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Abstract

Background: Social anxiety disorder (SAD) is characterized by excessive fear of negative evaluation and humiliation in social
interactions and situations. Virtual reality (VR) treatment is a promising intervention option for SAD.

Objective: The purpose of this study was to create a participatory and interactive VR intervention for SAD. Treatment progress,
including the severity of symptoms and the cognitive and emotional aspects of SAD, was analyzed to evaluate the effectiveness
of the intervention.

Methods: In total, 32 individuals with SAD and 34 healthy control participants were enrolled in the study through advertisements
for online bulletin boards at universities. A VR intervention was designed consisting of three stages (introduction, core, and
finishing) and three difficulty levels (easy, medium, and hard) that could be selected by the participants. The core stage was the
exposure intervention in which participants engaged in social situations. The effectiveness of treatment was assessed through
Beck Anxiety inventory (BAI), State‐Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI), Internalized Shame Scale (ISS), Post-Event Rumination
Scale (PERS), Social Phobia Scale (SPS), Social Interaction Anxiety Scale (SIAS), Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale
(BFNE), and Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS).

Results: In the SAD group, scores on the BAI (F=4.616, P=.009), STAI-Trait (F=4.670, P=.004), ISS (F=6.924, P=.001),
PERS-negative (F=1.008, P<.001), SPS (F=8.456, P<.001), BFNE (F=6.117, P=.004), KSAD (F=13.259, P<.001), and LSAS
(F=4.103, P=.009) significantly improved over the treatment process. Compared with the healthy control group before treatment,
the SAD group showed significantly higher scores on all scales (P<.001), and these significant differences persisted even after
treatment (P<.001). In the comparison between the VR treatment responder and nonresponder subgroups, there was no significant
difference across the course of the VR session.
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Conclusions: These findings indicated that a participatory and interactive VR intervention had a significant effect on alleviation
of the clinical symptoms of SAD, confirming the usefulness of VR for the treatment of SAD. VR treatment is expected to be one
of various beneficial therapeutic approaches in the future.

Trial Registration: Clinical Research Information Service (CRIS) KCT0003854;
https://cris.nih.go.kr/cris/search/search_result_st01.jsp?seq=13508

(J Med Internet Res 2020;22(10):e23024) doi: 10.2196/23024
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Introduction

Social anxiety disorder (SAD) is characterized by excessive
fear of negative evaluation and humiliation in social interactions
(eg, meeting unfamiliar people) and situations (eg, being
observed while eating or drinking, and performing in front of
others) [1]. Individuals with SAD avoid expressing opinions,
talking to people, and forming friendships with colleagues.
People with high social anxiety tend to negatively interpret
ambiguous social information [2]. Therefore, individuals with
SAD show negative interpersonal behavior, including conflict
and emotional avoidance. This weakens interpersonal
relationships and ultimately leads to social isolation [3]. In
particular, SAD can impair work, research, and social life [4,5],
as well as reduce well-being [6].

Contemporary theories of SAD emphasize the role of cognitive
processes in maintenance of the disorder [7]. Individuals with
SAD feel fear and anxiety about being embarrassed in social
situations. Cognitive aspects of social anxiety include recalling
past experiences of failure and having postevent negative
ruminations, both of which exacerbate anxiety by negatively
predicting future social events [8]. In addition, individuals with
SAD are very sensitive to negative evaluation and social
rejection [1]. People with internalized shame are likely to
experience anxiety in interpersonal relationships, as this is based
on awareness of negative evaluations from others [9].

Cognitive behavior therapy (CBT) is an effective treatment that
targets the characteristics of SAD. CBT supposes that when
people who experience social anxiety are exposed to socially
threatening situations, negative thoughts are automatically
evoked, triggering unstable behaviors, emotions, and physical
reactions [10,11]. CBT helps identify the unhealthy core beliefs
and rigid personal rules that contribute to social anxiety, and
then provides various skills and strategies to test and weaken
unhealthy attitudes, and to develop and strengthen alternatives.
However, people with social anxiety symptoms have high
barriers to seeking help from experts due to fear of the stigma
surrounding mental health [12]. Additionally, patients with SAD
are often not treated as the cost of treatment is high, and it is
difficult to access information about professional treatments
and services available to individuals. Moreover, the waiting
time for treatment is long and the treatment barrier is high due
to limited access to specialized services [13]. Therefore, the
accessibility of CBT via mobile and desktop computers has
been increasing [14], and the scope of treatment through virtual
reality (VR) has been expanding recently [15].

VR creates a virtual environment that is blocked from the
outside, providing the feeling of being in a new life-sized,
computer-generated environment in which one can be immersed.
Stereo audio, hand controllers, and eye trackers can be used to
create a much more immersive experience. Safety, cost
effectiveness, and convenience are advantages to using VR in
psychiatric settings. VR can provide exposure treatment to
individuals in a safer way than actual exposure, allowing for a
quick response and change of stimulus factors if patients
experience difficulty. It also reduces the time and costs involved
in real exposure treatment [15].

Research has demonstrated the effectiveness of VR for several
psychiatric conditions such as anxiety disorder, eating disorder,
posttraumatic stress disorder, fear of misconduct, and
arachnophobia [16]. VR therapy has an advantage of alleviating
the burden of exposure treatment as it is difficult to configure
specific, appropriate in vivo exposure conditions for people
with SAD [17]. The effectiveness of the therapy can be enhanced
through participatory VR because the patients can participate
directly with the controllers.

In recent VR treatment research, an environment such as a
virtual street, bus, or cafe was created. The results of the
research demonstrated less anxiety and paranoia about social
encounters in everyday life. In addition, patients reported social
interaction anxiety, reduced depressive symptoms, and improved
quality of life after VR treatment [18]. In a VR treatment study
that presented scenarios such as speaking in front of an audience
in a conference room, interviewing, self-introduction, and
talking with relatives in an apartment, this intervention was
effective in alleviating symptoms of social anxiety [19].
Interactive and participatory VR therapies have the advantage
of providing high-immersion situations for participants. The
incorporation of interactive virtual scenarios into VR therapy
might more adequately target the idiosyncratic fears of
participants with SAD.

The purpose of this study was to create a participatory and
interactive VR intervention for the treatment of SAD and to
evaluate the effectiveness of the intervention as the treatment
progressed. Most VR treatments offer a variety of scenarios to
individuals with SAD, but each scenario has limitations in that
they are not tailored to the patient. In this study, the VR
intervention consisted of scenarios in which the participant
makes a presentation and the response of others varied according
to the level of difficulty. This scenario allows for the provision
of patient-specific VR treatment, and is configured to be more
immersive and participatory. The VR scenarios were created
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considering patients with SAD as the target audience. The
intervention was assessed in young adults with SAD, specifically
comparing the characteristic features of SAD from baseline to
after several intervention sessions.

Methods

Participants
We recruited individuals for the SAD and healthy control groups
through advertisements for online bulletin boards at universities.
The inclusion criteria for the SAD group were as follows: (1)
Korean-speaking men or women between the ages of 19 and
31 years, (2) met the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders-IV criteria for SAD assessed by
Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview [20], (3)
individuals who were psychotropic medication–naïve without
a psychiatric comorbidity (excluding depressive disorder and
panic disorder), (4) not currently receiving psychotherapy, (5)
no current medical or neurological diagnoses, (6) no history of
psychotic symptoms vulnerable to a VR experience, and (7) not
vulnerable to visual stimuli such as epilepsy. Exclusion criteria
were as follows: (1) previous history of intellectual disability
or organic brain damage, (2) experienced psychotic symptoms
vulnerable to VR experiences, (3) vulnerable to visual stimuli
such as epilepsy, and (4) unsuitable for participation in magnetic
resonance imaging research. Healthy control participants had

no other neurological or psychiatric diagnoses. To determine
whether the intervention had a clear, positive effect on
individuals with SAD, only participants who had a score of 82
or higher on the Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale
(KSAD) were enrolled [21]. The KSAD is a measure of the
degree of experiencing anxiety in social situations and the
tendency to avoid, and consists of 28 items assessed on a 5-point
scale. Potential participants completed the KSAD online before
enrollment. After the enrollment of participants who had a score
of 82 or higher on the KSAD, we were able to collect data from
a more homogeneous group of individuals with SAD who clearly
had social anxiety.

A total of 40 patients with SAD and 34 healthy participants
were enrolled in the study. Of these, 8 patients with SAD and
1 healthy control participant dropped out for personal reasons
(eg, time constraints). Thus, a total of 32 patients with SAD and
33 healthy control participants completed this study. This study
was part of a larger project that was conducted to evaluate the
effects of interactive and participatory VR solutions using
psychological scales, functional near-infrared spectroscopy,
functional magnetic resonance imaging, and several
physiological signals. An overview of the entire study is
presented in Figure 1, and among these, only the psychological
scale results were analyzed for this study to reduce distraction
and clarify the subject. Other results will be presented in
subsequent articles.
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Figure 1. Overview of research flow chart for the entire project of participatory and interactive virtual reality (VR) treatment in patients with social
anxiety disorder (SAD). This study reports the results of the analyzed data from the psychological scales. The content in the unshaded boxes represents
different studies that will be presented in other papers. fMRI: functional magnetic resonance imaging; fNIRS: functional near-infrared spectroscopy.

The study was approved by the Korea University Anam Hospital
Institutional Review Board and was conducted in accordance
with the Declaration of Helsinki. All participants provided
informed written consent after explanation of the study
procedures.

Participatory and Interactive VR Intervention for SAD

Composition and Content of the VR Intervention
The participatory and interactive VR intervention for the control
of social anxiety symptoms consisted of three stages
(introduction, core, and finishing stages) and was divided into
three levels (easy, medium, and hard) according to the difficulty
of the core stage content. The VIVE (HTC Corporation, Taiwan)
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VR headset was used for the intervention, and the heart rate,
skin tension, and eye movement of the participant during the
VR experience were measured.

In the introduction stage, participants were invited to select their
own avatar and learn how to use the VR interface. To help
participants adapt to VR and calm their mind, they partook in
a meditation-based warm-up session. The core stage was the
exposure intervention in which participants engaged in social
situations. The situation was to enter a room where they were
going to meet several other college students who were to
introduce themselves to each other. In the virtual situation, 7 to
8 nonplaying characters appeared and introduced themselves
(Figure 2). Once they finished their introductions, the participant

with SAD pressed the record button on the screen to introduce
themselves. The nonplaying characters in the scenario listened
to the participant’s introduction, and the level of difficulty (easy,
medium, and hard) was determined according to the nonplaying
characters’ attitude and degree of reaction to the participant. As
the level of difficulty increased, the attitudes of the nonplaying
characters who listened to the participant’s introduction changed,
in that they became more distracted and made small talk among
themselves. At the hard level, one of the nonplaying characters
challenged the participant when they were introducing
himself/herself by saying, “Please introduce yourself properly.”
The finishing stage presented general cognitive and behavioral
safety guidelines for SAD in both voice and text form in VR
[22].

Figure 2. Screenshots of participatory and interactive virtual reality (VR) treatment in patients with social anxiety disorder, shown from the first- and
third-person views [22].

Number of VR Sessions and Procedure
The VR intervention was designed for participants to perform
a total of 6 sessions. Participants were allowed to perform 2
sessions in a row in a single visit, and the first session was
started at an easy level. During the second session, participants
could select and proceed to their desired level. It was explained
that participants could stop at any time during the VR
experience. Researchers were present throughout the VR
experience to deal with any unexpected situations.

Participants completed a battery of assessments to evaluate the
psychological state before and after the therapeutic VR sessions.
Participants answered the self-reported psychological scales
four times: at baseline (before the VR experience), after the
second VR session, after the fourth session, and after termination
(ie, after the sixth session).

Assessments

Beck Anxiety Inventory
The Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI) [23] measures the occurrence
and severity of anxiety symptoms. The BAI consists of 21 items
and each answer is scored on a scale of 0 (not at all) to 3
(severely). Higher total scores indicate more severe anxiety
symptoms. We used the Korean version of the BAI (K-BAI)
[24].

State-Trait Anxiety Inventory
The State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI) [25] was designed
to measure state and trait anxiety in research and clinical
practice. State anxiety is defined as a transient, momentary
emotional status that results from situational stress, whereas
trait anxiety represents a predisposition to react with anxiety in
stressful situations [25]. The STAI consists of two subscales
for measuring the intensity of anxiety as an emotional state (20
items) and individual differences in anxiety proneness as a
personality trait (20 items). Each answer is scored on a scale of
1 (not at all) to 4 (almost always/very much so). We used a
Korean version of the STAI (K-STAI) [26].

Social Phobia Scale
The Social Phobia Scale (SPS) [27] was designed to measure
the level of anxiety and fear in various social performance
situations. The SPS consists of 20 items and each answer is
scored on a scale of 0 (not at all) to 4 (extremely). We used the
Korean version of the SPS (K-SPS) [28].

Social Interaction Anxiety Scale
The Social Interaction Anxiety Scale (SIAS) [27] was designed
to measure fear of social interaction situations such as meeting
and talking with other people. Each question is presented in the
form of a self-describing statement that describes cognitive,
emotional, and behavioral responses in various social interaction
situations. We used the Korean-Social Interaction Anxiety Scale
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(K-SIAS) [28,29]. The K-SIAS consists of 20 items and each
answer is scored on a scale of 0 (not at all) to 4 (extremely).

Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale
The Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (BFNE) measures
the fear of being negatively evaluated by other people. The
original, longer scale was developed by Watson and Friend [30],
while the short-form version selected only items that had a
correlation of 0.50 or more with the overall score. The Korean
version (K-BFNE) developed by Lee and Choi [21] was used
in this study. The K-BFNE consists of 12 items and each answer
is scored on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree).

Internalized Shame Scale
The Internalized Shame Scale (ISS) [31] assesses shame
proneness and internalized shame. The ISS has 30 items that
consist of two basic scales for shame (24 items) and self-esteem
(6 items). Shame-related questions evaluate the extent of shame
that becomes magnified and internalized. We used the Korean
version of the ISS (K-ISS) [32]. A factor analysis of the K-ISS
identified a 4-factor structure: inadequacy (10 items), emptiness
(5 items), self-punishment (5 items), and fear of mistakes (4
items).

Post-Event Rumination Scale
The Post-Event Rumination Scale (PERS) [33,34] was designed
to measure the frequency of postevent ruminations in social
situations. The PERS comprises two scales including negative
rumination (15 items) and positive rumination (9 items). Each
answer is scored on a scale of 0 (never) to 4 (very often); higher
scores indicate more frequent rumination. We used the Korean
version of the PERS (K-PERS) [35].

Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
The Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS) [36] assesses the
degree of anxiety and avoidance in several typical social and
performance situations. The LSAS consists of 24 items, which
are answered for the degree of fear or anxiety (0, none to 3,
severe) and avoidance (0, never to 3, usually). Higher total

scores indicate more severe social anxiety symptoms. We used
the Korean version of the LSAS (K-LSAS) [37].

Statistical Analysis
To examine the difference in categorical and continuous
variables between the 2 groups (SAD and healthy control

groups), we used the χ2 test and the independent t test,
respectively. To compare differences in the scores on the
psychological scales between the SAD group and healthy control
group at baseline and after termination, t tests were conducted.
Repeated-measures analysis of variance (ANOVA) was
conducted to investigate changes in the scores of the
psychological scales in participants with SAD over the course
of the VR intervention. All statistical analyses were performed
using SPSS software version 24.0 (IBM Corp, Armonk, NY,
USA). The significance level was set at P<.05 (two-tailed).

Results

Demographic information showed that the mean age of the SAD
(n=32) and healthy control (n=33) participants was 23.12 (SD
3.12) and 23.55 (SD 3.38) years, respectively, with no
significant difference (P=.60). There was also no significant
intergroup difference in gender distribution (P=.16), with 11
males (34%) and 21 females (66%) in the SAD group, and 17
males (52%) and 16 females (49%) in the healthy control group.
The mean education duration of the SAD group was 14.59 years
(SD 1.37) and that of the healthy control group was 14.94 years
(SD 1.77), which was not significantly different (P=.38).

The psychological scales related to SAD were classified into
several categories: general anxiety symptoms (BAI, STAI),
SAD symptoms (SPS, SIAS, BFNE, KSAD, and LSAS), shame
(ISS), and rumination (PERS). The comparison of scores on
the psychological scales between the healthy control and SAD
groups at baseline is shown in Table 1. For each scale, scores
were significantly higher in the SAD group compared with those
of the healthy control group (all P<.001).
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Table 1. Comparison of psychological states between the social anxiety disorder (SAD) and healthy control (HC) groups at baseline.

P valuedftHC group (n=33), mean (SD)SAD group (n=32), mean (SD)Measures

<.001636.163.39 (3.89)15.03 (10.46)BAIa

<.001638.4535.42 (7.50)48.72 (9.78)STAI-Sb

<.00147.19.8233.49 (7.16)52.28 (10.50)STAI-Tc

<.00148.259.715.76 (5.50)30.63 (13.69)SPSd

<.001637.7618.30 (6.98)42.81 (12.51)SIASe

<.00161.8514.7127.94 (7.25)43.63 (8.99)BFNEf

<.001638.7349.03 (17.29)107.34 (14.60)KSADg

<.00153.569.9621.85 (15.58)72.34 (23.54)LSASh

ISSi

<.00141.827.8416.15 (9.26)50.09 (17.30)Total

<.001637.324.33 (3.43)16.34 (7.98)Inadequacy

<.00138.788.273.30 (3.34)10.88 (4.81)Emptiness

<.001639.992.18 (1.84)10.09 (5.10)Self-punishment

<.001634.696.33 (2.91)12.78 (2.24)Fear of mistake

PERSj

<.00153.23–4.879.52 (7.37)31.38 (10.88)Negative rumination

<.00140.509.5525.33 (10.29)15.06 (6.28)Positive rumination

aBAI: Beck Anxiety Inventory.
bSTAI-S: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory–State.
cSTAI-T: Sate-Trait Anxiety Inventory–Trait.
dSPS: Social Phobia Scale.
eSIAS: Social Interaction Anxiety Scale.
fBFNE: Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale.
gKSAD: Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale.
hLSAS: Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale.
iISS: Internalized Shame Scale.
jPERS: Post-Event Rumination Scale.

Changes in Social Anxiety
Repeated-measures ANOVA was conducted to assess changes
in scores from baseline on the psychological scales in the
participants with SAD after 2, 4, and 6 VR sessions. As shown
in Table 2, general anxiety symptoms as measured by the BAI
and STAI-T significantly improved after treatment, whereas
the STAI-S did not improve significantly. SPS, SIAS, KSAD,

BFNE, and LSAS, which are measures to evaluate the symptoms
of SAD, all showed significant improvement after VR. The ISS
showed significant improvement on the overall scale, and on
the emptiness, self-punishment, and fear of mistakes subscales.
There was no significant difference in inadequacy. Negative
rumination, which is a subscale of the PERS, showed a
significant improvement after the VR treatment, but positive
rumination did not (Multimedia Appendix 1, Table 2).
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Table 2. Changes in psychological states of participants with social anxiety disorder.

P valueF statistic (df)Session 6,
mean (SD)

Session 4,
mean (SD)

Session 2,
mean (SD)

Baseline, mean
(SD)

Measures

.0094.616 (2.348)9.94 (9.58)12.94 (11.29)11.97 (9.33)15.03 (10.46)BAIa

.291.264 (2.684)46.25 (9.96)49.44 (11.97)48.25 (10.14)48.72 (9.78)STAI-Sb

.0044.670 (2.556)47.56 (11.57)51.81 (10.97)49.88 (11.02)52.28 (10.50)STAI-Tc

<.0018.456 (2.400)23.00 (13.03)25.22 (13.70)27.16 (13.61)30.63 (13.69)SPSd

<.00113.155 (2.734)35.47 (12.83)37.44 (12.34)41.06 (11.86)42.81 (12.51)SIASe

.0046.117 (2.027)37.59 (7.29)38.75 (7.72)39.31 (11.00)43.63 (8.99)BFNEf

<.00113.259 (2.369)97.69 (12.55)99.66 (13.37)104.16 (14.28)107.34 (14.60)KSADg

.0094.103 (2.503)64.00 (4.11)68.28 (4.13)74.03 (4.77)71.34 (4.16)LSASh

ISS i

.0016.924 (2.372)38.78 (16.85)43.13 (18.34)43.91 (17.40)50.09 (17.30)Overall

.062.604 (2.719)13.44 (7.81)14.72 (8.22)14.75 (8.38)16.34 (7.98)Inadequacy

.0025.152 (2.769)7.69 (4.47)8.81 (5.03)8.81 (5.52)10.88 (4.81)Emptiness

.0055.528 (2.194)7.50 (4.33)8.41 (4.76)9.16 (4.68)10.09 (5.09)Self-punishment

<.00110.891 (2.662)10.16 (3.05)11.25 (3.20)11.19 (2.42)12.78 (2.24)Fear of mistake

PERS j

<.0016.974 (2.730)23.41 (11.10)25.81 (10.78)27.03 (10.97)31.38 (10.88)Negative rumination

.391.008 (2.812)13.56 (6.83)14.47 (6.73)13.13 (5.84)15.06 (6.29)Positive rumination

aBAI: Beck Anxiety Inventory.
bSTAI-S: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory–State.
cSTAI-T: Sate-Trait Anxiety Inventory–Trait.
dSPS: Social Phobia Scale.
eSIAS: Social Interaction Anxiety Scale.
fBFNE: Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale.
gKSAD: Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale.
hLSAS: Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale.
iISS: Internalized Shame Scale.
jPERS: Post-Event Rumination Scale.

Posthoc analyses for pairwise comparisons between baseline
to sessions 2, 4, and 6 were performed by the Bonferroni
method. The scales of BAI (P=.003), and overall (P=.01),
emptiness (P=.001), and self-punishment (P=.001) of the ISS
showed significant differences between baseline and session 6.
The scales of PERS (P=.01), SPS (P=.005), SIAS (P<.001),
BFNE (P=.01), and KSAD (P<.001) showed significant
differences between baseline and session 4. The fear mistake
subscale of the ISS (P=.005) showed a significant difference
between baseline and session 2 (Multimedia Appendix 1).

Changes in Psychological States Between Responder
and Nonresponder Subgroups After VR Treatment
In general, the response to treatment is defined as a reduction
of 50% or more from the baseline psychological scale. We

conducted a repeated-measures ANOVA for comparative
analysis by dividing the participants into subgroups: those with
a 50% or more reduction of the BAI scale value compared to
the baseline were defined as the treatment responder group, and
those with a less than 50% reduction were classified as the
nonresponder group.

As presented in Table 3, all psychological scale values except
for STAI-S, positive subscale of the PERS, and inappropriate
subscale of the ISS showed significant changes across the VR
treatment session in both subgroups. A significant
session-by-group interaction was found for the BAI value;
however, no session-by-group interaction was observed for the
other psychological scales.
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Table 3. Changes in psychological states between responder and nonresponder subgroups according to virtual reality treatment.a

Session-by-group interactionMain effect of sessionNonresponders (n=18),
mean (SD)

Responders (n=14),
mean (SD)

Measures

P valueF (df)P valueF (df)

.0084.684 (2.446).0026.021 (2.446)BAIb

16.68 (10.60)12.93 (10.28)Baseline

14.50 (9.84)8.71 (7.79)Session 2

17.89 (12.04)6.57 (6.05)Session 4

15.17 (9.41)3.21 (4.04)Session 6

.361.087 (2.737).321.178 (2.737)STAI-Sc

51.11 (10.32)45.64 (8.39)Baseline

50.94 (10.70)44.79 (8.53)Session 2

54.33 (13.18)43.14 (6.21)Session 4

49.61 (11.14)41.93 (6.22)Session 6

.191.675 (2.515).0064.875 (2.515)STAI-Td

56.39 (9.10)47.00 (10.06)Baseline

52.89 (10.58)46.00 (10.68)Session 2

57.06 (9.50)57.06 (9.04)Session 4

53.00 (10.56)40.57 (8.93)Session 6

.390.983 (2.407)<.0018.849 (2.407)SPSe

34.22 (11.11)26.00 (15.65)Baseline

30.28 (11.16)23.14 (15.75)Session 2

30.33 (12.18)18.64 (13.18)Session 4

27.89 (11.58)16.71 (12.39)Session 6

.251.418 (2.659)<.00113.819 (2.659)SIASf

47.17 (11.21)37.21 (12.21)Baseline

44.67 (10.91)36.43 (11.79)Session 2

43.33 (9.56)29.86 (11.55)Session 4

40.33 (12.67)29.21 (10.37)Session 6

.520.672 (2.052).0045.976 (2.052)BFNEg

44.94 (8.56)41.93 (9.56)Baseline

39.28 (12.04)39.36 (9.96)Session 2

40.39 (7.39)36.64 (7.89)Session 4

39.11 (7.55)35.64 (6.71)Session 6

.880.168 (2.359)<.00112.854 (2.359)KSADh

111.22 (14.46)102.36 (13.68)Baseline

109.00 (16.09)97.93 (8.57)Session 2

103.83 (12.95)94.29 (12.30)Session 4

102.33 (14.44)91.71 (5.89)Session 6

.510.727 (2.471).043.024 (2.471)LSASi

42.67 (11.51)33.50 (12.73)Baseline

43.11 (10.42)36.29 (15.51)Session 2
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Session-by-group interactionMain effect of sessionNonresponders (n=18),
mean (SD)

Responders (n=14),
mean (SD)

Measures

P valueF (df)P valueF (df)

42.72 (10.38)31.07 (11.10)Session 4

39.94 (11.02)29.29 (9.43)Session 6

.770.309 (2.345).0016.835 (2.345)ISSj Overall

53.44 (15.60)45.79 (18.97)Baseline

46.28 (16.87)40.86 (18.22)Session 2

46.28 (18.38)39.07 (18.12)Session 4

43.28 (16.89)33.00 (15.49)Session 6

.770.343 (2.698).072.574 (2.698)ISS Inadequacy

17.89 (7.50)14.36 (8.42)Baseline

15.67 (8.29)13.57 (8.65)Session 2

16.17 (8.30)12.86 (8.03)Session 4

15.28 (8.12)11.07 (6.96)Session 6

.770.350 (2.761).0045.090 (2.761)ISS Emptiness

11.67 (4.55)9.86 (5.11)Baseline

9.33 (6.01)8.14 (4.96)Session 2

9.39 (5.09)8.07 (5.03)Session 4

8.89 (4.89)6.14 (3.44)Session 6

.880.143 (2.198).0055.486 (2.198)ISS - Self-punishment

10.61 (5.16)9.43 (5.12)Baseline

9.89 (4.65)8.21 (4.71)Session 2

9.28 (4.96)7.29 (4.43)Session 4

8.33 (4.17)6.43 (4.43)Session 6

.720.417 (2.645)<.00110.598 (2.645)ISS Fear of mistake

13.28 (1.99)12.14 (2.45)Baseline

11.39 (2.17)10.93 (2.76)Session 2

11.56 (3.45)10.86 (2.93)Session 4

10.78 (2.76)9.36 (3.32)Session 6

.770.354 (2.720).0016.931 (2.720)PERSk Negative rumination

33.89 (10.93)28.14 (10.31)Baseline

28.83 (9.45)24.71 (12.64)Session 2

28.56 (9.14)22.29 (12.00)Session 4

26.83 (11.77)19.00 (8.69)Session 6

.760.375 (2.822).460.855 (2.822)PERS Positive rumination

14.89 (7.27)15.29 (5.01)Baseline

12.11 (5.90)14.43 (5.69)Session 2

13.56 (6.97)15.64 (6.46)Session 4
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Session-by-group interactionMain effect of sessionNonresponders (n=18),
mean (SD)

Responders (n=14),
mean (SD)

Measures

P valueF (df)P valueF (df)

12.28 (6.76)15.21 (6.80)Session 6

aTreatment responder and nonresponder subgroups were divided according to the reduction of the BAI scale value by 50% or more compared to the
baseline value.
bBAI: Beck Anxiety Inventory.
cSTAI-S: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory–State.
dSTAI-T: Sate-Trait Anxiety Inventory–Trait.
eSPS: Social Phobia Scale.
fSIAS: Social Interaction Anxiety Scale.
gBFNE: Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale.
hKSAD: Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale.
iLSAS: Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale.
jISS: Internalized Shame Scale.
kPERS: Post-Event Rumination Scale.

Comparison of SAD and Control Groups After VR
Treatment
We analyzed whether the scores on the psychological scales
differed in the SAD group compared with those of the healthy

control group after 6 VR treatment sessions. Results from
independent t tests showed that even after completing the VR
sessions, the SAD group continued to have significantly higher
scores than the healthy control group on all psychological scales
(Table 4).
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Table 4. Comparison of psychological states between the social anxiety disorder (SAD) and healthy control (HC) groups after virtual reality treatment.

P valuedftHC groupa (n=33), mean (SD)SAD group (n=32), mean (SD)Measures

.00140.703.593.39 (3.89)9.94 (9.58)BAIb

<.001634.9635.42 (35.42)46.25 (46.25)STAI-Sc

<.001635.9233.49 (7.16)47.56 (11.57)STAI-Td

<.00141.456.915.76 (5.50)23.00 (13.03)SPSe

<.00147.546.6718.30 (6.98)35.47 (12.83)SIASf

<.001635.3527.94 (7.25)37.59 (7.29)BFNEg

<.00158.4313.0149.03 (17.29)97.69 (12.55)KSADh

<.001638.6221.85 (15.58)64.00 (23.22)LSASi

ISSj

<.00147.856.6916.15 (9.26)38.78 (16.85)Overall

<.00142.286.054.33 (3.43)13.43 (7.81)Inadequacy

<.001634.453.30 (3.43)7.69 (4.47)Emptiness

<.00141.656.412.18 (1.84)7.50 (4.33)Self-punishment

<.001635.176.33 (2.91)10.16 (3.05)Fear of mistake

PERSk

<.00153.665.929.52 (7.37)23.41 (11.10)Negative rumination

<.00155.76-5.4525.33 (10.29)13.56 (6.82)Positive rumination

aSince the control group did not receive the virtual reality treatment, psychological states of the healthy control group were measured only at baseline.
bBAI: Beck Anxiety Inventory.
cSTAI-S: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory–State.
dSTAI-T: Sate-Trait Anxiety Inventory–Trait.
eSPS: Social Phobia Scale.
fSIAS: Social Interaction Anxiety Scale.
gBFNE: Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale.
hKSAD: Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale.
iLSAS: Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale.
jISS: Internalized Shame Scale.
kPERS: Post-Event Rumination Scale.

Discussion

Principal Findings
The aim of this study was to analyze the effectiveness of a newly
developed participatory and interactive VR intervention for
individuals with SAD. In particular, using psychological tests
related to SAD, we evaluated whether the VR intervention was
effective in improving various symptoms.

General anxiety symptoms, measured by the BAI and STAI-T,
were significantly improved compared with those measured
before treatment, whereas state anxiety (ie, STAI-S) was not.
State anxiety increases the threat value assigned to a stimulus
or situation, and trait anxiety gives rise to a tendency to
constantly direct attention toward the source of threat [38]. Any
trait that does not change easily over a lifetime is a
distinguishing feature of a person’s character, and

anxiety-related traits are among the most important risk factors
of anxiety disorder [39].

The scales that directly assess the symptoms of SAD showed
significant improvement compared with those measured before
treatment. SAD can be divided into symptoms that appear in
specific situations and general social interactions [27], which
were assessed with the SPS and SIAS, both of which showed
significant improvement after VR. Scores on the LSAS and
KSAD were significantly reduced after treatment. However,
the LSAS score increased after session 2, and then decreased
in the subsequent two time points (session 4 and session 6).
BAI scores decreased in session 2, and then increased in session
4 before decreasing again in session 6. Similarly, the STAI (both
state and trait scales) showed a decrease from baseline to session
2, followed by an increase after session 4 and then a decrease
after session 6. Although this is only a pattern, it could be
speculated that the tendency of anxiety to increase during a VR
session is probably due to exposure to a VR session at a stage
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in the middle of the intervention process before finally showing
a significant therapeutic effect. This is an important
consideration, because increased anxiety during a VR session
may lead to a problem of dropping out of treatment due to poor
treatment adherence after the initial treatment session. Treatment
compliance is important in CBT because it requires a certain
period of treatment, and exposure techniques can exacerbate
symptoms in some cases [40]. In general, VR treatment is
considered to have higher compliance than conventional
treatment [41], but it is necessary to pay attention to changes
in compliance during the treatment sessions.

Cognitive and emotional components are known to be involved
in the development of SAD [42]. Scores on the ISS, which is
used to evaluate internalized shame, improved significantly as
VR treatment progressed, including a significant decrease on
almost every ISS subscale (ie, emptiness, self-punishment, and
fear of mistakes). Shame is an emotional component related to
social anxiety that is based on a negative evaluation of the
awareness of others, suggesting a positive relationship between
social anxiety and shame [43-45]. A key part of cognitive
models of social anxiety is that individuals perceive a negative
evaluation by others [7]. In this study, negative rumination
significantly improved after treatment, whereas positive
rumination was not significantly different. Past studies of
rumination have shown a relationship between negative
rumination and social anxiety, but the relationship between
social anxiety and positive rumination has been inconsistent or
was not significant [33,46]. The improvement of negative
rumination suggests that this can affect the cognitive structure
of SAD.

Posthoc analysis to compare baseline scores to each session
time point showed that VR had a significant effect on the fear
of mistake subscale of the ISS at the initial point of treatment
(after session 2). In comparison, BAI and the overall, emptiness,
and self-punishment subscales of the ISS changed significantly
only at the end of treatment (after session 6), and PERS, SPS,
SIAS, BFNE, and KSAD scales showed significant changes
around the middle point of VR treatment (after session 4). We
could speculate that the improvement patterns of psychological
symptoms may differ across the process of the VR treatment
sessions. Since prolonging or shortening the number of VR
treatment sessions might affect the therapeutic outcome on each
psychological state, future studies are needed to determine how
and when psychological symptoms change according to the VR
treatment process and to establish the optimal number for VR
treatment sessions.

Although we found significant improvements in SAD symptoms
after treatment, these symptoms were still significantly different
compared with those of the control group. This result shows
that the VR intervention had a significant effect in the SAD
group, but that the participants with SAD still exhibited
prominent symptoms after VR treatment sessions. This suggests
that the treatment effect of VR alone might not be sufficient to
draw out the treatment response or remission. A meta-analysis
of VR treatment focused on anxiety disorders found a small
effect size [47]. Therefore, it is necessary to consider changes
in treatment methods such as the combination of various
treatment techniques, including conventional psychiatric

treatment or more repeated VR trials, to achieve a sufficient
therapeutic effect in the real world.

We did not find any significant session-by-group interaction in
the majority of the psychological scales except for BAI between
the two subgroups of responders and nonresponders (according
to changes in the BAI scale). This result can be presumed to be
due to the limitation of the methodology in which the SAD
group was divided into responder and nonresponder groups
according to a single psychological scale. It is challenging to
determine a clear cutoff as to what scale or criteria to use for
distinguishing responders. Moreover, since this study attempted
to collect data from a more homogeneous sample of individuals
with social anxiety symptoms (KSAD≥82), subgroup differences
might not be expected. We hope to be able to derive meaningful
results through further studies by comparison between subgroups
according to the degree of severity based on the scores of
different psychological scales, or by a comparative study
according to whether or not the individual is also under
medication for anxiety.

The results of this study indicated improvements in almost all
elements of social anxiety measured, including general anxiety,
social anxiety symptoms, and cognitive and emotional aspects
of social anxiety, in the SAD group after treatment. Previous
studies related to VR treatment for social anxiety have also
shown an improvement in symptoms [47-49]; however, this
study demonstrated an effect not only on social anxiety
symptoms but also on a wide range of related factors, including
general anxiety symptoms and cognitive and emotional
characteristics.

Limitations and Strengths
Our results should be interpreted within the context of the
study’s limitations. First, this study did not have a sham or
waitlist control group, which limits interpretation of the results.
Second, this study employed self-rated scales that could be
confounded by bias (eg, participant motivation). Nonetheless,
a comprehensive evaluation related to social anxiety disorder
was attempted in analyzing the effectiveness of treatment,
including changes during treatment sessions. This study enrolled
participants in the patient group who met strict diagnostic criteria
and had not received any other treatments, including psychiatric
drugs. Given these strengths, the therapeutic effect of a VR
intervention could be evaluated more accurately.

Conclusion
This study investigated the effectiveness of a newly developed
participatory and interactive VR intervention in patients with
SAD. The results show that a VR intervention can be an
effective treatment for various dimensions of SAD.
Technology-based treatment in psychiatry is more cost-effective,
easier to handle, and more manageable for both the therapist
and client. VR treatment is a promising tool in the field of
psychiatry, which can simulate situations for patients with
anxiety in a safe, controllable, and reproducible way [15,50,51].
Future research should focus on ensuring that the effectiveness
of these immersive VR treatments persist after treatment, and
that treatments are made more effective through different
treatment combinations or changes in techniques.

J Med Internet Res 2020 | vol. 22 | iss. 10 | e23024 | p. 13http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kim et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Acknowledgments
This work was supported by a National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Government of Korea (MSIT)
(NRF-2020R1C1C1007463), and the ICT & Future Planning for Convergent Research in the Development Program for R&D
Convergence over Science and Technology Liberal Arts (NRF-2017M3C1B6070978).

Authors' Contributions
DJ, JWH, and CHC conceived and designed the study. HJK, SL, and CHC performed the statistical analyses. HJK, SL, DJ, JWH,
and CHC wrote the first draft of the manuscript. DJ, JWH, HJL, SL, GK, CYC, SC, SML, and CHC participated in data collection.
All authors edited all versions of the manuscript. All the authors were involved in the interpretation of the results, and read,
commented, and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Changes in psychological state due to participatory and interactive virtual reality (VR) treatment in patients with social anxiety
disorder.
[PNG File , 513 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

References

1. American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and statistical manual of mental disorders (DSM-5). Washington, DC:
American Psychiatric Association Publishing; 2013.

2. Huppert JD, Pasupuleti RV, Foa EB, Mathews A. Interpretation biases in social anxiety: response generation, response
selection, and self-appraisals. Behav Res Ther 2007 Jul;45(7):1505-1515. [doi: 10.1016/j.brat.2007.01.006] [Medline:
17336922]

3. Davila J, Beck JG. Is social anxiety associated with impairment in close relationships? A preliminary investigation. Behav
Ther 2002;33(3):427-446. [doi: 10.1016/s0005-7894(02)80037-5]

4. Alden LE, Taylor CT. Interpersonal processes in social phobia. Clin Psychol Rev 2004 Nov;24(7):857-882. [doi:
10.1016/j.cpr.2004.07.006] [Medline: 15501559]

5. Wittchen H, Fuetsch M, Sonntag H, Müller N, Liebowitz M. Disability and quality of life in pure and comorbid social
phobia. Findings from a controlled study. Eur Psychiatry 2000 Mar;15(1):46-58. [doi: 10.1016/s0924-9338(00)00211-x]
[Medline: 10713802]

6. Jazaieri H, Goldin PR, Werner K, Ziv M, Gross JJ. A randomized trial of MBSR versus aerobic exercise for social anxiety
disorder. J Clin Psychol 2012 Jul 23;68(7):715-731 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/jclp.21863] [Medline: 22623316]

7. Clark D, Wells A. A cognitive model of social phobia. In: Social phobia: Diagnosis, assessment, and treatment. New York:
Guilford Press; 1995.

8. Hofmann SG. Cognitive factors that maintain social anxiety disorder: a comprehensive model and its treatment implications.
Cogn Behav Ther 2007 Dec;36(4):193-209 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/16506070701421313] [Medline: 18049945]

9. Cândea DM, Szentágotai-Tătar A. Shame as a predictor of post-event rumination in social anxiety. Cogn Emot 2017 Dec
15;31(8):1684-1691. [doi: 10.1080/02699931.2016.1243518] [Medline: 27744788]

10. Beck A. Cognitive therapy of depression. New York: Guilford Press; 1979.
11. Beck J, Beck A. Cognitive behavior therapy: Basics and beyond. New York: Guilford Press; 2011.
12. Clement S, Schauman O, Graham T, Maggioni F, Evans-Lacko S, Bezborodovs N, et al. What is the impact of mental

health-related stigma on help-seeking? A systematic review of quantitative and qualitative studies. Psychol Med 2015
Jan;45(1):11-27. [doi: 10.1017/S0033291714000129] [Medline: 24569086]

13. Chartier-Otis M, Perreault M, Bélanger C. Determinants of barriers to treatment for anxiety disorders. Psychiatr Q 2010
Jun 4;81(2):127-138. [doi: 10.1007/s11126-010-9123-5] [Medline: 20131095]

14. Stolz T, Schulz A, Krieger T, Vincent A, Urech A, Moser C, et al. A mobile app for social anxiety disorder: A three-arm
randomized controlled trial comparing mobile and PC-based guided self-help interventions. J Consult Clin Psychol 2018
Jun;86(6):493-504. [doi: 10.1037/ccp0000301] [Medline: 29781648]

15. Maples-Keller JL, Bunnell BE, Kim S, Rothbaum BO. The Use of Virtual Reality Technology in the Treatment of Anxiety
and Other Psychiatric Disorders. Harv Rev Psychiatry 2017;25(3):103-113 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1097/HRP.0000000000000138] [Medline: 28475502]

16. Valmaggia LR, Latif L, Kempton MJ, Rus-Calafell M. Virtual reality in the psychological treatment for mental health
problems: An systematic review of recent evidence. Psychiatry Res 2016 Mar 28;236:189-195. [doi:
10.1016/j.psychres.2016.01.015] [Medline: 26795129]

J Med Internet Res 2020 | vol. 22 | iss. 10 | e23024 | p. 14http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kim et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v22i10e23024_app1.png&filename=42149abf90eaa83ed958945867e7acd6.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v22i10e23024_app1.png&filename=42149abf90eaa83ed958945867e7acd6.png
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2007.01.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17336922&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0005-7894(02)80037-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2004.07.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15501559&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0924-9338(00)00211-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10713802&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22623316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jclp.21863
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22623316&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18049945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/16506070701421313
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18049945&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2016.1243518
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27744788&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0033291714000129
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24569086&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11126-010-9123-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20131095&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29781648&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/28475502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HRP.0000000000000138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28475502&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2016.01.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26795129&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


17. Powers MB, Emmelkamp PM. Virtual reality exposure therapy for anxiety disorders: A meta-analysis. J Anxiety Disord
2008 Apr;22(3):561-569. [doi: 10.1016/j.janxdis.2007.04.006] [Medline: 17544252]

18. Geraets CN, Veling W, Witlox M, Staring AB, Matthijssen SJ, Cath D. Virtual reality-based cognitive behavioural therapy
for patients with generalized social anxiety disorder: a pilot study. Behav Cogn Psychother 2019 Nov;47(6):745-750. [doi:
10.1017/S1352465819000225] [Medline: 30915939]

19. Bouchard S, Dumoulin S, Robillard G, Guitard T, Klinger E, Forget H, et al. Virtual reality compared with exposure in the
treatment of social anxiety disorder: a three-arm randomised controlled trial. Br J Psychiatry 2017 Apr 02;210(4):276-283.
[doi: 10.1192/bjp.bp.116.184234] [Medline: 27979818]

20. Yoo S, Kim Y, Noh J, Oh K, Kim C, NamKoong K. Validity of Korean version of the mini-international neuropsychiatric
interview. Anxiety Mood 2006;2(1):50-55.

21. Lee J, Choi CH. A study of the reliability and the validity of the Korean versions of Social Phobia Scales (K-SAD, K-FNE).
Korean J Clin Psychol 1997;16(2):251-264.

22. Cho C. Social Anxiety Disorder VR treatment. 2019. URL: https://www.youtube.com/channel/
UCCpzKK_qEqz8LRfxl_TfGXw?view_as=subscriber [accessed 2019-07-05]

23. Beck AT, Epstein N, Brown G, Steer RA. An inventory for measuring clinical anxiety: psychometric properties. J Consult
Clin Psychol 1988 Dec;56(6):893-897. [doi: 10.1037//0022-006x.56.6.893] [Medline: 3204199]

24. Yook S, Kim Z. A clinical study on the Korean version of Beck Anxiety Inventory: comparative study of patient and
non-patient. Korean J Clin Psychol 1997;16(1):185-197.

25. Spielberger C. State-trait anxiety inventory for adults: Manual and Sample: Manual, Instrument and Scoring Guide. Palo
Alto: Consulting Psychologists Press; 1983.

26. Kim J, Shin D. A study on the standardization of STAI for Korea. New Med J 1978;21(11):69-75.
27. Mattick RP, Clarke J. Development and validation of measures of social phobia scrutiny fear and social interaction anxiety.

Behav Res Ther 1998 Apr;36(4):455-470. [doi: 10.1016/s0005-7967(97)10031-6]
28. Kim H. Memory bias in subtypes of social phobia, Masters thesis. Seoul, Korea: Seoul National University; 2001.
29. Heimberg RG, Becker RE. Cognitive-Behavioral Group Therapy for Social Phobia: Basic Mechanisms and Clinical

Strategies. New York: Guilford Press; Jul 03, 2002.
30. Watson D, Friend R. Measurement of social-evaluative anxiety. J Consult Clin Psychol 1969 Aug;33(4):448-457. [doi:

10.1037/h0027806] [Medline: 5810590]
31. Cook DR. Measuring shame: The internalized shame scale. Alcohol Treat Quart 1988 Mar 07;4(2):197-215. [doi:

10.1300/j020v04n02_12]
32. Lee I, Choi H. Assessment of shame and its relationship with maternal attachment, hypersensitive narcissism and loneliness.

Korean J Couns Psychother 2005;17(3):651-670.
33. Abbott MJ, Rapee RM. Post-event rumination and negative self-appraisal in social phobia before and after treatment. J

Abnorm Psychol 2004 Mar;113(1):136-144. [doi: 10.1037/0021-843X.113.1.136] [Medline: 14992666]
34. Edwards S, Rapee R, Franklin J. Postevent rumination and recall bias for a social performance event in high and low socially

anxious individuals. Cogn Ther Res 2003;27(6):603-617.
35. Im S, Kwon S, Choi H. Korean J Clin Psychol 2007 Feb;26(1):39-56.
36. Liebowitz M. Social phobia. Mod Probl Pharmacopsychiatry 1987;22:141-173. [doi: 10.1159/000414022] [Medline:

2885745]
37. Yu E, Ahn CY, Park KH. Factor Structure and Diagnostic Efficiency of A Korean Version of the Liebowitz Social Anxiety

Scale. K J Clin Psychol 2007 Feb;26(1):251-270. [doi: 10.15842/kjcp.2007.26.1.015]
38. Williams J, Watts F, MacLeod C, Mathews A. Cognitive psychology and emotional disorders. New Jersey: John Wiley &

Sons; 1988.
39. Blankstein KR. Relationships between Spielberger trait anxiety and Lykken social and physical trait anxiety. J Clin Psychol

1976 Oct;32(4):781-782. [Medline: 977740]
40. Wheaton MG, Galfalvy H, Steinman SA, Wall MM, Foa EB, Simpson HB. Patient adherence and treatment outcome with

exposure and response prevention for OCD: Which components of adherence matter and who becomes well? Behav Res
Ther 2016 Oct;85:6-12 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.brat.2016.07.010] [Medline: 27497840]

41. Välimäki M, Hätönen HM, Lahti ME, Kurki M, Hottinen A, Metsäranta K, et al. Virtual reality for treatment compliance
for people with serious mental illness. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2014 Oct 08(10):CD009928. [doi:
10.1002/14651858.CD009928.pub2] [Medline: 25300174]

42. Morrison AS, Heimberg RG. Social anxiety and social anxiety disorder. Annu Rev Clin Psychol 2013 Mar 28;9(1):249-274.
[doi: 10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-050212-185631] [Medline: 23537485]

43. Gilbert P. The relationship of shame, social anxiety and depression: the role of the evaluation of social rank. Clin Psychol
Psychother 2000 Jul;7(3):174-189. [doi: 10.1002/1099-0879(200007)7:3<174::aid-cpp236>3.0.co;2-u]

44. Zimmerman J, Morrison AS, Heimberg RG. Social anxiety, submissiveness, and shame in men and women: a moderated
mediation analysis. Br J Clin Psychol 2015 Mar 28;54(1):1-15. [doi: 10.1111/bjc.12057] [Medline: 24866818]

45. Weeks JW, Heimberg RG, Heuer R. Exploring the Role of Behavioral Submissiveness in Social Anxiety. J Soc Clin Psychol
2011 Mar;30(3):217-249. [doi: 10.1521/jscp.2011.30.3.217]

J Med Internet Res 2020 | vol. 22 | iss. 10 | e23024 | p. 15http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kim et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2007.04.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17544252&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1352465819000225
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30915939&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.116.184234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27979818&dopt=Abstract
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCCpzKK_qEqz8LRfxl_TfGXw?view_as=subscriber
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCCpzKK_qEqz8LRfxl_TfGXw?view_as=subscriber
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037//0022-006x.56.6.893
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3204199&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0005-7967(97)10031-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0027806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=5810590&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/j020v04n02_12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.113.1.136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14992666&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000414022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2885745&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.15842/kjcp.2007.26.1.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=977740&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/27497840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2016.07.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27497840&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009928.pub2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25300174&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-050212-185631
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23537485&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1099-0879(200007)7:3<174::aid-cpp236>3.0.co;2-u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bjc.12057
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24866818&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2011.30.3.217
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


46. Zou JB, Abbott MJ. Self-perception and rumination in social anxiety. Behav Res Ther 2012 Apr;50(4):250-257. [doi:
10.1016/j.brat.2012.01.007] [Medline: 22398151]

47. Kampmann IL, Emmelkamp PM, Morina N. Meta-analysis of technology-assisted interventions for social anxiety disorder.
J Anxiety Disord 2016 Aug;42:71-84. [doi: 10.1016/j.janxdis.2016.06.007] [Medline: 27376634]

48. Anderson PL, Price M, Edwards SM, Obasaju MA, Schmertz SK, Zimand E, et al. Virtual reality exposure therapy for
social anxiety disorder: a randomized controlled trial. J Consult Clin Psychol 2013 Oct;81(5):751-760. [doi:
10.1037/a0033559] [Medline: 23796315]

49. Bouchard S, Dumoulin S, Robillard G, Guitard T, Klinger E, Forget H. A randomized control trial for the use of in virtuo
exposure in the treatment of social phobia: final results. J Cyberther Rehab 2011;4(2):197-200.

50. Wiederhold B, Wiederhold M. Virtual reality therapy for anxiety disorders: Advances in evaluation and treatment.
Washington, DC: American Psychological Association; 2005.

51. Shiban Y, Brütting J, Pauli P, Mühlberger A. Fear reactivation prior to exposure therapy: does it facilitate the effects of
VR exposure in a randomized clinical sample? J Behav Ther Exp Psychiatry 2015 Mar;46:133-140. [doi:
10.1016/j.jbtep.2014.09.009] [Medline: 25460259]

Abbreviations
ANOVA: analysis of variance
BAI: Beck Anxiety Inventory
BFNE: Brief-Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale
CBT: cognitive behavioral therapy
ISS: Internalized Shame Scale
KSAD: Korean Social Avoidance and Distress Scale
LSAS: Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale
PERS: Post-Event Rumination Scale
SAD: social anxiety disorder
SIAS: Social Interaction Anxiety Scale
SPS: Social Phobia Scale
STAI: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory
VR: virtual reality

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 31.07.20; peer-reviewed by HJ Jeon; comments to author 24.08.20; revised version received
28.08.20; accepted 15.09.20; published 06.10.20

Please cite as:
Kim HJ, Lee S, Jung D, Hur JW, Lee HJ, Lee S, Kim GJ, Cho CY, Choi S, Lee SM, Cho CH
Effectiveness of a Participatory and Interactive Virtual Reality Intervention in Patients With Social Anxiety Disorder: Longitudinal
Questionnaire Study
J Med Internet Res 2020;22(10):e23024
URL: http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
doi: 10.2196/23024
PMID: 33021481

©Hyun-Jin Kim, Seulki Lee, Dooyoung Jung, Ji-Won Hur, Heon-Jeong Lee, Sungkil Lee, Gerard J Kim, Chung-Yean Cho,
Seungmoon Choi, Seung-Moo Lee, Chul-Hyun Cho. Originally published in the Journal of Medical Internet Research
(http://www.jmir.org), 06.10.2020. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work, first published in the Journal of Medical Internet Research, is properly cited. The complete
bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on http://www.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright and license information
must be included.

J Med Internet Res 2020 | vol. 22 | iss. 10 | e23024 | p. 16http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Kim et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2012.01.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22398151&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2016.06.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27376634&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0033559
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23796315&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2014.09.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25460259&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2020/10/e23024/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/23024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33021481&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

