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People with emotional problems like social anxiety disorder or depression tend to show attention bias to socially threatening
stimuli (Mogg, Philippot, & Bradley, 2004). In probing such attention bias, Stroop task and other tasks have been used
(Williams, Mathews, & MacLeod, 1996), with issues concerning interpretation of results. Using simple dot probe task
considered as indicative of attention bias, this study tried to reveal whether social anxiety and its level could predict
performance on dot probe task. When attention bias scores on fear and happy faces of females and males were calculated,
there was observed no difference between social anxiety group and control group. However, Beck Anxiety Inventory scores
predicted attention bias toward female’s fearful faces in social anxiety group, but this prediction did not apply to female’s

happy faces and male’s faces.
Keywords: social anxiety, attention bias, dot probe, facial expression, fear
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Hrtet 2 184 Aol s AeEo=m Foljiria I
gtk

AtelESHollu 5ol 2 HeF(attention bias)] <
S| s AFrEo] heul(Williams et al, 1996), 9]
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Table 1. Means of Attention Bias toward Fear and Happy Faces of Females and Males in Social Anxiety Group and Control Group

(SE in parenthesis), and Range and Mean of BAI & BDI

Types of faces

Range & Mean

Group Fear females Happy females  Fear males Happy males BAI BDI
, , 3.23 4.70 13.43 2.80 0~ 53 0~ 48
Social Anxiety (V= 30)
(8.40) 6.81) (6.42) (7.83) 23.40 22.37
-1.30 12.85 15.07 -16.03
- Female (V= 10)
(15.72) 9.58) (12.52) (12.60)
5.50 .63 12.61 12.21
- Male (V= 20)
(10.10) 9.04) (7.56) 9.42)
4.43 17.53 3.33 3.63 0~31 0~ 26
Control (N = 27)
(7.11) 6.33) (7.34) (8.62) 6.63 6.15

Table 2. Results of Multiple Regression Analysis of Attention Bias Scores toward Fear Female Faces in Social Anxiety Group

Model B t p ) AR AF Ap

age -.052 -.252 .803

1 sex 053 255 800 007
BDI -.003 -016 988
age -071 -385 703

2 " 18 T 440 242 235 7.75 010**
BDI - 646 -2.232 035*
BAI 812 2.783 010**

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