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v stk a2y esd A LdeEA

Ae ALg] FEZFO FHodE 19661 Marks9}
Gelder7} 5% HAE ste & UE AL
5o S AARE oA w5 Eta)
ot= Abgrel el thel ZlestiA LA
7] Al ZsFSith. DSM-III(American  Psychiatric
Association, 1980)°l] A}S] FEZo] Jlido] A
& 209 %, DSM-II-RE W7 E = 344 o)A
del AgA 49E Felsehe 2y
(generalized type)o] F7}% O (APA, 1987),
ol#g sk¢ frEel FEo] DSM-IV 5 DSM-
IV-TR7FA] A5 o] $THAPA, 1994;
2000).

DSM-Ivel mam AR 5o dnkal
Folet I Abe] FEgol WFEe] AREA
323 #dE o] e A5 ARgE ook gt
a2 DSMAIVOM = dRksh Sk fE e
Tske AElA gl Jleu 546 o
3 WA el wotbrd okl frEE T
o=l slolA A7t 747] e 2%
2 AelE WEAA gen, oz <ld A
H A7E Aol A4 W} ol
(Hoffmann, Heinrichs, & Moscovitch, 2004). ©]™
AFAEL(e.g. Heimberg, Holt, Schneier, Spitzer,
& Liebowitz, 1993; Heimberg, Hope, Dodge, &
Becker, 1990; Hofmann & Roth, 1996) “Tj¥-%&-2
g S okAloe] xpo g sfAlsA Tl st
= ARA dge] et B fde dutst
FEoZ Ao, & e d7AECE
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Turner, Beidel, & Townsley, 1992)= “gf ELEo
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2 25 G
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§93 o] AFA 2] ge Poz
Hel WelA gk
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e S =7l B =2 e we
T} 1% 3 I ThBrown, Heimberg, & Juster,
1995; Heimberg et al, 1993; Heimberg et al,
1990; Herbert, Hope, & Bellack, 1992; Hofmann,
Newman, Ehlers, & Roth, 1995; Turner et al.,
1992). AR o] QA 5 mdZl
sl 7§ &3 Hoffman $(2004)2] Aol W=

circumscribed) 8 &

[}

9, ARl 39 S FFo] o Ha, A9
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7g Z

, Perry,
Chambless, Renneberg, & Goldstein, 1996; Hope,
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1992).
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olg} IIP-O= URIAAEZAIE THHZ o
N 4 de AR 9o olgH e o
A5E e 99 wdd gAw 24

Interpersonal

2 O eAA Q4 Aeel A SdelN vt
e d715s Jrlske =78, 543 g9
WA e sw 7 AR 54 shet

A THWidiger & Hagemoser,

A77F A
o] gt} HEH} H(Borkovec, Newman, Pincus,
& Lytle, 2002)t} $-23(Alden & Bieling, 1996)
o tlel BAA S40] BAEL Qe W
ofuzg} ®WA & Fo|(Slaney, Pincus, Uliazek,
& Wang, 20064 HE-QF7 ol (Salzer,
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W Aol AEzEze AdAe A4

QT Ausy 249 Brke
[e]

¢
= e 0E Feee Fstm gon,
Agor 299 o) Axet ) Y&

F(1999e = ¥
EA HAr=z H3lEdrh &= 12E3og 12
A 087 He7t BExEw He4rt =
T5 B3 oo dd Feeol Ui
ittt & dAFeld Wiy A= A
(Cronbach’s alpha)= .93 ©]2IT}h.

oo m N &N g2
N
ox

AEA 4324 BQ FE(Social Interaction
Anxiety Scale: SIAS)

o] A& Marttick¥®} Clarke(1998)7}F A 23+
on tefFe AEA daad gl e

© A, BA, BT 2 A =
o8 AAstn Utk B dAFelM e HIFs

A}3]F ¥ % 3 E(Social Phobia Scale: SPS)

o] A& Marttick¥®} Clarke(1998)7}F A 23+
om, AkS)A gl A E‘r°1°ﬂ oe #EE=
A 9 A 55 Vs

o=

oono] Wtk HEE ARt
go g 0goM 80-/A A
F7t wErE ARE Sy Bag
°f 2 A& Sl 2 TN A #
= Al4¥(Cronbach’s alpha)& .920] ]t}
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S - HYE / MBl BES 5191 RE 2R0IM OB 2HE B2 oy SN % A2

Agl X5 HHET(ADIS-IV for Social
Phobia Module)

o] =% Brown 5(1994)°] <J3f A =}€
T3 © WHARA DSM-IVO| AL EE
A 7|5 7128t AR EZRS S
O Bt i A A ©A, Bt
A=, 39 H, TAaEAL HAY L 9
ol thgh A A HEE HAgith

10 o> ofN &

V% W7k LE HAA 59 A B T
A gug A%
=304 %

Cooley, 1989). +=
T e 55 AdS AAlsta o] H|
Hew =ssigion], dA SR A 2
#F7F B2 Fof FHAA =04 H(SUDs;
Subjective Units of Distress Scale)S 0(H3&] E<F
A ) ~100F 52 Ehd o s Hast

=% s

A7} 7k Auky A% P}
A

A B 24 A7Ed] o 9t
2 %

(Guy, 1976). ©] HEE 1(H3] B
9]

ol 7ok AzsiAl o
Z

o] 3 ol sk F AR FH
TE= A8 A (74)=.82 (p<.001), AE FT 159
=85 (p<.00HA T}

ﬂ} Alo2

==

]
opt

ALY FEF FE A= WUt

RO 2vEs W, WEREe] &
Hop ARAow st fIsiA
Turner, Beidel®} Wolf(1994)¢] 7= 2 uvlr|sh
oone] 71 Fxste] vt e 244
B E AHgate] AWHEQ 59| it A=
& TRtk ob TR A 7Y AR A
5 A IR AR Hlstd A8 & EE AR
o] 50% °’F 7t (b A7 WUk A= A
CGI Aol Hlste] X|g8 £ CGI 47t 23
o i (th AEA 33 9 EQF A=
SADS): A7 # Aol Hlste] 20% o #
2 @ AA deAg BeE A EEIAY): A
8 A Aed Hlstd 20% ol HAa (mh A

HTET HE=EPs): AEm A Aol st

HEs

% ARE Faol, BF AANH M
3, kel ABA Bk Wadel Fu

S|

:
A7) WnE TP B FMe
e 1
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BHRAleIatEI K| - At

WSSl tdA 542 stetair] fleiA
A8 AR Aol KPS AAstgen, o5 7]
ToR sbfl Hde FEskanh A8 A
A7 Fo| 24 Azteel #EE 2] Ha

A4 Wi E AAsgon, @54

)

AE pEe v g 54 7E
[e]

o2 3¢ FJe &R A AAEA
HAAE 0]83}9 hKachin et al., 2001; Gurtman,

1996). S AAE T 724 2 HF

o 1t}
(Gurtman & Balakrishnan, 1998). 1€tA|oA] & 8
A a9l Az B3 T 44E g 49
Aze $4%3 FAF AFHE B

“ellove” 42 54

o rr

(Dominance)” 74~ S
st, o] s SolAM tiddA A 9
o % 7 AdelN % @A} of| 9
Aol A5 et drk

AN “EAA st “RfHTFE 7
2, 7o) Wg), YulEe wE o)), o,
soht UEA P24 8o Y5 2
At 0°RE AFEE 2] Fghpek
shif)Ql Zte] W9l= g s@ate] 7 A
@ UQEA B4 Fe 3 Aol A u
AEA A FE= el

e D P
oot

k. 28 194 2+ W7}t 135°¢ AS 27
HEata 23490 o
E

Yl S 94 Eexibilicy)o]

(rigidity) S ZA 1], UH] gro] ol

ooy T oro

oo e
A4 e o Ho o 4y X T o onb ofy

dn =y
R

o
o
ox

i
ol

s 7
AT BE F2 ANl AL FEE ovlst
e Aot At mers 189 0
=0e As S

3AlCIM = 7 aEe] Zeutdde] 7HE &
Bk AR FAE mEe =8 M 7
=2 8o Ao AP At 724
Q% Hee] AP Ro2 F3H =], 80
olde rRe vt £ AFEE ovlsta 70
ofste] e AR=rt W Aolvh Af=rt
S& 73 2 W9, vh), w0l S ok
Ao RE BAgh Zaulds s ALt
s grhke A ot

il F R o I e e e h
gzel tii 7Rl 7he] W9 S ol gsi &
A BE sk, Hee] of¢l fd= £
Fetathy. gk WHeze 3 W 8

lo

D 7] e 243 AE BAE et B
(Wiggins, Phillips & Trapnell, 1989).
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E 1. ME SEZ9 dutst okel RY, H|Yetst ot 7Y, ek SH Echel ciolEAl SAM v
@ NSP (n=60) (@ GSP (n=14) ® NC (n=80) F A EAZ
APH =
ClL. FAX|) 52.32 (14.02) 51.93 (11.45) 50.01 (14.64) 48
2. A7EAA 53.62 (11.45) 58.36 (12.48) 52.49 (12.54) 1.41
o3 62.20 (14.14) 70.43 (11.61) 59.23 (13.96) 4,07 2>3
Ch. A13lA oA 67.73 (12.01) 78.07 ( 9.09) 63.96 (13.10) 8.07™ 2>1,3
Cs. B FAA 62.53 (14.32) 72.93 (13.50) 58.63 (13.40) 673" 2>1,3
c6. BeeA 57.23 (12.39) 63.07 (12.82) 56.19 (12.91) 175
C7. 27134 56.05 (12.35) 63.79 (12.31) 54.70 (13.45) 2.94
C8. o 54.12 (15.78) 57.00 (10.60) 53.65 (14.52) 31
Rk
E2] (Dominance) - 40 (72 - 55 ( 59 -0.28 (.66 1.21
Zlol (Love) - 67 (093) -1.18 ( 1.12) -056 ( .85) 2.79
F 1 NSP =A3] Fx3F H|dwrs} 3, GSP =Ats] 3 X% Awisl £3, NC =874 &4 &
F2 "p <05 p < 001
T 2. YUets} 519l REDt H|ULtE otef Rl UM 3 U B4 AMZE v
NSP (n=60) GSP (n=14) XY E=
ALE A gl digk Tl 344 (99 370 (.48) 81
Ao EE Ao g Fels 333 ( 1.02) 350 (.53) 51
_oé:j 3|9 5F 335 ( 158) 3.50 ( 2.51) 25
ok B8 A% FE I 35 ( 58.3%) 7 ( 50.0%) 02
old e B8 AE U 20 ( 33.3%) 5 ( 35.7%) 57
AEA g3 8 EHZE 2 E(CADS) 101.62 ( 10.64) 110.93 ( 15.86) 2,09
=x BAA Hrto] Bek T2 2 E(B-FNE) 5173 ( 5.85) 55.50 ( 5.36) 220"
RS ABA AT A4 Bk A% (GIA9) 49.90 ( 9.46) 6157 ( 8.40) 424
ALB 2 EZS = (SPS) 40.83 ( 12.87) 51.93 ( 10.94) 298"
9 5 IR AT (R 213.33 (124.59) 196.70 (132.91) 38
: =% WE SUDS A4 61.88 ( 28.15) 55.00 ( 21.21) 43
A7t A (CGD 500 ¢ .91) 5.64 (.94 -2.34"
T 1. NSP = A}3] FxF vdtsl §3; GSP = A3 FXF UWs} §-3; SUDS = Subjective Units of Distress Scale;

CGI = Clinician’s Global Impression.
F2 e X AR

F3. 7 p <05 p < 001
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=Y - HES / AlE] SEZ ot?] R 2F0IML] helRH 2HA 2 U EX H XE &IIE SHeZ
UERA] eiskont, AbSA g gk F AT AY AR B2 0] SEER] B3
w3 B9 FE FEA Gk U Fels, il AR s FRHddeR @ 3HE &
AEA BT AE AFAA e B FE, AANCOVAS Bl T frd Y] A= wkeAd

QoA #Fe= FgollX Afste 38 A9 AolE vHlust 1 235 & 400 AN
Bt e 2] Hud S8 AAE Akl siith 2 23 S5 2% APy i A
A LRkst F3o] Bldnksl F3 o Hlg) fre oA FHA B A, JA7F B
Ml #& FEE Hustither2)=-2.09, p< M B7F AZIek He 3 feolg o Ago]
05; #72)=-2.20, p<.05; H72)=-4.24, p<.001; + FTZALR] gt} T BE FHLo|A 7]

(72)=-2.98, p<.001). o F Zaph RFFHA=, dnet #9v
PE IA FP AR R FHA B A HdREE £ RF ARE RS oF 5%
TE Bl S ARAR dF Hrke] A R AREo] AOANFEL, 57)=7.77, p<.0),
A= F HE Atolel] Fo3F Afol7} AFE] FE ERAAM APt FUA UM
ekstont, Aukd Q4 H7HCGHE ol &d o ASIACHE(, 57)=6.22, p<.05), 9A7E I
B7F BT dutst fEo] HdwEt A o5 ABE FI FAEJT H7lst
ol mla] o AsA BWEel e AR 3 AThEI, 57)=291.27, p<.001). Fke] F &7
7FEI A E, (72)=-2.34, p<.05. = 80]5%] L)
dntsl 3 Hdwtst fEo Am Wk A8 Aol AAJG 2] Had S A4
e AYET] el A8 A, AR T S5 HAeE S, 7 Y g F AHATE
A3 =5 A Ak 5 4% suDs A, HlwES o, 1;% A 2 A ALs
A7 BAHS Yo s vkE =3 Wigk BN wE Fuolow {oalg] CM(F(1, 56)=20.34,
(repeated measure ANOVAYS AA|519G 1 1 2 p<.01; K1, 56)=17.83, p<.001; F(1, 56)=44.83,
HE & 390 AABATE A7) B HAR] p<001; F, 56)=37.00, p<.001), 1 FZFE A
F 3. Yetst stel Rt o|Uekst k9 R X(E ¢34 v 10 gtE B g 24
SP (n=4 GSP (n=10 ] 3 1 5
A NSP (n=49) (n=10) Ak 3)7] 2 ehx3] 7]
Az A A8 ¥ g A g % F F F
S5 EATE 218.08 261.72 125.50 211.00
i 126 777 82
(%) (119.12) (146.17) (61.97) (61.62)
SEUR 64.00 33.00 70.00 3250 .
.04 6.22 .06
SUDS ( 30.29) ( 13.04) (21.21) (31.81)
47t 2% 5.02 2.88 5.06 2.83
1.00 291.27 1.69
(CGI) ( 87 ( 1.05) (.95 ( 80)

F 1. NSP = AR3] FE3Z H|dwksl 73, GSP =

Distress Scale, CGI =

F2p <057 p

< .0l

Clinician’s Global Impression.

" p < 001,

ALE] E¥Z dukdl 43, SUDS = Subjective Units of
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NSP (n=49) SP (n=10) AP R S o
2z
bEpARciES z2A 28 24 2z BEL T
S} ]’u‘r‘ i]_ﬁ_ 2] i]& __5,: _o ] ;_(]E Pl 5(]& :?: _;8 ] o F
T AF T AF F
102.38 91.90 92.36 106.00 96.10 96.89
SA 4 10
(13.65) (15.89) (1.89) (955 (11.78) (12.21)
=
° 51.27 45.37 45.36 51.20 45.30 45.33
#+ B-ENE 17.83 .00
: ( 6.65) ( 6.98) ( .90) ( 6.76) ( 8.25) ( 2.00)
A
n} 50.69 43.18 43.90 55.70 45.20 41.68
EAN | 44.83 48
- (97D (11.70) (1.30) ( 853) (14.05) (292)
40.50 31.29 31.46 41.90 30.20 29.38
SPS 37.00 27
(13.03) (14.81) (1.68) (14.47) (15.30) (3.68

Z 1. NSP=A}E] Z¥Z u|dutsl £33, GSp=AlE] 2¥Z duta}l &
2. SADS=Social Avoidance and Distress Scale, B-FNE=Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, SIAS=Social

Interaction Anxiety Scale, SPS=Social Phobia Scale.
p < .001.

Hdkok
+ 3.

e e ARA 39 9 B E
A 7k g FHE AR T, A
BT A Adse B 7 Y
oA Adete AbE] FEFTY S A

B
AR BN T 57 ALlelA F
k5] % 4,] x}o]‘* 4;1—5];1 ol—o]—o
82]7] Tk AFE =<kt @
Agolq Fo3 Ao 1}

FN

AU o= N (LI A )
N—mrﬂ“\l-h
_UEN_"'”N
_Arill:m
T
Lo s
IR 1S

bW
i)

WAFARA EAo 7123 A3 FEF
a9 738 7

A3 B¥F A 2] g2 §39 o
AWA EAE dehle Ao a9 9
o] WrolxE=A] ol YA, @A
A 438 A& Al EAlste F 7] A

@l v Aol w2 7o) 9]

E Ak, 9AA +3 EA(Ward’s Method,
Squared Euclidean Distances) S A8 T}; @&
2 713 (Dendrogram) 2} Xliﬂ- 21 7% 3 (Agglomeration
Schedule) Al5=¢] WS ZHEINS uw], Kachin
5(2000)] 179} E}WWE 278 3ol 7+
A ARG THSFE 4H3 T S A
d

958 4

AAE I AA
o= UrE} D%(Ok‘f} =259
TR H ZE 130.51°SD=45.10)
A, AvfskE stAV s AP

A UiIAA AE EAFeZ A

i
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lo
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2ol - HYSl / ARl SES offl K8 2R0IMe| iRIEA BAHA 2 g8 SY L X2 3UE T

fr
pa)
o

A o7 Jehgrhelst AuE Heh. Al
3 FES WEAE T 2T HJHe 609
61.1%), Auld Fe 148(189%)°] o ZE
At

3 o]
8.3%)01213

137

=
N=74)=2.12 m), LN i} %ﬁgﬂr H|dutsl 5
o 7)1 ;zloﬂ E 4

o T

i
=
_{
©
N
rlr il

Holt}.
KIPo| ZA 3k &9 f382

% el BeeA

=

1T
B
o

ot

=

I-test=

Q4 3
EREESE

AAeta o

N
-
r

AME =14  ZFF (0=60) TE

ALS A gl dig Tl 333 (.64 351 (.99 - .64

AoEE Aol gt Fol& 319 (- .78) 3.40 ( 1.00) - .68

E_:j 39 4E 462 ( 2.60) 3.07 ( 131) 2.08
8 H& AR (F7) 146 (52 136 ( .49) 65°

old e Bd F P 177 ( 44) 173 ( L1D) 13

Asld 58] g BT 2 Z(SADS) 99.57 ( 850)  104.27 ( 12.85) -1.30

=2 T4 Hrlo e T2 2 =B-FNE) 51.57 ( 4.83) 52.65 ( 6.16) - .61
Kaka = AR s 2E B A& (SIAY) 47.29 ( 12.81) 53.23 ( 9.40) -1.98
AEFES A= SPS) 39.86 ( 10.88) 43.65 ( 13.67) - .97

e S5 EE A (D) 202.27 (212.38) 14195 (122.33) - 24
i =% 9% SUDS A4 62,50 ( 31.82) 57.27 ( 25.14) 22
Ad7F % (CaD 533 ( 1.13) 5.09 (- .90) 83

&+ 1. SADS = Social Avoidance and Distress Scale, B-FNE = Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, SIAS
Social Interaction Anxiety Scale, SPS = Social Phobia Scale, SUDS = Subjective Units of Distress Scale, CGI

Clinician’s Global Impression.

X Az,

F2%
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¥ 6. XY ot R =FY ot 7o Az gEM v
A (=11) ZTE =48 Aehx
AL 37

H7pa s 37]

A= 7 A8 T 28 A A8 F F F F
SADS  103.55 ( 12.06) 87.00 ( 18.86) 103.15 ( 12.38) 93.90 ( 14.24) .65 32.65™ 3.61"

=2 BFNE 5055 ( 5.30) 4445 ( 9.10) S142 ( 691) 4556 ( 670) 25 2602 .92
AZATZ SIAS  47.73 (10.32) 37.27 ( 15.49) 5242 ( 9.37) 4496 ( 10.77) 3.66 34457 .96
SPS 3873 (112.32) 2791 ( 1647) 4121 ( 1343) 31.85 ( 1442) 69 2487 .06

ZEW T A 7HER) 211.60 (146.03) 278.90 (193.37) 214.77 (115.34) 255.66 (123.59) .05  9.32" .56
23T SUDS  85.00 ( 12.05) 10.00 ( 10.21) 62.50 ( 27.34) 36.67 ( 1472) 61 991" 87
AANHACG) 540 ( 1.16) 340 ( 1490  5.07 ( .84) 275 ( .83) 340 213.76™ 123
3+ 1. SADS = Social Avoidance and Distress Scale, B-FNE = Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, SIAS =

Social Interaction Anxiety Scale, SPS = Social Phobia Scale, SUDS = Subjective Units of Distress Scale, CGI

Clinician’s Global Impression

F2."p <05 T p <0l p <001

=258 A Apig g A
= AT E7] fJsiA
g A7) HaA A g g
FHS dgoz vtE=y W
measure ANOVA)-E— AA '8]—05 o
watch 2] o
Aol 3 %OJ
A, 9471 B%
oA Aug e 259
ol UEH, F1, 57)=
32.65, p<.001; F(1, 57)=26.02, p<.001; F(1, 57)
=3445, p<.001; F(1, 57)=24.87, p<.001; K,
57)=9.32, p<.01; F(1, 57)=9.91, p<.05; F1, 57)
=213.76, p<.00l. BE HTo|A Hde F §
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=SHZ ML w3}

719] A5 A8 Z3rt BREJE], 57)=
3.61, p<.05), 1 FFS 19 20 A ] }Oﬂlﬂr.
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=Y - B / AR BES o0l R 2R0IMe olR ERA M2 UM S 3 XE BNE SAMe2
E 7. DSM-IV Helol| e 5t 7R3 2572t thelekA S4of e st¢ 73 EF AlE 25 S H
T Ao] Bl
Se Ry A= FY we 3 AA G X
DSM-IV &5
dutal 43 2 (20.0%) 6 (60.0%) 2 (20.0%) 10 (16.9%) 1.89
v vtsl 58 17 (34.7%) 18 (36.7%) 14 (28.6%) 49 (83.1%)
KIIP &%
Z|uy & 2 (18.2%) 6 (54.5%) 3 (27.3%) 11 (18.6% 1.47
ZF%£3 17 (35.4%) 18 (37.5%) 13 (27.1%) 48 (81.4%)
T Jdo vl 83719 QA AF ARE  HHAHCRE ARS| FEZFo| A MFZ FA
23 AIH g3 g BHgo] o ol Za ® oF, Alg ¥EZe A9 #¥¢ i
ahe merol vepgel 7] g dFR Awst e o B AT
A= DSM-IVe] AT ALS] FEZF] 3519
A9 73 BRO AR BXF PP A= K9 TR L muolw P
37} o] 4 AZmel g FH Hold W A
A7t 2d WEAES e Ag ¥ AoR tE §¥2 £/ Fata e A
zze ¢ ARE P AXE olgeled o] ohdA AruA AT E@ Al ¥
SAetaL 0|59 Y s ERT & 4 IF WEAEY oEAY uikldA A
k9l f9d wek A TROWS FF FE A% AHoR TRYE A9 FIYS ¥
B Aot JEAE duusih DM R F old@ ER7} DMVl e £
AV Aol W ske] £ B8 diRlA wAl H Ee Bk ARE AgsteAl /A
=40 w2 a9l #PelN A8 TEF ek
Awe Aolh slEAE ¢ BAR AW, P WA DsMave) 11w Fejd] 27l
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Clinical Characteristics and Treatment Responses of Social Phobia
Subtypes Based on Interpersonal Problem Patterns

Hyae-Young Yoon Jung-Hye Kwon

Department of Psychology, Korea University

This study aimed to determine whether individuals with social phobia (SP) could be classified into
subtypes according to their interpersonal problem patterns and to discover whether such different subtypes
would respond differently to cognitive -behavioral therapy. We used the Korean Inventory of Interpersonal
Problems (KIIP-C), Anxiety Disorder Interview Schedule-IV (ADIS-IV), and Self-Reported Test Battery
(Korean version of Social Avoidance and Distress Scale; SADS, Brief-Fear of negative Evaluation Scale;
B-FNE, Social Interaction Anxiety Scale; SIAS, Social Phobia Scale; SPS) to assess 74 SP patients who
participated in eight-weeks of cognitive-behavioral therapy and we examined the participants' behavior
patterns as recorded before -and -after the therapy for the treatment's effects. According to our cluster
analysis of T-scores of KIIP-C variations, Participants fell into two different classifications: dominant type
(n = 14), and submissive type (n = 060). Comparing their different characteristics and responses to
treatment, we found the generalized social phobia group reported greater symptom severity and suffered
more interpersonal problems than did the non-generalized social phobia group. When examined via
interpersonal subtype classification, the two subgroups shared similar symptom severity and treatment
responses patterns. With regard to social avoidance, dominant-type SP patients improved significantly more

than did submissive type patients. We discussed the implications and potential clinical relevance of social

phobia classification based on interpersonal problem patterns.

Key words : social phobia subtype, interpersonal problem, characteristic, treatment response
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