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Abstract

Objective: Existing research has established that both depression and anxiety affect social feedback
processing; however, their specific differences at the level of verbal uptake remain unclear. From a
psycholinguistic perspective, this study aims to investigate differences in emotional responses and
authenticity judgments when processing self-relevant praise and criticism among individuals with
depressive tendencies, anxious tendencies, and comorbid symptoms, in order to identify objective
behavioral markers that distinguish between the two symptom types. Methods: A total of 116 adult
participants were recruited and categorized into depressive, anxious, comorbid, and healthy con-
trol groups based on the Beck Depression Inventory-1I (BDI-II) and the State-Trait Anxiety Inven-
tory (STAI). A standardized verbal evaluation judgment task was employed, requiring participants
to read and evaluate a series of self-directed praise, criticism, and neutral statements. Participants
rated each statement on “pleasantness” and “perceived authenticity”. Results: The study revealed
significant group differences in verbal processing patterns. The depressive group exhibited a specific
pattern of “negative reinforcement and positive blunting”, characterized by significantly overestimat-
ing the authenticity of criticism while systematically denying the authenticity of praise. In contrast,
the anxious group showed no difference from the healthy controls in judging the authenticity of praise
in private contexts, indicating an absence of cognitive rejection. The comorbid group displayed an in-
termediate pattern between depression and anxiety, suggesting that anxious symptoms may mask the
cognitive biases associated with depression. Conclusion: Cognitive rejection of praise is a core psycho-
linguistic feature distinguishing depressive tendencies from anxious tendencies. This study confirms
the rigid filtering effect of negative self-schemas on verbal uptake in depression, whereas evaluation
processing disturbances in pure anxiety are more context-dependent. Behavioral indicators based on
the reception of praise hold potential as tools for early differentiation and screening.
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1. 518

F BV (Verbal Evaluation) & #E & 22 fE L O BIACFRAT . AE 1EAT 3L (Speech Act Theory) (1141
R, FRBE (Praise) 515 37 (Criticism) AU 2 WL S S2 Rk, 38 & BLA ity Zh B (Performative) ) &
BT, BIEIENT IR NS G0 IR ANBREEEI[1]. #R3E Brown A1 Levinson FIALEREE W, FREEE S
PER—Fh “IEmALSLSRRS 7, B2 FIER, Reag ey Uil N0y “BIRT 17 5 16 07 W38 4
Fi oA SR f) T 7T 7 (Face-Threatening Acts, FTAS), 5 51 & Wr ik A 577 48 1 s S 5% 47 T 4% 25 [2]

SR, XSS FIEAT N “IE %) (Pragmatic Force) AR e ANAE, HE A K28 bR R —— BRI i
NI “H2U” (Uptake)——FEARRFRFE 52 B0 il AAFIE A BRI . R B AEE T, (@
FEAN G 1) T 322 32 F) 8% LABEAT 1 B A (Self-verification). {ELZEE: & (55 B RS REMR X Rh R L =18
A KL AT RE R A . BRAEOFNE S SO AT R, AR S A AR S B T I AMERT A
BAK S IEEBRINLIR] [4], HESI RS INARES]

D58 BN EIHE Y (Cognitive Model)$E i, $IARAE B A% 01 “ S H IR E” (Negative Self-Schema)
784 T — MEAIE SCEIEAR[6]. X T EUMAR AL AL 5 18 S0 2 30 H AR 58 RV SO [ = A AT D48 )
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TR AR BT 00 TS S S (RO T Iy BUSEPE) 7], RIS 58 G0 1 5 0 55 o g 2 1) A T 13 S (491
WU AR AL A B B O I R, XA R FR o “IET#t4k” (Positive Blunting) [8]. #Z 1% %%
AR R, AR AL B VAN, AU BB B2 (MPRC) I A A% R Lt ad FE & [9], #E—
ABEAL T U HIRIE R

FHECZ T, A EBE (0 HE R AR 28 £ 18 ) % 35 48 VRO (00 Im ALk D0 BB DR 52 A o AR VP AR XA AR B
(Bivalent Fear of Evaluation, BFOE), £ EAMAF AR salidhi 4 1F ()35 3, 1@ X Br A VPN 1415 75 (Evaluative
Utterances) 5147 i £ 4 [10] . X2 RUATE S 1A BR, RIS IE A R RR B8t mT R R & 4 J5 22 1 4 23
ARp BT R A R A U [10] 0 DRI, R RS R 1 0 00 TR A v e B 22 YT 0 A8 B J5 SR 5 R AR T, TilE
X SN A B E [12].

R AT BIRTT 7 MR sl f8 x4 25 B T iosemd, 2 H ATz NS B A g, it
X P SE R S I (Comorbidity) RAS BEATAE 4H [X 43 SEUEWE FL[13] . HRE AL AE T Fi 1] B TR A PPN 14 A
RN, VAL 5 A R A ) AE A0 “ B (Truth-Value) A1 “ 15344/ 7 (Emotional Valence) i /& 75 7776 4%
SRAN TR B8 AN AR 2 3 — [ RN T~ SR AR 155 B v 2 11 5 0 22 o PR S R A B 2 3L

BT, AUFABCE AR S IEVEN RIWT %, B EAAI A £ R S e AR B FeAH
EFRBRE RO S5 (00 T 22 57 o F 78 5 s DGR 8 A AN R 51847 A 00 “ Ao JE I Jan 7 45 < B st e 7
B E MO BRSO 4B s IR 5 A B IR AE 5 18 RSN T AR S L, BRI T 518 OB AT
N RRACAE SR S R R ANME

2. 7k
2.1. #ik

AT BARFEA BT HAT %04, I G*Power 3.1 B [1418-T i 5,  ¥E BN oA 0.25,
Gt DR 0.99, BEMEKTN a=0.05. HIRIAEE, RATVIEIEZET 200 LAS 5, Wit
HRATEARIRSE . W, BRSSO TIRIES A AIR5H, RAMNT 116 LS5# @2 44«
PE, FRNVEMEIY 18 2 45 %, M +SD =22.61 +2.88).

2 5 ARG UL 5e HAR B 22 (BDI-11) [15] IR A —45 5 £5 1& B3 (STAI) [16]43 70K H 2 A AN FAR
Z1(BDI > 14, STAI < 92). fE[E41(BDI < 14, STAI>92). FLJ%41(BDI > 14, STAI > 92) Al {i X} R 41 (BDI <
14,STAI<92). {EYIUGHIZEN) 200 %5 5 %, L 84 NRPENNBL M. HIBRIRH EZAHE: K5
HSE R VN FIWTESS O AR P 2 I B R (SR R R TE ) B SRR AR KR Bk .
IR FRUE IS HE TAT 55 58 O B 540 A 80k, mAES 5 & IR EE RRRAKY . S % TR
HFF 58 oG TR [15] 5 £R RE 1 7] B AT (E 2

WAL, AT BERSEE NSRS, FAVE AR 258715 1745 (CERQ) [18]1F{i & 5%
(I 28 R 1T A o Z RSN BIFER, PPAEAMAAE 17 26 1R I0 0 F o R FH 1R 25 R DA R 8 1 SRS

Az 5FHEMERES EEY, AR50, FERrREsNesER. iz 5%
BERTA ST 18 S hS AR ks A0 S o 0 3RS TR R A HR B S ik vt

22. BRTHR
AWFFPAEH T =ZIEERR, 2008 AL EPFER(BDI-). RE R AR R R (STAN LS
1% 45715 45 (CERQ).

DUE AR R 58 —hR(BDI-1): 1ZE3RH 21 TUE VPRSI EL, TIPS AR IR e E R A . 5
Fi 2L A K 4745 FE (Cronbach’s a = 0.94) [19].
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RE - FeEIEER(STAD: ZERSNHI, IRESHEERR LR, B 4 5 Likert #3i
1TVESr . HSChi STAL 45 T #1145 £ (Cronbach’s o = 0.89) [20].

WIHIE 251757 1) 45 (CERQ):  Z A& VPAl AMALE I 48 456 IR DA RN 717 568, KA 5 A1 Likert E5R VT
4y, 36T, SNINTFERMWAT. H2. S [18]. FUEA RIFHIMEE21].

2.3. TN ES

ASIAE T 180 A rhch) T, REER T N =R BB SRTUITPEIR, BESK 60 2%, S0P
HOLHIPEOMEN A . AT 3 2 8 MY, PN 45 (M = 45, SD = 0.9). LI EEH
A2 AT HIWETE[22], AR AR F O bR HEAL T SE

FEAESS 1, 2 5EWESRAG G55 0 T BN R B — A5 I8 RN KA 2 PP 5 A) T Bon e B L
S 5ERIEE CRIRIE SN, A 7 5 Likert 570 73X 0 A 155 JER MG A B2 (i 1) 58 ) AL SEVE SEAT VP 2
SIS 15 3ol 2 HEARFIN G A LTIy, RAETERAN A FHIVEY G, A m4ks
—FAT

2.4. BHESHT

B4 AT 7 IBM SPSS Statistics 22.0 RREAFHEAT o X 15 B0 P2 FN BUS 0 4, SR A 2 (PR
R FRFE. 50T, PHEREIR) x 4 (A AR, EERE. JL. T ER)R A BT £ HT(ANOVA),
CERQ (754 K F B PR 577 22 70 W (ANOVA) B 5 DU 21 27 7] F 155 28 18 i S 22 5t

3. &R

MR A BT Z (4% 3), WATHEE AL, SR SR, @RI 5 PP R
(PRFE 4R DT, PP IAR) X 155 RNk P AT B SR P20 52

3.1 RRMERITS

MR ER(E 1), 53RN R (Fe 1 = 3.007, p=0.033, #°p = 0.075). /5 thick ], AR
(M =3.983, SE = 0.097)7E1# &R te B vF43 b 12 I8 T IR 20 (M = 4.354, SE = 0.096, p = 0.046). HAthZH
Z AR 2 A 3

TEAN T 32 R0 55 3 (Fo, 222) = 269.738, p < 0.001, #2p = 0.831). EL Ak, FREES&A: T I B
JEESr e (M = 5.528, SE = 0.076), 1571 % fK(M = 2.630, SE = 0.088), HPEIRA T/ 2 [H(M =
4.499, SE = 0.057). %4118 L 3c 2 4 5 (ps < 0.001). X Sbat AR 7 Seub s i 2okt .

*
& ’*_‘ Il Depression
|_‘ Anxiety
I Both
Neither

pleasantness
T T

N
1

criticism neural praise

*p < 0.05, ™p < 0.001. Bars depict M + SE.

Figure 1. Pleasantness ratings for critical, neutral and praising comments
L. RS NHEEE TR
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3.2. At

TEFCSEE VR D7 T (14 2), PR SR 800 2 3 (F 2, 222) = 395.767, p < 0.001, #°p = 0.878) . FE T %M T
LS VR4 B IK(M = 2.809, SE = 0.059), H iR 2 (M = 4523, SE = 0.030), FR¥EZAM T Hmi(M =
4.918, SE = 0.067). HrA 48] 1) L 844 2 3 (ps < 0.001).

2 591 32 290087t 85 3 (Fa, 11y = 3.575, p = 0.016, #%p = 0.088). FH/atalh K I, FEEH(M = 4.178, SE =
0.052)7E FLSEPEPEA> b 35w T HE X I 41(M = 3.968, SE = 0.053, p = 0.034).

AN, PPANZR x 4150138 BN 2 (F, 222) = 8.084, p < 0.001, #2p = 0.179) . il B M3 B s, 410
ARLAAESE DT 26 M R X BSR40 B 35 i T AR B4 (M = 2,700, SE = 0.116, p = 0.016), MifERRFELM R,
FARZH A B2 PE P B T HAb = 4 (B8 4L: M=5.244, SE=0.131, p<0.001; K. M=4.962,

SE=0.137, p=0.029; fi#FExfE4l: M =5.065, SE=0.134, p=0.005).
*
8- %*
Il Depression
*kk
6 o ’—‘ Anxiety

" ’—T‘ - I Both
s . Neither

truthfulness
T

il

~ ]

criticism neutral praise
*p < 0.05, *p < 0.001. Bars depict M + SE.

Figure 2. Truthfulness ratings for critical, neutral and praising comments
B 2. #F, PrMBZITR M ESI TR

4. Wig

AW G IET SN I TS, %5 T R REERERBEA N B A AR 54 3t i B R B 50 0
KW 2T, GREY, EREET L, BRI X BRI, RIONFRB RN . &
B, PRI, DR R . X — R S A O TP M VS TR AR B 9T 45— 5[23), BAsE
S 54T 25 46 PR IR T LA B AT RO RBE . S b IR, R R R B/ VAR 1252 7 b S0
HRGE A, TR BLLE IS 5 £ 1B R BB IR 55 00 AR DI T 4% L

B, MIRTHE S BRI TRE, MEERAMERIH S « Gt Bim, BIE 5K
PEVPU M7 A 25 . X — 5% SR AT TR AR S 1 3 PR A o VB T AR T (1 B T [24] . MR i,
SRS A P B A7 ZE R S TG I 6 i 1 FR AT, % RAE/EE S A AR T 70 M0 DR 58, {8 5 Z AR 1T
T A2 5 B Ak TR 2 P [25] . ZEATE TR, FRFTIEMORTE T L CRE A« AR B
Sk RS SRR, B E AR TS . X — R IAE Z I A0 R B FE T AR R
BT 1 A0 LA S5 TR0, 0 W0V 160 70 O o AR DL AT 175 4 R T, R FE A N T VRN 5
B RS W FR 7]

R, SR T I BT B O R, SRR R R v S AR I BRI IE ML
B CTEMETINT o AT ULE R I T X AR AR SR SR, A5 AR T B A T X R B sk
R X —SER < TEMERRTI RULREE — B0 B I FP b B S 3 R A e e
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AN 1) T8 PR BE PN B A AV AR 1 55 77 S S5 B R UI(8]. MBS FMAEE, MBEA
HA AT T JUE LS BRES 2e BRIl B, (HEHERMAR S, K EAT AR RS HI 59,
PR EFRRAN WM R B EEE . R, H0ARIF AR &7 B B A AR 46 R SR, T 2 A
TV S BLE B BRAE MR B I AR RS2 [26]

EAERNR, FSEERAMRTEART 7 R I B THAH . REAIIANEE, TH
FEAL AR, SRV S B UG, (BEEARTF TR A AL . AR ST S, R
LN FR B I S e R S e IR E B 2 . X — 45 RILR, AR 5 8 AN T AR A
B, HAO IR R P AR S, TRV S RN OGE . B A B B e T [27] . fESRZ B
SEARAE R AN BN R SE IR R, BRI B 4R FE R 554k, AR EMARAR DUIE 3 B G HARAE L
NZ[28]. MR Z T, MHAMARIMELE 224 AEH A R ER ISR AF T, DFFERE 4R s, Xit— B T4
AR i ] P4 225 K P 5 1 5 Al M 12

MBS KT, AT T0 25 SR X AR 5 £E RS & 05 I DR IE SRt T IB M2z . X8 5T I BIURA(E
PSR S T REAEAE, (ERARBR AR 26 U B B et . X —Z R AR EENBELE L BX
B, SOV I TR AE X B @ G 7 o 46, M EMEVEA D o7 3, 0RO B B S T
AT REAL B EL D T AR . 3K — IR B B T A G B R AE X 4 AR -5 45 R T 1 1) = S 1k ) L, Ry
MAE FAT N R AN AR IR AL $2 4L 1 AT E[29].

B BB R T LRI,  “MEIRTT. WEEMRHE” S EIN TSRS, 28
FR, MEEERNSRBAMR. X—KPCRMIA T RIRX a5, Myt 518 A mn
LR DM AR ] i) A AT AR R . NN MR, AT Bl R RS, BT S E v B
55 TEA G2 B4t 2 T EL F IR 2RI 1 T4, B — @ R VEN B L5 [30] o i R 30 H 1) r ) A
NSRRI, B FEIEIR I AFAE T e /e — E FEFE L S5 PAR 1K S AL IR, SR RS A B 2 P 11
HIRAT HAAY[13] [31].

S A A TR RS 1 R T SR AR R R LR L, AT B AR AL S AR RS TE VAN
M E BT AT A, THER S BAR B A BOR T B R . ST SRR A IR, A
BEORERIK 5 FLSL M AW 2 R ) SRR 2 0 o AR SR 9 T AE G BE Al b i — 20 5 NG5 M0 42 40 i B
AR, R g Gk B R A B A T SRR AR R S S BTN R TR BT R R R A
SRR B, T X AR R 25 T SRS (I e 4 . B ST BB EE D), DURS 38 H R 75 AE AR
R R LS T 8 2 (AR O O I o Bedh, Z5E 3 KBEARS N dert, 48 Bh T4 bl il 4 i
(IR -

5. &

BTN F AR T ARG AR B BA PP FE s . SRR,
FAHRAG ] AR R B X 48 TR B AL S X BRPE RO R GV AR 4, T ER AT A E R = IS4 S B )
TEBE T D RE L O o S0 A U 2 B HE AR RSO FAS A RVRFAE AR 8 0 MRS o BT TSRS, XA
FUSIEAE 75 5 W] BEAA) VAR A DS B BRE 5 S8R0, WX AR 5 AR R8 K L R B 3 1R ROAT v
A -

SE
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