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[ Abstract)

lated situations. Methods: In the investigation 1, threatening feedback was displayed to induce anxiety mood on non—anx-

Objective: To explore whether induced anxiety have causal effects on interpretative bias across self/other—re-

ious—personality participants and then they were asked to select a threatening or a non—threatening interpretation to a set of
self—related ambiguous sentences. In the investigation 2, similar procedures were employed to investigate whether the inter-
pretation bias induced by anxiety can be generalized across situations. Results: Compared with the control groups, the par-
ticipants in anxiety—induced groups selected significantly more threatening interpretations in the self— and other—related sit-

uations. Conclusion: The anxiety induced by external pressure tinges the cognitive interpretation of ambiguous events with

negative emotion, finally leading to strengthened threatening—oriented interpretative bias.
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