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Time-series analysis for change on levels of emotional

intelligence and influence of change on anxiety:
Case based study of social anxiety disorder in brief psychotherapy
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W EBHELEAR LT,
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NS N7 LSASHER H 2 3 7 O FE#EfR 7%
(SD=210) %. r=FWIA S (2002) 12X o
THH E N7z Cronbach® a 2% (a =0.95)
A L7,

INODORBIIIEDSEK T — X EBME L7
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TOTF—=F &R NTWD,

Table 1 LSASHE=Z{LERUVRCI
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change (%) change (%) RCl change (%) RCI

Case A - 79.03% 1043 77.42% 10.22*
Case B - 29.73% 4.69°  27.03% 4.26*
Case C - 10.84% 1.92 - -
Case D - 43.75% 894"  71.88% 14.69
*RCI >1.96
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IMES BT LA 7 RA Vb EREGEEMZ K
DLIMETH S,

Z D%, HEEERVGHO—MTH B ¥
a2l —Y 3 v-EFY v 75N (Borckardt,
JJ. et al, 2008) X CTHESEZEILAETRZIZBIT S
THEVNRED L NIVEAL Z BRGET L7ze S U
RHNF— & OERE L F T > TV,
H A BIAC AT % M 2 T A FEERGE AR 2 BT
DY Ialb—ya il bIEREEDRA
EALTERSNADDE, ZOMSRMEFEN
FENEOMATNRZ bV EAHET AR ()
HE) BENL 50D L 0EMIET 550
ThHb, 7— ATy TER< IV T 7HEH
FETHANVTRICEP L -FETH S,

B FRY T — & O SR L7
EEEZ v, AEOEER 2 33 HERK,
THENAIRE DB =R % SR L L TIRRE Il
Ja AT & B (FRARED) Rt & AT
WU EBIRIRE SR AT T B A AT L7z,

My, YIal—vav BT YoM
SMA %, XVFTNV - TLA 7KL VT
B g B OSRg 51 101 4347 13 EViews8  (HIS)
W,

(#5241

FFEFHNCBT B —HOEB HIRE DL
IZDoWT, HELMEZASH SN %R
RBLEDIZINF TV - TLA ZEAL VM
EBxfiolze 7 A Z7HRA ¥ b (Breakpoint;
BP) OEFEIERRYIFT—F D Y I T
ZHit%15%. HEMEES %, 7L 4 78 L ¥
FOBRKEE 2 1L CHRI L7z FORBE
CaseAlZBWT1IRHEOTVLA 7K, v b
ARSI, ZOHEBIEBHMEED L~y
WCHEBLRMEZLPRD bNT T LA 7K
4 Y MOFERE, A 7 — 27 W 546H
BTH o720 TOMOFEFNA B RELAL
EFED SN 72 (Table2)s

RICKETr —AZOWTYIal—Yg -

Table 2 <IVFTIV - TLALUKRA 2 MEED

23

Break Test F-statistic (\:;iatligsl

Case A Ov.s.1* 15.29 11.47
1v.s.2 2.20 12.95

Case B Ov.s.1 3.31 11.47
Case C Ov.s.1 6.37 11.47
CaseD Ov.s.1 11.01 11.47

*p <.05

ETY VT M RV EEHAITED L XL D
AL MRE L7z Wy AFETIEY I 2L —
¥a YA A 1000012 #% % L 7zo CaseAll
DWTIRINVF I - TLA 7 FEAL Y MRE
THEBShEREZRIC, £ 75— 2 hiEH»
B46HME (1) . BLXOATH®Z LS 7 + 0 —
Ty ZEH (L) o227 22 FEIZOW
THREHZET o720 ZORHE. THETHoOM
TLULRWVBDPEETHY (=859, p<.05).
MEBRKOEERIED L XVELD D S
7z (Table3, Figure3).
TVATRAVIDBEOLNL o Tz
CaseB - CaseC - CaseD{Z2WCiZ 1 MH L v
YavHiHETONR=RZAT 4 V12475 1
ZIM, 1MHEYy Y a v oLy v a
VEIHETONMANZ DH, mikty a v
M7+ —T v THHETOT +0—T v
T E MM & L, CaseA & R IZTEB) e

Table 3 HCHERUV> IalL—-Y3> - EF

Y2 TRRORER
Stage I Stage II Tvs.I
N M+SD N M+SD r

CaseA 56 41.77£565 52 58871443 0.859"
CaseB 19 50.80%1521 40 46.36£6.56 -0.200
CaseC 18 487111047 42 50.55%9.62 0.085
CaseD 31 48.1116.72 56 45.68%7.78 -0.155

Stage I +1 Stage Il I+0vs.M  Total

N M£SD N M£SD r pAR(Leg 1)
Case A - - - 0.966
CaseB 59 477911039 34 5384%7.75 +0.293" 0.126
Case C - - - 0.088

CaseD 87 46.55+7.51 34 588411001  +0.555™  0.392
**p <.001, *p<.05
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~ 5 M2 CoZqb (1T + I3
vs. M) O DA DETIT- 720
BEOMAGHLETREZToDIE, £y
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Figured) o
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Figure6) o
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ZERE L 72WRERYIG AT 21T - 720 ZBE)=
FERY T — 5 OEGERNBERE L2 DT
HbHo T9CaseAlZDWTIIHE LEEL
LB o, 7L A4 7KL, MEERIZA
VT = MENSLHBETH > 7o MEE
LRI Tl B =528L HE ek EASRO b
o208 (¢ (54) =781, ns.). ZAL#EIC
B=-4245L 2 DV AR LADOHEEHIFED
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Table 4 EFRIIEFHTDHER

Coe(f‘ﬁ}c)ient StdEror t-SEatti)stic P(r;)t)).

Case A (HBEZ{LAD) 053 0.68 0.78 0.4363
(BeZitE)  4.25™ 1.07 -398 0.0001

Case B 0.02 0.09 023 0.8155
Case C 0.20* 0.07 2.65 0.0105
CaseD 0.18 0.14 1.22 0.2239

**p <.001, *p<.05

720 BB LHEELLDVED LN LD -T2
CaseB * CaseC * CaseD IZD2WTid, KR
7 — 5 EEROHMAE &R L 2. T ORER,
CaseClZBWT f=19¢%0, AELRIE®D
AR D S (¢ (58) =2.647, p<.05).
TV MBE DA LIEDOEE % RITT &
MR S N7zs LA L CaseB Tid s il A%
B =.020 (¢ (91) =234, n.s.), CaseD % =177

(¢t (119) =1223, ns.) &0, Z025FH
WKCBVWTRARELHEMIIRD SN L)oo
720 LR % Table 4R,

(%]
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CaseB. CaseDIZ{EH T %, I blidEND
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F 9 CaseATH LA HEIMBEICHEEZE
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OS2 L, F 728 H S
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774y MiE BB OALBEE
DwBEBAONI, —J)iCaseDD 7 T4 T
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Wb bo ORI TH % 01E. S hMES
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BN D E B DAL DOE B LIEDE
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TEEV AR S VT EALEE Y 7158
HIREA TS B IZ EAREET 3% LM S
%o THIMEO 3FEFI L ZHOBLTH S,
KWFFE T o 72 — 213 4 Bl & Bz v
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W 3HTH 5,
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L CTH DB, B TCiarrochi (2000) D HF3E
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W25 5] LWHIREPHLN TSI L%
WAz THEOICHETIIDLERD L) %
CENEZLELDOTIERWES ) H [1H
BIMRESEL A5 LR A N L AFELRT
&8, RARDO ERAEFL ThER
72 DIZIIEBBEVIRE, 2 F ) HG O
EIBIZEA T EICL W EDE T L, ] R
\ZCaseCOFFERIZIEHT S &, TAS20H 5
3o 37— AZHRET LFIH A 37
n, 2D [HFOEFIIK IS wE
WA 2L TWAB I ERPSRIT 5
Twb, BEIZHA L7 Parker 5 O JGATHE
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WCRESTREZHVARETHA ), Hk
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WREDSETH A 9 o

F 72 RECIIEEIMBEOREICL S [
L& OWRERFIMEALZ B> 7285, DK
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FEC, WELL-EZ0RBL2ZT 2D
WS ND, FROFIT, REEFEH»HH
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