost bias) Z &X°, HEMRHKENHEIZELD
ERERNCHIED % (Probability bias) 23 E VY, EFLO LI RBH DT —< L AT
B9 2 Al S PRI DB B E T B3 5 I BRI 2R3N DS, AR HRIRILAR IR E DR
Wiz LEZ D Z & (Post-Event Processing; LA~ PEP & 34°%) 122720, FHliC
X9 DB HERF STV <,

MEMLFHIARGF BN D F720F, BWRRIZRD LS HE, tE2mGmN»s o
[FBEC DR D, ARG BN D &\ 1TE AR & 5720 (FEIREATE)), ZYiSmEICV
IRI8 BAE DS ORI Z IS T 72D OITE) (ZEMERITE) 217720 LT, BHED/T
F =~ AT ORI T 4 TREREE, £ L CHENRFMN A S T2 &L 2R A5,
LU, [EREATEIOZ BRI TEN IR RN Z 2R S E 5,

I, FabAE)de L OITERIZE RN DWW T 5, SAD OFBAIHIIS X UM TEIRIHERT «



HEHLEA] A Table 1-2 (2759,
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Table 1-2 SADDFRAITEIRIHERF - HEEEX

SADD MMM RF - IEEER

HCOEH

HEEASAT A

A HA E IR A4 D

75 1 E BRI 42—

Cost bias

Probability bias

49

Post-Event Processing

RRRBIC BT E RIS, B35, JBE, T8y
DWNIIZe H B E T o &

FEAHE EORIEIC TR 03 1 < IR

{7 DDA TE RIZRRFA 2563 D RE 0T

B INOMEENDIERC, HFELWEFHMBISNLZ LI
X3 DR AN RZR IR BR LA X DREHN

HEBPRILD B B % i@ < RS DR/ AT A

EERR S FE N HEEI LA B ERINC AL HR
FNSAT A

WEEREIZOWTIRDIELGER), L CH O EHR
Lz

FEERPIRIIC BT A E R 72 B S BEERI I >V
%?Rﬁﬁfxﬁﬁ@k}i@w_ %

SADDITEINHF - IEEER

[ 3RE T )

LR T

RN CDRFE D 2k T H1TH)

i G 1 LA DO E 7Rl 23857012
1178
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HCOJEHE (Self-focused attention) & IEE /N4 7 &

SAD (Zxf 7 D RRFTEIE T M LAE, HIEHIT SAD O#ERF - IO FZEIR & L
THLE DT 53TV % (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997) ,
HOERIX, WZECBEEER~OKDOE LERIN TS (Ingram, 1990, p. 156), %
LT, SADHADOHCERIL, AR AASIRIICE T 2 5 0kiE, 85, &E, 17
)72 EON B CBEF RO L ERINLD,

Clark & Wells (1995) (%, SAD HEREFAAZNRLZH L, MBENODOXHTT 1 7 725l &
2T DIV DR, B S OFEM R BERCBEIERE R < LR L TV 5, 72, Mansell,
Clark, & Ehlers (2003) OWFFEIL, BRI & D RPUZB WV THRARZOIRNF I, FMY
FRE DN R 572 b DO, @R ARZEIZBNTE, WIRRRO BN R P o7 2 &
L, EHERARLEFIE, B E RDESARIICENT, ARSI H D
ZEERBLT,

R ARLENL, BHERALE LD B ACEEORENE WV EAHLNIENTND

(Bogels, Alberts, & De Jong, 1996; Melling & Alden, 2000), SAD HF 1L, f2FRRIIZEHB W
THOER THEERE KIS, GEMA CBEENRBM IR T 2720, HAAREN
B35 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), H C.{EH D
BEEZHIE Lo ALY, #RRER & B EHIRRMAMEIRT 2 & A STV D (Bogels,
2006; Bogels, Mulkens, & de Jong, 1997; Mulkens, Bogels, de Jong, & Louwers, 2001), 7=, &
WHCTEH A, SAD O PR EZ DN D 2 & DVRIE X LTV S (Vriends, Meral, Bargas-
Avila, Stadler, & Bogels, 2017)

filn)7, SAD MBFEIL, HESMEBEHRIMICIERER M Z BRI TWD (Morrison &
Heimberg, 2013), Z @ X 5 7242 EBARBICERE A M E O Z & ZEEASA T A LN
9, Rapee & Heimberg (1997) %, IEE /XA 7 AN SAD OHEFFZB G LT\ 5 Z & a1
LCW5, HEEAALT A, AR E WO CHERIEBEREIME T L TV D RED Z &
EHET, HAARRITIEE SRR & AOMBBRICH D Z ENRIATVD (BH - 7 -

12



AF - BEEF, 2016) . M1 T, FEEHIEFEAE OIS T AR AR LZIER OHEEIZEE 5 LT\ 5 (E
e A, 2015), RS BRI kT D EEEEERE O [H) & B & L 7= Attention Bias
Modification Treatment |2V, R RNENHFETH 2 ENRINL TS (Hakamata et al.,

2010),

i 2> b DFARIZ X3 284 (Fear of evaluation from others)

it 7> & OFHMZ 69 2 A UEFR AN OAERF - IEER TH 5, a7 b OFEmIC
%3 HRAITIL, FNE & FPE 3 E £ T 5 (Weeks & Howell,2012), FNE (X, HH D3
Tr—v A%, MENPLHEMICFI SN TWND0E S ITHONT, BB S THETL
TWLBITH D (B - Eelff « 22 K - 307,2020), FNEE, “HOOZ L2 DL DI
Bo TN ONERITT 5770 EOfME DD OFER 2B 2 Ba<e, “fo AHFEL
DL EAMER IR & o TWZRWD e EOM AN H 32 S EMIZFHIT 2725 9 &0
5 THENCBIT 258235 45 (Watson & Friend, 1969) . FNE IE, SAD O HZERY 72 fiEdk
TH Y, DSM-5 OBEFEUEC LELHE STV D (APA, 2013), HEARRENEWE IR WE
F0H, #HOH, BT Ly, R EoRERNRFHIICRh AR AR H D (EFH D,
2020; Wang, Hsu, Chiu, & Liang, 2012; Weeks, Heimberg, Rodebaugh, 2008), SAD B 13 —#%
A & HXT FNE OFEENAEIZE LV (Reichenberger et al., 2019), FNE OIKJEAY, SAD
DEEZI T 2 EERTHIK T TH D (Mattick & Prters, 1988; Mattick, Peters, & Clarke,
1989),

SAD BEREMARANLE L, &N OEERRFTAMIZE T T <, HERNRFMICH L
T, HRAERMBNCH D (Fredrick & Luebbe, 2020; Reichenberger et al., 2019; Weeks et
al., 2008), FPE (%, HEAVRIICEWT, MEBENOHEIND Z &0, FE LW &R S
D Z L% L TR AR B L HE 2 238 FN1Td D (Weeks etal., 2008) . 21X, “fl
ERRERDDEE, FOWTWARIRITE TS ZE” X “UWHEEECTHDIANLED LI

BRI D" I PO, FPEICHT-5 (Weeks et al., 2008), B EAAARZE I, K

13



HARARLE LV & FPE @V MEAH S (KI5 A - 4811 - 37K, 2019; AifH - BAA -
YN - Weeks + SBF, 2015; Weeks etal., 2008) . SAD & 1L —fXAA & b~ T FPE OFEEE
AEIZEWZ ERBH LT EIL TV S (Reichenberger et al., 2019),

FNE & FPE (%, E&OENRNL, HEMETH L L2 I 6N DD, HERZIERIC
Xf L CMNL L7 & 23R & TW5b, FNE & FPE (X, 35~THEEOEOMHMEBRICH D
(RJIB, 2019; AFA S, 2015; Wang et al., 2012; Weeks etal., 2008), Lipton, Weels, & De Los
Reyes (2016) %, FNE & FPE O 523 m W E (HightFNE-HightFPE), FNE 723/ 7% FPE
DMEEE (HightFNE-LowFPE), FPE |4\ A FNE 2MEWEE (LowFNE-HightFPE), FNE &
FPE D J7 2MEEE (LowFNE-LowFPE) O 4 SDOREAFRE L, #5458 & R
LHEWR & OREMEZ R L2, £ D%, HightFNE-HightFPE %, fioOREL 0 bR
JERDENZ &, HightFNE-LowFPE & LowFNE-HightFPE /%, LowFNE-LowFPE X ¥ &t

RERLFEIRINE N E DR ENT-, ZDZ 0D, FNE & FPE OFENZEND, FHAERLE

N

=

WA AT A REMES RIR S5, F72, Wangetal. (2012) 1%, FNE & FPE 234EA
REFER LB D DIERIZ BT TRE LTI 272018, BENEROT 1T o7z, Z Ok
B, FNE 2> DAL ARZHEIR &40 9 IR~ D RS AREUIAE TH > 7208, FPE TR AL
TERDOBNEE ThoTz, T7bbH, FNE IR REIERIZT TR, #19 DIERIC
BERETERTHD LV X D,

ZDXHIZ, FNE & FPE 1L, ZALEAVMSL LT SAD OFERF - HEICEE L TW5b, £
DI, TRNENICHT DT EAA S N ENANKETH S (Fredrick & Luebbe, 2020;

Heimberg, Brozovich, & Rapee, 2010; Weeks et al., 2008) ,

Cost bias & Probability bias
Costbias & Probability bias (% SAD FH OB EMFRENTH 5, Costbias I, FLAPRILD
BEMEEE BRED D8 NNA T ADZ & THD (Foa, Franklin, Perry, & Herbert, 1996)

BIZIE, NATCHBDEZ ZInx L&, “I EIBOOLTRMEND” & T DRI

14



DB M &L RS 5 Z &) Costbias 125725 (R H - B, 2009), Probability bias | %
MER LR FREICAE T D L REMICHAES 2831 7 A Th % (Foaetal., 1996),
BIZIE, KANELGEET D L&, “BofEfsnsd” L  HkFNERZ 57249 & T
% Z & 73 Probability bias (Z&H 725 (JRA - BFAT, 2009).

Cost/Probability bias %, #:224%, FNE, [RIBHTE) & 55~TROEOMEERH S (kA - B
K, 2009; 3% A - 7)1 - BAF, 2010; Smari, Bjarnadottir, & Bjarnadottir, 1998) , HFIEFEAIARZZ
DEWOF X, Cost/Probability bias Z /& :{k L9 < (Rapee & Abbott, 2007), SAD £ 1X
SAD BH T2V L W A E T Cost/Probability DFEE N EWZ & AR STV S (Uren,
Szabo, & Lovibond, 2004), F7-, Cost bias IX, #ARELDOHKITEHERN R EL KT L,
Probability bias (% Cost bias DIEMAKIZIR < BI5- L TV 5 (A <B4, 2009; 3 H ©,2010),
Heimberg et al. (2014) 1%, & 76 OFHMI &9 2 #4125, Cost/Probability bias Z 7T L
T, HRRGEROHWRIEEST D Z L% Lz, A5 (2010) 1%, FEMEIZLY
Cost/Probability bias 73, FNE & 4EA A2 E ORI H DBENEIK L 725 2 L 2B 5T
Heimbergetal. (2014) OET V& XFF L7z, A S (2010) 1 XX, FNE (Z X > T Cost
bias 2’EE Y, E D Costbias 2314 NZ, [ELIEEATHE), AZPRAYSSIZ3TT 2 5 ERIFRENIC

DFEE KIET, £72, Costbias IXEBEINAAZ R EE LIET 7211 T2 <, Costbias
MAZDAy hr—VEEESE T, KOHERARLZEm02@End5 (WH, 2014),

Cost/Probability bias Z/t A% —4 v k& LTziRET 7 0 —F OFMENBRIES TV 5,
Cost/Probability bias D% HAY & L72{RiE 25T 72 /31X, Cost/Probability bias 7MEJ
L, R RN ST D 2 & S ST % (Calamaras, Tully, Tone, Price, & Anderson,
2015; Shirotsuki, Kodama, & Nomura, 2014) , 4712, Costbias DBENP AR LRER O %
i< P42 (Foaetal., 1996), Probability bias /A% —% > M LR LD &, Cost
bias ZIRFE L —7 > M LTETRED TN LD RERIBEDRB RSN TS (Nelson,

Deacon, Lickel, & Sy, 2010),
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X3 9 (Post-Event Rumination) & Post-Event Processing (PEP)

K3 90%, taiuikint (FRaSiRo BBtttz m< R Tc i, x0T 47
(2 H O 2 el L7z i 2 mkBk L 7o) 124 C 238500l oMeRr - RN TH D
(Hofmann & Otto, 2008) . 99 1%, NEE EARRKIZOWTHY IR LEER, £ LTHDE
HLZEE] LEFREIND (Trapnell & Campbell, 1999), HEHRRILARILTOH D37
F = ALDNTHYIKLE X HZ & SAD FFADKT 5 Th 5 (Hofmann & Otto,
2008), FHEHAARL R EONEIZFERIIKT D 217 9 BRI H D (Chen, Rapee, & Abbott,
2013; Modini, Rapee, & Abbott,2018) , & 512, ZDORMEHAZRENKT ) DIRREZEHD T
LEIZEHHLMNITEN TS (Chenetal, 2013) , Modinietal. (2018) 1 XA, #F
PEAL AR R XE NN T D 2@ D720 TR, B AL D, N7 4 —~< ATE
B HCRHME A S8, FROKT ) ARSI E DL R,

Penney & Abbott (2015) %, SAD & IZ 9 TIFARWHE LT, A —F 5 HICE #
THOABLOERBZIZLVZSOT I ZITI) ZLaMBNT L, 61T, FHOKT
IM, AE—TFHH TOHRARLICEDOEELZRIFTT L bME L, KT 21%, 4R
LI TR, W9 DIEROEEICE G 52K TH S (Nolen-Hoeksema & Morrow, 1991;
EEF - PHEF, 2009) . FAT 4 TR DL, HARLGER & FNE Z 85 L THI D SR
HEOD T ENRINTND (A - )1 - 854S, 2007), 2D Z L0 b, KT D OIS,
AL R L O D DIEROUFICFHT 5 /REMENE 2 Hvd,

—7%, PEP I, #EBPRIICI T 2 EERZ: B CBEMAH (2 DU CRIAY 2 AR &
L72BETHS (Clark & Wells, 1995; Heimberg et al., 2014), ZAUTIE, BEOHHRRD
ICBWTHR SN AR T+ =~V ADORRICET OIRKT 5> 25 0HEE S11d (McEvoy,
& Kingsep, 2006), Hofmann & Otto DEF /L TlX, SAD DHEFHZE A KIF - F% D850
JLBR Y U CT D #2815 T, Clark & Wells O 7 /L5 L Y Rapee & Heimberg D€ 7 /L
TIE, K39 TiE/e<, PEP T SAD OMiFfF A = AL ZHHA LTS, LaL, fhaaik

OFESEOBHLEE L L TOKT H & PEP L OBfERE IR S TUVRVY, McEvoy,
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Mahoney, & Moulds (2010) %, WIS TH DT 5 & PEP, LELZHIET 2 REEEIZ
BIFH @R A2 ME Li2E 2 A, KT 95 & PEP, {LELD 3 SDOR I 0ivd, “BER
RREREY L CERBORM ©2 KW, £, P - (2014) B [A
FRIZIT 5 & PEP, LELAWIET 2 REHBIZEHT 2 IER 2Rt Lz, TO/E, K
BB EZEWT 5 1 W23 s,

A o013b &b & DO BB~ SN TE I AEBEITET 25T, PEP (3t
RARLDOBRNOF R INTEETH S, McEvoyetal. (2010) & HHF - &ZiH (2014)
DR EZBEZ D &, KT 5 & PEPOMRITMMER L bICKERZZERT 2METHY,

BRI EWNTIRWENWZ B,

[EREATE) & ZEREIRITE
[BDEEATE) & 22 RECRATENIATEIRO I OHEFRF - IR TH 5, BEATEN, RZ4E
C %R E DY 2 ke 24TE O Z & 2453, AR TENT, DSM-5 (2381 % SAD D2k
HIZHEMENTEY, SAD O AER L LTIESIT 5TV 5 (APA, 2013), &
B A < AEERPUCE R L72BRIS, SRR LH I AL 2 S T2 7O I B TE 2 &
% (Hofmann & Otto, 2008), [EIREATENI—FFIYIC RL Z D S50, EHIICITFER
LD HIEMD 5 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997) .
[FDRETEN L, #EA2 AR % & FEEE ~5R\ MHBIBILRIZ & % (Okajima, Kanai, Chen, & Sakano, 2009;
A ©,2010; H 5,2014),
—F, REMERATE S X, FERHTEIO - TH D51, oG 6T H1TE)TlX
72, BGEIZW R BAME DD OB EN 2T Z IS T72OIAT HITEI O Z & 245
(Clark & Wells, 1995; Cuming et al., 2009), ] 2 1%, @A < AESHPRIL T, “Frnicd
57, “RELRTD”, “BEEDLERV RENZEHERITENCEZ £ 5 (Cuming et al.,
2009), ZARMERATENE, FHASRE & PREE~TRVFABIBILR SR S 41TV 5 (Cuming etal.,

2009; Lipton et al., 2016; ¥ H &, 2020),
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A TEN L, RNEOHERFER & L TORFDRS, ZRMRITENT, SERRMOKER:
R E L ToREIDRmEfEfish T g ()5 - 98F, 2008), Okazima et al. (2009) O
WFFEIC R, [ TENE, SEMREE D bR A LZIZL D BNEEEZRKIFL TS Z
EEHOLMNTLTND, REMMBATENC OV TIE, HEMRRM LR LICREDEEL
KIEFTZ & awmE L,

ARSI 351 2 BRI TEN ~ D AT, A i BB E~ D & (=7 AR—
X —IE) DA THDHH (Mattick & Prters, 1988; Mattick et al., 1989), #2851 ~DE
HZNZ CLEERERATEISDIT AN L VIR TH D, Wellsetal. (1995) 1%, FHHRRDL
ICEIT 2B, ZRMRITEIEZIThRWE I ICHUR LRt L, HoR Lk o O RE
ERERRAOEA L LizL 25, Bord 0 EENHR2 LB THREICRZ L&
ERFBINDD Uiz, 7z, [E - WE (2008) 1%, K¥EAEZXRIC, RFEHHICET 5
LRMRATEI O AR EAT > T2, ITANEIT, DS H COZRMRITEZ T =y 27
A PEHWTHEICL, TOREMRITHZITORVWE I ICHRET L HETH T2, Z
DIAIZ LY, BEMERATEOMER L, R L BERRANEGE I 2 LR S 7z (i

- 9B, 2008)

)

SAD DOFBMBYMER: - HEEBEIR L LT, BOWEHR, &5 OF M3 58,
Cost/Probability bias, [~ 9 & PEP, {TEIRVKER: - AR EIK & U C, [BIEHTHE), ZRMRIT
%2, SAD OHERf « A B = X LICHOWTIRRTE 7=, SAD DiRRiEE LT, 21
D ORERF « BIBEK A2t A ¥ —7 > b & LTZ8aITERIE (Cognitive behavioral therapy: LA
T CBT &12) R, MRS ERBEEZ N AY —5 y M UIRHRIERH 5, IRETLAE

TIE, SAD DIEFIEIZ OV TR D,

18



EIE HRFIREICHITHEMEE

SAD DIt L LT, HMIENH LT %, Blanco, Garreia, & Liebowitz (2004) %, SAD
THEHSNLEME LT, £/ 7 I VEREEEAILE S, (Monoamine oxidase inhibitors: LA T
MAOIs &4 %), "WilE /7 I b L HEH (Reversible inhibitors of monoamine
oxidase A: LL'F RIMAs &3°%), @Rt w =2 FHY MAFHFESE (Selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors: LA SSRIs £ 9°%) &2 T\ %

MAOIs %, €/ 7 I UMRMnEY B 2B I B 0" 5, £/ 7 I oMRSEDE T
JNT RLFUy, R=nX3y, Za b= R EREERTWD, ZRHOE T I U4
BAGEE I IRAIBN COR S L%, VT 7 ABRICKE, ZREICES, ZEED
DRt ELD AR L WD YA ZANMEITONTRIC, T/ 7 I UBRMEERIZE Y
fESinsd (EIE, 2019), /7 I UEbEERI, £/ 7 I UARRIRIEDE OB A RS
HEEFEDZ ETHDH (NEED,2016), MAOIs 1%, €/ 7 I VEMLEEREOME 2HEL, €
)T UMRAREE A TR A2 b o,

MAOIs @7 = /L3 (phenelzine) %M L723EWEILIX, SAD OiE#iEEL LTED
BENMEDA 5 M & T & 72, Heimbergetal. (1998) 1%, 7 = XV 24595 2 LI
7T ARRBE - IFHERIERE & R THAR RN IEROBEIC LV IR TH L Z L&
R L7z, Blancoetal. (2010) OWFFETIX, 7 = R/UVT URIENT 7 HREEL Y AR
TRERD AR LizZ &, 2L T, 7 =3P U iiEE CBT OOFHN, B OIEHE
IV HENTND ZERRESN TS, AHTIX, MAOIs I% SAD OS2 BT 2 /KR
DFFHAVTNZRYY,

RIMAs I, £/ 7 IV &2 - 9T 2 ERBRETHLE 7 I VIBLEER, FRCE
TR UL - A B A FIIICIE TS Z LT, MIRNOE ) T I CORES FRSE
LEWIBFENH D (HEA, 2015), SAD O AHFIEE LT, RIMAs ODEZ B3 R
(Moclobemide) 73E < i &4 TV %, Katschnig, Stein, & Buller (1997) OHFFET, €7
23 K 600mg 1%, 77 EAREEL D bARICHARZER MR T 5 2 B LS
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7=, F7z, Warwicketal. (2006) DOHFFEIZHNTH, ETZ B3I KPR RLER O & E
CEDNTHDZ ENRENTND, LLARRD, A TIE, RIMAs Z6H+ 52 L1
TE7e0 (A, 2015),

SSRIs 1%, FEEHE L TRIIZER b= &0 ) MiRBEWE ORI S T 7 A~DFER
ViIABEETHZ LT F 7 AMBOE R h=ViREE FRSE, a b= AR
FRAZEME ZTERIC T 2BE R H D A, 2015), ZZTiE, SSRIs D7 VA FkEF
(Fluoxetine), ~St1% & F > (Paroxetine), /L kF VU (Sertraline), ™AL %1175 L
(Escitalopram) 75 AR ZZEEIRIC MAFE T BB SOV Tk %, daCostaetal. (2013) T,
SAD 72 A B ALREICRE LT ELBLOEFHNOFICKH LT, 7Vt FETFrOH
MEE R Lo, ZORER, 7V AF T URERIL, T BRI bABICHRAREL
JERPMEIK L7 Z EZH LM LTz, 51T, SAD BREEZRBIZ T VAT v TF OB %
BafLiz& 25, AEREENR LN (Koponen, Lepola, & Leinonen, 1998), Z 415 D%
Rns, ZAFFEF 0%, SAD ORI E L THRITH D Z LRI TN D,
Liebowitzetal. (2002) (X, “HEMT7 v ¥ AHEBEBRIZL Y, Y7 2RI b in X
v F a2 G LD T SAD B O RN ZIER MR T 2 Z L 26T LT,
Randall et al. (2001) (%, 7 /v =2 —/UEHEE LR SAD BE 2RI X FrOf
PR Lic, Nu b FURERE (64) &7 7 BAREE 94) (TmF, 1BRARZHT
W LT, TORE, HARGERICBNT, NaxteF o #5011F, 78R RBELV LA
BB ARLIER & 7 v a— L %3 % Clinical Global Impressions (CGI) 2383 & 4
7=, %7, Nordahletal. (2016) IZEW\T, “aFtF 9L L CBT OIEHhE % s L
2L A, CBT OFN, NuaXtF o @iEl ) bRDBENZ ERRBEINT, 61T,
Liebowitz, Gelenberg, & Munjack (2005) 1%, Su¥tF U E5 LT 77 F 0 (RN
r b= VAT RLF U UFRVIALREELD 1 0) BL5OBRBNRITEDR S %
FRLEL T B 12 MR ORI CHERZIT 2L, REOMREETLZEE2 LT,

Comptonetal. (2001) 1X SAD O@Z2Wik#EZ - L7z L6 (102026 17 5%) (ZE/L b
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VU EERE LR, AR HERBERICHD T 52 L 2P 5T Lz, SAD Z#d
L7z 18 Ll EOBFICHE N T HHRREROIGHRIEL LT, BV 7Y URZERNT
bDH I EMREINTND (Liebowitzetal., 2003) , FEARRZIERDBGEIZIBNT T 7 AR K
DY, BRI UCOERRITEL, BT U s L LEREOHIIX, FIER LD
HEEOH I bEWIRPA RSN TS (Bermik etal., 2018),

Kasper, Stein, Loft, & Nil (2005) (%, —HEM 7 v ¥ AkiatBig T, SAD B I2E
FHZAEaT T AOEIMEERF LT, ZAVE 0T T AERETLRE T T AREE
2, IBESRELR LI 2 A, T ERBELY b AT X 0T T AFEO T SAD A&
FHOHZRLIERD A BICHET D Z L AP 5202 L7z, Lader, Stender, Biirger, & Nil
(2004) & [FIERIC SAD BE ZXRIC_HEM T v LHEBGEBREZMNT, 77 8ARL0 b
TRV E 0T T AOREPHEREROYEICHENTHL L aRm Lz, MAT, =X
2 a7 A%, SAD OFEHINE LORHNRIERICBWTHED TH Y, ABEMEREm N
EDPTRBINTND, AFHIZBWTHT AT Z 77 L)% SAD OIpEE LTHZITH D
ZENREN TS (Asakura, Hayano, Hagino, & Koyama, 2016),

EFELY, SADDOIHM AL LT T =Rr Ny h, £/ 03I NEE, 7vtdeF o #
b, RaxtFogs, EVEF ) UE, 2247 A BEREHTHL LR D

(Table 1-3),
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Table 1-3 #RRARZIEICR T IEMRIEDHE

BEL-EY

HRE

ERREER

Heimberg et al. (1998)

1334 DSADHEFE

TRV B 314 (B 1ELT4, otth1a4)
CBGT#Y: 3644 (B 11644, & M2044)

B - AR IR R 3340 (B 154, o ME184,)
TTeAREE 334 (B 1194, Loth144)

TEEI2BR%, 7= 5 RELCBGTIE, 189X
IR B IO ARZIEIR (LSAS) DUGEIZB W TTZ
BARBELHE - XFFERFER S RN TH AT EN
RSN,

Blanco et al. (2010) " HEHEMBRCT

1284, DSADHE
T2V R 354 (B 244, eti114)
CBGTH: 3444 (FB 11644, Mt1844)

TRV 5. ECBGTO Of AL : 324 (B ME194, Lot

134)
TR 274 (FHLT4, 0iE1044)

T3V ECBGT OO HBEIZE DO BEIZ LT
AR ZEEWR (LSAS) DZEAL, IRIREUGR, BEARRN

BT,

Katschnigetal. (1997) —EEMRCT

5784, DSADEE

E/ IR 300mg B 19140 (5 1£994, £oE9244)
T/ a_IR600mgHE 51 1934 (B 11104, 4oit834)
T EAREE 1944 (B 112040, LethT44)

/1IN 300mgf 5-fELE 7 1 ~IR600mght G- B I
BT, TR AR R (LSAS) O S
PRSI,

FE7u_IR600MgEE I WL, 7T ERBEE R TE
DEEFERUS A RSN, BZ71NIR300mge b~ T X
DHTHDLZENHRESNT,

Warwick et al. (2006)

314 DSADEFHE (214, 40i%1044)
EIRANINEE R 144
vHOTT LB 114

MARIE T, B/ INEEREL a7 T LR /L
BT, FERRERER (LSAS) 23 LT,

de Costaet al. (2012) _HEEMRCT = vt

NEEZ FRHRLTZ304 DFE (T~175%)
TNFRETF PG 104 (BS54, ZoiE54)
a7 Iv 04 (B34, LtEe4)

TR EE: 114 (B k64, s4)

TNAXEF URERHT, N AL2BBZ ISR AR
(Social anxiety subscale of MASC) 23t L7z,

22

Note) RCT=Randomized Controlled Trial; SAD=Social Anxiety Disorder; CGBT=Cognitive Behavioral Group Therapy; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; HAS=Hamilton Anxiety Rating
Scale; PSPD=Liebowitz Panic and Social Phobic Disorders-Severity Rating; SCL-90=90-item Symptom Check List; CGI=Clinical Global Impressions; CT=Cognitive Therapy; SPAI-C=
Social Phobia and Anxiety Inventory for Children; SADS=Scale of Avoidance and Distress Scale



Table 1-3 fLRARRAEIZIS1T IRMPRIE DL R (Fi &)

EE HERTHI BELE-EY

HRE

FRRFERER

Koponenetal.(1998)  FEE IR HAEEER INAF LT

324 OSADRRFE (B4, E274)

BB IR ZSE R (HAS, PSPD, SCL-90) 23 i L
77

Liebowitz etal. (2002) —EEMRCT SRuFtF 38444 DSADHFE TBEI2BREI%, NaEF o 20me i, I8 REELY
ad T 20mg: 974 (BS54, #1%4644) LA AR LZRE R (LSAS) Aik L 7=,
et 40mg: 954 (14634, Loih3244)
et F 2 60me: 974 (B 1564, Lothd14:)
7T RRE: 954 (15544, £oih4044)

Randall et al. (2001) “HEMRCT NaxtFr 154, DSADET Lo — Ui fiFEE AR B WA, RuXvF U7 TR L0 b A R EE
NaxvF s 64 (B4, KME14) IR (LSAS) S22 56 BCRIA M #E LT,
T RRE: 94 (BMESL, iE14) NadeF ORI F AR RELD S T L — L Tk

T HCGIN L ELT-,

Nordahl et al. (2016) “HEMRCT NaxtF 1024, DSADEE TR ICEB W CCTREL a0 LCTO OF BRI,
NuxtF R G EE 264 (B4, otk174:) Rax I UBE 7T BRI AR AR R
CTHE: 244 (BB 1E134, 4otk114) (LSAS) mtkELT=,
NaxtF oG LCTOHRE: 264 (1124, Lott14
4)
TR 264 (BELTA, tE4)

Liebowitz etal. (2005) —EEMRCT =L e 2V 4134, DSADEE TBELRER%, SaxeF o BE_r ST R

NuktF R 1364 (BM744, oih6244)
NUTT 7R URE 1334 (BMETI4, ott6244)
7' AREE: 1444 (BET64, 4o14684)

X, 77 RBELOL AR R IE IR (LSAS) 23 ek 31
7=

RaxbF UL T TR UL, BRI
ot

Comptonetal.(2001)  FEE M HEFERR wILNTY

SADZTRIBLI-T- L% (10~175%) 1444 (B84, #itk64)

1R8I [ 7%, LA R Z2E MK (SPAI-C) DL FHENR RE
niz,

Note) RCT=Randomized Controlled Trial; SAD=Social Anxiety Disorder; CGBT=Cognitive Behavioral Group Therapy; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; HAS=Hamilton Anxiety Rating
Scale; PSPD=L.iebowitz Panic and Social Phobic Disorders-Severity Rating; SCL-90=90-item Symptom Check List; CGI=Clinical Global Impressions; CT=Cognitive Therapy; SPAI-C=
Social Phobia and Anxiety Inventory for Children; SADS=Scale of Avoidance and Distress Scale
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Table 1-3 R RLREICE T HEDRFEDH T (Fi )

e METHIY BELE-EY HRE FHRIER
Liebowitz etal. (2003) _EEHMRCT N2 AINS 4154, DSADEE TR %, BN B 5T 7B REELDY
BANTU B G RE2114 (B 11274, 14844) ARG (LSAS) AU EL 7=,

T TR RE2044 (5141204, PE844)

Bernik et al. (2018) T HEMRCT BRI 1464, DSAD L TG0 %%, TR COBED AR ZE I (SADS)
BNV G LCBGTO I FH#E344 (B 1184, ZotE1e Aokl
4) AT BE LCBGTO A REIY, 77 BARECBGT
Y LTU 5 EGPTO B #3640 (B PE184, 18  DFFMRELVS AR ZSER (SADS) Nk EL 1=,
4)
v RECBGTOHHREAL14 (B 1234, Loik184)
T REGPTO R #EISA (B 234, ih124)

Kasper et al. (2005) T HEMRCT T2 EO ST 3584 DSADEE RIRI2E R, TAV AT T AR GRHIT T 7 0 R BEL
TRAATTT AP G5 EE 1814 (B 41014, oi804) DB ARZER (LSAS) kL 7z,
TIRREE 1774 (B4, 4oik8344)

Lader et al. (2004) ZHEEMRCT TRALETT T 8394 DSADHRE 1B2AEE, TR COZRAU TSI GRS
TR AT NEngHk 5 R 1674 (B 11844, #8344) BARFELVB R R ZEREK (LSAS) ek E LT,
TR HTT T LN10me e 5 RE 16740 (BET14, 964) AL ZuT T020matk G- S n v F o 20mgtk &
TALETTT L20meg B GRE 1704 (B804, otho04)  BEXVL A BEITAEASARZIER (LSAS) Ak #E LT,
Xt F L 20me i 51 1694 (B 17844, o PE9144)
TR EE 1664 (BB 14814, 4i1:8544)

Asakura et al. (2016) G W R TRUETTTA 16584 DOSADERF (BIT94, &T794) 1RSI, A REJEIR (LSAS) ek E RS
77
TRIERSRIT, 69% Th o7z,

Note) RCT=Randomized Controlled Trial; SAD=Social Anxiety Disorder; CGBT=Cognitive Behavioral Group Therapy; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; HAS=Hamilton Anxiety Rating
Scale; PSPD=L.iebowitz Panic and Social Phobic Disorders-Severity Rating; SCL-90=90-item Symptom Check List; CGI=Clinical Global Impressions; CT=Cognitive Therapy; SPAI-C=
Social Phobia and Anxiety Inventory for Children; SADS=Scale of Avoidance and Distress Scale
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EA4H HRFREICHITHEMTHEE

SAD (29 2 LERRIEIL, 2 < OFREIZ L > THRBE I, ZOHEFEDR LI LN
SNTE, £OHT, CBT 28 SAD DIEH#E L THMTH S, CBTIE, HERSCHIETTE
AYEEL, BT T 2 RET D720, RHEISHBRITEI Y —, BENRY — U &R
HNZZER LT LATE RV AR Z2T83E) O 2 & Th 5 (BT, 2017) , #HA3ARZIZEI1T 5 CBT
OHIEE LT, Taylor (1996) OAFFETIE, O AR —T v —hik, QOMAEHERIA,
@Y=V XY NVAXN N —= T T TEBY, AZFFOMRNG, Zib 0 CBT ik

1, AR ZIERDIEIICKRE K FET L ZERMALMIESN TN D,

O =7 AR—=V ¥y —Fik

T ARV X —FRIEIL, RIEOIRFET & A SN 5 R BRI S ATERERN
TIa—FD1OTHDH, ZOT77u—F T, EIERFLEEET, REHWER (KL
ISMLE S DRI E BERENIC £ L D7) ZER L, REBMERY, EIdPREOHSN
WG, REORENTRLET, Eili LT 5, NEITENTED, RORLSH~ &
RN REEZAT > TN HETH D,

T AR— Y X —RIEPHAERZOIBRICE R T DN & LT, REOHMERF A
= RLNOFHAT D Z LN TE D, SAD OMERFEK O 1 SICEETEIZ S %, Hofmann
& Otto (2008) 1%, #-A N L DHERFIZ IS 1T 2 R TEI O EI A4 €7 b LT 5 (Fig. 1-4),
ZOETMIEINIZL, SR LE L, B2 < HSpRIUCE R LZBRIZA U D AR
ZWET D72 ICEbEE S WO ITENAE & AN H D, R TENC LD, RLIE—RFR9ICI3K
WMESNHN, FHELTLESZZ LK LT KT (BOVIRLEGENICEZLHZ L) N
WAL, MROICHRRENEL b, iz, FRHTEIZFH L CLE I 2, BN
o < AESBPRDUCE R L72BRICIE, siliE s UTHBEHMTEN 28 0 IR LTV 3 < 7R %,
ZOXRIRIERIC K, REZTHER S, KBRCE DRI OFHEARE Y, B4

I EZ &2 LTLE I,
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T AR= VX —FIETIE, FRTEIAZDE, BRIICARICERESE D, FEEE
IZBIRSOE D 22O HRIEANL A 4 0 K LR 2 2 LIT Ko T, O ARZEORY B 2 R
SH 5 (Rosquist, 2005), &7 B A M, BRIMEER & 70D K5 702l « BAERBREEDH T,
R A < AR APIR LA BRI & L TR L, BEDEREE FICRZ EmE Ay, 1B
TV KDY, £, REPEER DO L)AL DIRWIGHE 2> b B #EH L TV &,
RN ARZIEN TN, T7 AR — T v —FIEDHA AL & [BIREATE) O R8I 2h 1
THHTENPFLMIENTVD (Mattick & Prters, 1988; Hofmann, 2004), SAD & 73—/
FTUT A BEENFL TV AREICLZ I AR—V Yy —REDNANTHLZ ENREINT

V% (Van velzen, Emmelkamp, & Scholing, 1997)
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[E)EHTED

RVWBREOA AT 47 EOHBEORS T 4 7

<~ B2 Y8R
e E A

Fig. 1-4 EBEDEEZEMREE T /L (Hofmann & Otto, 2008)
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@ FRENA P RRIE

REZ MR - MBS T L HERIIEENREE Th 2, BANFHRIEL, TOEERNR
BERE—NIRSE, BENR, BHNREZO Y - CHERT 2 2ANE L
ICREIENT 7 —F O 1 D Th b, F£io, RANFEREREDT, HRQEHRICHES<
TR —FThd, RINEHERIECEERZ LIL, BENREZERTT 77 EZ~
CEEESELZETEHARL, ELTHWIRTT 4 7B bbb, SEIFEhR
REPOFEREZIRZ D AF NV EZHICOT TV, BBEOFZRMZEmO TN 2 ENEER
HTH D,

Heimberg (2002) 1%, FRAAIFRERIEICBWT 3 SOEMBEZERHL 15, 1 2HI
AEPE SN DRPUCB N TOEBIZR S ZEThH D, 2 2HIE, V7 77 AKME
EPDHELNTERLITHEROM RN OELNTERR SRS LEbE TEZOIEH
SEFHNT D2 ETHD, LT, 3 DHIE, A LERE RICEZRNRNEES 24
SHTZETHD,

WA EMEREORTY, BERLEE (2705 BAVLRDL Z LRy, BB
KT, FTARLEELIHDRE, ZORORLECEELWKICT S, T LT, TOEE
ZxE DR & G (BB ER) ARETL, BESHRBE O RIZEN TN, 1A
TATRBENZ—NIROE, ERWREELERT L5 LICKD, RLEDORD %K -

Tn<,

@ YV—vx/NVAFX)N hL—=27 (Social Skill Training: LT SST &9 %)

Sc8F (2011) 1%, SAD FBFO—EICIX, #HameGimzEkEd 25H £V, U2t
AFNOEENEE SN TIZENND LR L TWD, SSTIE, SAD BENANLEDS
R TRERAFANPRELTND, FREARAROLEDIZINDDAFLE ) EIfHNT
RETHDRNE W I EUICE DV TRER S NTATERIENT 72 —F D 1 5 Thod, 20

Lo EM ZFFOBF TR LT, @Y — Vv VA ILDOFEEERT I EICLD, A2
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REEREEEL L2 EBMETDH, ZONMANETIE, TV VT, a—L7 LA, 74
— RN 7 7 EOITENRIEN T 7 —F 2FH LT, £OREOEENR T —< A

Zmh ESE, R EIEB S E S (Wells & McMillan, 2004) ,

CBT 7D HFH]

I E TOBKIEECHIE T, 2 2Ll LD CBT BiEZ A LIt AT 8 7T AL % S
NT\Wb, H—0 CBT ks i LT, 2 2l kD CBT HiiEAHHT 522 T, &6
EVREONEB RSN TS, Bz, Mattick & Peters (1988) DOHFFETIE, HoO =
JAR—=V—RIELD S, RANEERIEZ I L2703, X AR ZERAMERT
HZEDNREINTWS, E7-, Matticketal. (1989) 1%, SAD IZx}3 25T/ AR—T ¥ —Jk
W, BAFEMRKE, TLTCENOEIA LT 0l T AOBEDREEZ L TWD, =
J AR— T v —PRERE, R ERERIERE, Th OO O TR, HHBELY A
BB RERERAMER S T2, T2 AR—V v —JREF LD LOERREDIE S 23, 2 S0
FEAZRAREIRFTRE C L 0 @mOAMEA VRS, =7 AR —U ¥ —EIERE L PR BRE, R
FIFARRIETE & 0 & N ARICATEIROFEEE YA B2 8 S 72, Hofmann (2004) DHFFET
X, HRZARZICBTHLHEMOT Yy AR—U vy — kL, BERIENT 7 —F L7 AR
— V¥ —RIEOHOIGFNRZ LLEMRFT LT D, RETORR, WHONMARELE bITH
HIBEL 0 A BITHRRLER MR L2 2 & 2R Sz, S ARER] CIRIAR R D 2N
Roniehoeny, W ABERIR OB EE T, DFAROG B3EEORE OIS FH
STz, 61T, OFABEHTRERKE TR bR RGEZRL, 7+0—7 v 7 RHIZEBNT
T AR—V v —RIEFR LY SRR IER O ERBD PR S,

SST &=/ ZAR—=V v —EEZH LIZ AT m 7 7 A I, TOHMEIZONT
sty & TV %, Turner, Beidel, Cooley, Woody, & Masser (1994) (%, SST & =— 27 AR—
Uy —IRE, DEHE & DR LI i I (Social Effectiveness Training: LA SET
&9 %) B L7z, SET DIt AMRITHARARZIER & FNE BEI N2 Z LAVRI T
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% (Turneretal, 1994), Z® SET %, 2% D7 + v —7 v 7 £ TIRIRO DRI HER S
NTVDHZELHESN TS (Turner, Beidel, & Cooley-Quille, 1995).,

F72, Beidel etal. (2014) 1%, 7 AHEBALHBRIC LY, SET LMD 7 AR —
Y —RIER KOOI R A ik L7z, SET BEL =7 AR — U v —FRIERE I TP RE
0 LB R AR LR OB /L o=, X T, SET %1772 67%D SAD HBH 1%
16212 SAD OPBMIFERER 7= S/ R BI1F EkE Lz, =7 AR —Y v —JIEETIX
SAD OIBRFEIEFEIX, 54% TH Y, SET B L ITAELEN LN/ 7278 SET BED 513
[B118 %13 @& h> > 72, Olivares-Olivares, Ortiz-Gonzalez, & Olivares (2019) I, SST #ffH 7 %
ZEE, Feyr7 7o REEOLL, TAT eI AAKOEMEZED D I L ZRE

W5,

Clark & Wells (1995) DFBEIE T VAT ST B AGBEATENR

Mayo-Wilson etal. (2014) @ SAD O{RENRIZEIT D A Z 0 OfEFR TIiL, CBT OH T
¥, Clark & Wells (1995) DFREIE T /LI HES W28 A ZRE1TENE%  (Individual Cognitive
Behavioral Therapy: LA K ICBT &7 %) B bMRENE NI LRI TS, The
National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE; 2013) DIGHEIT A KT A 2B W T
t, SAD DIAFEIT Clark & Wells (1995) DFEEIE T /MIZHS W2 ICBT AR STV S

Mortberg, Clark, Sundin, & Wistedt (2007) (%, Clark & Wells (1995) D €7 /L2 F-5< ICBT
DT T T NE SAD BEIZFEM LTc, £ ORERE, 1BREMGNG 4 » AR (RFE%R) THR
RLZIERIZB T D@V & (Effect Size: ES=[Pre-treatment scores minus mean scores at 4
month] - pre-treatment standard deviation=1.81) 2% S, R RLEROUEIZE VA
FNRN DD Z LA LTSN TWD, F72, Clark, Ehlers, & McManus  (2003) DR
WFZEIZR N TS, [FAERIC Clark & Wells (1995) DE T /WAZIEDSWZICBT D7 v /T L
SAD JBFIZIM L T\ D, JBRE (4 %) 12, R ARLIERIZEB N TEWEIERE (ES
=[mean composite at pre-treatment minus mean composite at post-treatment]—-pooled standard
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deviation=2.14) NHEH Z4L, EWIRRDIRDOH L5 Z AP LN ENT, AT, Clark&
Wells (1995) OET VIS ICBT D7 07 T MMIT I AR—V ¥ —FEL VT 7 ¥ —
YaAEEA LI AT B 7 T AR bR RLIEROBEICE TH D Z ERRES
TCW5 (Clark et al., 2006) ,

Clark & Wells (1995) DE T /L2 H-S< ICBT 7’1 77 LD & LT, Mortberg etal. (2007)
%2\ 5D, Mortbergetal. (2007) @ ICBT 7’177 AL, 7T OOIRIEAT v ST
Do

1 2HIE, BAT7E=XV 7 Thb, Clark & Wells (1995) DET /L& HIZ, SAD &
FHAHOEE, Rk, [FHETE), EEZ2AWeNHRE RS OMEBIRME T V& Bk
T %, MBERHET NV OERZIE LT, BHEOHZRNLIERI LOEDOHERF A 1 =X LD
B 2RO TN,

2 ORIX, LeMiRITEIFERR (Safety behaviours experiment) Td 5, HE H & DL 2T
AT OWIRAL & Z DT BB ALZII RETREORGETH D, BRI, BEES
DT> TV DLREMERITENZ BRI L, ZDOREMRITEINHER AR LZ~ED L )T E%
FIEL TV D Dh % FEERANTHGEET D,

3 DHIE, BAFACAA—VEBEETLHROOET A7 4 — KNI ThbH, EAE
HOAA—VOBEEZHNE LTHGDONRN 7+ =< A2 T4 THRD, TLTEDT ¢
— Ny 7 &2fTo TV, B, ZEMRTBIERTONRT +—~v A%, 74 &1l
LTIRVIED, ZLTC, HECA A=V L RBNRBEAIDONR T 4 —<3 V ADELE, ©
THT 4 — Ky 7 &l L CTHREICT 5,

4 DHIE, BHEML—=27Thbd, n— VT LAZEBLT, HEERBZHEO L, 50
FRNVICERT L L aRlB s, FIZIE, KFEOHET, HEONT +—<  ALHER
ZANT 5D TIER<, KEOEE GMIRFER2D) ITEAL, EELTWLIARITEIET
HZEaHRBD,

5 SHIE, ITBIERCTH D, BENR A < ARSHPRIUCE R LRI PRI S D 2
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E(NITRSD NS, BLRAEEDNRD, RELTWHONITNDLE) 25, FEEEIZ
BRI OFERITIR DN E D E EBRICHREET 2,

TENERRIY, =7 AR—Vy—FELBRTWDIN, BhRiEThsd, =7 AFR—Tr
—EIE, HERIPRIUICER D IR LEE L, AREFLSE TV, —F, [TEERIE
ERRAOWEL B &35, FHEF (2008) (2 XX, 1TEVEROIVE, BB H Y O
FETWHTH, MIHFICZTANONDZLIZROKZETHD, Thbb, BENAMZE
10 < HESHPRILT, MEMRRRICRD ETFHENDZ L &2ITo72L LTS, BHERATH
LTWEZ & X0 BRI RICR O THEICZTANDIEREZE LS Z L TH D,

6 DHIX, BALEEHRHGOTH & PEP DEIETH S, T L TRED 7 oHIE, 178
FBR L R HEARIEIC L D REHEREEDEIETH D, Hltyrar oty ia

VIEIBLZWSMTHY, oy a L6 5 TITo T, By va T

Kl6EThHD,

SAD I[ZRT 5 FMRIEL CBT DR E

Mayo-Wilson etal. (2014) @ SAD OIERNRICEAT 2 A Z 5 TlE, LR THEITT7-FY
L L CBT & HITEWIEENEI/RIN TS (Table 1-4), FYFIEIZBW L, 7=
RNY FHEDRFREIL, -1.28 (-1.57~-.98), T v REEORRER, -.74 (-1.03
~-44), TNFX BT UREOHEREL, -87 ((1.16~-.57), Xt F UEEOHEE
X, -.99 (-1.26~-.73), BTV ARIEOHREIT, -92 (-1.23~-61), =R Z
T LFEOBFREL, - .88 (-1.20~-.56) Th o7, CBTIZHBWTiE, ICBT DR EIT

-1.19 (-1.56 ~- .81), EMFRM{TENRIE (Cognitive behavioral group therapy: LT CBGT &
T5) OHREEIE, - .92 (133 ~-.51), =7 AR—T v —iEL SSTIE, - .86 (-1.42 ~
-29) Tholz, £, EWiEL CBT O BLUL T O X 5 ITIERIR NI E N LR S
LTV D, CBGT & 7 = vy URIEO O H OB R &1L, -1.69 (-2.10~-1.27), CBGT &

7 m NI MEHEDOHHORREIL, -1.23 (-1.72~-.74), CBGT & 7 LA % & F L FREDL)
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ES

=
==X

X, -0.95 (-1.34~-0.58) ToH-o7-,
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Table 1-4 Mayo-Wilson et al. (2014) {2317 2SADDO K HREL CBTOR B &

aRE ShER & 95%[CI]
EWMEE
TRV -1.28 -1.57~-.98
T/ IR -.74 -1.03~-.44
P i -.87 -1.16 ~ - .57
NaxtI -.99 -1.26 ~ - .73
'RV -.92 -1.23~-.61
TAHATT T -.88 -1.20~- .56
CBT
ICBT -1.19 -1.56 ~ - .81
CBGT -.92 -1.33~-51
T AR — % —ESST - .86 -1.42~-.29
EWEELCBTOH A
CBGT 7 =Ly -1.69 -2.10~-1.27
CBGTLEZ/ IR -1.23 -1.72~-.74
CBGTEZ VA FXtETF -.95 -1.34~- .58

Note) 95%[CI] = 95% confidence interval; CBT=Cognitive Behavioral Therapy; ICBT=Individual
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, CBGT=Cognitive behavioral group therapy
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AV RINVRADERERY ANTCRATERE (E=HROBAITEIRE)
ZHET SAD IZH T UKD CBT (35 _H#X CBT) (2 5\ T L T & 7=, iT4E, CBT
2~ AV R VFRAOEHEEZT Y A5 =1 CBT 78 SAD O E L THESITH S
TEBHLNIINTVD, RETIE, H =1 CBT O#L5 5 SAD DRI OV THE
T D, TOEOIZETIL, A Y FIALRADOEEEE, AV RTILVRA LR REE
OREEPEICOWTBRRZ BT, A RIAFRAEHWEMAT 07T A (8 =i o

CBT) MR RLIEIRDLE KIETHEBICHOWTCHAE T 5,
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BW2E ~A YV FRINRREERREE
F1H AU RITLRREZDERKRF

~A Y RITNARA L, “45 2 2 TORBRIZ, FHECRK 2N 5 2 &< REENM R R
T2 Z &L EFRSND (Kabat-Zinn., 1994), Kabat-Zinn (1994) (2 X, w1 K
TNRAL 5O ZOBRMICERETH L) &, DEEENZ2NnWI &) O H>DHER
RENEEETH D,

(450 Z OBEICER Z BT 2 2 L) L, BESKREKTITRL, 4 2 OBREOEKERIC
EEZAT TS ZZADORED Z L 2T, MEOHRHELHVRLEZLLY, Zhn
DROLAKRZRZLTZV T2 LTIERS, SZOBRMICZZAZLELEDTN, 5DIZD
B OERBRIZIERE 2 [ T DRI, 42 2 T bHENTL 5 HHOEECE, FE
BRI 2 EZom DD, —F, NHEEIZ 7wz &) &I, W L CHia L
RWEEEDZ L TH D, bbb, HD 2 I LT E B0 E 21T B DN Y
ERDT, HBOVOFFEEZITIMDZZADRETH D,

~A Y RINARADERIZONWTIE, “©5Z &E— K (beingmode)” & “+°5Z &E—
R (doingmode)” MHks, ZZADE— REGmNLHMHATILIZ LN TE D, §5H2LE
— RiZ, MEEZMRRT DEECEEEZER L L LT O ZADE—RTHDH, 52
EE— NI, MEROTD, PIZHIZVLEENTY, KOG, HfFSnd L)
LS LADE T, BOOREBRIUZOWTER « §Hl LT TW2IRETH S
(Segal, Williams, & Teasdale, 2002), 37205, 252 &E— NiX, BU/EOREBELZE LW
RELDOX v v TEZHOH LS LRAALLZZADE—RTHY (B, 2010), BIEZELT
DIZOICHDEROSETHIERAR S 5, BlZ2IE, AE—F 2RI T2, UV —H
NEMEHIT O 7L, MERRERAD ZZADE— RPN ZNITHTZD,

—J7, HHZELE—FNE, FEOHMZERLELY & LRV, 52 LE— N, KL
REZDHZERLIC, ZFORNEDHDVEEICZAL, MEAMETIC, ZoEFicsy

TBLZZADE—RTHD (Segaletal,2002), ZDFE— RTiE, TASIIBRAL), M
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RRIZIREDATT 4 TREEZEPALTH, AN T 4T RIEEZEZEZTVDLHPIIROE,
ZOEEONFITILT LHEETIERL, BAdEX L LTI ARTNL,

T5ZEE—NE, REAETOREZEREZITSAT, &Tb)E<HMRETLHIZZ
DE—KTH% (Williams, Teasdale, Segal, & Kabat-Zinn, 2007), L2>L, Rl 5 £ < &L
MTEIRVRRZIE, ERLRRITK T 2 M ERIFEINSC B Caih I B9 5 & E ) 72 38 50 23
KL, RZEMOONBEHEILSND, 2O L) RAREICKREBIZHEo T EIE, Z2ADF
—RaEHDHILE—NCERTHZ LT, BESCRRKICHTDEENEA L, BHICKL
TiHliZ 2 2 & BIRBT 20T, R LMD SDOIEMALZ < Z LR D, £ D720,
THILEE—RT, SFESHLTERNEEIL, HDHILET— NIIEH]T LT ENEZER
ENTWAD (Williams et al., 2007), T5Z EE— R hbdH DI &T— F~EHTHEICAH
MEBRDOBIA L RIVRATHD, ¥4 RTZARAE, LELWVREIZRAD &T
D, THZLE—FD, HONEEOBREOREBICERET2H2 2 LE— FIZEL LD
THD (Segaletal,2002), T72bh, 52— KX, 422 TORBRIZ, FHE"HKF
ZMZ D Z LR, BBNREELZMITLVA L RZLVAXRIZLY, HHTLE—FIIE
sz, ZZA0F—NEGwRIZBIT 5~ A v R7ZAVRAOIEM % Fig. 2-1 1277,

SAD BF X, 26 OB ERZRFHIIZ X L TR Z fa < A2 & % (Rapee & Heimberg,
1997), MMZ T, SAD DA% %, O THOIHT2HEREL, 2r2HHR&IELEX
LM S L (AR, 2015), B X 97 SAD BF OMMIL, Z 2 ADE— FEGRIC

E, $22LE—RCLr b0 LMD, DFYD, MEBENOFHMOIEZZTLZ L%
BAV DN DN TIE, B A HERIT 5 M3 72~ & BIfF S 4 2 B e L 7D o B H ISk

DRI Z R D LAY T, HADNRT +—~ 0 2T L TEHEIE L T\ 720124k Ui
AREMENR B R bD, F7z, MO THOICH T 2HERELS, 2255 NEELBERHM
MICBA L TiE, MELOHIFRF SN D N T 4 —~  ADEENRE L, BIEONRT7 4 —< A
EHEFELWRT =< R EDX v v 7 H2HD L5 LRAT T DITE LTINS 2 5
NnNo, TOD, ZOTHZELE—FREHLZLE— RNIEETLHZ L1X, SAD OWEIZ
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AN THDATREMDRE 2 BN D,
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THEE—

R RE AR B A A 22K 9
HIeHIZH 3 EBRDL TS
rrwS&IT

~AURT LR A
2L TRAT

o [MREMRICHT-VEFNDREUELS L5
BT, BOORBEORIUZ DV TRER - 5F
MLBET CWAIRFETHS (Segal et al.,
2002)

o BI{EDIRTE wﬁ%ti%%w@%«\ww%
HIHERAALINAE (811, 2010)

Fig. 2-1 ZZADE—FHEH

HBZEE—F

A, ZOBRRNTRERL T
HZEEHVDOFEFKUED
ZZADE—R

FEED BHBZ R L LD &LV (Segal et al.,
2002),

FEPERDEEREZ KL T, HrdE
2L TR ANLIS (Williams et al., 2012)
B2 RBRE U DAL, 4 ZZICH 8RO
WUVEIIRV AT D2 &N CTES ()11, 2010),

IZBITBSAV R VR ADIER
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AHEAEIRBICBNWTERRIN D~ A R LR ADREL, ~A v R7AVRRFEEE S
TWnb, ZOVA Y RT7RZRHENEWIE ERAFREREEILm W E B L0725 T
V% (Brown & Ryan, 2003), Bowlin & Baer (2012) (2 XX, ~A & R 70 A& 0
PR Well-being, H XA & OFIZIEDQHBEN D Y, A%, #1955 & ORNZIZADOFAEIE
RIZHD ZEPRENTVD, EHIT, v A ¥ RZAFARHED R EASH B O RSe
AL LD SOOI D723 5 AIREMEDS RIE S AU T W5 (Bajaj, Gupta, & Pande, 2016)

<AV RTNVHRAEERARE L OBEMEIZ OV THIFERED SN TS, v~ K7
IR AREDFEE DMENFITHEZ AR L ORE R E W EAV/RS ATV S (Rasmussen, &
Pidgeon,2011), <A > K7 /LR ZAREEDFEE N DR ARNROFEEDBLITHBEL, (2
RNELEDREBBRD~ A RTNVRAMEO LI ES 2 2 LARSN TS (Kocovski,
Fleming, Hawley, Ho, & Antony, 2015), § 725, <A 7 R 73 AR & AR I3 G BR
BIfRIZH D Z &3 % B, Schmertz, Masuda, & Anderson, (2012) 1%, ~A > K7L Akf
MEITAE AR EAERIC BT 27210 T <, SEMRRMAZ N L THARRNLZIT B4 JE
FTZEERBLTWD, 2FD, vA 2 R AREIERRLICHEE RIF TR

HE COENBRPFET D ENBZ D, L L, E ORI DEEIZHONTI,

ﬁ

EETHICHE LS LTV,

A Y RIARAREOW EA R E LI2 AL, v A R7AVRA - FL—=r

7" (Mindfulness Training; LA N MT &£ 9°5%) EFEENR TV D, MT OFGEIZIE, RT 1 A%
Yo, 3R, BREIEARLE, SRR, BNDEARGENL TV D, MT HIEDO R %

Table 2-1 |27~
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Table 2-1 =AY RIZ/LRA N —=2 T OB EEZE DR

£k REE

P OB 720, B ARD B SCMEN O R 2 U T, SRt ge, Ao
ELIZEBEZ AT COE, HEEZ AT TZAROENLOREZ R T 512,
ZOLFTZ, HOWVNIZEOHRICA O E#ELEDHIHEL TN, 522 TOY
KRR E LT AN TE, KOSZENE E5,

RT A AF Y

R— X (BB Lo TNDBHE, Lol BRICAEU TWLBIERD LR, ZZADKIGIT
HEEAAT TUEL TV, A2 CORBRICEEZ AT HIENTE, T2k

I—HEME CTOHDIZRBRT LN TED, 22 ERE T, KEZb<$THZEMNE
I TIE7e<, iR 72 RD SR ZAD % & C BT DI R & 8720,
HIZL=03 %,

I (D), R (22258, LA (1TSS, IEFEDOLEET
JED, B ANTRFPRAZ T2 B a2 T e %, FPRIT=a e — L, B IR
W, ToI2A LTIz (8, A4 Z OB EE Fo T, FFIRICTE
BAMTTOWDERIC, thoZlaEZ TLESTD, A A—VLTLESTD, £
7o, PRI IEE Z 10T, 4 ZOBREIZR S TS, Bra REERNEN LR -
Th, ThIZESDLIT, FFRICE A T D,

2B DO TIIRL, Bk, ZOEEZRb > T, HOESIE, TX
H12F DD FH N B, ROEDRGE, i DR, SLZEITEIF KD

Hr HEAR RN EER AT, FOREEARDS> TV, 2LT, FERICHIEEZ T, FE
W & A AT A2 kel 5, TZFDHHIND By DIFAE BT A2 LN T
Do

i AR AR

L — R affio TEEBINDEENL VD, BIZX o0 R E Do W)
ESTHEW, 2 ABRLZOTIEARL, 5EEBL TRENTW, 2 (11
T, iR Ol AR GRER) B (IRAE) , BR (BRFE) , & (B8R 2@ L CERR
AN B RTN, BT DIRD UL EZZAD FHRIZH R DN TN,

BADIEAR
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Creswell, Pacilio, Lindsay, & Brown (2014) (Z XU, 25 RO FEEAE%E 3 BRTT 9
ZET, APLARIEMERT S Z EAVRENTWD, £, I —HIEEOEER, <A
YRR AREON F, EREHEA OBEEZ T LT, NEICHEEY RFET I L BmE S
TW% (Bonietal,2018), 1 HMOMTIZEY, A bLAISHMER, ROT 1 77K
IVIRREN A 35 Z EAVUREN TS (Jainetal., 2007), Reavley & Pallant (2009) DH#FZE
(LU, 3 H OEEIZE DT MT OZIR 215 TV 2 1L, Well-being, IHQDORRE D E <,
19Ok, 2, BEL, KT OBREMEVMERICSH 5, EFLLY, MT OFEERIZL D, K
FIMERREE S B35 L WnWx b, SAD IZKLTH MT AN THDH Z ERHE I TS
REITIX, MTEZHWENAT 77T DZHONWTHERHLL, SAD IZXT2FDNM AT s 7

F28 HRFREIZBITAIA U EILRREZAVENATOTS A

MT % ER M AHEE L THEEINTZIT AT 1 7 F A% Mindfulness-based Interventions

(LLF MBIs £ 9°%) LFEHZILTV 5, Hofmann, Sawyer, Witt, & Oh (2010) @ A ¥ Z34T D
AR TIEL, MBIs X, FHCARLIEL 9 DRICANTH Y, NLIEIROBEITH LT Hedges’s
g=.97 DRV, 15 DR OEEEITR LT Hedges’s g=.95 DOFRUVVIIRD R ST
%, SAD IZBIT 2R M7e MBIs & LT, ¥4 > R7/LR A« A b L 2{&JF{E (Mindfulness-
based stress reduction, 2L T MBSR & §"%: Kabat-Zinn., 1990), ~ A > K7 /LR AGRINHE

(Mindfulness-based cognitive therapy, AT MBCT &9 %: Segal etal.,2002), 727 &7 4>
A& v b AL hET E— (Acceptance and commitment therapy, 'L F ACT & 9" %: Hayes
& Smith, 2005), ~A > K7 NVRAR&T 7 v 7% Z4EM¥E (Mindfulness and acceptance-
based group therapy, LA N MAGT & 3 %: Fleming & Kocovski, 2007) 3% F b5, Zih
D MBIs 1%, 77— 7 U — XL, ATENRIE, RBEEIED B3 T CHRA%E S 47z (Fig.2-2),
MBSR 1%, 7—F U —X (L% LIS S 417z, MBCT 1%, MBSR IICRFFEIER T 70—

F a2 MZ THERR S NI=, ACT 1%, 1TENEIEDHRIC~Y A > R 7L R ZOEEN b v fEE
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X7, MAGT IX, MBSR X° MBCT TiTHOiIL T\ D MT i L& ACT OEEERIZHE SV THE

ENTWD, ZNHDIAT T T AOMELELLFICihR5,
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19604 ] piiil — ,
! " ITENRR 1L
19704 SRR A m m m
m h m m
1 “ “
19804F MBSR m
1 “ )
| i |
_ 1
19904F ! DBT
\ m/ i
i ]
20004 | MCT ] MBCT BA “ ACT
" i
_ 1
m m
m MAGT m
¥ h “

Fig. 2-2 SE3MAERAMITENRIEDOEE S (RBEF, 2017 % ZIZ/ERR)

Note) MBSR=Mindfulness-Based Stress Reduction; DBT=Dialectical Behavior Therapy; MCT=Meta Cognitive Therapy; MBCT=
Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy; BA=Behavioral Activation; ACT=Acceptance and Commitment Therapy; MAGT=
Mindfulness and Acceptance-based Group Therapy
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MBSR (Mindfulness-based stress reduction)

MBSR iZ, MT # W CLE OREESCA b LA IZRT M AEE LCH% Sz, MBSR
1%, Kabat-Zinn IZ X > THFE S, vV F 2 —& v YV RFEEFEHDOH O The Stress Reduction
Clinic {23V T Center for Mindfulness Program % Biax L, (XU DIT S F S REFIEE L
b ol BE T, EFARETIE Y WM, EIME TE RWVEE T 2 M
L LTRSS, FROEMOFRAOBE 2 RICEMSNTE (B - Al - W -
FAH, 2008), MBSR 1%, X V@EFET, ESHRNEZREDLTZODSETH S (Kabat-Zinn.,
1990), MBSR (%, £HJEATHEME S, HEERE, K70 A% v, B, 9—7
[EAE/2 & DO MT TR STV D, 1 DD 7 T AN 15~40 4 TEii SN 5550820 (f
%, 2017),

MT Z2@BL T, [A0Z0BMICERTIZ &) &, MHaENzen2d] 02250
BEEZHS< Y, BHDOEELREE, FERDERLREDZ ZADRISIZRONTNE, £
LEZITANTWLS, ZLT, AFLRA~O@YRRAE Boxay be—/LT 56
ZHIZOF TS, MBSR (X8, WIZ 1 EDEy > a &1 HOEFNEMT 7 ar
Z . (one day retreat) THEK SN TV 5, 1 [BIOE v a OREIX, 2~3 K TH 5,

Kabat-Zinn et al. (1992) 1%, /3= ZJE 14 4 &L BRARLIE 8 £ & A bdi 22 L DEH
[Zxt LT, MBSR # % L7z, 6%, RLBLOMI OBMER L, 3 » Atk bIsE%E
DNERGE U722 & N ST D, Carmody, Baer, Lykins, & Olendzki (2009) D#F%E Tl
MBSR #AT o 7268, ~A v K7L AN EL, FBOA NV ARKERCARZ, 19
SFERAMER L, FRA) Well-being 255K L7 = & 255 LTV 5, £7-, Biegel, Brown,
Spapiro, & Schubert (2009) (%, FIZKIFEE LI RLIELFONREE (145005 18
% £ COFHELY) ZxRITMBSR 21T o7z, ZORR, K%, 15D, HIRAERIME
B, BEENE, MEROENM L,

MBSR (L SAD IZ b A TH D Z L3 HE STV 5%, Goldin & Gross (2010) 1%, SAD
W SN 16 L DOXGEITH LT MBSR 217572, EhiitkiL, AERELRLZERE
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FOKT 9P %k#EEI (np= .59 on the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; n*p= .53 on the
Rumination Style Questionnaire), [ B EN3HERK L7 (n?p=.51 on the Ronsenberg Self-Esteem
Scale), F 72, Koszycki, Benger, Shlik, & Bradwejn (2007) O#FZETlE, SAD Z AL TV
% 22 2 DBE ZRBRIT MBSR 21T o7, ZORER, AR LREIR DI I THRVE)
K& (ES= 1.48 on the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale-Fear; ES= 1.40 on the Liebowitz Social
Anxiety Scale-Avoidance) <°, 1l 9 DIERDOUFEIZB W TIIHRRE O R A (ES=0.69 on the
Beck Depression Inventory) NEH Iz, Z DX 512, MBSRIE, SAD DIGEIZAEZTH

LI EMRENTVD

MBCT (Mindfulness-based cognitive therapy)
MBCT X, 9 2R D I FEHIIRT 5/ AiEE L TH% S 7z (Segal etal., 2002) , MBCT
(T MBSR ZRIZBHZE SNIZ/ed, 7r 7T AORNFICBWTER T2 bORE W, £l

& LT, SOWOEETY, 42 I CORMOEERERE, &, BE~0XS&, Rk

&
g
M

JAE, RPUSHT 2800 FOWETH D, MBCT TOVA » K7/ ADHH
1%, KOOI LTI L72Y, RISLTEY 352 &7<, ZDANBRKR7DE
ICETZTERSD D Z L 2R 7201 fiit s (Hofmann & Gomez, 2017), HFAEIFIZH L
DRI T 4 7T 7REGREE, ITINCEE DB SN, RO THRTND Z &ITXK25<
ZER, FOXDIZEUNITHNDIRELOHENT, ZORMEEZDLZERLIZ, 5
NWEEE ZE L, TOFFRISETNLK O, EDOLIITRRAREE -7 bz
DDOMIZONTRER 210 L THA TV (Segal et al, 2002), T725H, 42 2 TOKER
(BERESE, FRERERLZ2ED) BRI T 4 TRbDOTH-ThH, ThebVoEE
IZRDE, TR EARLDTH-ThbENEMEGS>TNE, ZLTZOERRIZE
bW EIICFHT 2L (A< 2 &) Thd, MBCTIE, MBSR & [AERICEM
FBATEmEN, BRDHEM, BT ¢ A% v, HERERZEO MT ICEERIENT 7 1

—F 2 Mz TTa T LRI TS, a7 L3I 1E, 28Fo0E vy g
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THRINTWD, 1ROE Yy a rORRIE, BLE2RHETH D,

Teasdale et al. (2000) (X, MBCT 23 9 2JF DFFHF L OFHBRO TR TH D Z &
FW O LT, 3 BIELIZENAU BRI DY — RERBRL TWHEE (N—R 7
AYDTRARAY ML, KH)DZEY — RO LEMLTD) 1ZxF LT MBCT NAE
WCHBEDOY R WO T e EnR LIz, £70, JBEESE S SIWOBFE EZ XI5 & L%
TIE, MBCT MERIEE T 1 7T L L0 b FZ M 0 SIEROSE L, BRSO [ -
2% 5 Lz Z &R & 7= (Eisendrath et al., 2016), ffiZ, SAD <°, FHIHAE, S ARZEIE
IZH MBCT " A#ITH D Z EBP LTI TS (Evans et al.,, 2008; Hertenstein et al.,
2012; Piet, Hougaard, Hecksher, & Rosenberg, 2010), Pietetal. (2010) i%, SAD ZFEMHE L T\
%5 14 NDOXGFITR LT MBCT 217272, STARIE, @V RIREZ R T RERD

EN R & 72 (ES=.90 on the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale)

ACT (Acceptance and commitment therapy)

ACT 1%, BEREFUIRESR & BIfR 7 L — A BRI DL, v AV R AR ZADEFEZIY
ARTZH LU CBT T%H 5 (Twohig & Levin, 2017), ACT i%, 722 & &5 L)
AEFHFERARTOTIERL, WREHVOEFIEBR LD (T78T X R), BLOf
fHICa-> CTHEEDZE (2 FAVR) ZEBETLOERIECHD GO, 2017),

ACT TIZ, BIEDBRFIZ T L CEIEEHIZRREE T db D IRBROELEEDS, AR I & DOFEth
HIFEIR O & LT\ % (Annunziata, Green, & Marx, 2015), {KBROD[E8E & 1%, B/ DA
T4 7REE, G, RE, FEREE, TEEA R EORRERT LS Lo T rER L
EFSINTWD (Hayes & Smith, 2005), Z D K 9 72 HE OWNII 2R KR &8 1T 2 H[ 2 6
HEDERBRZH Y OFE FIZZITAND L2570, MT AW LA TWD, MT IZ X
D, B&IE, FRERREE, e ST (HDVOEE] ITRTANLT 78T Z A0
REES LD Z & T, KBROEDEEAMER L, R SR 23 c# S 415 (Bach & Moran, 2008)

£72, ACT TiE, HROEEBERCA A=Y, RENPL B TR THi2E<, BB LB
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EUYIVEETM Y 2=V a 2 OAFZ VB HITET D Gk, 2017), BB LHED i
o TWDIREBE DS ETVE, MENREBIZEVEME LS A0 OffiEIzh b
VTEI AN Z — 2[5 <,

ACT [ ZEBIE A F 72 13 EHB A TER 45, Bohlmeijer, Fledderus, Rokx, & Pieterse

(2011) 1%, HEHIEATH S SIERITHT 2 ACT OB RMEZ Miat Lz, BV E oL REsEE
O S DIERZFFO 49 1 OXMGHE (18 L D) (T LT8O v a » THRS
NIZACT a7 T KEfTole, TORE, HillEL V) bARISARE, #15 ek, B
MM L7-, & 5HIZ, Avdagic, Morrissey, & Boschen (2014) %, 2 RZLIEZREL T
WD BAE TN ACT 21T -7z, ZOMFETITONIZ ACT X6 [0l v > a DIt AT B s
TLThoTe, TORER, ACT 22T T-REE, DESCARZ, A MLV, #1195 D%Etk, [HhkE
AT E S 2 &l s,

F 72, Dalrymple & Herbert (2007) DOHFZETIL, SAD &M &iiz 19 ADORSEITx L
TEBIEAD ACT & =7 AR =T X —RiEEIToTe, IAT 07T A, 1FEO® v v
a9 ThHY, BIZ1REEF 2 FEITHER SN TWD, AR, @OiREZ R T RS
JER DU E N HAE 4 (ES=1.05 on the Social Phobia subscale of Social Phobia and Anxiety
Inventory; ES= 0.72 on the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale-Fear; ES= 1.24 on the Liebowitz Social
Anxiety Scale-Avoidance), & 52 FNE OGS @ ORI R 8378 47z (ES=1.20 on the Brief
version of the Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale), Ossman, Wilson, Storaasli, & McNeill (2006)
DIFFEIE, 22 NORRE TR LT 2 Kfd], &P 10 BITHERL S 28 ACT 21T7- 72, €
DR, FARZIEIRTS L ONELEEE A 23 A BRI L 72 Z & 2B 57222 L7z (ES=0.82 on
the Social Phobia subscale of Social Phobia and Anxiety Inventory; ES=1.71 on the Acceptance and

Action Questionnaire) ,

MAGT (Mindfulness and acceptance-based group therapy)

Fleming & Kocovski (2007) 7% SAD &k 54 Ak & LT, MAGT #Bi% L7, MAGT
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X, E£HEETH Y, MBSR X° MBCT T{TH4L TV 25 MT Hik & ACT DB FRIZHE-SUNT
R ENTWDLINMAETH L, FEAEEEDIRT, BOA A—, SEMGRE, BT
/2 D SAD OHERF - HIEERICER L, TN O OBEROWHFICEAZ L TTND, £D
72 MAGT Ti, 325 Z &2 LiC, faipRiticis s 2 S s, &g, R
WTWE, 2N 22T AN TN, & 612, Bufi 25 < 2RI A Bl 5 0 12
HoBAHIZL > TlED® %, B E R DTENCEZ TV <, MAGT OERT 1 7T AT,
BAROEARLRT A AX ¥ R EOMT RBE LEFEOZAEBLIOANLOMbY THEL S
RNEOZREANE L7 A4 X, BoBEHIZE > TOfiifE & BRYOWME(LZ: & TH
% (Fleming & Kocovski, 2007), MAGT |Z, 2 Fffiot vy a v ThH Y, Wi 1EEF 12
B TR S LTV D,

Kocovski, Fleming, & Rector (2009) %, SAD 2%} L T MAGT D AT Al fEMECH M 2 1
AT 572, SAD ZRE LTS 42 4D SAD BEIZK LT MAGT #%EiL7-, &ML
12294 _XTOEy v a v ZET Lic, TADHR, $XTORy v a ZBMLA
(TIEPRRAN AL AL IR DRI I T W R &2V & 472 (ES=1.02 on Social Phobia
Inventory; ES=1.00 on the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale), Kocovski, Fleming, Hawley, Huta, &
Antony (2013) DOWFFETIE, SAD L ZWrIiLiz 53 4 OXI%E K LT MAGT 217o 72 &
25, MAGT B, #HIREL Y b, RN LIERPUES N2 L aRahlz, Lot
MAGT ¥ & CBGT (SRERRAITENE L) BE & OMICITAE MIR O RDoTs, e,
Kocovski, Fleming, Blackie, MacKenzie, & Rose (2018) (%, Kocovski etal. (2013) T{T->7z
MAGT 7’0 75 L& HIZ L TERENTZ B L T~V T Ty 7 OF A RFH L TW5, %
DGR, FHIBEL LN TRA T~V TRIE, 2R, BRHER, ~A > R7 V%A, K

T 9, MMHrNER, B T7ar Ry va rBNEINEIEERE LT,

SAD 28T 55 R MITENRE (CBT) & F=1R3BHITERE (MBIs)

FERTHARZEY, v~ R7/L R AT SAD CRBEOBH ALK TH Y, SAD DIFE &
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L CMBIs NEZNTH D, (EKD CBT & MBIs I, Wik & LRMICESEHTTNDN,
IAFER RIS TV D, 18RO CBT 1%, FFHEREAI 2R DL 2 FEMRAYIZ 32 5 28,
MBIs 1%, BN IEBERERI ZRFEEN DB L T ANTE TS, BHORABIZEEZ MT
OO, TEOBZEZRT DL ER LD ERRHHETHLD (P, 2015), 7€k CBT T
1%, BB FLERE OIERCITEN B 28 L C, B OB RS L BBl BE 2 L,
F VRN RBEZORAEIT> TN, RHT 4 7T RBANICKRSE, TLT, TALICHE
HEAES ZENEHEETHY, LVBENTHEHSHRODDRGTNTED XML TS
(Beck, Rush, Shaw, & Emery, 1979), —7J7, MBIs Tl¥, MT %l L CEEN LGS0 5 H
FOXRHT 4 7T TEBINRBEEZE X, ZOHEBEONFITK L CIEHEE I 72% 0
AT, BEORTT 4 7B MCE S, LT, ROV EEEE2ZIFAND Z &
MEFETHY, ThI , BMELIREAES ZAx L, FHICMFELEZD A%, K
W20 U Tl 2258 I ZE 2 T AFh3 A 9% (Carmody et al., 2009; Desrosiers, Vine,
Klemanski, & Nolen-Hoeksema, 2013), CBT Ti%, H& O T8N EE L ZBIN R EE O
W17V, MBIs T, BHEOBEDOZEEZIT O RT, fEOFHETENDRHLbOD, A
BLHAES Z ERBUBREBICEZ TV Z IO N5 R TEHFRICLTH 5,

SAD IZHT 24K D CBT & MBIs ORIRZHBREF L7z E 25, IRRIRITHERE
W A5 THHM (Goldin etal., 2016; Kocoviski et al., 2013; Piet et al., 2010), £k D CBT
DI MR EITOm N (Koszycekietal., 2007), L2 L72A b, kD CBT TIXKIGZ 7R
SRWEELBY, TORIGERERVEENICERT X DI DT D T- 729 A
BEE LTMT BHIfF S TUv%  (Shirotsuki & Noda, 2018), MT Z#£3K D CBT 7' 1 75
LKL AN D Z EIT Ko T, ZOZRP IR S N 5 rIREMED RS STV 5 (BHiE, 2017,

B - 35 H, 2017; Sisemore, 2012),
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BIE EROHRALEHRICKITHEEE RO BB
F1Hl RRXOUXRFRHRICHSITHMHE
PESD CBT DERF

1 ETHRARTE X 91T, CBT 1L SAD ([Zx4 2R3 E < (Mayo-Wilson et al.,
2014), SAD DIp¥EIEE L THEREI LTS (NICE; 2013), L22L, ZHE TOMFIEICE
W, CBT T, R ANLIERD L E LR WEE H WD Z & 3R STV % (Rodebaugh,
Holaway, & Heimberrg, 2004), Leichsenring etal. (2014) DOH#FJETIX, CBT %521} 7= 40%F%
JED SAD BHE LKENR -T2 L 2R L TCW5, Springer, Levy, & Tolin (2018) I
DSM-IVTH 7 Y =S TWEARZIERHE (18 5%l 1) 2815 CBT DR Z A L
T=o ZOFER, SAD OEMEIL, 40.1~404%TH Y, RELEOH T, HHIE L & bk
2 57, Ginsburg et al. (2011) 1%, 7~17 KO RLIERE O EMFRERF Lz, Ok
F, CBT 28T 5 SAD OEFERIL, 40.6% Th o7, LD &b, CBTIZBIT 5 SAD
DRERRIT, BERL 4% THDHZ LBDOND, LD, (EkD CBT TIEHhEZE LW E
FIZxH LT, AMEERT I AEOBEPE CH o 72,

Moscovitch etal. (2012) 1%, {BENFEDOH -7 SAD BE LR Do T-HBFITRB W T
CBT 2L 27 U b7 AORFRHIAER) (GREERT, 1M O RS, 1RIH%) & et L7,
ZDRER, 1WBRERD B -7 SAD B L NRD 2> T2 BFIZIBV T, Costbias DAEHEC
WA B, BRIIZIE, 1RIEZNR O & o 72 SAD 3 1% Cost bias 23 B AL LTz,
LU s, #hRo7h - 72 SAD FB#E 1, Costbias DA R BB RENehoTtz, =
DR S, SAD DI & LT Costbias DIRHNEHE TH D &2 D, & HIZ, Costbias
(X, HARARZER ORI IT 2 FRIE 7 TH Y, Cost bias DIRIFA LA AR ZHER D S
IRV A IET 2 E IO NICEN TS (Foaetal, 1996), L7=43-> T, #E3kD CBT
TIFE TR LRV IS L TIE, Cost bias DEg#E AL S8 5/ AfiEZ 2§ 2 /8
Mnd %,

Cost bias DY FHER L OZ OMEFFER OUELE B2 O TN AFIEE LT, MT BbiFbi
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%, ~¥A Y K7V ARHEDIR LAY Cost bias DU FF 575 AlREM:F5 L OY Cost bias D
HMERFELR T & % Probability bias 23CX 9% FIREMEDN RME S 4TV % (Schmertz etal, 2012) ,
F72, MBIs IZX D, Costbias DHEFFERTH HHCERNKET 5 Z LBARESNTND
(Bogels, Sijbers, & Voncken, 2006; Desnoyers, Kocovski, Fleming, & Antony, 2017), & 512
B2 B CIRA2il@ Y, MBIs R R LZIEDIRIICA M TH D Z E RSN TN D
INHDZ END, MT (%, Cost bias & Z OHERFEIR DU E 2 KT TREMENE &
N, R EREORELZESE2EHEH D 2 LRSS,

TRUZ, A ¥ R7 R R L Costbias OHERFEER & OBSEMEIZ DWW THEBE L, Cost

bias DUGEIZIIT D MT ORI HOWNWTIRAR S,

SAD DIFETFRIA T TH 2 Cost bias DHERFER L~ A RTLVRXR « hL—= T

Costbias DHEFFEEIR & LT, HOIERNZEIT HL5 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto,
2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), ~ A > R 7 /X ZAFetE & B OEH & ORICHRRE O A OFF
BIEI%E2 5 5 (Ubeda-Gomezetal., 2015), ~A > R 7R REHEAE ED S = L ¢, w7
HOERRM LT 22 &b, DEAEEENUGET 2 2 & 2V/RIEB STV 5 (Baer, 2009),
Bogelsetal. (2006) & Desnoyersetal. (2017) 1%, MBIs(Z& YV, BEANBD L2 &
ERE LD, 202D, MBISIZL D~ A > R7ARARMEOM B2, BAER 280
L C, Costbias DELFEIZHEE LT T RIREMEDN/RIE SIS, L7z - T, MT 23, Costbias
DHEFFER TH 2 HCIER OUHEICTF ST 5 /N EBE LN D,

F 72, Probability bias 7% Cost bias DR « #HEIZES 5 L T\ %, Z @ Probability bias 13,
Cost bias Z /1 L CTHARRLZIERICEE L KIEFT Z LR IN TS (A 5, 2010),
Schmertz et al. (2012) 1%, ~A > K7L ZEED M _EAS Probability bias Z 8 L CTHEAS
RNERER ORI B % BT T AIREME A e L T\ D, B 2 &ms, A1 F7 X
AZFEMEDE] 23, Probability bias DK % B/ L T, Costbias DI A 53 5 AIREMED R

WEbd, L7 -> T, MT 3, Probability bias DIKJ# % ¢ 725 L, Costbias NiEI LD
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AREMENE 2 b D,

FELED, MTIE, EHEHIZ Cost bias DA H 72 537215 T72 <, Cost bias DHEFFZE
[KCd 5 HCEH & Probability bias DWFICH G TIHIMAFETEH D AREENE Z BN
%o D7z, Cost bias DEEZHIE LI CBT 7 /e —FIZMT ZMAx 52 LI2L0,

Cost bias DX AN IR X 415 AJEEME S HEH S 5,

SAYRINVRA « N b—= v 7 LRAITEERENT 70 —F OB HRALZIER
DRBIZHET DA N=A A

~ A RNV AREEIL, A2 TOREBICRAI I LENTE, TORELZIT AN
HZEERIRET, TNOZIZ, A RIAVRAREEZ N LS5 2 T, BCEM - AC
RN OIRN D, A DEEZ NS — 2R LTz 1T, A EHERLER £ED CBT 7 7’1
—F&1THZLICRY, EHMLTWDIRTT 4 7B E b, SEIEREA
MO EEIRER D2 EMEES N, BIEMNZR, ERMRESHRERE LT RD, £,
MT 2%, B35 LA B 2 &, FICFEE 2D 28, T L CGRAINFERERA v (R
LIS U CHEEIZRRRAICEZ TR @) 5 2L bIEORRN LI LN -> T
W% (Carmody etal., 2009; Desrosiers, Vine, Klemanski, & Nolen-Hoeksema, 2013), % D725,
MT (%, RARIFEHERA T L 2D, BANERZRESEL20 PR H L& 0Wr 5, FEEE
(2, MBIs ®FEIZ LY, SERRIMOBMANITRISNTEY (Goldinetal,2016), ~A > F
7 VR AR DA E DA R O TIK F T db 5 Cost bias OAXIRIZ BAG-7~ 5 ATREME DS
AREIATVWD (Schmertz et al., 2012), MMX T, A > R7ZARAREDM EAS, Cost bias
DOHEFFENTdH 5 H C7EH & Probability bias OS24 5325 AlREMEAY & 5 (Desnoyers et
al., 2017; Schmertz etal, 2012), £72, ¥ A ' F7 AR AOW&RE ZDHiE% CBT I AfUiA
TeZ LIZ XY, CBT ORI I, HEMNRMOLEIMERE S 5 ATt e S h
TWo (%, 2017; 2P - A, 2017; Shirotsuki & Noda, 2018; Sisemore, 2012), LA LD =

END, RO CBT 7 7’2 —F I MT & A3 5 Z & T, Costbias DIKIHA I K L, 42
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RZIEROUEN IV RESND Z LS5,

PLEX D, MT &BMAMFRERIER & O CBT 77 v —F % 0f 95 Z & T, Costbias &
Z DOHEFFER O UEDMEE T4, SAD OUCEITX L TR VRN 0 155 ATREMENE 2
HiLd, MT & CBT 7 7' 0 —F OGP AR ZERITR B % KX T A 1 =X L% Fig. 3-

1 IZRT,
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F2H AHROBH

INFETHRARTEI a2 T LD L, OSAD BT 2R E LT CBT (XIAHEHEN
EL, ARTHDL, QL L, KD CBT TIE, #HARRLRERIPUE L WEBREL L7
£ %, @Cost bias DRI RLEIR O EN 1T HIEF I EE THIT 5, @OMT 1%
Costbias DUGFEHIZHAZN TH D Z ENEZ B, RO CBTIZMT #MA 52 LT, #HR
LRERIZHT T DIBR OB ENEE D RN B 2 b D, O~@%HE 2T, 7EkD CBT
ICMT ODEREZMR T2~ A R7ZARAZEANLRBATTENEE Y 1 7 F L (Mindfulness
and Cognitive Behavioral Therapy: MCBT) ZBAJE L, ZTOHEMEL MCBTIZ LD~ A » F
TR ARO[ SRR IR E RET A D= XL EHET 2 2 &Rk b
Do ARFFEIE, LREOMFEAT ORI PR E LT, MT & CBT ORBEIRY AR Rk
ZHFH LI MCBT4 Bl 70 7T LAaBRFE L, £OMRBRZ1T 5, 7205, MT LiB%HY
FERIEOHA 70 7T 5% 1 DORFREY 22— E LT, 207 17T LM Costbias &
ZOMERFEIR (A CL7EH & Probability bias) 35 X UMEAZ RN AR O S I T B Z ] 5

295 Z &2 RMEIIMARNET D,

I AWFSE 2 FhE T 2 A1, MT 3B 5-3 2% SAD OREFFERIOT 7 b I AMEEZ BT 5
72z, Tiid (2) ORI EITO, EHIT, v ¥ RTVRAPHLEARLI B K
FET LA D =X LEH 520 L, MT & CBT OOfH O ATRENE 2 /5 T B AOR L & R 5~
729, TEo (1) & () OEFEEEZITS, £ LT, ZhbORREZHE 2T, MCBT4
[B~7'a 77 LEBFL, fERARRIZEBITSH MCBT4 [ 70 77 AOFHELE EDA =X

A (4) a5,

(1) v AL R NNRADE A R LIE RN B % RT3 AT =X LOfiFH]
(2) H E.7E A ECost/Probability biasz & 92 R EE DBE %

(3) AL R7 1AM H E.iF H &Cost/Probability biasz /L T R 8 % M T4
BT T L DOR%

(4) 2R 222 BT DMCBT DA Btk &2 D AT =X LD
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B, HMERALOEEHER & SAD IZOW T, LEMRFEOBELIENER STV D
(Turner, Beidel, & Larkin, 1986), % LT, —MANIZHIT D4R % L SAD 81T D JE
WITHOWT, B2 FRE T 72 <, Hifge 23 R S 41TV % (Kollman etal., 2006; McNeil, 2010;
Ruscio, 2010; Turner etal., 1990) , L72723->7C, SAD O#f%ElE SAD EH X RIZT H 721
T, RPEFEEMNGEL L7 T a7t b i Thd EE X HILD, SAD OFH)%
FEARHRIE, 15.1~193 % TdH 2 (Acarturk et al., 2008; Grant et al., 2005; Shindo et al., 2006) ,
REFAEDOHYIIH LR LOBRENE L, £7- SAD DFRMTHH Z tnEZLND, UE
D Emb, RFPAEZMNBITHMFEIT ) Z &1, SAD IZBT 5 LBFRHEE RFTT 5 ETF

BThDHLEZBND, TORD, KFRTE, 7Fa7HEL LT, KEAEESSICH

(1) <A ¥ FINVFAPHRALERICHEE RIET A =X 1 OfFH

B2 BTHRARTELLIE, vV R7ARAE, HERRREEEOHHERTHY,
v A v R7Z AR A%E AW (MBls) DPHERARZHER O FEIZHRBTH D, L,
7 A R NVRAREP A RLIT B L RET A=A LT OWNTE, I b M
SNTVRY, ZDT7D, FHRARNLIZBIT LA RTZARX ALY A T =X K5O
NHEERFETH D,

<A 2 R 7R ARSI AR AN EER 72 BT 1 T <, <A v R 73 AREIL

Cost/Probability bias Z /T L THRRLITHEL KIFT 2 EDBRBE I TS (Schmertz et
al,2012), L7=3oT, A ¥ R7/ARARERITHRZ A LIS METERNTHY, <

A ¥ RNV AREP AR B RAFE T NSRRI E COBN BRI FAET H 2 &N
EzoND, L, TOBNERIZOWTE, BETIEH2ICHMB STV,
ZIT, AL LT, v A2 R ARMEREERE & BT U CHAR R T8
ZRAX LB A 1 = X A DORFT %17 5, SAD Frf OGERIRRENZ X, tEarRPlicE

T2 ENSIEMEL T 2384 &AL BPR LR ITTE AL T 2RI BFET D, LD R ZHE AT,
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WFFE 1 TlE, #ESHPRILATIC IR 5~ A & B 7 VR AR S R AN 5B % A E T A
=L (WHFE 1-1) SHERHPRIURICE T 5~ A » R 7 VR ARHEDP AR5 B % M

EFT A =L (TR 1-2) &40 Thistd 2,

(2) BT.EH & Cost/Probability bias Z HIE 3 5 RE D%

AWFZEE, MT IZLY BOEERSET S Z LT, Cost bias & AR RER B LET S
ZEEBEL TS (Fig.3-1), LarL, ARMIZBWT SAD IZFHME L7 B CER 2 #lET
HRENRIRN, WA THER SN TS ECEEZRIET D RE L LT, Bogelsetal. (1996)
? Self-Focused Attention scale (LT SFA &9 2%) MRz b D, SFALE, HOERZHE
TOREN® S, ARAEOEWRETH 5, WS TIE, SFA 2T SAD (27 241587
Z AT TV LN, AHICEBWTIEIREZIATOILTWRY, £ 2T, SFA O HAGER %
PAZET 25 (WFJE 2-1),

F 72, ARMFFETIL, MT 2L Y Probability bias Dk %I LT, Costbias 35 X OFEAZ A%
JER O FICHBEELRFITT Ve A2 BEL TS (Fig 3-1), AFITBWT
Cost/Probability bias Z | E T 5 RN E & LT, A - A (2009) 23BH% L 7= Social
Cost/Probability Scale (LLF SCOP &3°%) 2365, ZdDSCOPIE, MfAaIa=r—3
e AR AEWRT D 2 RFrolsh TRy, RICHALZREBEIZBIT S
Cost/Probability bias Z#liET 2 RETH 5,

SAD IZB W TRN A < HE2APIRILICIE, A B —TF % & ARSI 7T i, &
ALK U T 7218 217 9 M EMEN & 2 (Stein & Deutsch, 2003) , A B —F i 1%
SAD BFITEL o TR OB ARLNHEE SN HESHPRILE SN TnWDH Z &b (Stein et al,,
1996; Pollard & Henderson, 1988), A t"—F 552 451) % Cost/Probability bias (7 & & % >

FREHEL 2%, UL, AE—FBHEICEHIT S Cost/Probability bias OFLE % MIE TE %
DERNENFELR, £ 2 THZ%E 222 Tk, A —F 5 ICH{L L7 Speech

Cost/Probability bias Scale (LLT SCPS &9 %) DOBFEZHAA D,
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(3) ¥4V FZNAFRAMNETCIEEE & Cost/Probability bias Z B/ U THAIRZICEHE
ZRESIHRE T VP DOBRF

AWFFEIL, MT 73 Cost bias & % OHMERFER Td 5 H C.iFEH & Probability bias 03 % i
It U THRRL DRI B Z RFET 2 & 2 E L TS (Fig.3-1), W83 Ti%, %1
PR 2 B E X T, A v K73 AREEN, BHEEHE & Cost/Probability bias %41 L T
R B E RIEFT T a2 &2 Etd 5, SAD BEIZE - T b AL S5t
SHEPIRPLE, AV —F 5 HETH D (Steinetal., 1996; Pollard & Henderson, 1988) , =D 7=,
FflZ, SAD BHF R L ORI RLE L, AV —FHHEIZHT 5 Cost/Probability bias DFEHE
MEWZ ENTRIND, £, A —F LI, SAD BE DR b ARNZITE L DHERAR
WTHDHI LD, ERONMAMILTIEL, AC—FTHHE TOLEENRBMOEREZHIE L
ToDERR) T 7' —F 23 T4u T /e (Shirotsuki etal., 2014) , EFLOZ & 225, SAD DY
RIS KON AICB W A —FHEICFHE L ET VORGER AR ThH D B X b
Do LT2DoT, M3 Tk, AE—FHEIZED LT, v R7ARZRMENHE T

H & Cost/Probability bias Z/1 L C, AR RNLITHEL KIFT 7 1t XA 4T 5,

ﬂ

(4) HBRRRICEIT 5 MCBT OFEFM: L Z D A I =X LD

ZHIVET, SADDIRIEE LTCBT A THH Z D EES LTS (Mayo-Wilson
etal,2014), L7>L, CBT TiE, HBALERNUHELLRWVEELWD Z L BRI T
VW% (Leichsenring et al., 2014; Rodebaugh et al., 2004; Springer et al., 2018), CBT TI&E
X7z SAD FBF#F X, Cost bias BHREIE L T\ e, L L, BENSEO LT
SAD & 1%, Costbias DH B2V /R EN720vo 72 (Moscovitch etal., 2012), LA ED 2
EB, 9RO CBT TIETh A2 R LW ITH L TIL, Costbias DI 2Rt #2550 A
HIEEZMZ D Z LT, #RARLIEROUENMESND ATREEDRZ Z b5,
AWFFETIX, MT IZ XY Costbias & DOMERFEIA (B L H & Probability bias) DR/ %
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LT, HRRERERDOYEIC KFFTZEE#BELTNS (Fig. 3-1), 2D I &
5, Cost bias DEZ HIJE L7z CBT 7 7' 2 —F 2 MT Z/1zx % Z £ 12X > T Cost bias
DYEIMELES LD ATREMEDRS B 2 b LD, FATHIEIZEB N TS, CBTICMT 25 AT %5 Z
& T, CBT OZRITHEBS N D AIRRMENFER STV D (FHEE, 2017; %P - 3R A, 2017;
Shirotsuki & Noda, 2018; Sisemore, 2012), SEERIZ, CBT O#hR % E D 57912, CBT IZ MT
DEFZMATIZT 07T KPS, £OMRBMETN SN TS (Barlow et al., 2011),
LorL, thEARZIER & Cost bias 36 X OV OHEFRFERIZ %95 MT & CBT OFFH OR
ZOWVWTIEHAICRFT STy, 22T, 584 TiE, (1) ~ 3) OfREBEE X T,
MT & CBT Zff L7Ie/r AT 0 7T WaB%E L, tERARZITBITD MCBT 7177 L0
BIWEL ZEDRA D =X LTG5,

CBT DIt AFIEITIE, =27 AR — T % —FIER SST 72 EOATERIEN T 7'n —F L3850
(FHE R 72 & ORBIFIEN T 7o —FRdb 5, O OEBOMABEEZIHL, 2 8
~16 BlDOF v aTCBT 7077 AR END, B - 3H (2017) X, MT 2L D
HZZTOEBAOKSEMEEZND Z LD, MT Z3E0E L7214 12 CBT ORBHIN FH#
RiEZATH 2L T, K ERNREENRFERINSLT S RDTREMEZ R L TV 5, £z,
MT 1%, BEORBIMIKSS N Z@mOLEHERAF N2 I HIETH Y, CBT nExit
DTN P CEEREE ZF 7279 (Barlow et al,, 2011), MT OFEMZIZ, FBHAFAE KA
ZITH 2 & T, RIS BRWEEBIZRSE, BBEOFRMRMEZED 5 A6EENH S5 (Barlow
et al,, 2011), MT (&, Cost bias & Z DHEFFEROUFICANTH L WML E L DN D
(Bogels et al., 2006; Desnoyers et al., 2017; Schmertz et al, 2012), FiZ&EE X T, MT &
CBT 7 7' 1 —F OB AL Z D325 2 & T, Costbias & % OMERFEIK O YTt
TR LT D AREENMRE S D,

Z Z°C, W%t 4 TiE, MT & CBT OFEMPFIER T 7' v —FI2810 O A et
D, bbb, MT &RBIHMNHEMREDOIHN T v 7T L% 1| DOIRKEY 22—/ & LT,

D71 7T L) Cost bias & Z DOMEFFEIR (B C.{EH & Probability bias) 3 X UOEARARZE
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FER DI MET LA ST T D, ZHETIS, SADIZEIT D MBIs O LMEDOHT
HCHEMmINTZTm 77 50% <%, £HFXNTH -7 (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Kocovski et
al., 2009; Koszycki et al., 2007; Ossman et al., 2006; Piet et al., 2010), Z D7z, L 4 (2B
THEMEAD MCBT 71 77 LA &B%ET 5, HEHEATEM S5 MBIs O MBSR &
MCBT {34 8 BIN5 9[EITT 1 7T AR S TS (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Piet et al.,
2010), 7=, CBT (T MT @ %3 % 1 2 7= Unified Protocol for Transdiagnostic Treatment of
Emotional Disorders (UL F UP &%) Ti%, &% v a roORitiE, RICOHEE, B
T7E=F YT, MT, @RARFRERE, %Y, BICHSHRER S L O I+ 2 =7
AR—T ¥ —IETHESI N TS (Barlowetal,,2011), K717 J A%, EITLEEE
& MT, RBENIFEHERE TR T 5720, MBIs [ZBIT 2500 vy a o4 4 AT
MCBT O a— b7 77 LatEld 5, & LT, #ERRLZOEKFAE%Z 55T MCBT4
m7 077 AOEFMEERETL, MCBT IZX2~A v R7ZVRXZAREDM 23 SAD DR
BETHIA T TH D Cost bias & HAZRNLIIR DB B L KIET AN =X LT D,

AKWFGED 7 1 —F v — b % Fig. 3-2 1T 7,
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FIH FHROEE

KWFROEFRT, UFD4O5THD, —DHIE, ~A 2 F7AR ARER A ARNLREIR

(-2

P RAETDEA I = XL EfRAT 2T D, SMAIFRIZE Y, MT B3 A2 R%E

e

JERDUGEICH B L MIFTZ L RENTWVD H DD (e.g. Koszycki et al., 2007), A4
LIERICB T D~ A & RZ AR ADDIFRIA T = X LT3 I O N ST IR
2o Tebb, “Zp¥ MT PSRN LIER OBEICF 5T 5 D0 2 n 3 HEma0 2 R—R #0738
72> T o T,

AEFFRIZBNT, A ¥ R ARER AR LRI B A RE T LHE A =R
LEMRAT 2 2 & T, MT OEREFERB OGN ER D, MTIZX HIEHRNLET SAD B
IZxt LT, MT OB BWEICHT 2 ET %2 RI-TBROFARERE 25 2 E AR SR
%, £72, ZNETD SAD ORIATENET M~ A & RTAFXARMEDOEFR MR T-ET
NEBRRTSZLICEY, ko CBT 77 u—F & MT OFf O RN %2 R4 FaaA IR
OB SRR D RN E X BN D,

“OoOHIX, SAD A OB CER ZMET D REEZFRE T 5 Th 5, Bogelsetal. (1996)
® SFA D AAFERZVERLT 5 2 L1%, AIUTIUNT SAD DR - HEZER TH 5 B Ik
HIZEAT M REORRBICHFETLHLELXOND, IHIC, ACERICERZ S TENMAD
FIRB X ORI ORI b T DA REMER B 2 bivd,

ZoHF, AV—FHHEIZHE T D Cost/Probability bias ZHIET 2 NEZET L8 TH
%o SAD DI AR L2 V15D A —F G251 % Cost/Probability bias 23HIfE L 72 0,
EDONRAT ADREZ T EAA L NTHZ ENAEEE RS, MAT, AE—FHEHITET
DRBINANA T ADERONEME & Z DRI AL T ANERZ Y TN ANEOREIHIFRF S
Do

WoHIEL, MCBT4RIZT w7 AL, ZOEIMEE AN LET LT DA
TdH D, MCBT IFEKD CBT (2~ A > R7ZAFADOHE L ZOfEE Mz AT a s

SAThADH, KFFETEIETSH MCBT4 [0l 7 1 75 A%, MT L BB RERRIELZ DR L
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2Ta T A ThD, BHMNTERERIEIC MT 2035 2 L12X > T, CBT ORI HH
SNDERMEINTNDbOD, FEERRBRFHIS TV R o Te, AFFRIZE D, #HA
R4z & Costbias 35 K OV OMERFERZ 63 2 38 ENA FEAERLE & MT O ORI L Z D 2
N=RALNHLNER D, £z, #3KD CBT TiX, fRRERERN S E LW EEH£<
WD Z EDNER STV S (Springeretal., 2018), JEIR D EN R IR - 72 BF L, SAD
DIEHREN RO TRIE T T % Cost bias DKL 7R STV (Moscovitch et al., 2012),
MCBT I, Cost bias & % DO#ff « FHEILK T o 5 H CLIE H 3 L OF Probability bias &/ A ¥
—Z7 v MZLTEY, MT 2 CBT DR ZHMSELH AR H 570, ko CBT T
(TR R AR SIRVEBETYH, MCBT 707 7 AL > THIRERT L IICRDZ N
WFFE b, 2wz IZ, MCBT4 [Bl7'1 77 A, Costbias & DMERFER O @WEH F
721%, k> CBT Tid Cost bias & % OHERFEKI DU ED TR SILR) > T BE~DIRHE
Va— e LTHHTH L fRetEnfllansg, $7hbb, BEORBIZAILZiRE Sy
r— Y ORERIZH G T D RENRE X b5,

Pk SAD M E 2D L, T AR—Vy —FIEEINEERELEEZOND N
(Hofmann & Otto, 2008), T 27 AR— ¥ —FELSOEFRE (LHETE, ¥ 7E=4
U, RHAWIERERIE) ICMT 2125 2 & TR LT 562 L Z2RT 2N TE
i, #8ko CBT v/ 7450 870l T A TEDORENDT LD ATHEMEN
EZbND, T2 5, MCBT4 71 27T A%, BIED SAD A ICHT 558 (KR
FE) R 07T AR0@E R AR ZEF T D SAD O TR s T MR G5, HEko
CBT 7r 7 7 L0 bEWTr 7T hxiftiid 5 2 &1, IEEZ T 28 0eHEE LU
F R EHOBBICHF 5T 2 AR EZ bvd, LEX Y, @i RLHES SAD BE A~
DOIEFIEETIT SAD O PRHEDBIIL NS 2, @A RN L E RBE OWRREIZAI L 72155

ERLTUHEDRMEIZ S22, SAD G E THIOREO B LR VIELTHAS D,
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BAE <AV FINVFXRAPHRRLZERICHEE RIET AN =X LOMEH
ME1-1 <42 FI7)L3 REEEATEE R EH#EE 178, HhEL S DEEMFTMEIC
g HBN, HRARICRIETTEE
1. B

BFZE 1-1 T, tHE0RANZEBIT 5~ A > R 7 ARHE PSR AR B % KT
AN = AL O T D, HRAPRILATNC BT DR OMER: - BEEER & LT, &
EHEEERE DR, [EEEATE), FNE (ICH BT %, ~A & B 73 ZRpE & R il i RE,
[BBEfTE), FNE, fLA8RE L OBEMEZ R LIZET VEMHEE L, ~A ¥ K7L AR,
R IR RE, [BDEATED, FNE, 2 RLIC M TREIC OV TRAT D,

SAD |28} 5 LEEET v (Fig. 1-1, Fig. 1-2, Fig. 1-3) AR LTV 5D X 5 I HEE %
REDIRT, [EIEEATEY, FNE 1L, #EA R DI RIZE S KIF T (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann
& Otto, 2008; Morrison & Heimberg, 2013; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), =15 O Z[K 1% MBIs |2
FOBEIND Z LR LN/ > TS, Goldin & Gross (2010) & Goldinetal. (2016)
(X, MBIs O3fiit%, SAD BH DR NN EEEMREN UE LI Z L2l L7,
Koszycki etal. (2007) & Goldinetal. (2016) 1%, MBIs ®EJi41Z, SAD BE DA RE
&R TEN N U L7 2 & A B3 L7z, Pietetal. (2010) 1%, MBIs |2 X Y #h2 RZ2E
REFNENRWE LI Z &R LIz, ERROZEND, ~A 2 RT VR ABEEERIET S 2
LT, IEESIHERE, FNE, BBTEINSGE LU, 8RN ZMERT 2 /RSB 2 6N D,

INETOYA Y RTNVRAPITIL, A 2 RTARAREZMSI A E U, BRARSE
WETEBER, € ORFRIER OMERFZER 2 T ZABITRE L TET ARG R I TV 5,
Desrosiers etal. (2013) (2 XAE, ~A > RZAFAEMEOM LA, R L85 SERkick
F DHERFER A U C, 2 OBRRER QUGB L KT T ERR NI TS
~A U RTNRARE AR & DR ER & OBEICEWNT S, A R7LR A
Rrt723, SAD OFBMAUHERFE R 2 BN EH L C, AR LI EEZ RIET Z ENRENT

W% (Schmertz et al., 2012)
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DL EAECE 2T, A TIE, ~A > R 7R REVE 2SI, AL 2 B R,
ZOMRFERZFENEE L LT, ETAEMET 5, 98 1—1 TiE, EkommR 2 s
z, (1) =AY R7 AR ARMENEREATE) 2 T L THAERNZITEZ T T 7t X,

(2) ¥ A ¥ RV AR EREE R & B U CHAAR R ELE KT T T r ke X,

(3) = A > K7L R AEVED FNE Z A U CHAARLZICEZE LY RITT et X, 2 HE

i

L72e 2D 3507 atv RAEMME LT3 DOEGRET IVEESE L, T ORUSEE2 RS 5,
W22 1-1 12Xk 0, = A v R 2B E & AR E R L OHSHRRILETNC B 1T 5488
HOMEEFER & OBEMENIA OGN E R D, FIZL Y, (SRR EIZBIT 2~ A v K7

IV RN RN e RIET AT = XL ORISR D T ENBEZABND,

REFEETILI
REHET IV 1 T, ~A > R 7R ZEERNEERIEERE, BB TE), FNE 287 L T

AR

L

82 RIET AT = XL %AGE LTz (Fig. 4-1),

FT, A RTRAREDR, BERHTEIZ T L THAAR LI EZ RIET T e AR
RE S4LD, MBIs IZ XV, SAD B DOEBHTENMEIRT 2 Z L ARSI TV 5 (Koszycki
etal,2007), ZDIEMNG, vA L RTARREED, [FHRHTENCAOREZ KT T 6
WNREZOND, £z, TOFEBHTENE, FEEHEEDIKT & R RNLZOHEERERK TH
%2 EDUREN TS (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997),,
ZOENG, BRETENIEE RN L CTADOEEL KT L, HRRRIIR LT

EDE 2 T RMENEZ DN D,

i

i

WIZ, A2 RTZVRARED, EEHIBEREL T L CHERZICREL RET T nt
APBESND, MBIs ([ZL D, EEHEREENM L2 ZE0REN TS (Goldin &
Gross, 2010; Goldinetal., 2016), ZDZ &b, <A ¥ K73 ARME, EESIEEREIC
xt U CIEDOREEL RIZTAREM N B 2 bivd, I 5, ZOHEESIEREREX, FNE DK

BLOHERARZ DL FEIZE G LT\ 5 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hakamata et al., 2010; Hofmann
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& Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), D 7=, (EEHIMEHEEEIX, FNE B X O A%
IZxt L CROEELY RITTAREENREZ 2 65D,

BRI~ A v K7V ZAEED, FNE 290 U TR AR LI E L RIFT 7 1t ABMUE

M

b, MBIsIZXE Y, FNEDMEHT 2 Z LRSI TW5 (Pietetal,2011), Z OfEFR%
BExDHE, v R7URAREE, FNEICxH L CTRORELZ KIFT A REENREZ X b
LI, A 2 R7Z VR AR D FNE ICHERANARHERI S D, 72, £D FNE I,
HARARZOWEER CTH D Z EH/RIN TS (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto, 2008;
Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), Z D Z &7/ 5, FNE %, A ARZICH L CIEDOREE MIX 3 7]

REMERNE Z DD,

RERETIL2

RKELET V2 TlE, ~A ¥ K73 AR ERHIGEREEE, [ TE), FNE 280 L C
HARARZI RIE TR L ~ A R 7 R AR AN L BT T RS 8E A A
ELICET VERE LT (Fig. 4-2),

Schmertz et al. (2012) &, <A > R 7R ARED, EHEOITHRZRLZITADRER &
FETZEERLTND, 2O END, A Y RTARARHEDN B R~ DB 72
RRADFENBESND, WKET NV 1A ¥ RV AN SRR L ~D R %

Mz TR ET L2 HHERR LT,

REHETILS

RERET IV 3 TIE, ~A v K7 )b ZARENELREEITEN 2 0 & L C, EEHIEEEE, FNE

i

I

IS U CTHRARN R B L RIEFT A=A LEHBE L (Fig. 4-3),
Okajima et al. (2009) (X, [FIBEfTENAY, FNE ICIEDOFEL MIFT 2 LZ2RIEBEL WD,
ZOZEND, FRETEIN S FNE ~OEBEN R SADOFENEE SND, ZOREHEN

T, RGEET /L 1 IZEREFTEN)Y S FNE ~D /R A Z M2 TIRGE T /L 3 ZREEE LT-,
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2. Fik
2. 1. FENRE

BRI T DFASLRFIT8 5 KPR 303 At f e Lz, B REICBV TRIBMED
10%LLFO b OEGHIRE L, KEMHEHD 10%EBZ 5 HOERNTESHTRIGHT 269 4

(B 63 41, ZME 206 445 FEIEEHES 19.03 i%, SD=1.08, FElrDFLARIL 1 44) Thoiz

(F2NEIZ =R 88.78%) o s AL D RIBAEIZ DWW T, £ REIZEBWTRIBIED 10%LL T OHE,
FHACBT R ZE EROVEZEOET — 2L P HH L, KIEHEZOET
L7,

2.2. BRI OMAL

WFFE 1-1 THWZERIMRIE, LR (1) ~ (4) THR STz,

(1) AAFERR Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LK LSAS &4%; 1A 5, 2002)

FEE PRV 64 2 R « AN 22K & Rk 2 IE 9% LSAS ZfEH L7z, LSAS 1%, %
N 24 HANPOHR STV D, B « NZEOFEHBIZOWTE, 042k E2R
W3 SGERNIZIR R U 27 OFEPAD 4 MHE TREE A T o 72, —77, [EEOFHEIZHOWT
(X, 0. [EhEE LRV (0%) "~3.<EhEEd 2 (2/3 LLEE7ZIE 100%) OO 4 1HET
FEEZAT o Tco BRMFRD EmWIE EFESBIRBUT K92 R « RNL& & AR O FREE 23 5
W EEBRT D,

A5 (2002) 1, SAD FBE ZXIBIZ, LSAS OfFHE M & Y44 Mt L7, LSAS IZF
W, B O R EEMELR SR (LSAS 2IE H: r= .92, RUfil&- A2 r= .92, [A#E: r= .89)
& VY Cronbach @ a £%3% (LSAS 2THH: a= .95, RUMfE - A2 a= .90, [F#E: a= .93)
PIREI, EOTFRAGEME & NS MR Sz, LSAS OA R & & R
AR R LER % JET % Social Avoidance and Distress Scale (SADS) & OREIZ HFEEE D IED
FHBAMREL (LSAS &MHH:r=.65,p<.01, 2% - R r=.60,p<.01, [FEE:r=.61,p<.01)
MR Sh, RS ERER SN, £, ME - &4 - B - K% (2007) 1%, K¥F
ARG, LSAS DOR-FHEED 22 RET LT, MR F 08T DGR 225 LSAS |
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BT, 4 DORFHEE Cat ARG T DA%, /N7 +—~ v AT KT 5 RN,
XNASRGEN S D [alkE, /7 4 —~ AL D E0E) N THLZLEHL

2L, Wrizattam4 52 enmmgashic (M5, 2007), L EORERN G, LSAS
EEWMEENME & U RO Z LRI S T,

(2) Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire H AFERR (LT FFMQ & 9% ; Sugiura, Sato, Ito, &
Murakami, 2012)

~A Y RNV AREERIET H FFMQ %M L7z, FFMQ 1%, TMABROBILE), [E#k
L7ATEh), THEWrLZaWRBEE S, TS, [BUSLZRWRREE] O 5 SO FALRENBEY 7
S TW%, FFMQ I%, 39 EHEMNOM SN TE Y, FHEICHOW TS L (1LE-72<d
TEELRV~550NDObHTULE D) THEEITI bOTH D, WHIHBIZ OV TG

WA LT BT, 5 DO TFMREOEHE~ AV RT AR RAREOEE Lz, Gt
HREWEE YAV RTNARAREORREN RN &2 ERT 5,

FFMQ RJEIZBWT, kR4 72 Cronbach @ o 23 (FFMQ 2MHH: a= .80, {ABR D

BlgZ: o= 73, B L7ATH: o= 80, HIWT LA2WVRERE: o= 84, H#i5: a= .85, KL L7
WREFE: 0= .67) DRI, BB OIS ERE Sz (Sugiuraetal., 2012),
Tz, PRERIIR 70T & fERB IR 1o O R, IR FEMQ ORI FHiE 2 5Kke L, KIFR9%
UM EETDHZ EORE ST (Sugiuraetal,,2012), & 512, FFMQ O REL, LAY
WIS RE & ORNCAERFMHERBGA /RS, SEERER YR S 72 (Sugiura et al.,
2012), LA EOFERMNS, FEMQILMEVMEHENE & 4 MEE RO Z L AVURIE STz,

(3) Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (LL'F SFNE &9 %; f#)I[ 5, 2004)

SFNE %, FNE ZHIE T 546115 (1992) @ HAGER Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (LA
TFNES &9%) OFfER TH5H, SENEIL, 2EHANOHERSNTEY, FHEAICDONT
5 1“2 HTUTEL RV~ EFICH TULED”) THELITIRETH D, Wis
HAIZSWTE, JBAEZYEE L LT, 2HADREEL G L TREREZEIE Lz, &FF

RN EVITEE FNE ORERH W L2 BT 5,
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PRERAIR Ao OFE R, FNES 13 1 KFHETH D Z LRIz, £, ®VEHR
BEEFEMERE (=76) PEEINTZ, RLOFEZHIE S % Manifest Anxiety Scale (LT
MAS &3 %) & State Trait Anxiety Invention ORFPEARZZREE (LLF STALI-T £ 9°%) & D
(PR OIEDFRRE (MAS: = .67, p< .01, STAI-T: r= .62, p< .01) 2VR&ENTZ, Zhb
DFERN D, FHRAEGEENE, K728, SERE YN MR S, mVMEREME & %
YPEZRFOZ LR I CA)IlD, 1992), £72, SFNE I, HHRISHGROBLEN D
BWEEMEE AT D Z LRSS (IS, 2004),

4) RAH=Z7 53— 7 2> b —/LRJE (Effortful control, LA EC RE L 5; (1
% - @t - BH - KRB - R, 2005)

RS2 HET 5 EC REOIEEHREREZERN Uz, EEHREREX, 123HA
MO SN TEY, FEHAIZOWTAHE 1“HTIE LRV ~4<“HTITED”) TRHF
EEITHI> SO THD, WHHBIZOWTE, HBALZPIELE BT, REEOSEE G L
THREREZREE Lz, 3SR EWIE EEERESREORENE W & E2RT,

EC REEIZEWT, mWEMRAFEMERE (=.76) & &\ Cronbach @ o {23 (a= .84)
D&, 9 SR EZNIET S Self-rating Depression Scale (LA F SDS & 3°5%) & R4&Z2%
HIZE$ % State Trait Anxiety Invention OIRFEARZRE (LR STAL-S & 9°%) & ORIZHHR
FEOADOHBEFEE (SDS: r=- .51, p<.01, STAIL-S: r=- 44,p< 01) BRI SN, 26 Ok
D, BRAEGENE, SOVNAESH, BORRZUENHERE S, @ W EEME S 240
FFOZ DRI (IWEL, 2005),

2.3, fRERELR
A AR 2 Bl A L7212 12, CEB L HBEICT, [HADFEHRP WL &, (8N Z R
ESNRNDE I TREZITY 28, EbIL, EALESNIZBTHITE KRR D

RelTH 2 &, HEOHFEIEETHY, BRICHEZPEICTE 5 2 L, WFFEHIRIC

5>
3

OWTOFREZRUET 22 L 2B Lz LT, &N ORIEEZFEHEICRE ZRD T,
WFIE 1-1 1%, BUERE RZE AP EM e mEEE B 2 0AGR 2 G THEE Sz UKRBES:
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28004),

2.4. ¥ L

H#—1Z, FFMQ & SFNE, EC R (EEMHIHE), LSAS DR « RN 22ikds K OValEE R E
DOFERFEHREZ R Lz, IS, v A & R7bp ZRpk & EEHIEEE, FNE, [EIET
&), the A% OMBEBERE RETT 5729, FFMQ & SFNE, EC R (FEEHIE), LSAS
DR « RL2ds K OB & OMBIREZ RN Uiz, B0, A v K7 R A Ff
PEMNEEHIEEERE, FNE, [FEB{TENZ B L C, AR RIETHEBIZ DWW THRFT S
728, 3 OO ET VAL L, T NOEAEENAFEITIC LV BE 21T, T

ICBT A AR & LT, Xfl, Goodness of Fit Index (LAF GFI &4%), Adjusted

Goodness of Fit Index (LT AGFI &3°%), Comparative Fit Index (LLF CFI &9 %), Root
Mean Square Error of Approximation (LA F RMSEA &9°%) #H\W5Z L1295, XfEiT
BHENT-AEMED 5%elx 0L MERINTZET/MIIELVY &0 D IR EERGE3ER
&N D (Schermelleh-Engel, Moosbrugger, & Miiller, 2003), GFI <> AGFI I%, .90 LI ET®
UEHTTEVRRWE SN TEHEY (UNE, 2010), CFLIZOWTIXIS LERRWE S
T\ % (Schermelleh-Engel etal., 2003), %72, RMSEA .05 L F CThHIIEH LTV N L
THRL, 08 EBETH T NBRBLREWVWE S TS5 (Browne & Cudeck, 1993),
—J, RMSEA 7310 LL ETHIUELH TITE O W RS TS  (Browne & Cudeck,
1993), #FFE 1-1 TiE, LREOBEEEHEENRb®EPSTET NV ERIRT 5 L L LT,
IINTIZIX, #Eet > 7 b SPSSversion 24 & Amos version 22 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA)

i LAY

3. KR
3.1. LK EOREH
FFMQ D4 [K¥- & SFNE, EC RJE (JEEMIE), LSAS ORYAEK « N2 K OVNEGEE R B

DIFFIRD T LIFHER AT OV TR Le, HREOE LIRERFAE% Table 4-1 (TR
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Table 4-1 & REDOEHHE & 1E AR

2K (N=269)

Mean SD
FFMQ 111.00 11.54
ECRJE 25.81 5.15
SFNE 43.07 9.42
LSAS& T 61.20 25.71
R« ANZERK 33.02 14.00
[Epii3 28.19 13.68

Note) FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; EC R =k A =74 —h7 /L -3 ba—/L R,
SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
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3.2. AV RN AL R HEERE, ERETE), MFE DO ORERFEMIZHR§
LN, HRARZ L OFHBIBER

~A ¥ R 7VR A RpE LRI RE, LB TE), FNE 3 X O R% & ORR & it
$ %72, FFMQ & SFNE, EC RE (JEEMIE), LSAS DR - RNZ2pkds K ONElkE R
& OMBREE R L, MHBSHTORE R4 Table 4-2 (273, FFMQ 73451%, SFNE &
LSAS DRUfiER - N2 L OEREOA1G M & OMIZIWAOHBEERR 5 Z L3RS
A7z (SFNE: r=- .32, p<.01, LSAS Rk « N22Jg&: r=- 30, p<.01, LSAS [E]3kE: y=- .26, p<.01),
F72, FEMQ O131%, EC RJE (EEGIHE) & ofICHREDEDCHBBGRRH 5 Z &3

RENTZ (= 43, p< 01),
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Table 4-2 & R E DOFEEEFRE

SFNE %ﬁ;ﬁ Epis ECR
FFMQ - 3% - .30%* - 26%* A43%%
SFNE 35%* 18%* - 25%*
LSAS
R « N T3** - 34%*
i - 28%*
**p< . 01

Note) FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; ECR = A =7 4—k~ 7L« ha— L RE;
SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
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3.3. ¥4 ¥ R7 AR RRENERHIEMERE, thEF b 0B ERFHEIC KT 5%k, H
HWATH), ARARZICRETHE

~A ¥ R 7NV R R BRI RIE TR OV TRETT 5720, 3 SOfGLET
NEREEL, TNENDOETNVOEEEZ NSRRI LV BE 2T o7, FETNVOBEE
JEDORE R L OV A% % % Fig. 4-4 (£5 /v 1), Fig. 4-5 (£5 /1 2), Fig. 46 (£F /1 3)
\ZRT, BTV 1 OEAEIL X (2) =2.192, p= .33, GFI=.997, AGFI= .976, CFl= .999,
RMSEA= 019 L ET DT —H~DHTITEVNENE VI FERBIE LN, K/ AR
ECHECTH-TZ, 72, TT V2 ODEAKEIZ X (1) =1.977, p=.16, GFI=.997, AGFI=.956,
CFI=.997, RMSEA= .060 L ET /L DT —X ~DdbTITE Y BRNEWVIFERBF LN, <A
BREAZHOWTIE, A & R RFFEDN DR RL SO ZGEIIHE TR0 o7, 2D
MONZERITETHE Th-oT-, 5T, TF/L 3 OEAEIT X2 (1) = 214, p= .64,
GFI=1.000, AGFI= .995, CFI=1.000, RMSEA= .000 & EF /L DF — X ~D b TITE D AR E W
IFEENE B NTZ, FNE 2 SIEBEITEI~D /S 2R T A E Tldedro 1=, EEHIEERED S
FNE ~D A ZREUIAEMIA TH -T2, TOMDSABEHIIRTHE ThH -7z, 3 DDET /L
DEEEE T DL, TV 3 BRLEAENEN-TZ, LER-T, ET/L 3 ZHINL

7’9
—o
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- 26 BT7***
-.18**
d\ﬂ/\ _/aw\_\N//N 38+ | 3 == _\W -.11* L

et Y 2wl 1E > AR

ad GFI=.997
Cal 21 AGFI= 976

. CFI=.999

< _ RMSEA=.019
Aﬁm&/ o) S_Nﬂ_ﬂhlmm@ mm_N ***UA 001
*p<.05

Fig. 4-4 A > F7 X ABHER, EMEMEE, ERTD, 118 bOE RS
T HRNEN L THBRARICEET HET IV (ET])
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<AV RET7ILXRR

i

2381 T &)

.@@***
-.18**
HRZRZ
3 2 A
- = E 1o
X GFIl=.997
-.14 AGFI=.956
4 CFl=.997
L D% ] RMSEA= .060
fth=g H> o O F 15 *xxp< 001
ERAYS ** pn< 01
*p< .05

Fig. 4-5 A ¥ N7 VR ARHD, BRI E

[EIEEATEY, MDD OEERFEICT 58Nz LT

«

IR, BIUNEERHEEE,

HBRZIZHETHET LV (BETN2)
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_ N@***

(161 TE)

\ -.18**

VAR T7ILHRR
B

38

R ) 1

.08

-.11*

.@@***

- 24

/Auﬂ

F H 5 O A
IZXT 9 BN

GFI=1.000
AGFI=.995
20%** CFI=1.000
RMSEA=.000
***UA.OOH
**p< .01
*p<.05
T p<.10

Fig. 4-6 <A ¥ F 7R AKeth2s, EEETEIZ P& LT, EEREMEE, thENSD
BERFHEIC T 52BN 2N L THBEARICETDET NV (FTN3)
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4, B

e 1-1 O HBYE, ~A ¥ R7 AR AR EERIEEEE, [FOE1TE), FNE, fHA8R%
WCRIETHEZRFT 22 Tholo, v A ¥ RN ARREP AR R LI B Z K ITT
T AT 5720, 3 OORMRET NV EHEL, TNENDOET VO EE 2 B
Lize 7SAEMTORER, T X COMGET L OMEEEEL, SWEaELRLz, T
b, ETAINEOEVEGE TH T, £DH, W 1-1 TiX, 73 BEREN
Too ULFIZET N3 2RI, <A 2 RTVRRAFEEPHAREZIC AT TR OV TEE
T %,

ETIVDORERND, v A 2 RT3 ARHE L R R ORI & 5 I BRI B3R TE,
EESIEERE, FNE NFEET 5 2 LR bivle, BITENE, ~A ¥ R7 AR AREMED
FRENE WA IR S, € ORGEATE O U R HIEERE O i X O Z O
I % JAF T A REME SR 472, SAD BEREFHER RNELEIT & - TR TENE,
DHPRWICBNTRAT 4 TRFERICRD L2 BT 572012175 (McManus,
Sacadura, & Clark, 2008), L72~L, ZOEGEATENN, & O ENZRUSOMRER JOH S
DHZARLRe, HEMFRMOEMALIZ S22 > T % (Alden & Bieling, 1998; McManus et
al., 2008; Okajima et al., 2009), 7= & x[ALEET 5 Z L2 XV, RHIRIZIZITEIN IR #E S 2 5]
TEIFTLLTH, BE, EE, R HUWER, TR E OB S B Y OKBR AT
X9 &3 % (Hayes & Smith, 2005),

—F, vA U RTZNLRARHEOEmVIRIEIL, X T T ¢ 7R 72 & O SRR CE &
152 R FEITH LT, AMEHIEE I, EEZ T TV IR TH 5 (Kabat-Zinn., 1994)
ZHICEY, 5 ZOBRMOBLIFEICHT 2% A5 MEEIN D (Kabat-Zinn, 1994), 2D X5
7 CZTAT OREIZEY, HERICE T 2 HE O/NT F—~ 2 A DRE R Al
VPN, TOEEZTAND LT DZ b, ZOHESAIRGLES X OESRRREL T A&
U D EIERCRE 2 EORBRZ BT 5 MBI < 0D, FAUTLR Y, [EIEATENMEI T 5 7T

REMENRE 2 BiLd,
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FEERIZ, MBIs 28, [ERATENOEBIZIRAI TH D Z LR STV (Koszycki et al.,
2007), E 512, EEEATEIORMED, HAARZOUEIIHEL RITTZ ERHLNIINT
% (Mattick & Peters, 1988; Mattick et al., 1989; Okajima et al., 2009; [ - %%, 2008),
WHIE 1-1 OFERNE S, <A K70 ZARpER R TE 2/t U CHARZ IR L E
TRIBZENRD HNT=T2, A v K7 R AR m 1%, ERTEIZ /0 L CHZER
LHOBFEIANTHDHAREMENREZE 2 BLD,

~A 2 RN ARED BRI TEI~ DA RS AR ST DY, [BREATEN S D FNE ~
DRAFIHEE TR ol ZOZ END, ~A v K7 /L3 ZHEEO A L2 a5 TE) % 15
I LT FNE ORIRICE 2L KIET 2 L0358 b > 7=, [ TE) & FNE (X, $9WVIE
OBBIRIZH o723, v A » R7 AR AR L, EEHEEA KT 5 L, AERHM
RITR SN hole, 2O MG, FNEE, FRBHTEHLD b~A1 v R7 L AR &
ORI EGE & RS 2 R TH D Z L AN D,

WIT, WEEHIEEGEL, ~A1 v FZARREBEORENEWGAICm EL, &OEEH

HRERE O 1) LA AN ZE DB RS KO FNE ORI 2 2 KT Al aEMED R S 4172, SAD

e

BELCEARZANLEL, HARPRIUCIR W THEESEBEREME T L, SEMZRZR8E0HEAZ
RENEMALT D Z E DRI TV 5 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997) , Goldin
& Gross (2010) DERIRAFZEIZENT, SAD BAHIZ MBIs 24T - 7R, TEEHIEKRED A
ELEZLzRELTWD, 6T, EEHHEEREOR LIX, A8 RL OB 2 &
T2 ENRALMNTEIN TS (Hakamata et al., 2010; Bogels, 2006) , #F5E 1-1 OFERND

b~ A RTVRZREED, TEEHEIBEAE 2/ U THZE AR L2 3 2 S E 4 D R 358

L

LD, <A KTV AREEON I, EEHEEEZ N L CHERAR L oW #C
AR THDLAREMENREZ BND,

B#%IZ, FNEIX, v A & R AR RFHEDORRER S WSA IR L, % FNE OIXHIT
AR DOUE A RAZ T AIRBYEAVR S 47z, FNE X, g OFEMAEYE & a5 & 5
ZHOHAGAEDOA A=V EEBKLEBICZORANEL D EENTWS (Rapee &
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Heimberg, 1997), ~A > K73 ZEPEO &S UIREEL, MHEHIEEICEBRT 2 KB TH
v, £ ZOBMOBIECH L TR E 7S (Kabat-Zinn., 1994), ZD72H, ZOHHIZ
xtUCIIEHIBT LZ2vy “2 247 OREEIE, BHDONRT +—< L AT DB a et S
o, ThiZ , MEOFEEE L MENO RZD2HDEHS DA A -V KT 52 L
N72< 72V, FNE M3 2 FIRetEE 2 i d, EBRIZ, SAD BFEITx LT MBIs 17
STCRER, FNE 3D L7z 2 LAVREN TV D (Pietetal,,2011), & 512, FNE O
SAD DUFEIZB T H TRIKTFTHDH Z L3RS TS (Mattick, 1989), 98 1-1 DFER
MHE~A L RV AREED, FNE 241 L C, #HARRZITH A KT T MR 1R
bivic, TD, vA v R7 R ARMEDIR EIX, FNE 2/ L C, #RZRLOWEICH
NTHDHAREMENREZ BND,

PUEDBLZRIZEY, ~A 2 RT7 AR AREDN EIX, SAD OHERFEK TdH 2 [F#Ef TH,

HilfEEERE, FNE OZ T &I LT, R RNLITHE L LT alRettr me S v,

MRI1-2 T4 FITLRRAFENRYT 5, TEGEME ARXFR, 15 DERICR

EER-4-4
1. BHY

L 122 T, FRRRRBZRICE T 5~ A K7 VR ARREDR AR AR R % RIET
AN = A NEPEINNCT D, RERRIRICI T D SAD DRy - HEEN & LT, K79
LEERIEEREOIERTICERT 5, ZOKT 9 LIEEHEEEL, A RLIERIZT Tk
<, 5 SERIC G B A R T,

SAD 1T K 9 DfFtEREE & OPFFRIZE (Acarturk et al., 2008; Grant et al., 2005), #1:58
AZERITIN O DIER O TR FTH Y, FARNHERITK 5 DFMEFREEFED U 2 7 EK T
&% (Ohayon & Schatzberg, 2010; Tsuchiya et al., 2009), %= L C, K7 5 & EEHIHBERED
KT, #19 SRR OB L KIFT Z E AR STV 5 (Hsuetal., 2015; 3R A 5,

2007), T DHEFEDHDE, HARLRERIL, O EREZEHDIHERKNTHY, SAD O
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MeRs - HIEEIR & U TR S CE oy o LIEEHIEEEREIT, #15 SEROHKIC
FIETZENEZBND, DD, HEBRRNEIZE T S SAD ORI A T = R L

ERETTDEC, M0 SIER B EET D Z & T, MR LIER OMEFFEIR A B =X A2

AT, HAZRLZIERD FRIR T & 72 280 9 DIEROEER A I = X LB BN LR D,

MBIs (%, SAD BHF DOHAZARZIERIS L O 5 DR ORI 2% K1X 3 (Goldin &

ﬁ

Gross, 2010; Koszycki et al., 2007), MBIs (2 XV, KT 9 & EERIESEN S ET S Z &2
522 SN TW5D (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Goldin etal., 2016), LA &% 2 T, #%E 1—
2THE~A Y R AR OINEZES) 23, K9 LEEhlEeeE (BN Es) ozhe
MCHEE KT L, TOREEZT KT 5 L EERIERERE DO 2N E NS ERRER &
moofEk (ERAR) ICHBTLZLEBELL 3 DORMET VEMEL, TDORY
PEE R 2,

WIE 121K, v A v R AR REE &R Z, #EEfRZ ISR T 2422 D
MEFFEEIR, 4015 DSk & OB HIfEIC 72 D, SO EN D, HERIEICE T 5~
A RNV AREDR AL L D DIERIT B A RET A T = X L ORISR 5

LENEBERZBND,

RERETILA

RHET V1 TliE, K795 LEEREEEOZNENEZ LT, ERHTER LR
2, WO ERICEET LI EEFEL, BT AEMELL (Fig 4-7),

FT, YA RTARARENRRT 5 2 LT, BRETHE), A3k LU 9 DItk
B RTT T ot RTONTIHRD, A & R RO EICXY, K19 L&
FEARARZE, D SRR L7 2 & 3 E ST % (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Koszycki et
al., 2007), K 91U, tERARLE KO D SIEROERIZEEH G35 2 £705  (Hofmann &
Otto, 2008; # A &, 2007), ~ A > K7 LR AREE & ALK L8 L O 5 DSk & ORIt

TERE LT, KT MFHETDHARMENREZOND, LoT, A ¥ P77
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BT I ~OFBERNABIOKT I 0 OARARLE, B9 DIERAS~OF B/ SAPE &
N5, £72, KT 213, BERHTER LOHSARZICIEOREZKETT LRI T0ND
(A B, 2007), M T, EREITEIF X OWAS RN 5 DIERICIEOFZEL T\ D (K
H &, 2007; Tsuchiyaetal.,2009), D72, KT 9 OEETEI~OFE RN, [T
B DD DIERASDHE B2 R AL B D DIERA~DOH B R SAREE S D,
BB TEN L, FEAR AR LT IED FEE RIET 2 L AVREN TS 729 (Okajima et al., 2009),
[EDEATEN D DA AN ZE~DHE RN A BE SN D,

WIZ, v A 2 R VR AREREEHEEREZ /T LC, [EHEATE), A8 s L0 )
DFERITE L KT T o RO TR 5, B9 1-1 T, FFMQ THlIE S 7z~ A1
R 7 VAR ARFED R BRI RE 2/ U THAAR R E A RITT L2 bnIc Lz, &
DFERNE, v A 2 R 7R AR B I EHEMEEE~ DO F B 22/ R 36 L ONEEHl e
IR LE~OEREIRSAPRE S ND, Fio, EEGIEEREO M EiX, #15 >fERko
WA K T3 (Hakamataetal.,2010), L7223-> T, {EEFIEREGED HHN 5 DHEIR~
DIRAEAGE LTz, Hsuetal. (2015) 1%, FEEHEEREOIK TR, KT 9% L TALE
KOS DIEREZEO D LR EINTWD, £D72D, EEHREEENOKT > ~DOFE
RARANBESND, M T, EEHAEEESMET L, ZEORKICT2EENHA 5 2
&T, ERATEIS R T HARMENE X DD, Lo T, FEEGIEEED O [E5EETE)
OB B SABMIE S D,

F72, MBIs X, #19 EROUEFEICHZTH D Z LR ME S TEY (Hofmann et al,
2010), MBIs (Z X ¥, SAD BBFE O 5 DR BMERT 5 2 & 238 5232 &4 T S (Goldin
& Gross, 2010; Koszycki etal., 2007), ZD7=8, ~A > K73 AR SH) 9 SER~D

HERNRXZANEESND,

REZETIL 2
ERET IV 2 TIE~A v R 7V ARFED, KT 9 LIEERIERRED Z N E N2 N LT,
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[FUREATE, 2%, 10 DIERICKIET R L ~ A B 7R ARpPE DS EE AR
LB IO SIERIC KT THEABEL, T VE2HEE LI (Fig. 4-8),

VA Y RTVRAREOR R, RN LOYGEIRES D Z EAREN TV S (Goldin
& Gross, 2010; Koszycki et al., 2007; Schmertz et al., 2012), =D 7=, ~A > K7 /L3 Ak
MOARA LR KO D DIER~SDFEERAANBEEND, £ZT, KET/V1ITY

A ¥ R NVRAFFED DR ARG ~D /SR Z N ZTAGGE TV 2 ZAERk L7z,

RERETIL 3

WAHET V3 T, A2 R7ZARARMER, K39 LTEEHIEEE, BRTEIOZh
FNENLT, HBRRZ LM DFERIC KT TREL v A1 P73 R BRI
9 DFERIC KT HEEEL, T VEHEFE LIS (Fig. 4-9),

W2 1-1 T, FFMQ THlIE SNz~ A > R 7 /b ARPE R TENC A DB A KIE+
ZLEWRENT, TDRD, <A ¥ RTIVFR AR DR TEI A~ O e S A PEE &
Nd, 22T, WHET VI~V A 2 KT FAREED S ERE TEI~D /XA & I 2 -G

TV 3 R LT,
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19 DIERICRITTEE L~ AV R IVRRAEENEERIZ
5 SERICRIETTEE (KRETNVI)
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2. Fik
2. 1. FENRE

B AU 7 DFLNL K38 5 KA 386 A a it s Uiz, & REIZEH W TR
10%LLFO b OEGHIRE L, KEMHEHD 10%EBZ 5 HOEROTESITRIGHT 349 4
(ML 80 44, etk 261 44, MERIDFL AL 8 45 VI 19.80 %, SD=1.16, FH DFLA
i 8 4) Thole (AREER 90.41%), MHAEDKBIEIZOWT, FREIZBWTRE
E2Y 10% L T 06, BHEAICET 2 RIBIEZ S ERWEEORT — 2 6 4 EZ H i
L, KRIBMEEZOM T LTz,

2.2. BRI OMAL

WF7E 1-2 THWZERKE, BLFo (1) ~ (5) THElRSh,

(1) Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS; #& 5, 2002)

WFFE 1-1 & FIERIC LSAS % v iz,

(2) HAAGERE CRHME=E 5 SR (SDS; #&H - /k, 1973)

5 DR AEWET S SDS ZfEMH L7z, SDS I, 20 HE ORI TRY, FHHE
IZDOWT 4 EE L 0N eI ~4 9T E AL ND ) TRHEZITI bOTH D, Wik
HHIZOWTIE, JfAEHii L7 BT, 2HAOREREL G L TREREZHEI Lz, 6§t
FERDEUIEEM D DFERORRENmWZ & Z2RT,

SDS I8\ TC, @V EREEEEREL (=.85) & @&\ Cronbach @ o £%3% (a= .84~.85)
MRS TS (Kawada & Suzuki, 1992; & H - /MK, 1997), T HOFRND, FMRA
B & BV NIE SRR SN, SWEEEZR O RSN, £/, &l -
IR (1997) 1F, O ORFEBEREL, IERIRRE, MRAERERE LY b SDS O AN AN D
EEHLMIZL, SDS OZMMEEMERR LT
(3) Mindful Attention Awareness Scale (LA~ MAAS &3 %; EF - #24FF - B14f, 2015)

~A Y RINARAREZRET D MAAS ZfH L7-, MAAS I3, 15 HANOH S

TEY, FHEHEIZOWT 6L 19T EAEFIZH D ~641F L AL EEL VYY) THEESR
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1920 THD, AHBEAREWVNEE~YA » RTZ VR AFFHEORENRE N L Z2R7T,

FEEF 5 (2015) 12XV, JFARERIERIC 1 INFETH LD Z LDVREN, .93 O Cronbach
O a FRENFE I SNz, AT, MAAS X, Ten Item Personality Inventory (LLF TIPI &9
%) OFRREAEMA K-, STAI-T, SFNE, HZAGEER Social Phobia Scale (LR SPS &4°%),
H AFERR Social Interaction Anxiety Scale (AN SIAS &9°%), SDS & 55~HFREDHDOFHES

(FRIEME A K] 72 7=- 39, p< .01, STAI-T: =- .50, p< .01, SFNE: r=- .39, p< .01, SPS: r=- 41,
p< .01, SIAS: r=- 46, p< .01, SDS: r=- 48, p< .01), HAZEI B s RE & 55\ O IEDOAHR

(r=34,p<.01) RSNz, ZNEORERND, BONEAYE, KFr02 40, ORI
ZUVENHERR S AL, mVMEEME L YA RO Z R s e (TP S, 2015),

4) A7+ — 1 7 a2 br—LRE (EC RE; [LES, 2005)

FFIE 1-1 & [RIARIC EC REEZ V-,

(5) AHT 4 77+ 5 RE (Negative Rumination Scale, LA F NRS &4 %; {Fjig - LH,
2001)

NRS (IAHT 4 TR NT 5 ZMET HRETH D, NRS %, 14 HALOHERINTE
D, FEAIZOWT6HE b TUXELRVY~6HTITED”) THEEZITIHOTH
5. XI—HE® 3 HEZRWE 11 HEORKEZGFH L TRESEZHEH L, AR
PEWINEERTT 4 772 5 OREREN T & 27T,

G -« L (2001) OEERE 7T OFRERD S, NRS L, “HAT 4 7722 F 5 i
& RAT 4 TRT DD br— VRN O 2 KFEZFFOZ LA RENT,
MAT, ESOERAEEERE (=.73~82) & &\ Cronbach O o ff¥L (a= .73~.81) MH
S 47c, NRS O R 1-1%, BHCRBERE S EOMBEBRA RSN (BT 4 7RKT 9
fEI: r=- 39, p< .01, XHT 4 TS 5 O3 br—/LARAREM: = .50,p<.01), 25
DFERN G, FRAGEN, mOVARESYE, KFrozehtE, EEEEZ LN MR S,
EIVVVEHEN: & YA o Z LR S (B - RE, 2001),

2.3. fEREE
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2 1-1 & RBROMMERAIBLE A 1T o 72, AFFE 1-2 1%, BURTF R A BRI 70 i B 2
BEOARE/TEMS N GKRES:28021),
2.4. STk

#—1Z, MAAS & NRS, EC RJE (FEEHIE), LSAS DR - N22kds L Rk R E,
SDS OFtil#FtEA M Lz, UL, A v R7ARAREE KT 5, HEEHIEREE,
AL, BHEATED, #19 SRER & OFRBIBIR Z Mt 57290, MAAS & NRS, EC ¥

(), LSAS ORI « A& E L OEREREE, SDS & ORI EZ R Lz, &
=T, A U R ARHER T 5 LRI AT L CHAAR %S LU0 5 DI
W HET B OWTHREIT D720, 3 ODOGEET LV A#E L (Fig. 4-7, Fig. 4-8, Fig.
4-9), BT VO G E & S AN K 0 E A T o 7o, BT VO A ERIEIE, MR 1-1 &
[FAROIREE 2 Ao, MEEREL I, 3 20T T VO Y M2 ket L7,

IIMTITI, #igt> 7 b SPSSversion 24 & Amos version 22 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA)

i LAY

3. MR
3.1. L HEOEH
MAAS & NRS, EC RJE (FEEHI#E), SDS, LSAS ORUfiEE « R22iikds L OalbE R o

TR D) LR IS OV TR Le, S REONY & ERHERZE % Table 4-3 (277,
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Table 4-3 £ REDONEHHE & EHFE

2K (N=349)

Mean SD
MAAS 55.02 8.45
NRS 40.82 5.63
ECR & 27.00 5.45
SDS 45.52 7.60
LSASE&ET 61.99 27.99
iR« N2 33.12 13.85
B 28.87 17.21

Note) MAAS=Mindful attention Awareness Scale; NRS=Negative Rumination Scale;
ECRE=f \Fl=7 4 —hr7 /L fa—/ L R JE: Self-rating Depression
Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
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3.2. AV RTNR AR L Y 5, BERHIEMAE, EETE), A%, #1508
R & OFEBERIR

VAL RV AREE T S, EERIEEERE, [FHRITE), A% LU S DIk
L OBEMREMTIT 5725, MAAS & NRS, EC RJE (FEEHIHE), LSAS ORUMR « R
B L OVEGEEREE, SDS & O BIfRE A Fi U 7o, FEBESIHT O fEJ % Table 4-4 12759, MAAS
300, NRS & LSAS ORI - A2, SDS OFF R & ORIIET~HFRE DA OFH IR
BNH D Z L RENT (NRS: r=- 21, p< .01, LSAS ZUfij#& « RZ2f&: r=- .15, p< .01, SDS:
r=-A41,p<.01), £7-, MAAS O, EC RE (EERIE) L ORIV IEOFHBIRM%R
WD ENRENT (=136,p<.01), MAAS & LSAS D[REEDFS & & DORICA B 72 FH B

BRI RS 7272 (= .10,p=ns),
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Table 4-4 & RE ORI

NRS SDS %ﬁ% [E15i3 EC Scale
MAAS - 21*%* - 41** -.15** -.10 36**
NRS 24%* A5*%* -.05 -.05
SDS 32** 22%* - 40**
LSAS
TR« AN 22k 62** -.36™*
[E153 -.12*

**p<.01, *p<.05

Note) MAAS=Mindful attention Awareness Scale; NRS=Negative Rumination Scale; EC Scale=
Effortful Control Scale for Adults; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SDS=Self-rating
Depression Scale
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3.3. AV RN REHEN KT O, EEHEERE, 1%, #15 2ERICKIET
-2

v A ¥V RN AEEDPHRRZIC RIET B OV THRFT 5720, 3 DOHET
NEREEL, TNENDET VO EEZ S AR L) et 21T 72, KFET VDS
BE DL BRI IOV 2R E & Fig. 4-10 (5 v1) , Fig. 4-11 (£5/v2) , Fig. 4-12 (&5
JV3) IR T, BT VL OWA T X (2) = 872, p=.65, GFI=.999, AGFI=.991, CFI=1.000,
RMSEA=.000 & ET VDT —X~DHTITE VW BRNVEWIRERNE N, £z, T
V2 DA X (1) = 870, p=.35, GFI=.999, AGFI=.983, CFI=1.000, RMSEA=.000 &
ETNDT—Z~OHTUTEVRRNEWIFERPHF N, IHIT, ET /L 3OMAE
I X* (1) = .003, p=.96, GFI=1.000, AGFI=1.000, CFI=1.000, RMSEA=.000 & &7 /L DT
—HZA~DOHTIIEVBRVEVWIRERBEGE LN, 3 DOETNVOEGE L KT 5 &,
EBT I DB BEEENENSTZR, TRTCOETAVOMEENREN-T2Z LD, 32

DET NVEEIR LT,
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-.12*

B eE [OLEE 1 TE)
36*** .06
14*
. . - 25
~A V7R R N .
ik D5 DIEER
\\\\\\\\\ 18+
GFI=.999
- .26%** kTS *%MNAWM AGFI=.991
13** CFI=1.000
: . 16%*
> RMSEA=.000
***p<.001
*%x UA OH
* p<.05

Fig. 4-10 =1 ¥ N7 AR AR KT 5 & EERIEEEEZ EA L CEBTE), #HRAE,
5 ERIZRITTHE L~ AV RV AREREERNIC
5 ERICRIETHE (£T11)
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- 12*
IR HIEREE (181 TH)

.36 06

14
- 25%

AV ET7ILRR S ,
Ak o o #PO DfER

1gxx* — |

GFI=.999
AGFI=.983
CF1=1.000
RMSEA=.000
***UA OOH_.
**p< .01
*p<.05

Fig. 4-11 =4 > R VR ARMENR KT 5, EEHIESEZEN LT, EETE), #HRAZE,

MO OERICKRITTREL <~ F7 LR ARENEENIC
HRARERB IO ) DERICEKIETTEE (ET/12)

- 26T FERe) AR
13**

16**

\ 4
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-.10%
E B S eE [ TE)

A 4

**k*
.36 06

14*
05—
AV RTNEZZ[ ggees

i

S DREIR

GFI=1.000
AGFI=1.000
CFI=1.000
RMSEA=.000
***p<.001
**p< .01
*p<.05

T p<.10

Fig. 4-12 = ¥ F7ARZARMERKT 5, EEHIEBERELZEN LT, EEITE, #HRAZE,
0 DERICKITTREL v 1 v R AR RRHENEERNIC
[EEEATENES X O 5 DERICKIZTTRE (T /13)

12T =¥ 5 H AR
A3**

16**

A\ 4
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4. BE

e 12 DEBE, ~A ¥ RZAXZARMEDRRT 5, EEGIEERE, 2 r%, #1955
JERICKRIFTHELRF T2 Thole, 20D, 3 DOEMET VEHEEL, 1
ZNDET VO E L2 Uiz, S AN OFER, T X TORGE 7 /L O EFRIED,
EWHAGEZ R LT, 3 ODETLVOEAELZHKT 2L, £7 /0 3 DR bEAEN N
ST, TRTOETIVOMEERN@NoT2Z ED, 3 DOETNERIZ, v~ K7
VR ARFHER R AL I KO O DIERIC KT T RHEICOWTERT D,
ETIVORERNG, w4 0 RTZARAREFENKT ) ICADOEL RITTZ RO LN
7o BCF O ITHESHPRIEZIZAE L 5l ERARRICOVTOKER THEN LB TH D,
v A2 R AR ABREOEVIRAEIR, 4 2 2 CORBRICIEZ Z M, M Ly ikae
ThV, 4 Z OB OBEITT L TRHEMICR D L ST D (Kabat-Zinn, 1994), Z DEI
REBEZ DL, ~A L RT7ARAEEEOR EICLY, 42 OBMOBRICK T HHEE &
SRMEESND Z LD, WELRRITHT HHENRITH DT O PR 5 vlHE
PREZEZBND, FEBIZ, MBIsIZEY, KT I BMEBLIZZ La@mE ST (Goldin
& Gross,2010), MA T, BT VDN AEEIN O~ A » R7 AR AREEDR, KT 2 &/ L
HAZ AR LI LU 5 DIERIC B 2 ] T RIEERV R DGR D L7z, MBIs 13, #AR% L
9 DIERICADEE T T Z & BRI LT 5 (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Koszycki et al.,
2007; Pietetal., 2010), ZILHDZ ENnD, MTIZLD~A v R7ZLRAREEOM LD, K
T DR EI LT, R ARLZE L0 SEROUECHF G T HAREEREZ 2 DD,
WRIT, EEHIEEREIL, ~A > FZARARBEORENE WA ICm EL, £ OiEEH

WFERE DA £23, AR KO O SRR ORI 2 KTl sertlr S, &

h

72, ~A v R7ZNLRAEMEDOM B K-> THELZZ T - EEHIEEREIL, KT 91
BT 2 bR INTZ, S5, EERIEFEEEIXEREHTENC A O E L R Z &N
BT, LD, v A K73 ZEEOM EAS, 1 EHIEFEEE 2 L C Rl T8,

AR5 L O 5 IER OB A KT AN R S 7z, Goldin & Gross
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(2010) DOWFFET, MTIZ LV EEHIEEEREN M L35 Z LA LI TS, MBIs
(X, [EHEEATE), tHEARARRB L0 ) DERICADERLZ RIET 2 LR HERILTWD
(Goldin & Gross, 2010; Koszycki et al., 2007; Piet et al., 2010), 46D Z Enh, MTIZL
DAY R AR AREOR LS, EERIEEREZ /T LT, FEETE), L R7Zei Ko
5 DFER DU FE-T D TREMAEE S b,

—J5, EEHEBERED DT 5 ~DOIEORBEN RSNz, iU, A1 Y R7LRRKE
AR L7235, EESIEBERE ST D ICIEO L KT T WREMEZ R~ L T 5,
MAAS MHIE L CTWE~A » R 7R AREL, “4 ZOBBICER Z T 2Hm° Tb
%, BC REMNAEL TOAEEHIEEAET, “DEICSUT, £PLEVEEZDEX
VT 287 Thbd, ZNHDZ b, 5Z0ORM~OFEREZMTHZ & ZHH L
VEIEUT, P LV EELZO VX720 T2 EERIERE L, @BESRRKICE LT
M0 R L&z DM Z @ D AREME D B 5

EBIT, A ¥ R7RARHEOR L, BRSO IR OIS RES 5 2 &2
RENT=, —F, AR L ERTENCOWTIE, BB RSN hoT2, 20
ZEND, YAV R AR AEEON BIX, AR ZE & R T ) ORI BRI R A
FIFLTWDDTIEAR<, SAD DR - HEEER Th 5 T 9 LI EHIEEEZ /- LT
AR ZIER OIRBUZ B G- LTV B ATHEME AV RIR S iz,

LEDBERIZEY, ~A v 7R AREDN £, SAD OMERf « BEER Td 5 KT
5, EEHEEO TN ZN %N L THAARL B L O 5 DERIC 8 E FIE 3 REtED
REENTZ, TOZEND, HERRENTFRKF LRI DFERPER L TWDEFID
xtLC, MT 23039 Td 2 ATt Rl S 5,

F72, WE 2-1 THEER LT T VO N ZREN D~ A o B 703 AR, TR i
Bl bLEBLEZRIFTZ LR ENT, 2D D, vA 2 R7ARAEHOm Bl
[ 5 LHART RV EERIESRED R IR TH 2 it ivmme s b, MAT, <

A 2 RZNVR AN, KT 9 200 U TR AR RIS DHBER LY b, TR
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REZ I L CHA RIS DM R D T NET VDR AR EMETH D, T DT
b, A R ZRREOM B, KT L0 bIEEHEEEZ T L T RL D
WIS ET D RRENR B A DILD, FERIC, v R7ZARAENR, KT 5%/ LT
WO ORERICREET D MBEIR I D b, EERIEEREZ I LT 5 SRR BT 2 s
RO TF WS ZGEEDEN ST, ZDOZ LMD, ~A Y R7AFAEEOm X, K
T 95 K0 b EERIEEEE A LT D DIER OB IR ET D RN E 2 b D,

F5E1-1 A8 12 i E 2 5 &, MT 1L, fhSRIRILAT & S RRRIZ IC BT D4R

LOMFA D =X LOEEZ LT LTI AKIETH L AREREZLOND,
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# 5% HCIER & Cost/Probability bias % HIE 3 5 RE DR
B 2-1  Self-Focused Attention scale BAEE KR DB H
1. B

58 2-1 © B9, Bogelsetal. (1996) 23BH%E L7 SFA @ H RGEMRZERK T2 Z & Th
Do fEEBPRVUICIR T 5 B EERIT, R ARERCHERRRMOREICEEL, HOE
H OBE PR LIEIRPE ERRBAM Ot #Z T 5 (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann &
Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997; Vriends et al., 2017), ZD7=, tEEHRRIIZET 5 H
CHERICEREZH T AL, SAD OWELMRT AREENEZEZ HGND, L6, K
BV THEEAPIRGUC R L L7 B QR R Z2HE 3 2 REEEBT ST,

WA CTHEASN TS HCERZHET 2 RELE LT, Bogelsetal. (1996) @ SFA 73%
THN 5, SFA X, SAD BEREHZANLEITRA DO CIER ZHET 2 DI L2 E
MEDLEERETh D, SFA L, (BHEME L 24 MEB LOREORISHE LR STV D

(Bogels etal., 1996; Bogels, 2006) . #H2ARZE N @VMEIZ & 5 F 1L, KW & BT, SFA
THESND HOEHORENE NI BB 6 ST 5 (Bogels et al., 1996; Voncken,
Dijl, de Jong, & Roelofs, 2010), F£7z, FEERAFZEIZ LD, fHEAPRGLUCZIIT 5 SFA THIE S
% ACER ORENERRLIER 2 THT 5 Z EMARENTWS  (Vriends et al., 2017),
% T, SFA THIE S5 H OEH OREDOIKED, AN ZOWRBIESTDHZ &b
WINTWD (Bogels,2006), LLEDZ &End, SFAIL, BOEHZRET HEENE L,
FRMEOEWRETHD LEZ B D, HTIE, SFA & T SAD IZBT 2898534 <
TONTVDD, KB WTEREZIATLOA TV RY, £ 2T, W% 2-1 T, SFA ©
HAGER (Japanese version of Self-Focused Attention scale) Z{ERE L, < OISHEME & 224 %
Bt 5,

Bogelsetal. (1996) 23BA%E L7z SFA @ A AGEM Z ERT 5 2 & 1%, AT UWT SAD D
MeRr - WHEER TH L ACERICHAT 2 RORRICESTHLEE2LLND, EHIZ, A
CERICERZ Y T ADF RS JOMRBH OMRIC O HFET D ARENREZL BN D,
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2. Fik
2. 1. EREMEORER

WEE 1-2 THWEERAIE, BLTFo (1) ~ (5) THSh,

(1) SFA HARGE

SFA HAGERUE, Bogelsetal. (1996) OWFFETHITE 472 SFA O HAGER TH 5, SFA
1%, TEIBE 22 DAEREPRILCIE N T, FIREE, BE, B, B&e L onmis B CpE
fHacEERm< (HCER) BE] Z2H]ET 5, Bogelsetal. (1996) 23BH¥E L 72 SFA I3,
Arousal (7LEE) K+ 6 THH & Behavior (1TH) K+ 5IHHOGFH 11 HA DK S L TE
v, FHEIZHOWTSHE (0.4never (B HTITEH V) "~4.“verymuch (& THHT
TE2) ") THEZITIBOTH L, AFERAPEWVIESHCERORENREHWNI L 2R
T JRR SFA DM & 2 4 MEIZ DUV T, Bogels et al. (1996) (2L D ER I TV D,
SFA OFIFRICES LTI, FEHE (Bogels 1) 2 O&GE 252, AFEEE & AR LH
PRI OMIEE 2 4 OFF 3 ANFIR L, TOMY S 23 L, AAGER SFA OB & {ERk
L7ce ZD1%, ZOMROZEEERETOT- 0, FERERICHRZ KB L7, 61T, 55568
B CRMOAERRN S, KRBT O 1 Iy 7 R AL—v g V&K
L, Z£DHEER & TR SFA DN O EIVE 2 h O EF IR OB AR O BFFE#E 1 4 25 FHiEsd L
Tz BTRIZ, SFA HAGEARODICERZJFEE 25l L, SFA OERIEHE 2T S iz,
SFA ®OJFUH H % Table. 5-1 {27~k L, SFA HAGE% Table. 5-2 [Z/" L7z, SFA OERIAIE,

Appendix. 1 IZ/R L7z,
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Table 5-1 Bogels et al. (1996) DSFAIE H

A H

During the presence of other people, | constantly evaluate:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11

How tense | feel

Whether my heart is pounding

Whether my social skills are adequate

Whether | am able to express myself

Whether | can control my breathing

How well | take part in a conversation

Whether | understand what other people are saying
Whether 1 look tense

Whether | behave appropriately

Whether | behave myself in a tense way

Whether | blush, tremble or sweat
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Table 5-2 SFAHARZERDEH LI TG AL —T gy

HH

When there’re others around me, I focus my attention on the following:
BN E T OEVICNDEE, LT OZEICEIZRICLTWD
1 How much I feel nervous

ENLSHBWEGREL TS0

2 Whether my heart is beating fast or not
D E EEEL TWDHE I

3 Whether my social skills are appropriate or not
FADFEZBIAT VDS, WETHLHNE I D

4 Whether | am able to express my thoughts

B HH 2R HZENTELNEIDN

5 Whether I can control my breathing
H 53 OFER 2 b — )L CELNE N

6 How well | can participate in the conversation
FRENSDBNIEEFHEIZSIML THDD>

7 Whether | am understanding what others are saying

FDMLDNDE > TNHZEZHRL THDHE D)
8  Whether I am looking nervous or not

FANERFRL CWDIDIC LA 5702 E 97>
9  Whether | am acting properly
FAEGNATENL TODHNE DN
10  Whether | am behaving nervously
ANTEGRL TV HEBONDITENZL THDHE D)
11 Whether | am blushing, trembling, or sweating

DS, FRELTEY, BAIZY, (T2 Eh L THDNE D)
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(2) Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS; #& 5, 2002)

FFE 1-1 & [RIERIC LSAS % iz,

(3) Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (SFNE; 4#J11 &5, 2004)

92 1-1 &[RRI SENE % iz,

(4) Mindful Attention Awareness Scale (MAAS; #EEF 55, 2015)

AL 1-2 & [RIERIC MAAS % FV 7z,

(5) REBNHYTEEZHIE R E (Voluntary Attention Control Scale, LN VACS &9 %; 57 - g
B - AJF - REE, 2015)

VACS 1%, REBREERIEZAET H2RETHY, NERWEE (Z< OXHRNLRFED
SRITIERE Z M 28888) |, NEHAEER QEE 2 ORI RITHEENE) 0 %2 HHE8) 1, [57
FAEE (EEOXMNRZRRFICERE 20y ST 25868 | 2ot T, VACS (3,
FHRNF6EBEE18HA TH Y, FHEAICOWT 6 HiE (1.2 HTIELE LRV ~6.“FH
WZHTITED”) THEEZITI D TH D, GetGBARNEWVIEEZNENOEEOREN G
W2k EIRT,

PRI T o3BT DGR, VACS IZERIIERE, sfiiE, a%IEEO 3 DO 1%
ENRRYTHD LR INT, £, mOEBRAEEMERE (VACS 23 A r= .69, iR
MOTER: =72, p< .01, A0V EE: = 71, p< .01, 3 EIMTEE: = 54, p< 01) & EWNAYEE
AP (VACS 23 E: a= 93, BINMEE: a= .86, HRHAIEE: a= 89, HEINEE: a
= 92) BEMHENTZ, ZNOORRNG, BREGEN, SVNEESHE, K24 M
WiER ST (5D, 2015), 61T, 435 (2015) T, VACS OFRERZ D5 AT,
BRA R RIS 2 i By Bt & R OIEDFAR] (= .43, p<.01), VACS DE#ATE
B ORI, EHAEEICET 2 M BB & PR OIEDOFE (= .48,p<.01), VACS
Doy FIER O RIE, BRI 2 W H B E & PREOIEOHE (= 47,
p<.01) Zx&hiz, EFE6, VACS X, HEER#EHZUMAFFO>Z nEX N5, Lk

DOFEFL YV, VACSITEVMETENE « Z4ME2HFTDHZ ENREBIND,
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2.2. PEXNGHE

BRI ST DFRASLRFIT 8 5 KA 610 4 A5 & Uiz, SFA B ARGERM O K14 1E &
M 272, SFA OREEEA Z 3 X CEZE L7z 574 4 (B 163 4, ik 406 4, 15
DFEAIRAL S 4 FHIFER 19.60 5%, SD= .97, FMOFEARIL 3 4) & ot g#Ic Lz

(B2hRIEEE 94.10%), F£7-, SFA HAGEMOGEHEME & 242 R 272012, 7T
DREHEHA Z A% LTz 502 40 (A% 139 44, %% 358 44, PERIOFEAIRI 5 45 V24
19.61 7%, SD= .98, FHnDOLARIL24) ZotrtRE & Lz (AR R 82.30%).
2.3. fREAELE

72 1-1 & RRROMBLIBLE 21T o 72, AFFE 2-1 1%, BRI K2 AR 2 e B %
BR0KRAR CER Sz OKRE 5 29029),

2.4. T FE
1) RFrRLEomE

SFA HAGERR DK FBIZ 42 Mard 572012, WHeREA 5 24T - 7=, Bogels et al.

(1996) DHFFETIX, TRIRWIR 15387 21T - 72758, SFA 1L, Arousal (%) [K- & Behavior

(178h) K7D 2 K& MR S L7z, #F%82-1 Ti, Bogels etal. (1996) & [FIERDA
FHEEZA L TOD0E 9 g, HEBRIE 70 2 W CiE &2 1T > 72,

ETFVICET 53 & RS & L C, CFI, Tucker-Lewis index (LLF TLI &%), RMSEA,
Standardized root mean squared residual (LA'F SRMR &9°%) & i /-, CFI & TLLIE, .90
UETHONIEHTIIEVNRNEENTEY, CFLIZOWTIZIS L ERETHERWE S
T\ % (dell’Olio, Ibeas, de Ofia, & de Ofia, 2018; Voncken et al., 2010), %7-, RMSEA (.05
UFTHUEH TIF VN ETHRL, 08 BETH IV ABBDARNE ST
% (Browne & Cudeck, 1993), —77, RMSEA 73.10 A ETHNIEH TITE 0 A HE & F54H
ST (Browne & Cudeck, 1993), SRMR (.08 L F THNIXH TTE VW REVE S
TW% (Hu & Bentler, 1999) ,

2) NEESHEORE
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WNHIEESPEZ T 2 72912, Cronbach @ o £REZ H M L7z, SFA HAGERIL, ®HHE
BILOWKFIZEN T a ffiE, 80 L EEBRHAD-DOREL Lz,

3) PURHZ Y DR

IR 2 P2 Rt 5 72012, SFA H ARGERR D4R - & LSAS D2k « RN22kkds &
ONElEER B, SFNE, MAAS & @ Pearson OFERM BRI Z R H L7,

Bogels etal. (1996) DHFZETIE, SFA LA ARLIERZRE T 2 RE L ORIz, F9~H
BREOEOHBEMBENRH S5 Z LAVRENTWD, B 2-1 IZBWTH, SFA BAFER O
K7 &, #ARARZHER Z R E T 5 LSAS & SFNE & OIZHI~FFEE O EDOFMBIRIR A H
HZEERELT,

%72, Ubeda-Goémezetal. (2015) I%, MAAS THIE SN DH~A > K7 LR AREE B D
HHEOMICHRECADOHBMEZENH D Z L ZRLTWD, AT, MBIs 28 SFA Tl
EINDHHCOEHICAOREZ RIZT I ENRINTND (Bogels etal., 2006; Desnoyers et
al,2017), THHEDZEND, =1 2 R7 AR RAEMELHERICBIT 2 HEER &0
FHZADHBIBIRA Y SL2 Z E R E SN D, L7z 5T, SFA & MAAS & DOIZHE~
HRRE OB OHBERRIAREND ERE LT,

4) FRBIRIZEY DR

TR RN E T 572012, SFA HARGEMODAIA T & VACS D45 [KF- & @ Pearson
OREFMBIMRE AT LTz,

REENROVE R, 22 A% L ADMHBIRRICH HIEEKEETH Y (FEH 5, 2016), ik
IR BUCRB W CREBIMICIER Z A DREN CTH Y, 1ERZ KT DHREL o, T ORE
FIEEMREIZIE, Z2< OGN OREDORRITIER Z T 2 BINER, EEEMOXS
[ ENCEI Y B 2 DEAHATEE, RO ERRFICEE LR S5 08EEN G
nNTWn, —J7, BOEBIL, REBEEHIE L FEICEEMETH DY, FikkiE, &
%, g, BEREONNL A CBEF R~ DOZ R EERKREZfE T, SFA THIESH
HHCERET, H2APREICET 2 B OEEEHRA~OEMTH Y, MmAICHER RS %
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HE2nWE o1, BEONT 4 —~ U A ERT 2%&E 2>, ZOXHICHCER L
BEERE L TR 2METH Y, EIBE 2F,

EH .U - gEE (2018) 1X, MAFEOFEE IR LIZBRIZAE L 5 H CIER & VACS TRIE
SHDBINMER, MR, HFIER & OMICHERMABERERN L b e o7z 2
EERLTWD, B SN SHBIREIX, 20 K ThHho7, L7m23> T, SFA DR 1
& VACS THIE S5 3 DOEEHEE & O TR S 2 FHBRENE.20 K TH 2 L1
LT,

2.5. HEtY 7 b
IINTIZIX, #E3t> 7  SPSSversion 24 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) & Mplus8 (Muthén

& Muthén, 1998-2017) % FH 7=,

3. R
3.1. WFHZ Y HORE

SFA HAGERL DR 1M 42 #eiR 3 5 7- %, Bogelsetal. (1996) & RIKED K 14 %
BE L, MERORTF I E21To 7o, £ DR R% Fig.5-1 1237, Figs-1ZR L@y, e
J 1% CFl= .934, TLI= .915, RMSEA= .084, SRMR= .039 L EF /L DF —Z ~D b TILE D IFE L

EWV S FRBELNT,
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3.2. NHESHEORE

SFA HAGERR ONEVIESTEZ B &N 272912, SFA HARGEM ORI E B X O K+

\Z#1F % Cronbach O o fREZHH L=, ZORE, @V a ffEMEH 7z (SFA RHHA «
= .92, Arousal (%EE) [KI7-a= .89, Behavior ({TH) KT a= .87),

3.3, UREZ Y M ORRT

SFA HAGEM OGS L OIK T & LSAS ORI « AZ2fds L ONEBER FE, SFNE,
MAAS, VACS %R DOifFm O EAEER A OWTREE L, AT, FREDEY
BEOMAEE tREICEVRFT Lz, t REDOFER, SFNE & LSAS DRV « RZ2ED
IR CHBEREN A LN (p<.05), TOMOREIZBWTIE, MEBIMICH E 72251
REINRMoTE (p=ns). FREDOYY L IERER R JOMWEZ % Table 5-3 1ITR-7,

E 512, SFA HAGER DI L PEIZ SOWTHREFTT 272912, SFA HAGER OB L
FINT- O L LSAS DR « A& Es X ONELBER FE, SFNE, MAAS D& KT D=
NOGE & OMBREE R L, Z 055 % Table 5-4 (277,

SFA HAGEMR DA #HE KO K 7 D% A1 LSAS ORI « RO & 55~ HFEHE
DIEDOFBEEEZ R L (SFA &7 =43, p< .01, Arousal (%H2) [KF:r=.40, p<.01, Behavior

(ATE)) A+ r= 38, p< .01), LSAS DEIHEREDHGA &1X, FHWIEDHBBGRZ R L7z

(SFA &3t 1= 36, p< .01, Arousal (¥:7) [K¥: =35, p<.01, Behavior (78)) ¥ =30,
p< .01), F72, SFA AARFERO GG L OKRKF ORI, SFNE OfF R & FREDIED
FARARAFR &Rk L7z (SFA At r=.52,p<.01,Arousal (%EE) [K+F:r=.43,p<.01,Behavior (T
&) [K+:r=.52,p<.01), —J, SFA AAGEMRDOGFHE L OERFDO/FRIE, MAAS OFF
SREFWAOHBIRRIA R E N7 (SFA &5 = 25, p< .01, Arousal (REE) [K+:r= 23,

p<.01, Behavior ({T#)) [K¥-:r=-.23,p<.01),
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Table 5-3 FREDEHLIEBEEZBIOWEZE

424K (N=502) 5 #:(N=139) 2z 44:(N=358) ¢ values
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
SFA &5t 20.19 9.76 21.46 9.89 19.73 9.71 1.78
Arousal 8.93 5.96 9.60 6.19 8.68 5.87 1.55
Behavior 11.26 4.72 11.86 4.60 11.05 4.77 1.72
LSAS & & 63.16 28.40 59.77 28.50 64.46 28.23 -1.66
TR » ANLL I 34.28 15.51 31.94 1541 35.15 15.46 -2.08*
[ERi3 28.87 14.86 27.83 15.84 29.31 14.43 -1.00
SFNE 41.58 10.96 39.09 11.04 42.54 10.80 -3.18**
MAAS 54.22 9.82 54.38 11.07 54.21 9.33 16
VACS
EIRAEE 19.44 5.39 19.50 5.88 19.44 5.17 A2
HAHA IV 19.08 5.14 19.05 5.64 19.13 4.93 -.15
EIER 17.47 5.87 17.00 6.69 17.72 5.48 -1.13

**p<.01, *p<.05

Note) Five participants did not indicate gender; SFA=Self-Focused Attention Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social
Anxiety Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; MAAS=Mindful attention Awareness
Scale; VACS=Voluntary Attention Control Scale
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3. 4. FHIR Y OB

SFA DFBIAIZE ST OV THRFTT 5 7212, SFA B AGE D At LU SFA B AGERR
DEKF DGR & VACS £ K1 DR & OB AR Lz, £ DR R % Table 5-4 (TR
7. SFA HAGEMR D GG LUK RE 1O RIX VACS OBIREE O H & ORIZIERIC
FIWE OB R 7 (SFA & &t = .10, p< .05, Arousal (ZfE) [K7: r=- .10, p< .05,
Behavior ({TH)) K- r=-.09, p=n.s.), VACS DEHANIEE DO & ORI b IEFITTH VA
OFBEIV R STz (SFA A5 = .11, p< .05, Arousal (RHE) [K¥: r= .10, p< .05, Behavior
(78 K+ r= .12, p< 01), M2 T, VACS OAEREEDOES L OBICH VT H I
IZFWE OB /R &7z (SFA A7t r= .08, p=n.s., Arousal (5Zf2) K r=-.03, p=n.s.,

Behavior ({T8)) [K1:r=-.13,p<.01),
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Table 5-4 SFAH AZERRE-E D R BEE L DA BR S

JSFA  JSFA  LSAS LSAS LSAS VACS VACS VACS
Scales arousal  behavior &3 HWWWW [ERii SFNE - MAAS HRAER EBSEAEE B E
J-SFA &5t 93** 89** A% A3 36** 52** -, 25%* -10* -11* -.08
Avrousal B7** A0** A0** 35%* A3** -, 23%* -.10* -.10* -.03
Behavior 36%* 38** 30** 52** -, 23%* -.09 - 12%* - 13%*
LSAS &t 947 93** A% -.28%* -.30** - 24%* - 25%*
TR » AN £ K T5%* 49** -31%* -.29%* - 22%* -.26%*
[E1R1is3 30%* - 227 - 27%* -, 23%* -.20%*
SFNE - 21%* - 25%* - 12%* - 17
MAAS 34** 28%* 26%*
VACS
ERATER 65 B4
FRHA A T4**

**p <.01, *p <.05.

Note) J-SFA = Japanese version of Self-Focused Attention scale; LSAS = Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SFNE = Short Fear of Negative

Evaluation scale; MAAS = Mindful Attention Awareness Scale; VACS = Voluntary Attention Control Scale.
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4. BE

WF5E 2-1 O HEYIX, Bogelsetal. (1996) 723BA%E L7z SFA @ HAGEMZER L, £ DE®H
M- UM EZRFT 2 2 L Th oo, RIS TEZ R 2 72 DICHERIER 104 217
STfER, BT NAOEAE (CFl=.934, TLI= 915, RMSEA=.084, SRMR=.039) |ZLLE B
Bz L, BE LR PSSR SNz, ZOMEND, SFA HAGEIE, Bogels et al.

(1996) & [RIERD 2 [KIFAfi 03 iesd S 4L, W04 EA i 2 TV D S c & 5,

FREOWZEEZRFLIZE 2 A, &ME, FBMELD & LSAS B - RS A EIZH
WZ L DVRENTZ, Asheretal. (2017) (%, EVEL Y b LVED T PR ARLIER D @V Z &
AREL TR, ABFUHRERIL, Asheretal. (2017) OFERAEZZFFLTZ, —F, ACEHR L
[ERET TN DUV TR DR B IR0y o 7228, FNEIZBWTIE, MBI CHEZEN RS
Nic, ZOZ ens, HOAER SHEBHTENY, R ARNLOMEEICEELZJITL TELT,
FNE MR Z OPEZIT B Z KT L TV D AREERE A BN D,

72, WERAMEZBREHT 572912, Cronbach @ a ff¥EH I Lz 24, SFA HAGE
RO E B XOERETO o F20%, 80 LA EAR LTz, MWEBEEZRHESNIZZ &0k,
SFA [TV AESMEZ AT 2 Z L3O biviz,

FABISHTTIE, SFA HAGEMROAEHE LORRE T L A RHER ZET HRETH S
LSAS DR « RZ2Fs L ONBBREREE, SFNE & ORICH~ R oA O FH BIBIFR 3R
bille, 2D Z &b, SFA HAGER DA &, AR ZMIET S LSAS & SFNE
EDORNCTI~TPREE DO EDOMHBBRN H 5 & W I RELAKRF S iz, £72, SFA HAGHIR
& MAAS & ORI WADMHBERERAHER Sz, 2D &5 SFA & MAAS & DORIC
FI~HELE DA DHBIBIR N R EN D & WV I GRS L7z, LRRORR I Y, SFA H
ARFEUTIURAIZ S EZF LTV D Z ERRBD b,

E5IT, FRINZYMEEZ R 572012, SFA BAFER O GFHE LUK T & VACS O
FR T & OFHBERIR & it LT, & OREE, SFA B ARGER O G35 L OEK 7155 L VACS

DEKR A58 L ORINC.13 LLF ORI A R E 7=, SFA O+ & FIRAEE, ERihy
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R, pFIFER & O TR SN D HBERENT.20 KM TH D & 5 A R S 7,
ZDZEMD SFA AAGEIIFRINZ S HEZ AL TWD Z &R RSN Vi D, Bk
DOFRER LY, SFA AAGEMUIENME L U ZMATRETH L Z LR ani,

SFA AAGEMRAHFE S 722 LI2 XV, BOERICR L THAZ LI L T 5 @it~ e
FOHCHEH OREZMEICTHMET 2 Z L8 vEIC/2 5, 2, BCERICX LTHAN
VEREHRARLED A J—= T b aige b B2 b5, 7205, SFA HAGE
RRITHSERIRBUC I 2 A CIE R ~ON ADHNEFEFEIC R VR D LB X HILD,

£77, MAAS THIESND~A » R7 LR AKsME L SFA THIE SN D HAER & ORIZ
BOMBEMNTRENTZ, ZOZLEND, w12 R7ALRABENHCERICADHEL KT
L, MT 2LV BCEAPEES LD AIRESHERN SN D, SH%OMET, v1 v K7L

F AL BEER & ORRBEBZA LT 20BN H D,

ME2-2 RE—FBm@EIZEH TS Cost/Probability bias Scale DEAH
1. B®Y

FZE 2-2 D B, A E—FHEIZE 1T D Cost/Probability bias % Il E T % SCPS % {EAK
T 5 Z & TdH D, Cost/Probability bias %, A NLIEIRDOMERF - HEIZEHE LTS
(Hofmann & Otto, 2008; 3% H - B4, 2009), SAD DR & L T Cost bias DIEJHAEE T
& % (Moscovitchetal.,2012), Costbias %, A RERER DK 1T 5 FRIKF-TH Y,
Cost bias DARJEFEAZ RN ZFER DU RV EZ LT T Z L LN SN TV S (Foa
etal, 1996).

SAD O.LERIIMNATIE, AV —FHPMmARE LI 7 AR— v —FIESLTBHMT A%
1152 ENEN, D720, AE—FHHIZEIT 5 Cost/Probability bias D7 & A £ kA3
BEERD, INETOMREEE XD L, AE—FHEIZEIT 5 Cost/Probability bias |2
DOWTH LML, ZThHDNAAL T ATE KA H TIr AL, SAD JERDUGE 2L 7 HE

MRH D, LvL, AE—FHMEIZEIT D Cost/Probability bias DFEE 2 HIE T& 5.LHEA
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FERTFE L2\, £ 2 CTHFZE 2-2 TiE, A E—F 5 HIZHL L 7= Cost/Probability bias % i
E D SCPS %I 5,

F7o, WA - R (2009) 1E, fEERPLIZIS T D Cost/Probability bias D/ % — o %
Fiat L7=#5 5%, High Cost 7 7 A % —, High Probability 77 7 A #—, Low Cost/Probability 7
T AR =D 3 OD /NS — N & T2, £ OH T, HighCost 7 7 A% — N b #:42
REIERDENZ EPRRENTND, A —FHmIZI51T 5 Cost/Probability bias (2331 T
B ARLIEWR % D D Cost/Probability bias Dt/ S ¥ — L WIFAET B AlREMER H D, £
D 7=, SCPS THIE S 17z Cost/Probability bias D /3% — 2 G L, £ DG/ 84 —
v EFERARZREIR & OB A 57029 %, 1A T, Cost bias & Probability bias D% 1%
NSRRI RIET HBERFT 5,

SCPS ¥ T 5 Z LIck b, A —FHMIZI1T 5 Cost bias & Probability bias % I iE
THIEEMREIZT D, EHIZ, AE—FHMmIZEIT 5 Costbias & Probability bias (ZH AL

U T ADIERS LUOBRME ORI b 5T 2 WA Z A b5,

2. TRRAE
2.1. FlEFHED BE

A B —FHHEIZ IS 1T D Cost/Probability bias Scale DIEH #37E - Mptd 2 2 & 2 HHIZ,
PUR D FEIZEED W T P& 2 FE i L7,
2.2. FAEXGE

UTEEH T DRI O R 72 Ha iR e Lz, BHFEERUSOEE ORZ
AR DI NKFA 68 44 (BVE 14 44, &l 54 4 SEHF5 19.19 3%, SD=1.16) Z St
L& L LIz (AR 94.44%),
2.3. ERIMOM

WFSE 2-2 THWEERAUE, UTo (1) ~ (2) THRSh,

(1) Speech Estimation Scale (LA F SES &9 %; W H « %I - B4, 2009)
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A —FHHEIZBT D EmARZ AR LZH 23 5729, SAD O#FFER THH A —F 5
HIZRIT 2 EEN RS Y ORE 2 HIET S5 SES 2 L7z, SES 38 HH MOk S
NTEY, FEAIZOWTSHFE 12 TUTE LRV~ IEFITH TTE D) TRE
EXITILDTHD, BHEENEWVEE A —FHHICK T G ENRAEL Y ORE
MEWZ EEEWT 5,

WA (2009) OEEBRAEFoHrOFEE, SES L1 W #EEZ b2 Lavrah, W1
MU PEN R S LT=, £72, B Cronbach @ a #%3k (a= 87) BEHSH, BN
A MENFRO Bz, SES 1L, SFNE, SPS, SIAS & EDFHBIRIfRA R S (SFNE: r=- .34,
p<.01, SPS: r=- .59, p< .01, SIAS: r=- .64, p< .01), FIERTHZUERHR SNz, 2N HD
FERDND, SESIEMVWVERM: L U2 A5 2 Emmsniz (A 5, 2009),

(2) BmRk
AE—F T HRHCEN 2L HRFICOVWTHBRERT S X 5SRO 7, #Horti
(2 —F & 5B HarHiuL, LTINS DOTH ZREALSEE W, 1 :
TIDAE—F THLHPRET 5 & o NTREN T D Lo 7okf - ko m#E T RIIE
IRV E B SR ESEROA Y —F CBEDNDEZ I BIC L] Thol,
2. 4. fREREE
WFFE 1-1 & [RIRR DO i BLAORLIE 21T > 7,
2.5, fER: HHEROER - Bt

Shirotsuki et al. (2014) DOHFZEIC KALE, 16HE TEE DR EZ A+ 25 SAD B#H D SES
EHIFFEIL 2340 ThoTo, F7o, WA D (2009) OWFFEIZE T D KFA D SES FHIFF R
13 19.67 ThHolz, FATHIEZE E 2T, MR 2-2 O PRIV Tord g offi
BT, BEOIERE BT 216W% O SAD BE B L ORFADFELFE LY & 24 5L
bl L, $70bb, THEFAETHE L7z SES DHFRN 24 U ETH -T2 36 4%
SCPS THW 2 A —F 2§ ZRFICRN 24 < RS (R 2BET D0 RE L Lz, &
RHOMERIZND, FF35 OHRFE CRM) GO0, BIROEFZRERORFEAE 2 4
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EARMFREEIC LY, TOHKE (R ORI - BFtEiTo7, TOHkE (ki) o
BHOREREL, (A —F 275 LIl aRHRFEL LT#EDD, TWENEBL T
W, MEABIZRNED S DO TRV & L, LT LI b DDA ZRE LT,
T ORER, 22 DHRE CREL) M ELHT,

BoT 22 OFHSEE CRPL) 1% 5 Cost bias ICOWTHIETE 5 X 51, A
EXZDAHRE ORI ZWEICEENICEA TV EEbnsEx (HRE) 2HE LT,
FEEME VUG L= 2 (HA) B, AE—F 2T 5B E R HESE R 1
LU THEICE X TODRATH 2008 9 E EER LI ZER O KFBHE 2 412 2 ik
(FEThHD, ZHETRY) CTHET DL IITKkDE, TORE, 2HEETHZY T
HZENBOLNITD, 22 HEA T SCPS OJFIHEH & LTHEHT S Z LIz L7z, SCPS
DJFIEH % Table 5-5 {2759, Probability bias OFEEIZ-OUNTIE, Cost bias DOFEE % I E 3
HICHICHE LLBEICEENRE AN, REOAE—=FTEDSLNEX LB OFER

Wb BN THIETSAZ EE LT,

122



Table 5-5 SCPSDJEIE H

AE—F &9 5 L TR

Ex

1 mAICED LS RERZSOND DEG LIZE

2 A —FIZL-TZITDHESEEO AL
L7

3 AE—FHIZIER e o I
4 FEINERE L E LRV

5 A& L7- 5 BN Db b 72

6 MENEHBALHTFILD > TN E Bo =K
7 BEEHWTINAREZE D LB S =HF
8 BENASDOFEEZRO TR & 7=

9 AE—FHPICFERERD Z LR TEROE

10 HOOEREDLLTICEEELZSDELERLD,
I ELFEE R LK

N IZN—T72RELTHONE LD TERT HIF
12 RES ORI TRET

13 A B —F TRIDFF S 720

14 2 —=FF 52 LI LTHERRIZLELD
I

15 Z D TR, BRLAEY—F & LgiFidn
B 72 i

16 SHOIDBbLTWEENANFHFE M2 HRF
17 REDANPBELDTEFICER LTS &R LK
18 %1 5 72 NDRTTEE I

19 BEIRXEHTHRET O

20 BEERETII RV CTAE —F T 5

21 A —=F OFRLRFHAEE > TV DHEF

2 HFELERETboTNARNEE U -1

MADERIZEZAD ZENTET, T nLWE
WaET L E-RD

BB H O TN BITENRNEES

BOWIEFEZEY EIFD5 ZEnTERNERS
ERpFESEZLTLEI EED

FIZEZDN, #ERMEZHELTHDLDONDND
AR5 o)

MFRICAPRRENEIETHEES
MHPEESICHEBENZ2WE RS
HSDOFENRDELRWLLELEES

BETENLTLEY
LESEHES

KbhT, RTEhd L/

A —=F PRI HE I - T

¥£Z 2 L LoT, BARITEENT D E-E S

KBOFITHIEL LN T, e LR
9

ME LTS, MRKGLTLE EES

EEPICLT I AZLTLED

ok, SN ZEEFELTLEI EED

BETHENRHE R 2D LE)
BIELTC, BaNLELRL 2D LES
KL T, MbH72WAICEZANEEDNRSD LS

KL T, ZOHITWBAIABIZEIND LS
FFELMBANT, Aol bR EILTLEED
BHRFMNTECLEI EMRTNLVERES

BoOENEL HFEIMEh o T anE EH
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3. AFRE
3.1. XHEDEH

TR & - TIER S 7z SCPS DRI R 284l L 7= 1T, £ OEHME - 242K
1D, &5, AV—FHHEITI T D Cost/Probability bias & #HASANZEEIR & D BEH & H
SRR
3.2. ik
3.2.1. MENSRE

BRI K ONT s S7 D FLNL R FIZE ) RFA 398 A gt G & Lz, FREIZBNT
RIBMEDY 10%LA T Db D ESHRGE L, KB 10% 5 B2 5 b D &R 8k 4
13323 4 (51 68 4, bk 254 4, YERIDFEANIL 1 4; FEIFEED 19.58 5%, SD=0.90,
EDFARI 2 4) Thote (AREIZER 81.16%), MHADKIBMHEIZHOWNT, HEREICE
WTRBIEAD 10% L FOGE, FHEAICKET 2 KEBEE S ERVEIEOET — 2 )b
AR L, KEMEEZOMTELR L7,

3.2.2. BRIEDORER

WH7E 2-2 THWZERMKE, BIFo (1) ~ (6) THlRSh,

(1) Speech Estimation Scale (SES; 3% A ©, 2009)

FAHFAA & FIERIC SES & Hu iz,

(2) Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (SFNE; 4)1| &, 2004)

W5 1-1 & [AARIZ SFNE & V7,

(3) HARGERR Social Phobia Scale (SPS; 445, 2004)

BN OB SN 2RI, & L TARTTONRT —~ & ZWRGUT KT 5 24 D
FREZWIET S SPS i L7z, SPSI%, 20 HH ORI TEHY, FHHAICSOWTS
ik (04F o7 HTTEL RV~ FEFICHTTED?) THEZITIBOTH D, A
FHERAEWEE LRROSGmICK T 2 M OREN SN & 2 ERT D,

£H5 (2004) 2LV, SPSIE 1 NFHEETHD Z EDV/RER, 91 @ Cronbach @ a £
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BB Sz, 72, SPSOEAIE, R¥AELV S SAD BEDO LT NEN-T, S HIT,

SPS i%, SIAS, FNES & HRRE~GRWEADFERS (SIAS: =79, p< .01, FNES: r= .52, p< .01)

WRENTe, ZNOORREND, @OANESHE, RFRR48 M, FRRlr02 S M, IR
IPEDSHER S, mVMEREM: L UL RO Z R I e (B, 2004),

(4) HAFER Social Interaction Anxiety Scale (SIAS; 475, 2004)

ANEDEFERLHD T HWO K D 7 fthE & AZH T 2 RBUATKF 2 B OFLE 2 [ E T 5
SIAS Zffi ] L7z, SIASIZ, 20 HA MO SN TEY, FHAIZHOWTS5HE (04F-
e HTUTEL RV~ IEFIZH TEE L) THEEXITI DO TH D, WIRHEIZON
TIE, BREUi L BT, 2HAORBEAH L TREGREZRH L, AFtERREW
FE FROGEICBIT 2BMORENEH N2 &2 BT 5,

D (2004) (ZXV, SIAS 1T AR T DAL & S ALTRBHEIZI T 55)
TR E” @ 2 RFH#ETH D Z & AR S4L7z, Cronbach @ a fRHUE, .72~91 E S
iz, SPS &L[RARIZ, SIAS DfFR1E, RFAELDV S SAD BEOTHT RNEroT, EHIC
SIAS I%, SPS, FNES & HFRREE~BWADHME] (SPS:r=.79,p<.01, FNES: r=.61,p<.01) 7
IRENTZ, TNODOREERND, @mWVARESME, KRG, RS0, ORI %
UHERFER I I, mVMEEMEE UL RO LRI (845, 2004),

(5) Social Cost/Probability Scale (SCOP; ¥ - Bk, 2009)

FEAHPIRIIZ K92 Cost bias & Probability bias DFEE ZHE T 5 SCOP % L7=,
SCOP (345 12 HHAN DI SN TR Y, FHAIZOWTENLTN SAHETHELTTI D
Thod, BitfFANEWIE EHSHPIRILIZEBIT 22N END AL T AORERE N & &
BT 5,

EROE T ORER, “MATI2a=r—ar” & AR © 2 K74
AR S (A - BT, 2009), SCOP-Cost bias T H 1235 T, @V Cronbach O a 1%
5 (r=.79~.83) MEH X4, SCOP-Costbias L H & SFNE, SPS, SIAS, SDS & ORIZHH~

R O IEOFEIfRE (SFNE: = .31~.39, p<.01, SPS: r=.41~.52, p< .01, SIAS: = .58~.61,
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p< .01, SDS: r= 39~.44, p< .01) 73/R&4172, SCOP-Probability bias THHIZFH W\ TH, EL
Cronbach @ o f%#% (r=.80~.86) H3/1k X 41, SCOP-Probability bias 8 H (%, SFNE, SPS, SIAS,
SDS & HHWVIEDOHBERIRIZEH D Z & (SFNE: r= .19~.23, p< .01, SPS: r= .25~.26, p< .01,
SIAS: = 25~.29, p< .01, SDS: r=.17~.23, p< .01) B LMMITENTZ, ZHHDFERMND,
VARG, Rz v, ARERE R LR S, mWEENM & 2SR
R G - B, 2009),

(6) Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale (SCPS)

A B —FHHIZ%9 % Cost bias & Probability bias % | 5E 3 % 72 OITHFSE 2-2 O T4
(ZBWTHERL S 4172 SCPS W7o, TR A BT 22 JHHA TH Y, Costbias DFEE(L, A E
—FETHELEXIMo7222 (HE) ORBICENT, FRUCHTE2EZNEDLS HWVAE
FCHTEELDZ, HAZLICSMHE LEo7<HbTUTELRW, 22bFVHTULED
2, 3RRHTUTED, 4. 5<HTTED, 5. THHTUTED) THHEZ SNz, £z,
Probability bias DF2E X, A —F % T 5H L XMa~7222 (FAH) ORPWIZIBNT, KR
DU T DB ZANEBEDOAE—FIZBNTEDL bWEX EB Y OfERIZR 5%, TH
TEITSHRE (LLESTELKRWERD, 22bFVRNERD, 300D EEY, 4.1<dH
HERS, 5. THHHERD) THRESIN, AIMEANREWIEA B —TFHHEICH T
HENZEND AL T AORENENZ &2 BT 5,

HorE, TEUFIS, AV—=F 232 L ORI (ER) L2o%ITEZ 25 % ()
WRINTWET, UFORBUZE DLW SRS, HRIICEINLTHLIEXNHEHZITED
KHWHTEELERNETD, £72, BEEORAE—FN, EOHWVWEDBEZELH O
FERIZRD ERWET ), TRENIZOWNWT, I~508FDHI L, HRlilkbdTEE
DHFICOEDITTIIEIN] Tholz,

3.2.3. fEHEE

WFE 1-1 & AR D BLRYBLRE 21T - 72,

3.2.4. G5
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% 1B OWEMEE Z2 B 572012 GP o 21T -7, 25 2 {2 SCPS DR FH#§id % B
ONNCT BT, BAEET v~y 7 AERRICZ K D BRBEHR o 21T 70, KF-BOWRE
X, 227V —=7my MCXDERMEDOEZEIC L > THRFEEZIRET 5 A7 U —5EHE) &

[EAEDS 1.0 L EOEIZ K> TRFERARET D0 A4 P —HHE] 2B@ L, MIRATRER
Kzt 5, % 3 TS EETT 572912, Cronbach ® a fREZH I L7z,
9 4 \CIHEVERE S UM A MRS 5 7201, SCPS D B D4 A - & AEAS AR ZEAER (2 B
T HHEREDORR L O Pearson OFERFAEGEZEH L7, 5 512 SCPS OF& FALEF D
FE /84— 2 PR ARHEIRIC G- 2 DB O THRETT 5729, SCPS D% FALIAF-IZ
DWT Ward BIZ L D7 FAZ =0t & ToTc, 7 7 AZ—8IZo0WTE, 7 ke rJ
MZHEESE, SCPS DA FALKRF DRSS F — BN TR bR ATRE 2 7 T A % — %
P2, 2L T, %27 7 AX—OfFZERK & L, SFNE - SIAS * SPS O R EDO#a 5 & 1i¢
JBAEEL L Ul — iR E S BT 24T o 72, & D14, Scheffe {BIZ XD Z EHHE AT, &6
6 |Z Costbias & Probability bias DAL E IR AR RIE TR E L Miatd 2728, SCPS
DA LR T Z A%, SPS & SIAS Z HZE% & LcEERE o (&R ALE) 217-
72

IIMTIIE, #EFt> 7 b SPSS version 22 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) % 7=,
3.2.5. AYEREZ LMK IT D IREL

A - BPFS (2009) OHFSET, SCOP T & 0 HIE S 2 +ESAVRILIC K2 Cost bias &
Probability bias I%, SPS & SIAS, SFNE (Z & 0 JIE S 45 fa K2k & ORIz~ hfe
FEDOIEOMBERGNH 2 Z LA RINT-Z &G, SCPS b [RIERIC SPS & SIAS, SFNE (2
KV RE SN D HARLRER & ORI~ TFREDIEDHBEREENH D Z & 2 ET D,
Mz T, SCPS I, SES THMIE E4L DAY —FHEIZHIT 2 EEH 2 EMEL Y L IEOMEE
BIRE R LIET D, F12, FRARLIERIZHS LT Probability bias & ¥ % Cost bias D%
IMEVEVCELENH D Z LR EIN TS (Foaetal., 1996; 3 H - B4, 2009), <D

72, Probability bias & ¥ % Cost bias ™ 5% SPS & SIAS, SFNE |2 & Y HIE &2 2
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IR & OMBEAREDENZ EMESIN D, S HIZ, SCPS @ Cost bias X, HIE L7z
T HHEL L72BEE TH 2S00 IS k3 % Cost bias & OFHBIFRE R b @<, SCPS
® Probability bias (ZBWTH, FHEHRRDLICXTS 2% Probability bias & OAHBIRE D i b &

2% ERET %,

4. FER
4.1. B ST et

SCPS @ Cost bias MIHH & Probability bias DIEH IZOWTENENDEFHFRD AL
25%LL EaE R, AL 25% AR 2 KEE L L, SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability bias 04518 H
IZDOWT GP & T 572, ZOREE, TRTOHBICEEERALNTZ (p<.01), D
7o, 22 HHETRTCOHEA Ko oxtg e L,
4.2. REDORFHEEDR

SCPS D FAEEIZ OWTHET 21T 9 7212, Costbias OIEH & Probability bias DIH H
WIEEICOWTHREE, 7~ v 7 AEERC K D RENR o0 2 HBNAT - 72, ORG
B, Cost bias DIHEBIZHE T 2 BEAMEOELIE, 1 KT 5IEIZ 10.60, 1.34, 0.95, 0.88 T
& 72, Probability bias DB IZEIT DEAMEDOZEIZONTIE, 1 KF2BIEIZ 9.40,
142, 1.04, 0.96 Th o7, MEBICBTL2EAEE 227V —7 1y FOBIREZBAEIISE
BT 5L, WMEEORTFEIZOWT 2 KFHEN RS THD L SNz, 2T, WiH
ok U TR 8% 2 1T E L THERF I 21T o 7o, IRF08rIcis i) 55 3 BRo Y
LT, TMEEELIFELLNTERERF~DOAMEN 040 KA THLHEE], TEHH0
THREF~OAMED 040 LLETH L2, MORF~DAMED 030 L ETHLHHEHA J,
MEBICBWTEVEVDORFIZET 2HE ] ZAEEL, RrothofE, & 1
K7 8IHH, #H2KHF3HADGF 11 HANH SN, KF41E, FHEONENLE 1
K+a THCAN7 3=~ AT DX 0T 4 7RH , FH2RF%2 MEERICL DX

HT 4 7R E s Ul I|E SNTZR T &, KR FI2E D EHE % Table 5-6 (2R3 7,
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Table 5-6 ¥RFEHIKE T DR R

Factor loadings

. . Cost bias Probability bias
A —F T 5HEXORMN HZ I I I tyII
I HERZ 4=~V RAZRHTERTT 4 7R a= .89 a= .87
18 51 5 72 W N O FICTRETEE KL T, MR AICERANE~RD
naemEs .86 -.06 .87 -.09
19 BIXORBTRET DI KL T, ZOHFITNWDH AIIATIZE
naLHE» 77 -.04 71 .02
17 RO ANB ST TIZER LTS & BEE LT, BANILEL R 2D LA
U 7= i 5 .70 .02 .64 .03
10 BHAOEREDLLTICSEEZODELET KbihT, RTFahsd Ll
D, I ELFEERNoTZD LK .70 .05 A4 -.26
16 SO IO L TWEENRTHFE VXD BRIETHEIH < en LS
.69 .04 .69 -.02
21 A —F OFFLEFHNAEE - TV B IR FHREEATECLEY &ML
LS .62 -.05 71 -.08
12 KEBAO/CRETIF KBOHI T E L n72< T, Hd
ESNE 59 19| 50 18
22 5i<%ﬁ§ib0‘(l/\fo€b\&@u7’t5§ i;®u£ﬁ)£<*a$ {Ebofb\fcib\ '57 .12 .48 '23
0 MEFEZEEHICEBXTT 4 T8 o= .78 a= .75
SBENHDOFEEBN TRV LKL ERANAE VNOF AP AN bl i)
i -12/| 95 -06 | 81
TREEZFEWTINREZ ) LBk T B IS HBRA 220 & B o6l 70l w01l 77
A — Y% S ARV ISV ES & % 3 7
3 F TR BR DMV T B EZ%ga% D EFBZENTER 20 50 06 =
[K] - f+A BS 1 2
1.Costhias HC /N7 4 =<V RIKTEHEXRTT 4 7T — 62
2. Cost bias i F 1 E B I &L B 32 H T « 7R —
3 4
3. Probability bias H C./X7 + —< U AT DHRXHT 4 — .63

4. Probability bias b1 E H I K 53 H 7 1 738
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4.3. WHEASMORE
SCPS DL AVEAZ A 5N %7212, SCPS @ Cost bias 33 L T Probability bias ¢
HHIZDWT, ZHZ4 Cronbach @ a (¥ A FH Uiz, ZORRE, @ a RGNz
(Costbias: % 1 [K1 a= .89, & 2 [N a= .78, Probability bias: % 1 [K - a= .87, &2
T a= .75),
4. 4. FEYERGER Y M DORE
SCPS MO #-IH H & SES, SFNE, SPS, SIAS, SCOP O#afF D ¥ & fEHE(R EIZ OV CH
L7z, AT, EREOFEEFEOMESL  REICELVRF Lz, t REDOHE, SFNE
& SCOP-Cost bias, SCPS-Cost bias DLEVE R IZ & 5 T T ¢ 7 FBHIK 2B\ THERIE T
BIRENB LT (p<.05), SIAS, SCPS-Probability bias DMIETERIC L DR HT 4 778
AR FICBWTCIEAREM SRS (p<.10), K REDFY L IEEFELS L O #EE

Table 5-7 {2787
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Table5-7 FEREDOEY), B RZE, BXUOMHE

24 (N=323) B 4 (N=68) LHE(N=254) o
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
SES 2353  5.63 22.85  6.21 23.71 548  -1.11
SFNE 40.71 956 38.02 9.79 41.44 941  -2.64**
SPS 17.48 12.27 15.67 11.16 1796 1255  -1.37
SIAS 3412 14.46 31.35 14.19 3487 1449  -1.78%
SCOP Cost bias 3380 7.77 31.91 850 3429 751  -2.25*%
SCOP Probability bias 3327 725 3298 8.69 3331 681  -0.29
SCPS Cost bias
HONT7 4=~ RCKT L2307 4 7585 2127 659 20.47  6.86 21.48  6.53 112
B EBIZ L DT 7T ¢ 755 10.47  2.60 048 284 10.73 248  -3.56**
SCPS Probability bias
HONNT7 4=~ RCKT L2074 7588 2017 596 20.28  6.65 20.14 5.79 0.17
BRI L DR AT 4 73 9.66 248 913 291 9.80 234  _175%

**p<.01, *p<.05, tp<.10

Note) SES=Speech Estimation Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; SPS=Social Phobia Scale; SIAS=Social
Interaction Anxiety Scale; SCOP=Social Cost/probability Scale; SCPS=Speech Cost/probability bias Scale
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& H1Z, SCPS D EEHERDE 2 Y PR IZ DUV TRERTT 5 72812, SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability
bias D[R 1D & SES, SFNE, SPS, SIAS, SCOP D443 & OFHBRE A HH L=,
Z OfER % Table 5-8 |27k 7, Table5-8 IZ/RL7- &89, SCPS @ Costbias (Z351) 5 H /X
T =~ VRKET DR AT 4 TERARE A O&RITA RE O R & PR B FRVIEDH
BEBEL% (SES:=.60, p<.01, SFNE: r= .49, p< .01, SPS: = .60, p< .01, SIAS: =59, p< .01, SCOP-
Cost bias: 7= .72, p< .01, SCOP-Probability bias: = .49, p< .01), fEERICE DR HT 4 73
AT OFF R RE OGS & PREOEOMBIRER (SES: = .42, p< .01, SFNE: r= .42,
p<.01, SPS: r= 43, p<.01, SIAS: =51, p< .01, SCOP-Cost bias: = .66, p< .01, SCOP-Probability
bias: = .45, p< .01) 23FBH L7z, SCPS @ Probability bias (23317 % H /X7 4 —~ A
XD XA T 4 TRAK A OFRIE, FEREOF S LEFH~PEEDOIEDOFEIBMR (SES:
r= 36, p< .01, SFNE: r= 30, p< .01, SPS: r= 39, p< .01, SIAS: r= .40, p< .01, SCOP-Cost bias:
r= 43, p< .01, SCOP-Probability bias: = .62, p< .01), MEEBIZ LD XA T 4 7FRHIK 1D
FERUTR REE DR & 55~ FEE O EDOMBIRFR (SES: =29, p< .01, SFNE: r= 23, p< .01,
SPS: r= .27, p< .01, SIAS: r= .32, p< .01, SCOP-Cost bias: = .43, p< .01, SCOP-Probability bias:

r=.56 p< 01) f)ipu&’) %2/1/7':_0
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Table 5-8 SCPSOHIEH IZ

BiTBEREF L5 REDOH BRI

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

SCPS Cost bias Scale

1. BT 3 —< L AR DA T ¢ T3RE 58**  62%* 37* G0** 49*%* GO** 5O** 72%* AQr*
2MFIFEBICKL DRI T 1 TiRH 35%*  BEFK AQFKk AQFk AZRK GlRk GEEK AGKkx
SCPS Probability bias Scale

BHANR 74—~ RIZHTDRAT 4 7385 55%* 3Gk 30kk  Jgak  JORk 43Rk Gk
A MEBFBFEBIZE A XTT 4 73 20%%  23%k  Q7xk 3kk ARk GGk
5. SES A1**  4G**  Bl*k G53xk 3Gk
6. SFNE 55**  GQ¥k  Glkk 3Gk
7. SPS T2%%  B5**  44%*
8. SIAS TQxk ARk
9. SCOP-Cost bias .63**

10. SCOP-Probability bias

**p<.01

Note) SES=Speech Estimation Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; SPS=Social Phobia Scale; SIAS=Social Interaction
Anxiety Scale; SCOP=Social Cost/probability Scale; SCPS=Speech Cost/probability bias Scale
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4. 5. Cost/Probability bias Dt/ 5 — /12 X DFERARIEIR DFREE D Erig

SCPS D% FALRF- DG/ — 2 B BN T 5720, &R 150515 5 & AR iE
W7=% b &2 Z-score ([ZEHA L, Ward IB\Z KDV T AKX — i &diTo 7=, T ORER, =
NHD 4 DDRFIX3 DOPUGNSZ = - T ZERH LN SN, TNEND T T
X — ORI, NIAIZ THigh Cost/Probability 7 7 A % — |, Medium Low Cost/Probability 7 7

24—, [Low Cost/Probability 77 7 A % —] LR <7~ (Fig. 5-2),
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1 F
o

0s | N

0 1 1
05 F

1 F
-1.5 F
(1)High Cost/Probability (2)Medium Low (3)Low
2 HS2H— Cost/Probability Cost/Probability
Ay DI REA—

OCost ZE1XF BCost ZE2[X-F MProbability ZE1[XF @ Probability %E2EX-F

Fig. 5-2 WordikIiZE B 7T A2 — T DRt R

Note)(1) [High Cost/Probability”7 24— |1Z, Cost bias&Probability bias? 45 B3 EBIZENNT TAZ —Th D,
(2)TMedium Low Cost/Probability”7Z 24— ||, Cost bias&Probability bias?d #5383 EHITORARNT TASX—TH S,
(3)I'Low Cost/Probability” 7 24— | %, Cost bias&Probability bias® 4% SN EHITIRWI TAX —TH 5,
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KT T AR —IIRBT HHRARLIEROREZ T 572018, ZNbDKT TAL—D
#EZZEK & L, SFNE - SPS - SIAS O REDRSG S AR AE & Uic— ol & o m i 217
STz, TORER, SFNE - SPS * SIAS O3 X TOREDFF AUV TEEO ERH R Hi
7= (SFNE: F (2,320) =18.09,p<.01,SPS: F (2,320) =23.68,p<.01,SIAS: F (2,320) =30.47,
p<.0l), TNEND T T AKX —IZET HLilbFat & & B OfEFIZ-D\ T Table 5-9 12
R, 61, TRENOREDEHIZOWT Scheffe % AW CTLE B 21T - 72 FE 3,

[High Cost/Probability 77 7 A 4% —] %, [Medium Low Cost/Probability 77 7 A % — |, [Low
Cost/Probability 7 7 A% —] LV b TR TOREOHABAEEICE N> (p< .01),
Medium Low Cost/Probability 77 7 A % —] X, [Low Cost/Probability 7 7 A% —] XV %

SFNE, SIAS OfFRBNHEEIZE -T2 (p<.05),
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Table 5-9 & 275 A& —IZI1FBSFNE, SPS, SIASO Ik 2t 8 &4 B ir D B

SENE SPS SIAS
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
()High Cost/Probability \_1o3 4412 g6 2289  14.07 4049  15.12
7 7 AL —
(2)Medium Low
Cost/Probability n=166 3945  9.07 1481 979 31.88 1227
55 A K —
(3)Low Cost/Probability 5, 3453  ggg 1091 834 2206  10.75
7T AL —
F -values 18.09** 23.68%* 30.47%*
(1)>(2), 3)** (1)>(2), 3)**
% LS D% 1)>(2), (3)**
S B IBORET oo 1>@), (3) D

**p< .01, *p< .05

Note) SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; SPS=Social Phobia Scale; SIAS=Social Interaction

Anxiety Scale
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4.6. A —FIFEIZET B Cost/Probability bias 2SR R EIC RIFT BHE

A B —F I % Cost/Probability bias 23R RZEZ KIT T HEZ RGHT 572012,
SCPS D% MZIR T Z #1254k, SPS & SIAS # HMAH & L= EEUF AT R ALER)
i oTo, ATk R % Table 5-10 (27”77, Table 5-10 (Z/RL7= L350, SPS - SIAS & i

Cost bias TH H O ALK T2 61 DAFEREIRIRE O LB HE TH o 72 (p<.05),
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Table 5-10 SPS, SIAS% HHIE$ L LI ERBIR ST DORER

R2 B VIF
SPSO T HI
R2=.37**

SCPS Cost bias ‘ 3 A 248
HONRN 7 43—~ AT 50T 4 7385

SCPS Cost bias \ 3 15* 268
fEFFEBICL DR T 4 7585

SCPS Probability bias ‘ 3 05 235
He N7 4 —~< 2 AT 5207 4 7385

SCPS Probability bias ‘ 3 .04 255
MEFBICL DRI T 4 7385

SIASD F

R2=,39**

SCPS Cost bias _ 3gx* 248
HONT 4 —< AZKT D30T 4 7785

SCPS Cost bias ‘ 3 gk 268
EFEHIC L DR AT T ¢ 7585

SCPS Probability bias \ - 09 235
HONRTZ 4= AT D3 T 4 7585

SCPS Probability bias - 06 255

MBFELERIC LD XA T 4 TFH

**p<.01,*p<.05

Note) R?>=coefficient of determination; f=standardized partial regression coefficient; VIF=variance inflation
factor; SCPS=Speech Cost/probability bias Scale; SPS=Social Phobia Scale; SIAS=Social Interaction
Anxiety Scale
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4. BE

WF7E 2-2 D HIIX, A B —FHEIZI 1T D Cost/Probability bias % JlE T % SCPS DIERK
BEOMEEM - 24 EOMmFI 2179 2 &, BXUOAE—FHmIZEIT 5 Cost/Probability bias
LHBARLIER &L OBEL T2 L Th ol

TERLS 7 SCPSIX LT ALY Lo THEY, AL/ T =~ ALK T DRI T 4
TREE, MBEERICKDXAT 4 TRMEEWT 5 2 N7 HE» R S iz, SCPS %
Appendix. 2 2R L7, FRTF~OAMENE ZEHAMNBRBD LR LD, SCPS
DRFHIZEHERBD bz LB Z HD, MA T, @\ Cronbach @ o FRENHEH i
722 LB, SCPS IZHNHVEAMEDEWRETH L Z L bR S 7z, SCPS DIHEIZHOW
TIE, HRORDBRSAREIE D KA 2 410 A B —F S IC351F D Cost/Probability bias % M iE
THHHEE L TEYTHD LW ENToD, NEMZUYMZHZ TWDHIHDEEZ LI
Do

FEMERSHE 2 4 PEO MY TIX, SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability bias D4 [K 1D s & 4152
AR ZRET 2 RE L A —FHEICB T 5 HENRAEL D & oMy ~FRED
EOMBERIRAGRS i, Kl OfEFR L7, F7=, SCPS @ Cost bias D& KT D
FFRLE SCOP @ Cost bias HH H i fFm & OFABMREBUIMO RNE LY b <, PRE~FROIE
DOFHEIBEIR AN FE 8 54172, SCPS @ Probability bias D45 1~ DG AW T H [FEIEEIZ, SCOP
? Probability bias B H &5 & OHBREIIMORE XV &<, TR O IEOMBIRRN
RO BT, ZIVHRGUE Y OfER & o7z, EHIZ, SCPS IZH T Probability bias %
ET HHEF DR KD b Costbias 2 HE T DK F DFFRDIE D BFEAZRNLIEIR ZRET D
REDRR & OMBRERE N o T, TR HIRGEY OFERE R o7, L7z >T, SCPS
(TFEMERIH AR LTV D 2 ERERINIZE VR D, BLEDZ &nk, B 2-2 12
X o TIER &7z SCPS 1L, A B —F i IZE1F 5 SAD 54 @ Cost/Probability bias O FEE
AUETED, FEEBIOEYEOEHNRETHD LWV R D,

SAD [ZB W TR A2 < AR ARIRIICIE, A —F i & st AR RS E 25T i, &
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MUK U CHEE) 2R AT 9 BN & 2 (Stein & Deutsch, 2003), SCOP (Ixf A = X
a=h—a b B ERNEERT 5 2’ bR SN TEBY, EITR ALY
M2 31F % Cost/Probability bias ZliET HRETH D, —F, SCPS DAREfI1X, A—F

ZEBWT THOMIAZL LTS LW ABFOHEANLOBELFEE, A —F i
IZBWT MFICE 2 BbhTWna ] LW ERANSOH O SRR ST
%, T 72, SCPS XA B —FHHIZFH L L 7= Cost/Probability bias % I E L C\>%, SCPS
IZLY SAD BEDOAE—FHEIZHB T DRBINAA T AZRET DI ENAREE Y, £
MUK AC—=F a2 oo 7 AR — U v —RiER EOLERIT A %17 9 BRIZ SAD
B ORI ANA T AT 2N ANBBEREBEDOA T V—= 0 IRA[REL 725 &5
ZbiDH, LIin->7T, SCPS (ZAE—FLHHIZIBIT 5 R ANZEIRITK T 5/ ADHFZ)
PERHIEARIC 2 0 155 L B b,

F£ 72, SCPS DK T DI/ ¥ — 2 I DAL R LR ~D B & /gt L= & Z A, High
Cost/Probability 7 7 A X — I 7 T 2 & — K 0 HAZ R ZREIR OFRLE &l E$ 2 SPS -
SIAS * SFNE O W2 &0V R &7z, %72, Medium Low Cost/Probability 27 7 A % —
I% Low Cost/Probability 27 7 A % — 1 U &+ A AN ZEIR OFREE 2 1E 9 5 REE DR @
TEWNRENT, Thbb, AV —FHHEITIUNT Cost bias & Probability bias 0 R A3 5

WG, HRANZIEIROBREN®EDL Z ENRBO LN, S HIT, EEUFRIITOR RN
5 SCPS 123517 % Cost bias @ 2 K173 SPS & SIAS THIE 41 5 AR DOFRE & T3
% Z EDIRENT, FRIZ, Costbias DA C /X7 4 —~ V AZXET B A2 H T« TN, SPS-
SIAS & HIZHRS BT L Z LVRENTZ, 2%V, AV—FHHEICB W THHE D/ 4 —
~ AT T AW ER H A A, HARARLOMKIZE VB EEEL 5252 LR
O STz, BLEDOFERD S, SAD DipfEiE L L TAE—FHihilZ 1T 5 Costbias 1T
BREZEWZODENT ARG TH DTN E X b D,

Schmertz et al. (2012) %, <A & R 7L ZK5ME7DS Cost/Probability bias (28 D 2% K

T2 EERLTWD, LIRS T, A 2 K7 280 45 2 & ¢, SCPS Gl
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& S 1% Cost/Probability bias & U SN H AIREMENR B X bIvd, S%IL, ~A1 v R7L%
AP & SCPS THIIE X415 Cost bias 35 & O Probability bias DEIfREB LY, w1 > K71
FAREEZ ) &SNS Z L2 8 Y, Cost bias & Probability 32T 570 E 5 &1 5

MBI D D,
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BOE ~A L F7ZNLRXRNHDHEHE & Cost/Probability bias % 4 L T
HRARRICEEEY RITTIRRET VO
HE3 T4 R7ILRREEANABEFEHE, Cost/Probability bias, EIE{TE), #XK
FTRIZRIFTEE
1. By

PEHD SAD 1281 5 CBT T, Cost bias ZM AKX —47 v & LT, 1REHEIESE X
N T&7- (Foaetal., 1996; Hofmann, 2004; Shirotsuki et al., 2014), = ¢ Cost bias #4822
FERDBEED TR TH Y (Foa et al., 1996), Cost bias DRI R S 72 F X, #HAER
LRER OUEMN R Sl (Moscovitchetal., 2012), —J5, 63D CBT TIxZha R LR WA
FHN% L% (Springer et al., 2018), JEROEN B OV EFE L, Cost bias DI H
REFTUVZ2W (Moscovitch et al., 2012)

5T 1-1 L 5T XY, AV FI7NVR AN RN  AET AT =X
LDEE T, FAEAPRUATNIZIE W T~ A & R7 LR ARENMELS 22 5 &, TR
AE& FNE, EIBATEINSIEE L, MR ANEREED T LRI W% 1-1), FRARDL
BIZBNTIL, ~A v RZAVXZREMELS 25 &, )5 LEERIEEENHEL,
RALEPRT D EhRanie (W78 1-2), ZRHDORIRND, A 2 F7 L0 AR
DR, HREARLET TR, ZOMRBERNOUEIZTFET 2 2 LAVRIRE N, SAD ~
DIRFEEE LTMT i s b,

ZAVETOMIET, MT iX, Costbias &% DHERFELIX Tod 5 H CLEH & Probability bias D
BB A MAE T ATREMEDVRIB & U5 (Bégels et al., 2006; Desnoyers et al., 2017; Schmertz
etal,2012) , PLEZEER D&, MTICL D~ A » R AREDR EAY, Costbias &
T DOHEFFEINTH D H IE B & Probability bias Z 8/ L T, R RNLZIER O EITH B %
FAFFVRITRA T = X LB BE SN D, LnL, 18NSR % TIIT 5 Costbias (25 H L7t
RARLRERIZE T D~ AV RTLRAD A =X LTINS TR, £2C, i

783 Tl, A4 K7/ R AR L HEWEH, Cost/Probability bias, [FHE{TE), AR &
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OFEMEZ R LIEET VEMEL, v A1 2 R7ARARENH CLEH & Probability bias,
Costbias &I L THARZIC KT TREBLZRFT 5, COEFTAVEZRBETHZ LI2LD,
Cost bias DEZINAY —7 v b & LIZiE#E LT, MT OFZAREMESH L E 72 D,

AT, kD CBT 77 u—F & MT OO RN Z2 7~ 9 BamI R ML O F2 L2 S 72 23

LIENEZABND,

RERZETIL
WFE 3 TIX, ~A ¥ R 7R ARFERNEEERN AR AN LI JE 720 Te<, A
C.EH, Cost/Probability bias, [FEEEfTE)Z B U CTHARRLRITHELY KITT 7 0 2 & E
LT, IGET/VA ZHE LT (Fig. 6-1),
~A v K7 ARMEIL, HEFEH, Cost/Probability bias, [FIEE(THE), FEARARNZIZADE
KIFET Z EDRRS TV D (WFSE 1-1; AF9E 1-2; BFH - RJI -3 A - )11, 2018; Schmertz
etal.,2012), ZDZ b, vA 2 R7/VRARENS, HCOJEH, Probability bias, Cost
bias, [EIEATHE), HAZRL~DOHER/NAPMIE I D, H R IT Cost/Probability bias O
AKX TH 572 (Hofmann & Otto, 2008), H C.{F H A5 Cost bias & Probability bias ~
DEBEIR/RAPBESND, &5IZ, Cost/Probability bias (%, IR TEIOHEEIZEH L C
V% (Hofmann & Otto, 2008), Z ®E15.2>5, Cost bias & Probability bias 7> & [FI#E TH~
DAE B/ SANHERI S5, Probability bias (% Cost bias [ZIEDEEA KT T 720 (KA D,
2010), Probability bias 7> & Costbias ~DHE RN ANMRE S 41D, F72, Costbias & [AlikE
TN R L Z D 5 (BFFE 2-2; Okajima et al., 2009; 3 H ©,2010), Z D 7=%, Costbias

& ABEATEN ) DALRR AR L A~DARAPRE SN D,
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Probability bias

A

<AV R7ZILVRR
e

[ETRE TED
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Fig. 6-1 <A ' FZ VX 2R3 B 2.3 B & Cost/Probability biasZ AL T
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145



2. Fik
2.1. AEXNGRE

BB T DOFANE RS 5 KPR 451 AR & Lic, T XTORBEHERBIZHEZ L
72367 4 (1 160 4, 2204 44, MERIOFC AL 3 445 FXIFHE 19.92 5%, SD= .88, 4
EOTLARIL24) Thole (ARNEEHE 81.37%),
2.2. ERMOWERL

W 3 THWIERMBIE, Lo (1) ~ (4) TSz,

(1) Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ; Sugiura et al., 2012)

W5 1-1 & [FAFEIZ FFMQ % 7z,

(2) Japanese version of Self-Focused Attention scale (SFA; #F%E 2-1 THERL)

9L 2-1 & [RIERIC SFA & Rz,

(3) Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale (SCPS; #F%E 2-2 TERL)

92 2-2 &[RRI SCPS % iz,

(4) Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS; #1#& 5, 2002)

AFJE 1-1 & [RIARIC LSAS % iz,
2.3. fREAELRE

WEFE 1-1 & AR OMEERIBLE 21T - 7. WFZE 3 1%, RS R NMRE e mEi L B
ROEBAEFTEMI N GREREF:30021),
2.4. I H L

%—1Z, FFMQ & SFA, SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability bias, LSAS DR « RNZ2JEES
FOEEERE OFLdR it REZHE I Lz, 08, v~ R RREE AR, Cost
bias, Probability bias, #EAZA%ZZ, [ELEATEN & OFIREEIR 2 WG4 572, FEMQ & SFA,
SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability bias, LSAS DR « RZ2ES I ONERRER FE & OFHBIFR %K
EEMH L, B0, v A R AR ARMENH AR, Cost/Probability bias, [AIEE THE),

HARZIRIET B OWTHRET 2720, KET LV E2HEEL, E7LVOEAE &/
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ZEHTIC KXV R & AT o7z, BT VT 2EE EEIEIL, AR 2-1 L RBROFERITINZ
T XEZ AWz, XPEE, BHSWEAEMRD 5% el 5L HEINTETIVITIE
LW E WD IREEE A ERIR S 41D (Schermelleh-Engel et al., 2003)

ST, #igt> 7 b SPSSversion 24 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) & Mplus8 (Muthén

& Muthén, 1998-2017) % FH 7z,

3. fEFR
3.1. FERFFHEOREH

FFMQ & SFA, SCPS @ Cost bias & Probability bias, LSAS DZUfif& « RNZ2kds I OValkE
FEE DFRAF R DY) LARHER AT DWW TR UTe, & RE DY) L AEHER 72 % Table 6-1 12

7T
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Table 6-1 FREDEHELIEREFE

2K (N=367)

Mean SD
FFMQ 113.60 14.55
SFA 23.26 9.54
SCPS-cost bias 34.50 9.38
SCPS-probability bias 31.99 8.68
LSASAFt 61.89 28.96
LI IR » N 22 I 34.12 15.78
[ e 21.77 15.02

Note) FFMQ=Five facet mindfulness questionnaire; SFA=Self-
Focused Attention Scale; SCPS=Speech Cost/Probability
bias Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
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3.2. AV N7V A4 & B2 B, Cost bias, Probability bias, #ERXARZZ, [El#E
1T & DFERERIR

~A > R7 3 AR & HEEH, Costbias, Probability bias, 1A%, [RI#EITEN & D
B 2 a4 5728, FFMQ & SFA, SCPS @ Costbias & Probability bias, LSAS D #ZL/fiE -
RIS L OVNERRER E & ORI & B U7z, ARBE T O FE5 % Table 6-2 (27773, Table
6-2 DY, FFMQ £ #1%, SFA, SCPS @ Costbias & Probability bias, LSAS ORUfK «
LK K ONENRED 8 & ORICTI~TFRREOAOFHBEREGEN H 5 2 L ARSIz (SFA:
r=-37, p< .01, SCPS-Cost bias: r=- .44, p< .01, SCPS-Probability bias: r=- .27, p< .01, LSAS ZLfi

&« R r=- 49, p< .01, LSAS [m]3#E: 7= 33, p<.01),

149



Table 6-2 & REDOFHEAEK

Scales SFA memﬂ_mmm _uamwmmm_a\ wﬂwmrmr [ERi3
bias
FFMQ - 37F* - 44** - 27*%* -, 49** - 33**
SFA - 59** A0** S50** 31**
SCPS-Cost bias - .B7** B67** 52**
SCPS-Probability bias i A7 445
LSAS
R R « AN 22N - T
B3 -

**p < 01, *p < .05

Note) FFMQ=Five facet mindfulness questionnaire; SFA=Self-Focused Attention Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz
Social Anxiety Scale; SCPS=Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale
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3.3. ¥4V KA RN H CH H, Cost/Probability bias, #RRZ2ICRIETHE
~A v K73 AN EH 1 H, Cost/Probability bias, [FIEFTE, #ARZIZHIETE
BIZOWTHRHT 5720, KEET VA ZHBEL, ZOET NVOEEEZ /S ARHTIC
et aiT 72, TV A DEAEL, T VOEEEITZ X (3) =16.43, p<.01,CFI=.987,
TLI=.937,RMSEA=.110,SRMR=.016 TH ¥, EF /L DT —Z ~DH TIXE V IZ+4 Tid7e
WEHIr SNz, HEHEHDNOHERREL~DO/RAZEBIT HIEERE (Model Modification
indices) 73, 14.35 TH Y, ET /N AICHCER DN OHRRLE~DONRSAEMNZ 5 Z L THE
CHETHZEEEMLTCND (p<.0l) . L7end-T, TV AICHCERENOIERR
BADNRAZMRTZET VB EHEL, TOBEAEERGT L, TORE, ETLV0HEE
B (2) =1.79, p=.41,CFI=1.000, TLI=1.000, RMSEA=.000, SRMR=.006 & EF /L D7
—H~DHTIIFEVRRNE VI RRDGE LN, TV B QWA EOR R LUV 2%

% Fig. 6-2 lZRT,
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Probability bias ——————>
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SRMR= .006
**xn< 001
**p< 01

Fig. 6-2 A > K73 2 ReEDS H 2.3 B & Cost/Probability biasZ i/~ L T
HBARIZRETE (T /VB)
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4. BE

e 3 O HBNI~ A R 7R 28D, B CIEH, Cost/Probability bias, [ TE, +f
RARLNZRIETHEZHAONCTHIEThole, GRETNVEHEEL, T NVOHEEE
R LT, 2SARITOFRER, £V B OEEEN KL ENN- T2, TDI=, B 3 T,
ET VB BRI LT,

ET VB DFERND, v A RT VR AR EP AR LI E RN 2 B2 RIE T 7200 T
72<, HCJEH, Probability bias, Costbias, [FIE{TENZ B U CHER AR E LY KITT
ZEMURENTL, ZORERIE, Fig.3-1 TR LEAFEORGA 1 = A L& X LWL
%o

T, v A v K7 R AR, Costbias ICEBERIRADREL RITT 2 ENRENT,
& 512, HOVER & Probability bias 1%, ~A > F7/L% 2Ktk & Cost bias & OREABEA &
LTHRET 2 Z &R aTc, v A & R 73 ZFpEDY Costbias (2558 4 M AE T EHN R
X, - 19 Thote, v~ 2 R7ARARKEN A CHER 281 L T Cost bias 25284 KT T
MEERIL, - .12 Tholz, ~A » K7L R ZRED Probability bias % 441 L T Cost bias
(TR BT T BRI, - .07 Thoto, ERtEHiE X T, v > K703 ZEEMED Cost
bias [ZXIEFTHEEOGFHE, - 38 TEWETH D, ZDOZLnbvA L F7 R AR
2% Cost bias |2 MIF T B L& <, MT 2 Costbias DFEICHZNTH D AlREMEN /RIE S
Lo FRROZ ENG, KD CBTIZMT Z#8 AT % Z & T, Costbias DEEMEEI N D
AREMENE 2 b D,

I BT, NAREOFERND, w4 R7ZNVRAREN A CERICERWEEE 525 2
EWRENT, TOZENDL, MT PHCIEEOWEICHED TH L AREENRE X LN,
ZOHCERIE, SAD OfERf - HE O TH Y (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann &
Otto, 2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), KV H C{FEH 2, SAD OBGEIZ-D7253%  (Vriends et
al, 2017), EFNVOFERMNS, <A v R7 LR ABENACEROSELZTLLE LT,

Probability bias, Costbias, fEARZDEIBIZ A5 925 2 & WVURIB X5, Baer (2009) 1%
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VA Y RTZAX AR R RO H Z LT, WURECEENN ET D2 Enn, LERHRE
PEET D EHEBL WD, 72, MBIsIZXL D, HEER EHRRENEET D2 & bR
STV 5% (Bogelsetal., 2006; Desnoyersetal., 2017), LA EDZ L, MTRAEHEHEBRD
BEZ I L TR & & OMERFE R ORI 2 2 R T AREMER R SN D,

MAZT, A v F7Z VR ARENERATE) 2 T U CHAR R LI Z JIEFT T rk R
bR S NI, LLEDFERIND, A R 7L AL SAD OFRRA IR HERE A 1 = X I
B RET ZEN R ENT, LR T, kD CBTICMT #88A452 LT, H
CLEH, Probability bias, Cost bias, FIEATEIOWENMEME S L, HEARZO LD K& 2K

WAEFS D,
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BIE HRFRRIIRIT D MCBT ODFHMEE Z DA =X LADOWKE
ME4 BHXFLREEDNRELENBARITOSSLOENEEFTDAD=ZXLD
®Et
1. B®Y

SAD DG E LT CBT AR TH D (Mayo-Wilsonetal.,2014), LA L, CBT T, #t
REALHER D L7V EBE H 0 D (Leichsenring et al., 2014; Rodebaugh et al., 2004; Springer
etal,,2018), Foaetal. (1996) (ZX4ULiE, Costbias 23FEAIAZEEIR ORI I 1T 5 T-HIK T+
T %, Cost bias DT AL IR DBV R L KITT Z L b LN T
W5, CBT DIREZEN®H 7= SAD BF1X, Cost bias DA EIZLE L TV /=2, CBT ©
TRIRDE N HiL7e -7 SAD B3 1X, Cost bias DA E 2D RSN ho Tz
(Moscovitch et al., 2012), LLED Z &6, §EKD CBT TIEHIEZR LRWEFITK LT
IZ, Cost bias DJFD ZRHESE LI ABKIEZMA D Z & T, HEARBEROLEIMES N
LAREMENRE 2 BID,

WFIE 3 DFERMNDS, ~A > K7 ZAEMEOM EAS, Cost bias & OHMERFER (A CiE
H & Probability bias) & #i/T U THASRZLIER O BCEITEEE L T D ATREME DS RIR S 4L72,
ZDZ L), Costbias DFEZ HME LI CBT 7 70 —FICMT 2252 &i2k-TC
Costbias DUGEPMEHE S LD FHEMENRE 2 B LD, FATHIEICHB VTS, CBTIC MT %
AT HZ LT, CBT O#RIT L0 M I 5 algetEnsfifii S nuCcuns (GHg, 2017; B -
#%H, 2017; Shirotsuki & Noda, 2018; Sisemore, 2012) , (2, CBT DBE A E D 5 =01
CBT (CMT DEREZNMAT-T 1 7T LRSI, TOMRBEN SN TS (Barlow et
al, 2011), L2 L, #hZRLHER E Cost bias 36 L O OHERFERIZ X5 MT & CBT ©
PEROBHFIZON T ITHRFT S LTV Ry, 2 2°C, #1984 Tk, MT & CBT 7 7'
—F %P L7 MCBT #Bi% L, Z0 7 177 AOFMMEAKRFT 5,

MMAz T, MCBTIZ X5~ A ¥ K7/ AREMEDIA 73 Costbias & #EARRZEIR DBE T

WL RIET A= XL OWTHREFT 5, ABFSEIX, Fig.3-1 T/RL7Z#EY, MT 23 Cost
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bias & % OHMEFFEEA (H E.7ER & Probability bias) % B/ U CHAARZIERIC B2 KT
ZEERUEL TV D, BFSE3 TIE, BRI LY, 1 R AR AR E CER
& Probability bias, Costbias Z IS L THAZRLRERICHE L KT T 2 LR Shviz, #ilr
IRFFE T 572, REEBMRIIMRE SN TRy, £ 2C, #7844 Tlix, MCBT Of 2tk
OFHIINZ T, MCBT 1L 5~ A > R 7R AEMEDZE(LAY Cost bias & F DRERFELR

(B O H 3B L O° Probability bias) Z A L CTHARZZAEIR DB BT T 5B 2 B & )
29 %, DT, Fig.3-1 W58 3 Ofi R & LIS, ELET VAWML, TORYMEZ K
w5,

BFH - HH (2017) 1%, MT IZL VA5 Z 2 CORB~ORSEBEESNDL Z LMD,
MT % FEfi L7 % ICERAMA B RIE /e £ O CBT 7 7/ e —F %4795 Z & T, LY@kl
ENFERINLTL 2D TREM A5 LT\ 5, £7-, Barlowetal. (2011) %, 1A%
DTN BEDOEBRIZK O NZ @O L EHBER AT N ZEE I FHIEL LTMT 240 Tk
v, MT OFEfif%IC, BMPFERIELITO 2 LT, KILLRWEZIIKSE, BE0
FMEE mD D AR L T D, ERLAESE 2 C, MT & CBT 7 7' v —F OFREIN)
PRIEZ 5 2 & T, Cost bias & & OHERFELK DU 6T 5 2 K05 m) B3 2 wEE
PENMEE S NS, £2C, B84 Tk, MT & CBT 7 7' v —F O8Il ikt & 0fH L
eI ANT e 7T LAEHFET 5,

SAD (23T 5 MBIs OO TEM S N7 v 7T L0%< 1%, £EIEATH-
7= (Goldin & Gross, 2010; Kocovski et al., 2009; Koszycki et al., 2007; Ossman et al., 2006; Piet
etal,2010), ¥7z, BARTL 07 A%, MEFICH LT, v T az2@EL THDBEK
BRI aHVDOEFITEEL, LA LENEPMEIC L > TZTANLN L KEREZ T D
TR ENTMEBEB DR EZSZ T AND Z EEBEOHD 1 DI LTV, EDD,
e 4 TI%, EMEAT MCBT 7' v/ 7 A%% 35, EMAEATEmMILD MBIs O
MBSR & MCBT /4 8 BN D 9 [HTF 1 7T APMER 4L TV 2 (Goldin & Gross, 2010;

Piet et al., 2010), £7=, CBTIZ MT OEFE LMz 7= UP TIX, &t v a roOFifiE, +

156



DEHE, BT E=X Y U7, MT, RAERERE, %1EE, ECNZREEB LW
EFICRT 207 AR —V ¥ —BIETHEIN TS (Barlowetal,,2011), K717 Z A
1T, FITDHEEE & MT, BEA ML THRET 5720, MBIs ICBIT 500t v s
DA 4EITMCBT Dy a— 70l T AERE L,

SAD DB FEIEFHhRIL, 15.1~19.3 I TH % (Acarturk et al., 2008; Grant et al., 2005; Shindo
et al., 2006), AFIZIIT D SAD OFEPIEFHIL, 186 K TH Y, RFLEDHHTH S
(Shindo etal.,2006), SAD DA77 V) —=1 Z4aiE Td % LSAS DEFKRFE~D T » A 7 {H
T 44 5 CTHY GEAD, 2002), KFEAD LSAS O FH1FAIT 61.20~63.22 TH 7= (BF
78 1-1; W98 1-2; W98 2-1), 2D Z &nnh, RPAEDRMITHAZRNLZORENELS, ik
SAD DRI TH L Z EMEZLND, LEDZ Linn, REAZIRITHRFZITO 2 &
(X, #ERARLITIT 5 MCBT OAZMELRF T2 ETAMNTH L EEXADBND, ZTDTZD
W9E 4 TiX, 7w ZWgEs LT, LSAS DFRMN 44 sl EORFPAEZHEIZT X Ltk
AR IC & > T MCBT4 [0l 7' 11 7' 5 L OH 2 WiEtd 5,

MCBT4 Bl 7' 11 7T W%, HAERNZERO L EE TMT % Cost bias & £ DAEFRFER Dk
FEEHME LTS, TDIH, MCBT4 [0 71 75 A%, Costbias & & DOHERFEA O F
A FET2IE, 7ERkD CBT T Cost bias & £ OHEFRFEIR DOUEEN R S L8> T2 BH ~D
BREY 2 — L e LTI SRS, MA T, HMFEEL L THERRERE B3 5 BF 0L
HYREIZBWNT, BIMOEREY 2 — e LTHERT2 2 balies 25, 72, AU
DR RE TR LIERDEH WK FAETHDHZ LG, MCBT4 B v 7 Z A, SAD O
TH7u 7 A LTHEIfFSNS, SHIZ, MCBT4 [ 70 7' J M, £4HTTa s
LD SN B T23, WD SAD B £ 72 ILm S R LEH IR T 558 (IK5RIE) 1R
Tas T MIHERE5, {EEO CBT Y070k bEnrn s T Aeifttds oL

(3, R EZT 5H DKM LU R AEOBRIC SRR 5 ATEERE X b5,
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2. MCBT4 Bl 71 75 Ak

MCBT4 [0l 7' Z A%, Fig. 3-1 T/RL7= MT & CBT 7 7' 0 —F OO ZE
WITHBELZRET A =ALEMIEI THOLNIC LT~ A » R VR AREEN B CER &
Cost/Probability bias & #/T U THASRNLIEIRIT B A RIT T VR ET L& IR S Tz,
MCBT4 [0]7' 2 7' AT, MT & CBT ORBIMEMERIELZ T2, 207 07T A0
FIAZ =Ty FD 1 2l%, vV FIZARAREDOM ETHDH, MTICKD~A v R7L
R AREDM LD SAD OH#ERF - HEZR TH 5 H CL1EH & Cost/Probability bias
ERBD, IHIT, BEMBFEMEREEZHNT, BRLTWDLIRTT 4 7 REBZICE bbb
P, SESERBRENOYWELILZD AT N Z2ED 5D Z & T, Cost/Probability bias Dk
BERBD,

F72, MT OEfEHZIZ, BEIAFERIEEZITY 2 LT, BENRMOBENMEEIND
AIREME R STV D (Barlow et al., 2011; B - #%H, 2017), Heimberg (2002) I

P FARERRIEIZB N T 3 DOBBEAEHR L T 5, 1 DHIE, REOHLE X5 R3S
BWTOBRZBIZR O L THD, 2 2HIE, V27 77 AKMEEN OB LN ERAT
EROFRENOHEONTNFRREZME LAEDETHEEOERSZFMT 52 L TH D,
3 ORI, B LR AICERNRRBEZEZLEEHT 2L THD, RBEDOBEMERIZ
BWT, “HHOBBIZKO 2L BB LEHAZBE ZL"NEETH D (Beck et al,
1979), MT1Z, “BHDOEZIZR O Z &7 ElBLEHZES 272 mOLEARH S

(Carmody et al., 2009; Kabat-Zinn., 1994; Segal etal., 2002), L72728> T, #RENIAFEHERED
FRATZ MT 2Nz % Z & T, BAMFBARIEDON I L0 RBEI N, HEMZEMEB LW
AR ZRER NS SN D Z EDMRE SN D,

ERAESE X, MCBT4 Rl 1 7' AT, MT O~ A > R7/LVRAMREE CBT O
AR LS LD EEE L RBRO =T U ST LTS, TRIOE v v a U8 90~
1203 CTH Y, 3~6 NA\OEFIEATERT 2MAT 07T L ThHD, Ky ar OB%E

% Table 7-1 127”7,
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Table7-1 v g v OBE

%5 HA kL I ANH ik B—bT—7
HE DHAZAREE @D TN D ER A bﬁ%ﬁ N A T A

' et o d 2 TR AR 00 5 Lo R

~EZZTORBIZR S~ NN ENSINEA !
HY OHAZRLEEmD THAERE | LHEHEE ~ A v K7L AW
2 ¥ET D, ~ AV RT7NVRARRE (N EDORRGHEICBT 5 EE
~EEBEOEE RS ~ EKEBROL =TV T S, 178, HARRIGHEE
H & DR ARG % @ T 5 K %

3 BRI 5, <AV RTNVRAMERE [~ A > R 7V AR A
~EEEO B E Y — L DIRTE L NNl N ANeDalao=r—varHid
FOHEENRE — L DNE D ~
HEDODHRZARZEEBmD TWLERE |~ A > K73 AR

4 FhrL TV, SR Y R Y ~A v R IVR AN

~ERBORE N Z— LR~

KEED =T VT
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MCBT 7’u /7 A0 HH (kv ay)

GFESARIRIIC IS T 2 B DOR-RE « &l - FREE R EDO UG/ — R85 <)
Heimberg (2002) 1%, FREAOHREKICBNT, RENMESNDRIICB T HSD
BILRO ZEOEREEAEML T D, MT X, BEOEEZ GRS Y — Ik
< Z & %&ET (Segaletal,2002), ZDmi%EsE %2, MCBT TiX, MT #H\W\<T, HH DX
S/ RE =K T HRADEEEODL I 1 ODOENETH, AV —F w2 EORU %
B HRRTEL 2 HFORE S — 2 ZHE LTV, BEMICEZTLEILE
R0, HEHPIRELCAE U D RE0RM e & ORENE, BAREDHIROEIE, 2z L 5%t
GUTHBURIZ S LCLE SN, KR EBH DN T +—<  AZEEZ AT TLE 5

M7 SRS E, HOeHMEED TN,

(AHDEE - Bl - RS2 EORIGRE — v &2 AND)

SAD % & IR B FFOBEIL, BEMRRRAICLE Db TS Z L3Z W (Becket
al, 1979), ZO X 9 W ENRBA~D L b, 42 2 TORBRICERZ MM, flifE
I LZRVIRRETH 1, 4 Z OB OBLFZITK L TZAMIC/R D Z L TR S 5 (Kabat-
Zinn, 1994) , = 2T, MCBT Ti¥, MT ZH\WTC, BHDOMGNF — v 2R THZ L%
1 POAMET D, BAODOMIG/NZ —, FRIZEEITR L THEE L2 0 3718, 2=
ATV, RAT 4 TR BENELCTZELTYH, BOMEDELTEHRLZE X L LTR
WL, BEOEBEOLSEEZITAND, ARV TEEMIZE 2 T LE 5
bHolcl LTH, WAL - BMEEZE L7 LTH, BRELXTLESTY, i,
FHEETIE, ZOXIITEETW DL ENEZTEZIT AR TV, B2 HTZAELTWY

SRBEZHITET TN,

(HEOREZBIZE LbNTIZ, FRTENTEXD)
Becketal. (1979) 1%, FBEOFHERICBWT, “BELEHAEI L, thbbEE
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FHBETEIRSLENFERLE LTARTIENEETHD LERHL TW5, BB LEREA
BELZENTEDLIICRDE, LVBIENTEISHZREDODR TN TE DX 5,
MT (X, BEDOXHT 4 TIRBHIIK T HKDOE L/ EmD, BB L2 E < 2 %1
23] 9% (Carmody et al., 2009; %, 2016; Segal et al., 2002), <D 7=, MCBT T,
MT Zil LT, MR TELEEER, COLIRNEDLOTH-TH, TN LM
EEHEW, £LTC, ZOEBICELDNTIC, FRTIENTELLICIRLZEEZHNE
T5, XHT 4 TREBENELCTLE LT, T LHEETIEHRLS, BOBMEVIELEEE
0HBEZELTRZITAN, TORENREZ TV DE/FOIENTED, REZFELDHZ

LY, MLIADLOTIIRLS, AL I EL DD LTEEZFATNL,

(BBNREEEZ RS LN TED)

Heimberg (2002) |, FBHOBEERICIBNT, FHIIRA & BRI 72 BB H
HEHENDZ EEERHL VD, ZOMREEE X, MCBT Ti, FEIMNRERTHE
ARADHENZEODLZEEZAND 1 HDLT5H, MT 2B LT, HEDOMG/N Y — IR
S E, BELEHAELS 2 ENM EEND, 0 BT, BMREMAERE (B35 iEeRE)
FRAWT, BENRES THFERL 2RO TN, ZLT, RCEHLET, &k
722 EZ B ROT D AX NV EEGT 5, Rz GmEmIcEm LTV D5, NIwEEs S
TR BN H D, 20T a2 T AT, TOHEMCEZTCLEIANEEZD
DTIX L, BRNREA THFEIRZ DN 2> T, AHT 4 TREEREL T

b, FENCA T T 4 TR ZTND Z LIRS E, BB A TEDORELZBKT 5,

gF—twviar

HEY : B DHZRARZBO TV HIERERERT 5 ~4Z 2 TORBIZR I~
DEFEICLY, R LE®mD D A=K L, FiZ, BENELEARLEZED D ERNT
OO EEMESTD, A2 FTNVRAFRIEDERNS, 5 OB TELTWLIBY
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DEELZDNE—NIZANTWL, LT, V—2%BLT, BOIZOWVWTHEALE
ZkE, TN—TDAUNR=ZFELTH LW, “HOONHEZFHE L THWWATE?, “B30
L2 TNE"E W) KOICHESONE 27T Z LISk 520 & 8 T

AR

(BvaroNE)

(1) BCMHITEFDRZ ZIORIHE A& n 7 T LIEIML LD & B o7
M2 L CH BV, ZA—7THhET D,

(2) DEEEE : SAD DIEIR L AR DMERF A T = X L O FNi#A DEERRNE > B F it
T5, LT, HEPHZAZE®mD TOLIRNEZDRIETEL TWLEEE, UV—7

ZELCHELT 2, 2D T —27 T, BEX LI ERADT I 7 V—TNTIHAET 5,

i

1

MZT, ~A v RZVRAOMER L = OHGR, HAARZREROEBIC L RIFT A=
ABNZDOWTOHR IS 5,

B) A ¥ RT AR AR (G Z OBRE OKDX) 145 0O Z OB EE Z [T 5 B8
& NNz 72 V0EeE)] om B2 RS T D, 7272, FRRICERZ T, 4 2 OBRHEIC
EEFED, BENEULLEICE, ZO0OBXONFICKOE, MRICERZWTHT b7
Polel LTHASZBEDTIL, FREMRICEEZREL TV, 4 20RO BH D1 -
NS - FIRRIEDR D& HEmD D,

4) KBOv =T V7 FH—Dry v a ry TEABK LI 2T A—T IG5,
LTI, BAOBMMEBRLIEZE, MUZZ L, BXLIEREEREIIL, b OEEIH
T, HEFIL, BWZZ LT L THBNI TS FICEH<, @ELFIE, BaNsE LW
BPZTFTANONT KA L, HEFIL, MBEIPLOIEIEREN, BT/ L
ZHBET D,

(R—2U—2)
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AV RTARAMRIE  fEH, HESTYA Y K7 AR AMRERIT S,
BHOHKFEAT: SR Lotz o &, B kR b o7 b &, POk 572 0%E,

&g, FEROIEDE T TWZONEIRYIRY, FOEIMELITH,

2

B_tyiay

HEY : B DHRZRARZBO TV LI ERZRHET 5 ~BEEDOEBE RS~

DEHE LAV RIVRAOEKZBL T, BHEOHLREE F) D EEOFEICR
DE, HERRLEEGDDH A= AL ERAMHILT D, LT, V—27Z2BLTREALLIZEE
HIN—TTCHET L, @l 2B IR ANONLREBREZEL T, HLXA 2R

LT,

(Bva ol

(1) BxDFEE, F—2U—20v =T V7 HxD~A v RINVRARRIEOEE T
FEBRLIZZ &, MAOHRFERARL TR OWI &%, JNV—T7THET D,

(2) LEHE  F by a rOLEHE LFEEEC, SAD ORER & AR DOHERE A T
= XL DM Z DB DR 5, A L2 m 5 B8R, SENREETH
5L, LT, ZOEBNRLA~EEL RIZTAN=ALIONTOM@mEMRAL, &
ERR BT oxEE LT~ A v RIARRAEZDOERZ A TN,

(3) vA v K7 AR AMRE FEEHRR TORSE DA > KT AR A)  RICER
ZAT T, AZ0BRMICWDIHSESEZ R 2D TN, Eo, YA < iRz A
A=Y LIRS ZOBREOMISIZR L THRDE2HF TV, BB &< than
WREHEL, HOFTA A=V L, £ THELDEE &E - BERIGICRE SN TN,
HERPRIL OB HDOEE - &G - HRRSICERZ T, BH OIS/ Y — 2 Ofig %
EHOTNLS, ZLTC, BHPRUZ I AHARRT, SEMIZEZTLE Y, FEEK
CTLED, BATLE D, REDBEHOMUSMAMIZH LT, #HEFICZIF AN TN,
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EOEIREZZNENREN T2 L THLEOEEZELHEEY, BHOHREAR L EED D
BEL2FHL TV,
@) KB =27V 7 Bty a sy TOUV—7 TEADBKLE-Z &2 7 L—THN

(R—bv—2)

AL RTVFAMERIE R, BEFETY A RTVRAMRIEZAT 9,

A& OIS T 285, B&iE, 178, HEOSAT  mAOANLOBDY OfT,
AABED LS BEISE LTWD00, B8, @&, 178, HHRKS»6RYIEY, ALY

DG/ =KD TN L,

F=tviar
HE : BEOHRARZERDOD CVWIEREZEET 5 ~BREBORE L - ORE &AM
l/\/g“‘a/\.z

VAV RIAIADEBAME LT, HYOHLRE LD 5 EEHRES LIx o,

ZOEELZFHL TN, BHEDLLONTWHEEZLREAL, ACHEMLED T,

(Byva v olNE)

(1) HxDFEE, A—2U—20v =T V7 Hx D~ A K7 VR AERIED TR T
B L7722 &, ANEORFSEICE T 285, &%, 178, FERNEATR TRVl L
Z, JV—7THET D,

(2) ALY Y A b OVERL : #ESHRRIUIC BT 2 R LREER 2 ER T 5, Rz < s
FRRILE 280, 2 ORBUICEIT D ARRLEEZ 0~100% Tr¥, BEHDORESHR L% DY
M CORLZE Z Wb 3 5,

(3) A v R7 L3 AR FEFPRITOFERLDO~ A RTILRA) 2SRRI
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BT 2BHDOEZE, BiE, FRERICERLZNT, ZALDKISHAAT 4 7R bDT
HoThH, TNERHMLFHM2LIZ, HYVDOEFIZHAONTNL, ZOERENEALLD
DTH>TH, TRRLDOTH-2L LTH, KBRZEEFICENLFEE-> TN,
ZLT, ZORBRIZE bW E S I LTSl r B E, EZ0RERZ FHRL Tn
o WBAEFHT LWV IO, BRIIEBRLZNE S, UL IcT 20Ttk
<, ZOEBRPIHEZ TV DETZERD, ZOERBRPIHEA T DERSFDHZ & Th D,

@) Ko =TV s Bty a rTORBRE S LV—FNTET S,

(R—2T—2)
<A RT7ZNVRARENE - H, BEET~Y AV 7 VR AMNRIERZIT D
ANeDala=r—varAit  MEFELODaIa=lr—2 a3 TOEBFONIGNZ— 8

FOMTEMHIA 2RV IR Y, BEHL TV,

gEmty 3y

BH): B DOHBRAREZED TWIEREZFHRL T ~EREOREZERF - LBhlh
VAV RIARADERIZLY, EENRBEZIIROE, FHLTWL, LT, &R

MRS (BB REROMER) 1L - T, B TWD EBINAERCIER, &%
ERBERADPOMFRERZ D AFNVE LR T D, tESWRGICK LT, BB EE CThE
RIZADZLICE VAL D EENREEZZ T ANLNS, BFENL, ERRNRE 2 &

BTEDLAFNEZITET TN,

(v a v ORNE)
(1) AxDEE, mF—2 07— =T Vo7 AaxDO~A 2y RV ANEREDEET
EKER L2, Neala=hr—r g B TROWVWEZEE, T —7THFET S,
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(2) v AV RTVRAMRE (HEZRDOVA LV RIZLXA) b OEEOASEHIC
ROE, TOADELZEZITANTHL, SRR T, AZZECTLED B, AE
FIZERZTLEI B, RMLTLE-TZBLRE, BOBEWIWTWZEBDOH 5T
ol LTH, HHETICHDESEZZA L T BN 2Ff > THS 28I L,
L ER->THSEHREL, IVE<ASEZEML, HVOFEFEOHNEZ T AND Z
ZAHDVEREZEAT I,

(3) IpYFRHERE (B RREEROIER) @ FBMRHR T EL L 625D TIERL,
KRR R TR EZZ D AXNEFIIE T HT20IZ, BAFEBAE (BEieEio
TERR) ZHWD, EELTWDRTT 4 7 REBE2IZELDLNTIZ, SEIEREENLY
FEWRZDAXNEFET L, TRICLY, BBOREHMELEO TN, RERAET DR
BUZK LT, FBRREATOREBEZZ T ANRN D, BIENR, ERNREZLEST
EDARNEHITET D,

4) KBy =7V 7 Elt vy ar TORE, L TE24BOE Y 2 TOR

Bz 7 V—T7NTHET 5,

(R—bT7—7)

VAV RTVR AR 5H, HEETYA U R7ARAMRIEZLT O,

3. F

3.1. R HE LIFROFHE

W 4 TlE, HERZOEWKFAELZEERNGEE LT 5, RKFOHRRFHIOK T,
LHIEUT LSAS & SDS THEA S 2 B MGG A R 2 i Am L, IR0 MEsE Lz L
25, 9 HDOBIMAGEN D T, R LIEIRZ TS 5 LSAS OFFRA 44 1L (IR
~DJ1y NATE)LLETH Y, SDS DIFHD 69 siLLT (D 5 DSk 2 F#72721; Zung,

1967) OKRZFPAEZMERNGEH L L=, TOSMAHLDH -7= 99 4 DN, LSAS & SDS DI
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Waim/z L7IeBIX T ThoTo, T1 A DOREIL, A 36 4 LRl 35 AT &
DT BivTe, 71 2 DRIGFIZ A —/VTHIRBINOEKEZ LT, MFESMOREN & -
=D, 504 (P ABET 274, #EEL234) Tholz, TOMOD 21 £ OXGHEIL, 3
% P ANBEL 4, WEIEE2 40) PFROBIMNZFHRL, 184 (UM ARER 4, #IHE 10 44)
(XA =V DIRE NI o T, GESIMOIREDN b > o kG381, R Z I L, W
KO, 417 +—hLRartr " aiTol, MABELFEHIBEEOR Y ) —=0 7FEIC
BUIDTEST T 4 v 75 —H % Table 7-2 (2757, Table7-2 T/RL7ZHEY, S ARE L il

ORI THERETR SNl
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Table 7-2 SE ABELERIBEICBIT DT BT T 7497 T —F DB

I NBE IR t-value |

(N=27) (N=23) or Xevalye P Values
il Fe, Zot21 BT, ZoM16 A4 51
S 19.81(+.83) 19.61(+.66) 96 34
LSAS 73.04(£17.94) 74.74(£20.44) -.31 .76
SDS 46.30(%6.10) 46.04 (+7.26) 13 .89

Note) LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SDS=Self-rating Depression Scale
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SEABEICKF LTI, MCBT4 [Bl7'm 7 A% FER L, /M ARIRE 1 7 A%ICERMGRE
BATolz, —J, WEELEL, AT R T AIIBIMLRWR, Tu s T L0 TH S
4 AROFIGEZD 1+ ARICERBGRE AT o 72, 2 BERNAT T o & MMEHEGBR O %
Bt DR &~ d 7 1 —F ¥ — k& Fig7-1 IR T, MABCBWTRR MHE O EmE 1T
2640 (R 770 RE370%), 740 —7 v FHEFEmEIL26 4 Thole (Fry
7 R 3.70%)  FHHIFHCB O TR A MREOFEEHIL 234 (Ke v 77 7 5 0.00%),

Txna—T v THEOEmEIL 24 Tholz (Favy 77 w7 F3E435%),
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3.2. IBRANRIEEE

e 4 THWIZERIFIE, LT (1) ~ (8) THKI L7,

(1) Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ; Sugiura et al, 2012)

AL 1-1 & [RIARIC FEMQ % F V2,

(2) Japanese version of Self-Focused Attention scale (SFA; #F%2 2-1 TYERR)
9L 2-1 & [RIERIC SFA % Rz,

(3) Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale (SCPS; #/F32 2-2 TERL)

WF5E 2-2 & [AARIZ SCPS & AU/,

(4) Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (SFNE; )| 5, 2004)

WF5E 2-1 & [AARIZ SFNE & V7,

(5) Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS; #i& 5, 2002)

L 1-1 &[RRI LSAS % iz,

(6) HAGEMH CRHE= 5 SR (SDS; #&H - /k, 1973)

9L 1-2 &[RRI SDS & A i,

(7) HAFERK Subjective Happiness Scale (LA F SHS &9 %; B 5, 2004)

FH R 2 TE T 2 A ARG SHS M+ %, SHS X, 4 HH THAINA TV,
LB IZOWT 74:E (LERICRE~T IER ISR THEEITH, £, 2HH
IZOWT 7 (19X 0 Rgie AP ~7.4K 0 sg4&8 72 N#”) CREE%1T 9., 3~4 THH
ZOWTIE 7T HE 1L5Eo72LK R ~72L THH D) THEEEITH., Gt RNE
WIE E BB SERIBROBENE N2 & 27T,

S (2004) OFER, JIK & FEEIZ SHS (X1 A& TH D Z ERRO LI, EVF
BAFHEMEREL (= .88) & E\) Cronbach @ o f7%1 (a= .82) MEM &I/, SHS X, #5
AR EE A I 7E 9" % General Health Questionnaire (GHQ) D 4K 1 & 95~ hFEE DA DFE
BIBRICH 2 Z L iz s ive (BIREEIR: 1= - 27, p< .01, % & RIR: r=- 32, p< .01,

FEARBTEEIES: r=- 37, p<.01, 5 DM = 51,p<.01), ZHOHDFENE, FHHRERFEHE
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PELmVNRYEE S, RFAY ST, DORIZEMEDS R S, mVWEEM & 82 R
DT T INT (BHED, 2004),
3.3. fRERYELR

WEGE 4 DFERIZ LY, SRE DML NOFER DA H BRI, DR« EFRIRIG 2
TELEDIT, ERLEL & NFROEAT O &R 243 508 & L RHEHED O 1 ) 235
b &Rl 2%z - B CE A FhE LT,

WFFEFERERTS, @B CTHAMBAZITY, HREIC, FAOHERNFARN &, BI7EH
NENEDI AW E LE D L BRERICE L TARRIRICR RN &, HRORIZ S
KOEROSIMIMEETH Y, ERIFCERMRORIZESER L TR CE 52 &, FRMER
WZOWTOFEREZRUETE L 2L 2@ Lz, £, HREOREOMENE, AMARERERTT
HIUXNDP R DRERTHAETH DL Z L x5z, LD FEZ WG LIoFRICEE T 5t
EAEEAG L, EBEICCREZE7,

WFSE 4 1%, UMIN ERPRERBVR GRS 2 7 MBS 4 (UMIN: 000036763), iUEEF K5 A
AR Fe B & B2 O 7K 245 T3 S iz UKGEEE 751 30007),

3.4. SPTREAE & M TR

MABHZBWT, 24EOTa 7T AMIBWT45D3UEDOE Yy v a B LE
BaOPRE Lz, RA MHEEZZITZ264T_XTHR45D3 L ET 07T BB
L7cle®, 26023 ORSHF L Lz, 26T 22408407 07T LAE5ER L, 4408
3|ty g AIBMLTE,

SIMTTEE, H—I2 MCBT OAZMMEZ G 5720, B (P AREEHHIRE) I AR1#
BROT7+v—7 v 7RO 2 BROLGH AT (analysis of co-variances: ANCOVAs) %17
ol N=ATA L EBFECTDDRIBFNRIEIEO T LT X M dE& L Lz, £0D
%, I ABEN ORI R OFLE 2 a4 5 7202 B & (Cohen’s d) % it L 7=, Cohen (1988)
IZ X AUE, Cohen’sd DfEL3.20 PA .50 A 355V h SR &, .50 A 1-.80 A 23 AR D %h e
&, 80 LLERTRVWIIRETH 5.
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H U2, MCBTIZ LD~ A v R7Vx ZFED AL Costbias & £ OHMEFFER (H ik
H & Probability bias) % #J1 L C Cost bias DT HEL RITT A=A L E KT 57

2, IGERET VAR L, SAITIC LV ET LV OZYSME R LTz, Fig.3-1 TRLTZ
ARG A T3 = R 2 EHFFE 3 DEFT MRROMREHEE 2, 2 DOETVEMEL,
Z DOWMAE & R Lz, ©T OV OMAEREIL, #7983 L REROREEZ AV,

7238, ANCOVAs [ZEB W T, #EE Y 7 b SPSS version 24 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA),
IRAFRMTIZ OV TIE, Mplus8 (Muthén & Muthén, 1998-2017) % W CTHFt &2 1T - 72,
3.5. [GRET v

Fig. 3-1 T/RLZEARMIEDORHA = A L LR 3 OFET AFIROREREBE 2T,
MCBT I X5~ A » R7 R ZRED ALY Cost bias & Z OffERFZEER (H U iER &
Probability bias) Z £/ L T Costbias DI ERIFT TR RAERELT, 2 O50%F
TIEREEE LT,

Fig. 3-1 DA 7 = A A TlE, MT 23H £ H & Probability bias % #/1 L T Cost bias (Z
WA MF T SAEB X OMT S HEBEIC Costbias (ICHEE RITT /XA L ZNLDOREL%
I} 7= Cost bias AR RZIEIRITI B E KT T /IR ZE LT\ 5, #F5E3 OFERT, ~A
¥ R7 VR AEENE C7EH & Probability bias 2/ L C Cost bias (T2 A KT Z &,
~A 2 R7 R ARED Costbias 125884 X9 2 &, Costbias DML R LIERIZ 2 A
KTz EmEnt-, FidzE 2T, EFA1IE, ~A 2 7R AL H
C.7EH & Probability bias, Cost bias Z /1 U CHAZRLHEIR DL FEICHE L KIET T ntk
A&ME L (Fig. 7-2),

F7-, WL 3 T, HCEHD Probability bias (ZIEDOFEEZ KIFTZ L 2R LTz, DR
EEEEZ T, ETF VX, BTV LICMATHQHE B OZ{LEDS Probability bias D231l &

WA RIFT SR 2 E LTz (Fig. 7-3),
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4. FER
4. 1. IR ROBE

MCBT4 B 7' & 77 LA DI R G T 572018, FIRRRIEREICIB W T, IREI R
REOT VT A MEERE Lz, BE (M ABESHHIFE X I ARIZK D ANCOVAs %17
ST, TDOREER, FFMQ, SCPS-Costbias & {EHIZ K217 « 75851, SCPS-Probability
bias & #f, SCPS-Probability bias H C./N7 #+—~ ATk $ DX T ¢+ 77 H, SCPS-
Probability bias fi#Z =B 2 K D% H T « 758%0, SFNE, SDS, SHS O SIZRW TR ANE
RSz (FFMQ: F(1, 46)=39.54, p< .01, SCPS-Cost bias th#ZF1EB I K D2 R T 1 73R
F: F(1, 46)=4.09, p< .05, SCPS-Probability bias &&t: F(1, 46)=11.11, p< .01, SCPS-Probability
bias HO /X7 4+ —~< 2 AT BRI T 4 7TF8H: F(1, 46)=4.71, p< .05, SCPS-Probability
bias FEBIZ LD 2 H T « 7F8E: F(1,46)=21.95, p< .01, SFNE: F(1, 46)=7.39, p< .01, SDS:
F(1,46)=14.61,p< .01, SHS: F(1,46)=20.11,p<.01) , —J7, SFA £ &}, SFA-arousal, SFA-behavior,
SCPS-Cost bias & &t, SCPS-Cost bias H /X7 + —~ AT D3 AT 4 7385, LSAS
Aat, BUE - AL, PR TEIOSRICB W TR AEERN RS2 o 7= (SFA &5t F(1,
46)= .19, p= n.s., SFA-arousal: F(1, 46)= .10, p= n.s., SFA-behavior: F(1, 46)=1.90, p= n.s., SCPS-
Cost bias &7t F(1, 46)= .50, p=n.s., SCPS-Cost bias F C./X7 4 —~< U AT DR HT 4 7
A F(1, 46)= .00, p= n.s., LSAS A &t: F(1, 46)= 33, p= n.s., ZYMiE « 225 F(1, 46)= 21,
p=n.s., [BIHREITED: F(1, 46)= .51, p=n.s.),

F£72, MCBT4 [E17'0 7T LOTERMERF N R 2 BT 572012, BRI REFE I W
T, WFERIRBEO T VT A N2 L L, B (P AREEHHIRE) X ARIZRE IO
74 u—7 v 7D ANCOVAs #1T-72, ZDfESR, FFMQ, SCPS-Probability bias 75,
SCPS-Probability bias & VEH IZ K 5 H 7 « 738K, SFNE, SDS, SHS D55l T4
HAEA R EN7= (FFMQ: F(1.55, 69.70)=24.16, p< .01, SCPS-Probability bias & &f: F(2,
90)=4.27, p< .05, SCPS-Probability bias 75 {F H (2 X 2% T 1 7 7F0: F(2, 90)=7.94, p< .01,

SFNE: F(1.59,71.55)=9.57, p<.01, SDS: F(1.76,79.31)=11.92, p< .01, SHS: F(1.49, 67.04)=14.34,
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p< .01), SCPS-Cost bias fh#H1E BT & 2 F AT 4 TRINZE W TIILZ BEMEHOH BB R A
RET- (SCPS-Cost bias fl#EHIZ L2307 ¢ 7FRH: F(2, 90)=2.57, p< .10), —H,
SFA &3, SFA-arousal, SFA-behavior, SCPS-Cost bias &2, SCPS-Cost bias H ./ 7 #—
<V AIHT DR BT 4 TE8HN, SCPS-Probability bias /X7 #—~ > Ak T DX AT 47
KN, LSAS &af, RUMEE - AR, BEHTEIOMSICB W TR AR RSN RN T
(SFA &8F: F(2,90)= 35, p=n.s., SFA-arousal: F(2,90)=.23, p=n.s., SFA-behavior: F(2, 90)=1.30,
p=n.s., SCPS-Cost bias &5t F(2, 90)=1.88, p= n.s., SCPS-Cost bias [ C\./X7 4 —~ > A |Txf
T DR AT 4 T F(2,90)=1.52, p= n.s., SCPS-Probability bias H C./X7 4 —~ > A |k}
DN T 4 TEREN: F(2,90)=2.09, p= n.s., LSAS & 7t: F(2, 90)= .64, p= n.s., ZYUMiE « N2
F(2,90)= 39, p=n.s., [AREATED: F(2,90)= .82, p=n.s.), Table 7-2 \ZKREICIIT D IR Hte

IR L AR HER 723 KOV ANCOVAs Difii R & 7=,
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Table 7-3 HEICB I DIERIRIBEDO P LEEREB LI SB AT O R

SENBE biiilpiza Groupx2Times  Groupx3Times
Mean SD Mean SD F-value F-value
FFMQ Pre-test n=26  112.00 9.24 n=23  112.30 13.29
Post-test n=26 125.38 11.76 n=23 108.74 10.09 39.54** 24.16**
Follow-up n=26  128.08 14.71 n=22  110.18 10.12
SFAEG Pre-test n=26 27.12 8.47 n=23 25.09 7.69
Post-test n=26 24.54 7.62 n=23 23.96 7.48 .19 .35
Follow-up n=26 21.69 7.96 n=22 22.23 7.95
SFA Pre-test n=26 13.50 5.71 n=23 11.22 4.75
arousal Post-test n=26 12.23 414 n=23 10.39 5.98 10 23
Follow-up n=26 10.81 5.57 n=22 9.68 5.92
SFA Pre-test n=26 13.62 4.20 n=23 13.87 4.04
behavior Post-test n=26 12.31 4.16 n=23 13.57 3.23 1.90 1.30
Follow-up n=26 10.88 421 n=22 12.55 3.73
SCPS-Cost bias& &t Pre-test n=26 33.88 9.06 n=23 33.43 7.29
Post-test n=26 31.38 7.65 n=23 32.48 7.99 50 1.88
Follow-up n=26 28.92 7.29 n=22 32.14 8.44
SCPS-Cost bias Pre-test n=26 22.65 7.80 n=23 22.57 5.47
AT =<V AT DT TAT I post-test n=26 21.96 6.02 n=23 21.87 6.47 .00 1.52
Follow-up n=26 19.85 5.68 n=22 21.91 7.02

**p<.01, *p<.05, ¥p<.10

Note) FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; SFA=Self-focused attention; SCPS= Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation
Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SDS=Self-rating Depression Scale; SHS=Subjective Happiness Scale

178



Table 7-3 ZHICBIT2IREIEEEOEY LERREEBIVH B O O E (FX)

I AR onalkic Groupx2Times ~ Groupx3Times
Mean SD Mean SD F-value F-value
SCPS-Cost bias Pre-test n=26  11.23 2.05 n=23 1087 2.49
R RIS L DA T 47 R Post-test n=26  9.42 253  n=23 10,61 215 4.09% 2,57+
Follow-up  n=26 9.08 231 n=22 1023 2.41
SCPS-Probability bias& it Pre-test n=26 30.65 8.44 n=23 31.26 8.22
Post-test n=26  23.92 6.05 n=23 2952 7.38 11.11%* 4.27*
Follow-up n=26 2535 8.12 n=22 2773 7.65
SCPS-Probability bias Pre-test n=26 20.27 6.68 n=23 21.04 6.48
HE AT =~ AT DX TAT B post-test n=26  16.69 4.65 n=23  19.91 6.15 4.71% 2.09
Follow-up n=26 17.38 6.20 n=22 18.55 6.06
SCPS-Probability bias Pre-test n=26  10.38 2.23 n=23  10.22 2.70
A= H LD A T A7 385N Post-test n=26 7.23 1.82 n=23 9.61 2.43 21.95%* 7.94%*
Follow-up n=26 7.96 2.63 n=22 9.18 2.08
SFNE Pre-test n=26  43.85 8.39 n=23  44.96 7.26
Post-test n=26  38.15 8.05 n=23  44.39 9.14 7.39%* 9.57%*
Follow-up n=26 36.35 6.66 n=22 44.23 6.92

**p < 01,*p<.05, tp<.10

Note) FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; SFA=Self-focused attention; SCPS= Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation
Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SDS=Self-rating Depression Scale; SHS=Subjective Happiness Scale
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Table 7-3 B ICB I DB RIGE DO FH LIREREB L O BT ORER (BiZ)

S ABE o il B Groupx2Times ~ Groupx3Times
Mean SD Mean SD F-value F-value
LSASHA &t Pre-test n=26 67.23 23.46 n=23 70.70 23.54
Post-test n=26 60.88 20.40 n=23 66.04 25.92 .33 .64
Follow-up n=26 61.35 18.94 n=22 69.59 28.44
RN IR » AN Pre-test n=26 39.35 13.20 n=23 39.43 11.63
Post-test n=26 36.12 12.28 n=23 37.39 13.72 21 .39
Follow-up n=26 35.88 11.08 n=22 38.50 14.78
ERGZEE) Pre-test n=26 27.88 11.24 n=23 31.26 12.79
Post-test n=26 24.77 9.22 n=23 28.65 13.27 0.51 0.82
Follow-up n=26 25.46 9.41 n=22 31.09 14.62
SDS Pre-test n=26 44.65 5.97 n=23 43.13 8.70
Post-test n=26 38.96 6.74 n=23 44.30 9.00 14.61** 11.92**
Follow-up n=26 38.00 7.60 n=22 43.73 8.35
SHS Pre-test n=26 17.61 3.91 n=23 17.13 3.99
Post-test n=26 21.04 3.53 n=23 17.09 3.44 20.11** 14.34**
Follow-up n=26 20.23 3.36 n=22 17.05 3.61

**p<.01, *p<.05, ¥p<.10
Note) FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; SFA=Self-focused attention; SCPS= Speech Cost/Probability bias Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation
Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale; SDS=Self-rating Depression Scale; SHS=Subjective Happiness Scale
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S HIZ, MCBT4 [H1 7' 1 7T LA OIRFN R OFLE Z it 2720, St AR F L O AR
C1r A7x0—T v BT 5% EE (Cohen’sd) #HH L7z, TDOfEH % Table 7-4 |2
R, ARV T, FEMQ, SCPS-Cost bias g7 EHIC L5 0T « 738%0, SCPS-
Probability bias, SCPS-Probability bias 751, SCPS-Probability bias F C\./37 + —~ > Z{Txf
T DRI T 4 7FFN, SCPS-Probability bias i1 HIZ X 51 H 7 1 7 7%, SFNE, SDS,
SHS I[ZA B RR &R Sz (FFMQ: d=-1.27 (95%[Confidence Interval, LA F CI &3 %]:
-1.84 ~ - .65), SCPS-Cost bias th#EHIZ K2R H T 4 TFHE: d= .79 (95%[CI] : .21 ~ 1.34),
SCPS-Probability bias 757t d= .92 (95%[CI] : .33 ~ 1.47), SCPS-Probability bias F C\./X7 4 —
< VAT DR AT 4 TR d= .62 (95%[CI] : .06 ~ 1.17), SCPS-Probability bias {137 H
2L DRHT 4 78I d=1.55 (95%[CI] : .91 ~2.14), SENE: d= .69 (95%[CI] : .12 ~ 1.24), SDS:
d= 89 (95%[CI] : .31 ~ 1.45), SHS: d=- .92 (95%[CI] :-1.48 ~ - .34)), SFA A#t, SFA-arousal,
SFA-behavior, SCPS-Cost bias & 51, SCPS-Cost bias H C./37 # —~ LV AIZKHT DR AT 4

TR, LSAS frit, R - AR, [ TENC S W IR ERREDNR T S h -
77

MARTE 1 7 A7 v —7 v FIZBW T, FFMQ, SFA A7, SFA-behavior, SCPS-
Cost bias 571, SCPS-Cost bias i 1% HIZ L 5 %47 « 75850, SCPS-Probability bias &7,
SCPS-Probability bias fl&EH (2 K DR H 7 ¢ 758F1, SFNE, SDS, SHS IZA B2 NA &
RENTZ (FFMQ: d=-1.31 (95%[CI] : -1.89 ~ - .69), SFA Ait: d= .66 (95%[CI] : .09 ~ 1.21),
SFA-behavior: d= .65 (95%[CI] : .08 ~ 1.20), SCPS-Cost bias: d= .60 (95%[CI] : .04 ~ 1.15), SCPS-
Cost bias tLEVEHIZ L B3 AT ¢ 73850 d= .98 (95%[CI] : .39 ~ 1.54), SCPS-Probability bias
At d= .64 (95%[CI] : .07 ~ 1.19), SCPS-Probability bias fi&EH 2 X D% 4T 4 73%0:
d=99 (95%[CI] : .40 ~ 1.55), SFNE: d= .99 (95%[CI] : .40 ~ 1.55), SDS: d= .97 (95%[CI] : .38 ~
1.53), SHS: d=- .72 (95%[CI] :-1.27 ~ - .15)), SFA-arousal, SCPS-Cost bias H C./37 # —~ >
ANZKFT D R AT 4 7 78H, SCPS-Probability bias H C./37 #—~ > A %3 55850, LSAS

T, RUEK - NRK, FEEHTENC R W TR ERREN R H S RnoTz,
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Table 7-4 MCBTDIEELR

Pre-Post Pre-Follow up
MRE 95%[Cl] SRR 95%[Cl]
(Cohen'sd) (Cohen’sd)
FFMQ -1.27* -1.84 ~-.65 -1.31* -1.89 ~ - .69
SFAG ! 32 -.23~ .86 .66* 09~121
arousal 25 -.29~ .80 48 -.08~1.02
behavior 31 -.24 ~ .86 .65* .08~1.20
SCPS-Cost bias& &t .30 -.25~ .84 .60* 04 ~1.15
H /74—~ AR T D37 4 7585 10 -45~ .64 41 -.14~ .95
A FE B ICE DT T 473850 19* 21~1.34 .98* 39~154
SCPS-Probability bias& &t 92* 33~ 1.47 .64* 07~1.19
H O/ T A=~ RIS T DR T 47 585 .62* .06~1.17 45 -.11~ .99
BB ICEDR AT T 1735 1.55* 91~214 .99* 40 ~1.55
LSASE & 29 -.26~ .83 .28 -.27~ .82
TR » AN 22 ek 25 -.30~ .80 .28 -.27~ .83
[B1EET T8 .30 -.25~ .84 23 -.32~ .78
SFNE .69* A2 ~1.24 .99* 40 ~1.55
SDS .89* 31~1.45 97* .38 ~1.53
SHS -.92* -148 ~-.34 -.12* -1.27~-.15

*p<.05

Note) 95%][CI] = 95% confidence interval; FFMQ=Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire; SCPS= Speech Cost/Probability bias
Scale; SFNE=Short Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale; Self-rating Depression Scale; SFA=Self-focused attention; SHS=
Subjective Happiness Scale; LSAS=Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
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4.2. MCBT I X B ~A v R7ZNVRXREMEDZE{LD Cost bias & ZFDHERFEROLEL
BN U THRARLZERDEBICEEZ RIETA V=X A
MCBT (2 X5 ~A v K73 ARMHED LD Cost bias & Z OHEFFEEN (H O ER &

8% KIET A I =X N E Rt

I

Probability bias) DU A BT U CTHEASANZEEIR ORI 5
572912, Fig. 3-1 DGR A B =X L EMSE 3 DET MFEOREREZIEIZ 2 DORGHET
IVEREL, TNENDET NVOBEEE NS L VG a7 o7, HETLOHEE
FEDOFERE L OV AR K & Fig. 7-4 (£5 /v 1), Fig.7-5 (£5 V1) ([TRT, T LI O
WAL X (4) =6.243, p=.18, CFI=.956, TLI=.891, RMSEA=.147, SRMR=.089 & €7 /L' D
T2 ~OHTITEVIT o TERN -T2, £, EFVIOEAEIE, X 3) =1.59,
p= .68, CFI=1.000, TLI=1.000, RMSEA=.000, SRMR=.025 & EF /L DF —Z ~DHTITE Y N E
WEAENREH S, EROBENS, ETVIBRIR SN, EFANICENT, A ¥
R 7 VR AREDOZ L&D D B CIER OB b E~O /XX, B O H OZ &) 5 Probability bias
DAL FE~D /XA, Probability bias ®Z k&)~ % Cost bias DZEA{L &~ XA, Cost bias DZ 1k,
B DR ZIER OB E~DRRATIHEE TH o772 (p< .05) . ~A 2 R7LRAFEEDZE
{b &5 Probability bias OZ L &¥ LT Cost bias DZE{LE~D/NA, HOEHROELEND

Cost bias DAL EA~D/RAIZOWTIAE Tl o7 (p=ns.)
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Fig. 7-4 MCBTIZL D<A R /LR RREED (L A3 Cost biask % DHERFELR D EZEI L T
HRRLZIERDERICEL RIET A=A (ET V)
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5. B&

9% 4 D HEYIE, MCBT4 BI7' 0 277 AOFZME, BEIOMCBTIZLS~ A K73
AHEPED IS Cost bias & Z DHERFEIR (B CEH & Probability bias) % 8 L THEAAR
IR DYGEI B L RIEFT A D= ALt 22 L ThoTz,

7, MCBT4 Bl 7' 1 7T L DIEFNROBET 21T o 72 & 25, STARHE, #HFEL D b
<A Y RZNARARERERICA L L2 ERP LISz, 51T, Cohen’s d A3 1.2
ZHER DRV RONRENEHIN, 1 ¥ A7+ —7 v 7R & TIHRIEZIR MR S
LT ENREINT, TDOT &G, MCBT4 B0 7T A%, ~A ¥ R7 VR AREZ S
L7077 L5 LTHHATHLZ ERRBIND,

FETo, STARETHHIRE & LN THREICERE A L, Cost bias DA EHIC K 21
7 4 7%, Probability bias & #t, Probability bias D H C./ 87 4 —~ L AIKTHRH T «
75850, Probability bias OLETEEHIZ L DX H T « 7584, FNE, #1195 DMERNAE BICkE
T 52 ENRES NI, SR EE, R ~TROENR &) R S 72, Probability bias @ H L3
T A= RCKT DRATT 4 TRALSNT, ZHODREDRIL, 1 A74+n—7 >
TREETHERF T 5 Z B LNICENTZ, ZNHDZ LG, MCBT4 |7 1 77 A%, &
ERRA I O DR, EREOUGEICAN TH L LRk snd, —J7, HEEH, Cost
bias A&, Cost bias D H C/37 4 —~< 2 AT DN T 4 TiBHA, R ZIERIT OV
T BREEN RSN o T,

MCBT4 [ 7" 11 75 B LD~ A > R 7L R ARMED ALY Costbias & £ OMEFFEEA (H
C./EH & Probability bias) % I L CHARNER DBGEIZHE LY KITT A D =X L &K
AT D7, 2 DORMET NVEMEL, TNTNOETVOMEE LR LTz, /A%
BORER, =T VINRLEAENRNTZ, TOD, ETAVNEZHR L, ET 1
DGR, A B 7R AR L AR ZAER & ORI, BEATZER & LT Costbias & H
{# H & Probability bias @ 3 [ F2EREL T\ 5 Z RSz, BERMICIE, ~A4 > K7

IR AR O M EiX, B 2B 2B LT Probability bias OIKJIZEEL KIZL, =D

186



Probability bias OAEJHAY Cost bias & ST U CTHEA R DG E L KT T 7 vtk &
DG SN, ZORERIE, Fig 3-1 EHFIE3 OFERE LT,
~A Y RN AREOM E2Y, Cost bias (A KX T HEBENZIRIT, -.60 & &L ME
Tholz, £z, ~A4 ¥ R7ZAXZRRMEO R 3B CiEH 2 891 L T Probability bias (25
FOETRIBE R, -28 ThHoto, EDIT~A > R7ARAEMEOm LN EH R &
Probability bias Z f:41 L C Cost bias IR 82 KT HEEIRIL, - .18 Tho7z, £L T,
~A > K73 AREOR BN H CVEH & Probability bias, Cost bias & S L CTHEAAARZ

SEMRIC 2 KT T R1E, -13 Thotloy ZDOZ D, A 2 R7LVRARED

rP

] 11X, Cost bias &t &AL NLZIER DU B L KT T, £ OREBE RN L2
RENT, MCBT4 [ 70 77 M LD~ A v RV 2RO M I, FFIZ Cost bias D
MERFEERI T 5 H CIEH OYEBICH 5T 2 Z ENRB S L7,

ERDOZ LD, MCBT4 [ 7w 7 F A, SEREEE, Costbias DMMETERIC K DR U T +
7F50, Probability bias D H T8 7 4 —~ > ATKT D R H T 1 TFH, Probability bias ¢
MEREBIZE DX HT 4 77H, FNE, 19 DR OSEICHEHTHD, —F, HOEH
& Costbias D H /T 4 —~ VAT D3 T 4 7 38F, #HAZRLRERIZI T MCBT4
Bl 70 7T N T2REE, T o e REE AT, AEARUGE IR E N0~ 72, Cost
bias [ZBWT, STAKIC MCBT4 [0l 7' 1 7T AEZF 8L, ZT o728 EL 0§ Cost
bias DMIETERIZ LD RAT 4 T D B DA B E S 417z, Probability bias (235N T
I%, Probability bias DMMFFEEIC L D23 AT 4 7RIE HONRT 4 —~v U AZxT D13 H
T 4 7RO WK - E SN T3, Probability bias OMMEEHIC L DR H T 4 7T RID
FH, EOVRENRENTZ, TNHDZ LD, MCBT4 [l 75 A, RRCMEEH
\ZEDRHTT ¢ 7RI T HDIpFEEE LTHHATH 2 RN RIE S5,

MCBT4 [H7'1 7T A%, FICOHEEEH L MT ERAMEERETHER S TWS, O
BEE TIE, AR ARZITEIT D Cost/Probability bias D& E| &~ A > K7 L2 ADIEHIZD

WA Sz, MT T, #2fRICEB T2 A5 OR T T 4 7R EZBIZRO%X, £

187



DEE LR EL, FRTAFLVEED D 2 ZADEENMTbI, A FRERIET
X, KROVWTELHE ORI T 4 772 BB HIRICIGEZ BT L, AR
T LEBN R BEOREMTON., ZO—HOFHREAZBL T, hENSERINDIR
WCTHELCDLIEBHDOXTT 4 TRANIKDE, TOEBITHT 2 BB R TZEORNE
W2HZENTELLZLIZRY, MBFBERICKDXTT « 7TMDUGE SNV ATREEN S
bbb,

L22L, HORNZ 4= ACKT 2207 4 73BT 0 RUGEN RSN o T,
MCBT4 [] 7' v 7' Z A Clk, BEFERFE O CRANFMRE K> 722, EEOB /N7
F = U AERBNCR T, XAT 4 TRBECA A—VEFHBERTHZ EIXLh o,
ZDOTEND, BHEDNRT 33— AT DRHT 4 TRHMM T2l dE S Ligino Tz
AREMENR B R DD, HE DT 4 =< L AKT 2107 4 T MRS 5720
X, ET7F 7 4= Ry IR THLARMENEZOND BT AT 4 — Xy 7 Tl
HEDNRT7 =< A2 ETATHRY, TOETADT7 4 — Ky 7 Z@ELT, EATLH
CAA—VEERSETWIRRTIETH D, £z, W98 2-2 225, Cost bias DO 1EH
WZEDRHT 4 7TRINE Y b Costbias DH /T A —~ L R T 2 HT 4 7RI T5
PR ALK Z TR PRT D Z L ARENTND, 2D &b, MCBT4 B[ 7' 1 75 A
IZET A7 4 — Ry 7 %1%, Costbias DHC/XT 4 —~ VU AKT DRI T 4 758
DR A RESND Z & T, B RNLERDOBENREND ATREENREZE DI D,

U bDBEZEZEFE 25 L, MCBT4 Bl 1 7' A%, SAD R OMBEBRERIZL XK T
1 TRRAE, M DS ORISR T D R, ERREE, M5 SEROUGEITH L THIRHMTH
Do RAEIOT BT T AIE1ND LT, EFEOBRAIERIZISU THRRE~GRUE) R &2
RENT, LEEA-T, MCBT4 [l 70 7' F L%, SAD $iFOMEFEHICL DX TT 47
RAHIDNEWE FT20E, kD CBT TIHMLEERIC K 23 W T 4 TR OUEHEIR SR
MOTEHE~DIEREY 2— e LTHMTH 5 aetE, B LR ARLERITBIETH 5
75 SAD R OMFEERIZ L D22 AT 4 7RI mWE A M7 50 (RGRED) 1niK 7' n
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77 L ThDHARENREZBILD,

Iz, B 2-2 KV, MFEBICEDRAT 4 7TREANTALZARZRERICIED B K&
TR ENT, 2O LD, MCBT4 B 7' 0 /T ACTHBEEBICE DX HT 4 73R
MOWEHEEND Z LiE, SAD OTHiL 2055, LR~ T, MCBT4 [a]7' 1 77 A,
SAD DTHiEE LTHMTH L WREMNEZBND,

WEE 4 TIE, RENBFHERIEIC MT 2032 2 & T, AR EAERGE O R A R4
52 L EBELTVWS, MCBT4 B7'0 7T MEZF-#1, ZIRProT-ELVLEE
2, MEFEFEBICE DRI T ¢ 758H EMFE O OFHIIZ R 2 RN NUGET 5 Z LN H
MTENTz, L, BAEMENRELZEE L7 e 7 58 MCBT4 B0 7T L&D
TBRENRZ L L TV RN, RBENHIEAERGEIC MT 238 A L7 2 & T, 1RWRAIR
FRUTZ LTV AR, A%, BEMEEAIELZ L L m /7 4L MCBT4 BI7 w7
T LOBRELB L, REAPFEMBRIEIC MT 238 AT 25 2 LT, ZWRBEIRT 5008 9 h
ZHO DT DMEMENH D,

F£72, Goldinetal. (2016) 1%, LSAS B FHHRICBIT HEHTE 2mFnE LT, 14 1
UL EDR 2217 T B, BF5E 4 128V T 10 4 O LSAS AatfFsicis T, M AKIC 14

UL ORI RSN (BEREE 38.46%) . TRIESIG R BT 10 4 DOHF T, LSAS

uu

BRMFRD 44 5 (BRIREE~DOD v P A 7fH) LFTHo72DiT 4 £/ Th o7z (1538%),
ZD—JT, 44D LSAS BFMHF RN ARIZ 14 JULE SN L7-, ACEH, Costbias,
Probability bias DfFRIZIENTH, FERICIHEEDRIZBW TG 2E R L Z LR LN
oo ARTO T T HIR4ROYa— Tl T A5THY, BHORE, U, FRETIC
RO BWE, TN DORIGEZ T AND B, T LT, £NbaF T 5B, €D LT,
HERBEE RO TV BEHED 4 12T 5, HEOEE, &%, FREE~
DRAOEMEESNTCBEBETT v 7 7 A0 T LT LES D, BRIKRTERD BT %
FEORGE LW ARENB Z b, 4%, ittty a 2L T, MCBTIZ
BILIAEIMEE ZOWRFET 0 7T MMIONWT I LRIV LETH D,
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FESE HREBH

F1H AMROEEICETIHMREBRDOELD

ARENCBNT, RIFFEOEZIZRLIT HDME LEROEIEZITH, 61 BT, AR
JiE & 2 OIRFIEIZ O W TR ST, 55 1 8Ol R R HE D FEIC DN Tl a7z,
SAD (ZHFHEMNE <, MORHERE L OORFR b &, KO OWMEREICE L TiE, SAD
INFIED Y AT FER & 725 2 & DVRE T2, SAD O FEHPRIEAF s & I8 R i & D
(8 FLLEDENDH D Z LG, SAD OFRBIFER - RUNBROEBEMENERH S z, #2
B O R LRE T 5 AT TEN RO EEAR T, SAD OHMERF - BRI Z SV TR S Tz,
SAD DFRHAIMERF - BEEZER & LC, BCOEH, EE/SA T X, FNE (&5 5 D& ER
FEAMIZ K9 5 &A1), FPE (fthE 7> & D1 EBYREARIZ %7~ %5 2441), Cost bias, Probability bias,
K9 9, Post-Event Processing 732811 Hiv7z, £72, SAD OITEIAYMER? - SR & L C,
BRI TN & ZRMERATEIN R S iz, S 5IZ, Heimbergetal. (2014) OFREITEIET /L
I, TNOOBEROHEFFERRIC OV THBI Sz, 5 3 IO RLIEICI T 2 3EY)
FIETIE, B/ 7 I UEBBMUBERILESE, AT 7 X U bEERIRESE, BIRNtE e b
=V HERAAPLERO A OV T U bz, 4 BIOHRREREIC I 1T 2851 TH)
FRIETI, HRRLREICEIT D7 AR—V v —IE, RN EERE, Y — vy L AF
Uk L—=27 (SST), BLOZENE D CBT HIEOHHOAEEIC >V TR~ b7z,
F2ETIE, AV RINVFRA LR LZEOBEIZOW TR Sz, 1 fHio~A
Y RIZARALZOERET T, R~ A v RIARAOME LR ZIZB T D~ A
VR NVRADBEREIZOW T bz, ~A ¥ R7AR R, (50 Z OBEICER %2 W
FHZ L) L, THErZINZ RN & O ODEFENOHR SN TS, 2O~ A R
VR ATHAER L LIRS H 5 Z L NRR SN, 52 HiOHAERBECE T D~ A
Y RIAVFAERWIEZMNAT BT AT, MBSR, MBCT, ACT, MAGT 2R/ &h,
SAD IZBF 5 2 b7 a7 T AOFHMENRER Sz, £ OFE%, MBSR, MBCT, ACT,

MAGT [T AR Z R DARIFIZ B W TIRWRIR ENA /R &4, SAD OJRE L LT MBIs 3 F
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HThHdZ ENRBEET,

F3ETIE, AFEORMNRHA SN, TNETONREZEEER DL, SADIZBIT D
18 & LT CBT IHaRIR N EL, AHTHL WA D, LinL, RO CBT T, #h
RARLRER D GE L7 W EE % < AFET D, Cost bias LR R ZFER OIIIZ BT 5 T
HRFTHY (Foa et al,, 1996), CBT DIGFMENFED b /e -7 SAD B 1E, Cost
bias DA BRI IR SR T2 & #E STV S (Moscovitch etal., 2012) , MT (3 Cost
bias & Z DOHEFFER O UGB E KT T AR RSN TWD, £z, CBT & MT % {f
3252 LT, CBT OZRILL VRS2 aTREE R R ST g (FFE, 2017, BFH -
$%H, 2017; Shirotsuki & Noda, 2018; Sisemore, 2012), L72725-5T, MT & CBT 7 7' —F
PP % Z & T, Cost bias OIRJBAMEME S, FEASNLIEIRDOENME S 5 ATREMEDS
Zzohd, FRROSEEEZ DL, MT L0EkD CBT Z0FH L72 MCBT % 5% L, Cost
bias & & DMERFEIN I L O ARNLIER DO BGEITN RN E 5 N EmFT 5 Z L BRD 5
b, AFETIE, THEOMKRETE LT, MT & CBT ORI E % O L 7= MCBT4
Bl7'w 7T LEB% L, ZOMRBETZITO 2 L2 RERERNE Lz, 7705, MT &
RENHIFARERIEDO I 70 7T L&k 1 DOIRFEEY 22—/ e LT, 207127 T L) Cost
bias & % OMEFFEIN (H C.7EH & Probability bias) 38 J OMEAZSRZEIR D S8 12 1 F ¢ 52
et Uiz, ZOBRMEZERT 572010, RFRTERT L (1) v ¥ R7Z R ARER
RERERIT B % BAET AT = XL O (354 %), (2) HCIEH & Cost/Probability bias
ZRETDHRIEORRE (F5E), 3) vA > R7AFRANHACHEH & Cost/Probability bias
EPS U CTHBR AR RSB E JAETTIRRET LV OR%E GF 6 &), (4) HAZRLIIET 5
MCBT4 Bl 2 77 AOFIEDORFIE ED A =X (B TE) IZO0 T &7z,

B 4 ETIE, ¥4 FIAVRAPRERARZIERICEEZ RIFTT A=A LR LT,

&

BF2E 1-1 Ti, #2fRRacB i 5 ~A v R 7R AR N AR LB % R+
ot AZMRE LTz, SRR R L A RK ST LK & LT, EEREERE, [

HEITHE), FNE 2220F, TNOOERKE v A » F7 R AR, A2 % & OBz €7
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MMELTe, METORER, <A v K7 ARED, EEHEMSE, 8 TE), FNE &7
L THARLIT FIETZ R aSnT, Eio, W98 1-2 TlE, 2fRkngizsT
LAY RTNVRARMENHEARLZITHE L RET T ot A2 Lz, Harkii&ic
HERLZ AR SELMENRME LT, KT I 2T, KT 9 &~ A v RTLR AR,
TR EEE, BRI TE), HASRZ, 19 DIEIk & ORENEZ £ T UL LTz, T DORER,
~A ¥ R 7 R Z RS E R EE & ST 9 2 U CHASAR LR TE), #1019 DSEIR
(B A NI 2 LR E T,

WSsETIE, HEERZMET A RE L 2 B —FHHEIZEIT 5 Cost/Probability bias %
ETDRNEDORIEEIT->T-, HFSE2-1 T, Bogelsetal. (1996) ([ZL->THEINI-HLT
HEHZMET 5 SFA AAGEMZBT L, € OEMEM & G2 BET Lic, MafoRi R, SFA
AAGEIRIZ, @UWNBESM:, KFr2PE, DURZSE, RS EaF 352 &
PIRSH, EWERENE & SRS S e, BFTE 2-2 TiE, AE—FHmICET 5 Cost
bias & Probability bias Z{I7E 3% SCPS DRI 1T o 7=, METORER, SCPSIL, HV Y
BEVE, WrayzetE, REREZ YA A2 Z LR ah, VW EENME & 20
HHNT,

HOETIE, 1 N7 R ANHCIEHR & Cost/Probability bias &/ L THAZ R
WL RIETIRIRTT VERE LZ, A ¥ K7V AN EEAICHE SR I 4
FIET721 T/ <, HETER, Cost/Probability bias, [ TE)Z B L CHAA R I B
MEFT T A2 0ELT, GBRET VAR L, oo, Gy, <1 K7
JUR AR E N BN ARSI R L T T 7 m' A &, HCEH, Cost/Probability bias,

WATEN 2 N U CHERARZICEE L RIET T o AN &N, ZOMENS, <A

R 7 3 ZREEIL SAD ORRE R 7o il A 1 = X T B % KA T Al getE R mg S vz,

% 7 ®ECIE, MCBT4 Bl 77 A%BR L, @tERARLE & % RITE OF IEZE MGt
L7z, MCBT4 [H17'w 777 M, 3~6 4 OHEHIEATEN Lz, o OfR, T AREX

HIRE & LT, ~A v N7V R AR, EM8E, Costbias OMFIEBHIC LD R TT 47
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F801, Probability bias DA &t 4, Probability bias D H C./3 7 4 —~ Ak T LR BT 47
730, Probability bias DMEFEEIZ L 5347 « 738 %1, FNE, #19 DIERPEREICSEEL
Tzo THHDOEBEOHFCE O THEEN LRVIRENR LS, —F, HOEH,
Cost bias D& FFsL, Cost bias D H /X7 4 —~< 2 AT D RN T « Ti8H, FERREIE
RICBWTE, FERUEIIRINRDN -T2, £, ET AP ORE, MCBT4 Rl7 = 2

WL B~A 2 R7 VR ARED M EAY, HCEEH & Probability bias, Cost bias DK %

B LT, HARAREROYEICEET 2 Z LRI,

F2HE AMEDERKMESE
AREITIE, AWFEICEBT DBEONLENE L ZOWRERZIRVIRY, K THE N
R OBERIERIZOWVWTELRT D,

HBREZIZBIT A4 RIAVRZADLER A B =X LDMEH

~A R ARAE, ARG LEEDOH HERTH Y, MBIs BHEAZRZAER O
(R THD Z LT LN SNTE L, £, MBIs ZHEAARLIERIZT TR, £
DOEFFEROEIICHEET 52 & bRENTE, LL, ¥4 R7ARR LR
TR LN OMERFER & OB RBEEMEITIH O NI SN TE LT, R ALITHBIT D
VA Y RIZNVRADLERA T = A LTAMETII R > Te, HERZIIBTL~A R
TNFADOERZEET 572012, ~A ¥ R 7 VR AR R E % KF T LERN
A=A LOMANEETCHY, TOMPBLETH T, AFROFRERNL, v~ K
TV AREDE S, SERFRSE (Cost bias, Probability bias, FNE, 9 9), 1EE#
E (HCER LEEHE), FETEIOUEEICRE L MTT 2 enani, AT, <
A2 RZNVR AR M LD, 2o DBERZES LT, 8RN OBEI B E K ET
ZEBHBMITENT S HIT, A R7 R AR L RN I L O ORERFER 1T

Mo DIERICHEET2ERKTHY, ~A > K7L ZAEMENE D DIERICA DRE KK
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T L EERIERERE, A RL0 D DIERICIEDREEE RIFT Z & RSNz, HER
LIZBT DA RTZNVRADLEIIA I =X L% Fig. 8-1 1T T,

Fig. 8-1 D X IZET /WML LT RARZICBIT D~ A v KTV FR ZAOLER A T = X L
X, WWREITOBEFICX LT, “RE~A Y RT7ARRAC LY R RZIER DS S E S 1D
DN, TPH, v FTAVFZAOEMZHIAT EOARRERERVED, L
BoT, ZOETIVE, MBIs DA T DA EIEZ R TBRICA AR E 25

ZENHFIND,
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B CiE B & Cost/Probability bias Z | E+ 5 REDRARK

HCUEHRIX, SAD DR - EHERK O TH S (Clark & Wells, 1995; Hofmann & Otto,
2008; Rapee & Heimberg, 1997), L72>L, AHIZISW\T SAD IZHFHb L7 B CiEH ZHIET
HRENRIR, SAD OB CFEH ZJET A RE L LT, A TlE, Bogelsetal. (1996)
WBA%E L7 SFA 236 %, SFA 1L, BEERZHETLRERE S, AHAEOEWRETH
%, WS TIE, SFA Z T SAD (2B D ERPHIZEN % <AThI T\ 52y, £ 0 HAGE
RRIZBATE ST 272207z, AIITINTH CEHBEWEE ~OIRERS L OEEM#EC
B4 DWI7EDIR D=1, SFA O HAGEMZRRE T 2 LE N H T, £ 2T, W5 2-
1 G, SFA AARGEMOBHE LOZ OE#EM & 24 EOBRMEITo7o, ZOREE, SFA A
ARFERRIT, @SONBEES M, KFR2SME, DURRZ S, FRlf a2 B35 2 &R
oz Siz, Mz T, W94 T, MCBT Z1T-72Rf1X, 74+v—7 v 7T, SFA H
ARFEIRCHIE SN2 B EEHOAFAE A SEH QTR FARICBW CHER R &
MR ENTZ, ZOZENBREOKISELRENTZENZ D,

SFA HAGERRDOBHFIZ LY, SADFFADO B CIERZMET 2 Z LB ARBE 2o 70, Z4L
IZE D, R RL O EH AR X OWERE A ) = X AT 2 R OB EN IR S5,
$£72, BOEBICKH L THADPREREGHERELEDA T ) —= T H gL el 2 L)
5, SFA AAGEMUIHEAPRIUICET 2 B AR ~ON AOFMERHIEZEIC /2 0 155 &
ZEzbhbd, I, REOKEHLRINTZZ LD, SFA AARGEMRIZI AFFEDO RS
HEELTHOAHTOLZ ENEZILND,

F 72, ARFFETA Y —F M 2351 D Cost/Probability bias % | €95 SCPS & Bi¥ L7,
SAD I[ZB W TN Z < AESHRRILIZIE, AV —F 50 & kARG HIZS T b, £
ZHUTx LTI 2200 217 9 WM & 5 (Stein & Deutsch, 2003), 3 H « BFAF (2009)
X, ATl 2=r—Ta L RESRBZE®R T2 2 "ATF2 ol s Ty, +
V2R NAZHRSH S 351 % Cost/Probability bias ZH|E 35 SCOP ZBi% L=, —J7, AHIZ

BOWTAE—FHEIZHFHL L7z Cost/Probability bias Z I/ E3 5 RE X2 <, FHFICAEY—F
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G AL 2 F5OF ~ DI B L OYREHMRIZ BT DR REOT-OIC, £ b 2 HIE
THREORBEDNETH -7, HFFE2-2 T, SCPS DR E L OE OFHEME & 2 YD
NEAToTe, TORRE, @mONIEEYE, KR4, EEREER Y MEZ A5 2 &0
OIS NTz, S HIT, TR 4 DI AMFIET, STARRE, #HIBEL D b, Cost bias DAl
FREBIZE DRI T ¢ 75850, Probability bias &7t, Probability bias H C./37 4 —~ > AT
Xt 2R AT 4 7 FH, Probability bias I ERIZ K D17 4 TR ORGP A EITK
BINTZ EBNRENTZ, BT, MARIE T ERROZRITIAERIREN RSN, 2
NHEDZENBREDOKRIGHELRENTZEWVWRD,

SCPS DBAFEIZ LV, SAD #HE DAL —FHEICI T DRH AL T AZJES D Z &N
AREL 725, ZNIC XY, A RNLOFEIERES KL OWER A 11 = X LB 2 HAERF7E D
HEPMIFREIND, 61, AV—FHmEHWZ I AR—Uy —FESSET A7 4 —
RN 772 EOLEREII A ZAT 5 BRI SAD B ORIMEZRZBENAA T 253 DI A
BREBEDAZ V== IRFREE R D EEZDBND, SCPS 1%, HEAT 4+ —<F U AT
KT DHRHTT 4 TR EMEBIERIC L DR TT 4 73O 2 KTk ST\ b, AL
NI =< VR T DIAT 4 TRIMDOBNEIL, N7 4=~ AT DHHOA A—
VOREEHNE LT AT 4 — RNy 7 EONAEEEZ RIS 52 LT, oA
INA T AL RARERDLGE SN D ARBHERZ 2 biLd, —FH, MEFBRICLLA2R T
{A TERHMDOENFNL, e 4 ORERZHE 2, MCBT4 R m /7 Aaffiti+o2 LT, %
DIBFNA T A L RN ZIERDBBGE S D RN B 2 bd, Leni->T, SCPS X
AV —=FGHEIZIIT DBENANA T AxT 5 ADENEFHBEREIC 2 0G5 L E 2 bh
%, MZT, SCPS DREDKISHELH LM ENTZZ v, SCPS 1M ARFFE D) Rig

BELTHEIR SN THAS D,

MCBT4 B 7' v 75 LADFEFE L +DHE DR

CBT % SAD (2% 2 18Esh B3 < (Mayo-Wilson et al., 2014), SAD OiR#EHE L LT

197



LRI TWD (NICE; 2013), L2L, TEkD CBT TiX, A RNLRERDBE LRV E
FHNWDHZENEMENTEY (Rodebaugh et al., 2004), SAD DEMFRIL, 40%FLE Th
5 ERHE STV D (Leichsenring et al., 2014; Springer et al., 2018), =D 7=, HERD
CBT TIEHhaR LARAWEEITH LT, AL RTIAEORBENLETH T,

Moscovitchetal. (2012) DOFFEA5H, SAD DIRFESESIZIN T Cost bias DRI 23 HE T
HHENTREIND, MZ T, Costbias 1%, FHANZIEIROILIZIIT 5 THIKFTH
D, Cost bias DRI FEAZ RN ZREMR DEITIRWVEEE A RIFT Z Lo NS TN D
(Foaetal, 1996), ZALHDIZ &0 h, KD CBT TIEH AR LR WEFITH L TiE,
KD CBT 7’1 7 AT Cost bias DUGEZRHE S W 5872 e AHIEZ N 2 5 BEAE DMK
FE ST, Cost bias DIE & OREFER OWEL LT LT MABIEL LT, MT 3H 1T
535 (Desnoyers et al., 2017; Schmertz et al, 2012), & 5{Z, CBT & MT Z0fH4 5 Z &
T, CBT OZFIL L v s 5 AlREME & 2 (GHER, 2017; %M - 3 H, 2017; Shirotsuki
& Noda, 2018; Sisemore, 2012), ZDZ &b, MT & CBT 7 7r—F 20fH+5 2 & T,
Cost bias DR DMELE S 41, HAZRLZIER OBEPME SN D ATRRERE X bl b,

DL bEEESE %, BF%E 4 TiX, CBT 7 7 1 —F O8I EHE R E & MT % 0FF L7~ MCBT4
7077 L& L, @A LEERNGICEORNEERG LTz, ZORE, ITAE
T, MAREL, HHIREE LT, ~A > R 7L ABME, SEMEE, Cost bias DM ETER 1T
K D777 « 77K, Probability bias D FF, Probability bias O H /37 o+ —~ & A%
% 3T 4 7 FH, Probability bias OMFEEH 2 L D R AT ¢ 75841, FNE, #15 DJERN
ARBICUEE L2 RSN, EBIT, TARRIZEWNT, v A v RT3 2R & 55
fEJE, Cost bias DMEFEEIZ X D3 AT ¢ 7750, Probability bias ™47, Probability bias
DHAC/NT —~  RIKT DR AT 4 7550, Probability bias OftMFEEICE D34 T

TR, FNE, #19 DfEdklE, AERTRE~RODREN RSN, 740 —7 v 7k
ZBNTIE, v A v F7 AR AR LB, AAER, BHOEROITEIR T, Cost bias

DA FF, Costbias DA TEBIZ &L D X7 + 7381, Probability bias D& #f, Probability bias
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DHECNRT =~ V AZKT DR H T 4 7FFN, Probability bias OfMEERIZ LD R T T

TRF, FNE, #1195 DIERD, AEZRPERE~RONREDRE ST, Cost bias ITF
W, SIARIC MCBT4 [B1 7' 0 77 A& T 1oL, ST 78h o 2L D b Cost bias DAt
FHEBIZEDRHTT 4 TR HPNHEIZWE S 7z, Probability bias (23Tl
Probability bias OMEERICL DR T T 4 THME B O N T +—< L AT DRI T 4
T RO WA - D3 X7z 3, Probability bias OMFEFEHIZ X D X AT 4 Z3BED TN,
BOIREDNRENTZ, TRHDOZ LD, MCBT4 [0l 70 7' F A%, FRciEEEIc &S
RHT 4 TR T DIRFIELE LTEHTHL B2 6D, LTz -> T, SADFAED
MEEBICE D2 RHT ¢ TRADBEVEF E721%, kO CBT TIHMhFERICL 534
T A TRHDOWENRENRDP S TZBE~DIEREY 2 — L LTHHTH L WRet, B
L O SAD B OMEEHICL D3 AT 4 7BAMSEWE A ARS8 (KR 157
07T N D AR R S LD,

F72, MCBT4 017" v 7' F A, 15 DIEROBGEIZ R ERT Z LRS-, Fig
8-1 b, ¥A ¥ F7ZARARMEDM LIL, EE S YEROSGHF I EL KT T ot
A LML L T OMEFFERORK S 5 L EEHERERE A B LT 5 SIER O YeEIc 8
ERIETTaEARS L, ZNHDOZ LG, MCBT I, SAD IZRE T 5 5 ERIRRAID

<, MO JERLHFEL TWAE~DIREESE L THLEIfFE N5,

EI3H AMRDORBREZEE
HARREERICBIT D<AV RZARADLIER A B =X AOMFICBT 58E
O DR E B OIARZRNIERICBIT D~ A RT AR ZADLEIA T = X LTk
T OB OREEREZH S NZT 2METH D, B8 3 TIE, BERIMEE AW 7o BE Mt
FEZL Y, ~A > R7 3 ZEEED Costbias & OHERFEN (H L H & Probability bias)
EIA LT, R RLERICRIFT A D= R AMIOWTREE T -7, BF9C 4 TlE, T A

MBI R0, ZDA =X L EHmEt L, ~A » K7V R AN H 27 B & Probability bias,
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Cost bias Z#EI LT, AR LZIERICEEZ KT T LzWonc Lz, —J7, WH%E 12
1%, ~A 2 RTNRARME LA & 2 OMERFERIT, 819 DIERIC b 8L KITT 2
LAERL TS, LanL, WS 122 1IRRONITE CTH 5728, ZEOREEAGRIZONT
X, #ERESH TV, A1%I1E, MCBT & HW M AT 72 &, EEEORKGE T~ A~
R 7 VR AR & RN I KOV OMEFFEER NN 5 DRI B 2 KIT T LB A I =
AL RD B D, MAT, BFEORMREIL, KFETHoT, 41%I1%, SAD &
FEGEE LT, AWETHLMMCISNEZET LD SAD FREBE~OISH ATHEN: 2 Bats

DMERD D,

H 2 H & Cost/Probability bias ZHIE 3 5 REDRRIZBIT E

SAD BEZ X4 L L7= SFA HAGE & SCPS OfFHEM: & 2R L ORED G %
Bt o BN H 5, BFFE 2-1 LHFJE 2-2 T SFA HARGERK & SCPS IXfE#EME & 2241k %
B2 Z LS4, BHE 4 TIEMREORISHEIZH b M E N7, FHERNRE TR
FHETHoT, A%IL, SAD BEZ MBI EOMISHEICET 2 RitsRd 55,

HE7ER DI AL LT, Task Concentration Training (LA F TCT &4 %) BNEFHND,
TCT I% SFA THIE SN L HCHEROUGEICAZTH D Z &7 (Bogels, 2006), TCT
& 5T SFA HAGEM CTHIE 4125 B O H MR T 2 /RN B 2 bivd, 4%IE, TCT
ZMHWT SFA BAGERICBITOREDOKEHEZHALNCT LI LN ROLNLD,
Cost/Probability bias DI AFiEE LTI, FBAFHERKIELE AL —F O I AR —T ¥ —
WIEBLOET A7 40— Ry I B3E%TH 5 (Shirotsukietal.,, 2014), L5 DOFRH /A
T ADERIZEREZY T AZITH 2 LI28 > T, SCPS THIE S L HFH AL T AN
RIS 272 E 9 nEREET 20808 H 5, MA T, SFA AARGERTHIE S NS HOER &
SCPS TH#IE &41% Cost/Probability bias 2MEJKT 2 Z LIZ XV, FHERLIERDBGE S

LHMEIMUBRBGEET D Z ENHEEND,
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MCBT4 B7 1 75 L DRFE L T DOAZMEORFHCI T HHE
—IZ, SAD BE Z % RICMCBT 7' 1 7' 7 AOFIMEEZ MR T 2 HERH D, HFFE 4 O
MRENL, A7V —=2 T WZET D LSAS DIFAN 44 S EORFAETH 57, I ABE
IZ351F 5 LSAS O R1%, 73.04 (SDE17.94), #HIFEIZISIT H LSAS O milL, 74.74
(SD*+20.44) TH Y, FA (2002) DOELSE SAD HBE DA (51.2+10.5) LY & E\ EfE
ThbH, UL, B4 OMGEHEORFET, KPCHEI ZENTETRY, e
IZRBW TR X 72 LT e, 57%1%, SAD BHEZ 3R MCBT 'v 7' 7 ADOH N
DFET 24TV, SAD BRIRFE~DISH W REME DIRFENS L EETH 5,

BT, BRAMPFERIEE L Lie T m s T AL MCBT4 Bl v 7T LD F % ik
T HMEENRD D, AFSEIE, MT & CBT 7 7' a—F %03 % Z & T, Costbias DX
WOMEHE S, R RLEROBEMESND Z EEZREL TS, LarLaens, @4
FRERRIEE & L7 n 77 A E MT &R RE OO & ORI % i L <
W2, FRARIFERERE S MT Z208H L72 2 & C, MBRERNEARITR L2 & D ARMLE
AT, A4%IE, RANEMRIEEL ELE L7 n s T 58 MCBT4 B 70 7 J A0
NRAHE L, RAREERIE L MT 207252 & T, 2IRBEBT 508902 M 5

T DMBEERD D,

H =12, MCBT4 [B] 7’1 7T LEYLRE LT BT, SOROMEMENRLETH D, 52 5
T, MBIs %, fARELIERITERN TH D MR S 417273, MBIs @ MBSR & MBCT (34 8
[F52 5 9 AT SN T\ e, 2D EnD, 984 DR ARFET, HRRERIZE
THERWEDN RSN 272 1 DOERE LT, By varofobizEnlbs L cn
HEREMENREZEZ BND, FD7=d, MCBT Ot v a VAL Lz BT, AR RZER
DEIEZRFTT 5 Z L RD B D,

iz, R 4 OFER, MCBT4 B2 77 A%, SAD fPHOMBFBEEICL DX AT 47
RHOUWEIITAHTHLAZ ENRBE SN, L, BC/NN 74—~ AR THXHTT

o4 TRENI D R UEN R I N2 o T, WFSE 2-2 /25, Cost bias OMMFIEEIZ L D R
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T4 TEEL D b Costbias D H E/RT 4 —~< 2 AT DR AT 4 TR AR L
JERZRLS TRT D2 ENRENTND, 2O &, MCBT4 B 7 1 7' ACH /YT
F =7 Y RKT DRI T 4 TRIOEIEAE A — 7 M LN ARIEE A5 2 &
kY, HERLZERNAEITHD SN AREREZ bND, AFD/NRT +—< 2 X
ST BRAT 4 TRAME RS EDHT-0I121F, BT 47 4 — KXo 7 DA TH 5 ATRENE
MEZOND, 7474 — KRy 7 TlX, BHORT7 4 —~v U A2 ETATHRY, £O

ETAO7 4 — KRNy 7 %BLT, BEALHCA A—VEERIE TN HETHD,
MCBT4 [ 7' 0 7 Z KMIZDETHT 4 — RNy 7 &Mz % Z & T, Cost bias DHC/NY
F =~V RIKT DR AT 4 TRI ORI & R S, AR EROWEI RSN D A
REMENEZ b, %%, ©T7 47 41— Ry 7 ZMx7- MCBT 7'r 277 L%&HFEL
BMEZRET D72 012 CBT &334 KL ONARUSE A i3 2 WEER H 5,

MCBT 71 7' 7 AOMFHIIIT 2 & BIEIL, 16k CBT TIIHhE2 R LARWEE I
THRREL LTEDINE I N Th D, AT, @ARRLHFITHT D MT LA
HHERIE OO ICB T 2 EIMEORFNC & EF o728, A%IE i TR LIZiREO BT
O 72 BC, #Eko CBT TIXMGEN /R IR > 72 SAD & ITR LT, MCBT

T T T ABHENINE D INEREET D Z LR BN D,

WL T, HRARLZE~A v R NVFADBMRMER L O AR ZIZBIT 5 MBIs OF%)
PEDIRFINZ < STV, L L, AFIZBWTIE, 26 OREHI 55 TlERdoTo,
AWFZEIL, WS OPDOMALHEENH L b DD, v A 2 RTNVEAPHBANLI G EE K
ETLERA D= AL EH B L, 20 BT, MT & CBT O MBI F#ERMEE O LT
Tur7 hxFEL, TOAMEEZH NI LT

AMWFFETHHFE L7z MCBT4 [Ml 7' 1 77 F A, TBFNR O TRIZER TdH 5 Cost bias DA #H

HERICEDRHT 4 TRADOWEI R Th -T2, 2D 05, SAD i o H
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IR DRHT ¢ TRANCIT % Cost bias EVVEE F721%, kD CBT TIXl#FEHIC
XD RHT 4 TEHNTEIT D Costbias DWE N R IN/2 o T BEFE~DIRFEE Y 2 — 1 b
LTHATH D AREER I SN D, T7hebh, BEOREBICA LR Sy 7 — Y O
FICHFHGTHAREMEN B Z b D, £z, A RNLIERITEIE Th 2 72° SAD Frf O ETE
BIC K DRI T 4 7T3RECMAE D D OFM IR DR, 15 SIERB mWHE (CH 7208
S (IRBREE) 1T 0 7T AR DAREMNR B 2 b, BLEDZ LD, SAD ITXET
DIRFIECTRIEDOERIE N 2, BE B L OEERTRLE ORIEICH L A FRE O
(2272730, SAD IZBIT HIER° T ORBIZTFE T LML E 2 b b, 4%, 4
RARZIZEBITH MT & CBT 20 L7277 v 77 AOFNEICEET 2 & 67 5tk

5N,
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