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ABSTRACT

The present review aimed to evaluate research studies on gender patterns of social anxiety during the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic in order to 
determine whether there is an increased COVID-19-related vulnerability for women as compared to men. The re-conceptualization of essential social components 
of quality of life due to COVID-19 pandemic has globally increased rates of psychological disorders such as social anxiety, although the issue of increased gender-re-
lated susceptibility is not settled. The searching process was conducted from September 2022 to February 2023 across 3 databases: Cochrane, PubMed, and Google 
Scholar. The study followed PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) guidelines for systematic reviews. Ten studies met the 
inclusion criteria and were subsequently considered for the review. Empirical data originated from 8 different countries, including Canada, Poland, Spain, China, 
USA, Australia, United Kingdom, and Portugal. Cross-sectional studies outnumbered longitudinal studies and generally indicated significant gender differences 
(women were significantly more likely to have social anxiety), although effect sizes were small. However, the claim of increased vulnerability of women as related to 
the COVID-19 pandemic was only supported by 3 studies. Although gender differences in social anxiety were generally present across countries, there was insufficient 
research evidence on increased COVID-19-related vulnerability to social anxiety for women as compared to men. Further research should address the methodological 
limitations of studies, particularly as regards instrumentation or the involvement of cross-cultural variables.
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Introduction

The negative effects of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic on mental health have been documented in a considerable and fast-
growing body of research worldwide. Over the past 3 years, cross-cultural research has been accumulating and converging toward the same 
conclusion of the increasing prevalence of several mental disorders, including anxiety disorders.1 Much research evidence has focused on gener-
alized anxiety, post-traumatic stress, or panic disorder in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic experience and aftermath, suggesting increases 
in prevalence up to 25% (estimation of 76.2 million additional cases of anxiety disorders globally).1 Factors contributing to these figures include 
disease characteristics as well as global and country-specific sociopolitical aspects of pandemic management.2,3 More specifically, measures such 
as social distancing or isolation have obviously produced an enormous negative impact on the social dimension of quality of life; for instance, 
basic social norms (such as handshaking) and social interaction in general have been reconceptualized in the framework of the “new reality.”4,5

These shifting perspectives of social life, in conjunction with disease-related fear and anxiety, have produced growing research interest in the cat-
egory of social-related disorders. More specifically, aspects such as social isolation and distancing have been investigated as regards their influence 
on the prevalence, course, and severity of social anxiety disorder.6 Social anxiety disorder is classified as an anxiety disorder related specifically to 
social situations such as social interaction or performance.7 The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders specifies that the fear or dis-
comfort relates to the actual or anticipated social situations and is disproportional to the actual threat. The experience of the disorder includes fear 
of negative evaluation by others, and the typical behavioral indicator is avoidance of social situations that are associated with embarrassment, 
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shame, or discomfort.7 Negative outcomes of social anxiety extend to 
substance use or behavioral addictions (e.g., internet addiction) and 
poorer quality of life overall.8,9

There is some research evidence connecting specific aspects of the pan-
demic to social anxiety. For instance, in an exploratory review, Saint and 
colleagues concluded on the substantial clinically relevant effects of 
wearing masks on social anxiety.10 More specifically, individuals prone 
to social anxiety seem to experience more discomfort due to the ambi-
guity and uncertainty caused by the face occultation of the interlocu-
tor. In fact, they are more likely to interpret ambiguous cues negatively, 
thus contributing to increasing levels of anxiety and interaction difficul-
ties.11,12 Moreover, a more recent systematic review on social anxiety dur-
ing the COVID-19 pandemic has reported increasing rates of the disorder 
across different countries and cultures worldwide (11 countries consid-
ered).13 The review discusses several facets of social anxiety and points 
out the gender-related vulnerability of the disorder. The authors argued 
that, as compared to men, women seem to be at higher risk of develop-
ing social anxiety symptoms during the COVID-19 pandemic.13

Research on gender patterns of social anxiety both before and after 
the pandemic has generally greater vulnerability for women, although 
there are also reports of a lack of effect.14-16 These findings reflect a 
general trend regarding anxiety disorders, with women being more 
vulnerable than men. However, specific characteristics related to 
social anxiety, such as the relevance of negative evaluation by others 
and interdependence self-constructs, are also involved.17,18 Adding to 
gender-related factors and the effects of a major stressor such as the 
COVID-19 pandemic, it might be expected that the gender gap will 
be further enhanced. Indeed, research examining gender patterns of 
the stress response has concluded that women react significantly more 
intensively than men19 and might therefore experience increased vul-
nerability to the disorder during the COVID-19 era. 

The aim of the present review was to evaluate research studies on gen-
der patterns of social anxiety during the COVID-19 pandemic. The review 
focused on data from adult populations, excluding children and adoles-
cents. Considering that the developmental years are subject to different 
dynamics, the unification of studies was considered inappropriate.20,21

Methods

Search Strategy and Data Extraction
The PICO framework (Popu latio n/Int erven tion/ Compa rison /Outc ome 
Framework) was used to develop the research question for the system-
atic review.22 Each PICO element is specifically identified in Table 1. 
The research question in this systematic review was: “As compared to 
men, did women experience increased vulnerability to social anxiety 
symptoms during the COVID-19 pandemic?”

Three databases were searched for the present review—Cochrane, 
PubMed, and Google Scholar—during the period from September 
2022 to February 2023. The search items were: “Social Anxiety” OR 
“Social phobia,” AND “Covid” OR “Pandemic.” The time filter selected 
studies published in the years 2020-2023. The final search syntax of 
the process was: Covid gender “social anxiety” -children –adolescents. 
Inclusion criteria for the records included: 

1. Quantitative or mixed methodology studies, longitudinal or cross-
sectional, including gender data on social anxiety during the 
COVID-19 pandemic;

2. Reviews on social anxiety during the COVID-19 pandemic, includ-
ing gender data;

3. Articles in the English language. 

Exclusion criteria for the records included:

1. Qualitative studies on social anxiety during the pandemic;
2. Theoretical papers; 
3. Articles in languages other than English.

Two team members conducted the search process across the data-
bases, and a joint set of records was created. Subsequently, the 2 
reviewers engaged in a parallel, simultaneous review of records, first 
by title and abstract and then by full paper. Cohen’s kappa value for 
inter-rater reliability was k = 0.721, which is considered a moderate 
value. However, it must be noted that cases of disagreement were all 
subsequently discussed in order to reach consensus on records, to be 
taken through the next step. A total of 565 articles were reviewed from 
3 databases, specifically Cochrane: 68 articles, PubMed: 81 articles, 
and Google Scholar: 565 articles. After manually removing duplicate 
records (249), the total number of records screened by the 2 reviewers 
was 316. Records were screened for relevance of title and abstract and 
were excluded only when both reviewers agreed. In total, 273 records 
were excluded by title and abstract.

The remaining records were sought for retrieval of the full text. In 4 
cases, the articles could not be retrieved; thus, ultimately, 39 full-text 
articles were read by both reviewers. Reviewers assessed the quality 
of papers by using a specific checklist, with items adapted from The 
Checklist for Assessing Quantitative Studies.23 For each study, review-
ers assessed its’ design, method, sample characteristics, analyses, and 
results. Twenty-nine papers were excluded for the following reasons: 
data were collected before 2020; data from adolescents were included 
in the sample; and studies did not assess/report on gender. Ultimately, 
10 papers were included in the review after receiving agreement from 
both reviewers. 

The PRISMA chart below summarizes the review process (Figure 1).24

The information extracted from the research studies comprised the 
following: the author of the paper, the country of study, sample char-
acteristics, including population type and sample size, mean age and 
gender composition, study methodology, including design and mea-
sures, and study results. The data were summarized in a narrative way. 
The small number of studies qualifying for final consideration facili-
tated the process.

Results and Discussion

Results are presented in Table 2, specifying for each study the authors, 
country, population/sample, study design, measures, and results. As 
regards geographical distribution, studies came from Canada, Poland, 
Spain, China, USA, Australia, United Kingdom, and Portugal.13,25-33 
Sample sizes ranged from 199 to 3137 participants. The mean age of 
adults participating in the studies varied from 20 years old to 48.8 
years old. As regards the type of paper, there were 1 review study, 
2 longitudinal studies, and 7 cross-sectional studies.

Studies Reporting Gender Differences in Social Anxiety
Gender differences in social anxiety were reported in 7 out of 10 
sources considered for the review.13,25-29,33 Studies reporting significant 
gender differences included 1 review study, 1 longitudinal study, and 
5 cross-sectional studies. None of the studies had their main aim of 

Table 1. PICO Elements for Defining the Review Question
Population Adults
Intervention/exposure Coronavirus disease 2019 pandemic  

(pre-post pandemic)
Comparison Men vs. women
Outcome Social anxiety symptoms
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analyzing gender differences; gender comparisons were only included 
as secondary additional information. 

Cross-sectional studies were conducted in Portugal, China, Spain, 
Canada, and Poland. Data from the Polish cross-sectional study with 
university students indicated significant gender differences, with women 
showing higher scores than men.26 The study used a well-known mea-
sure of social anxiety, the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale, a measure that 
has been used across different countries and cultures and has shown 
good reliability and validity.34 The scale has been used to assess global 
social anxiety across 4 different facets and comprises 24 items, assessing 
interaction and performance. However, the authors in the present study 
only reported on the significance of gender differences but not the effect 
size of this difference.26 Acknowledging the modest sample size of 255 
participants, these results need careful consideration.

A similar study with a larger sample of university students from Spain 
reported gender differences in social anxiety during lockdown, with 
women outscoring men.27 However, these authors also reported a 
small but significant effect size of the difference (Hedge’s g = 0.33, 
P = .001). Nonetheless, it should be noted that the study used a more 
generic instrument for assessing social anxiety, namely the Anxiety 
and Depression Disorders Symptoms Scale (ESTAD).35 This scale is a 
self-report measure assessing symptoms of different disorders related 
to anxiety, stress, and depression through a total of 35 items divided 
into 7 subscales based on a Likert scale (1-4). Hence, social anxiety 
comprises only 1 of the 7 subscales. The authors in the present study 
did not report the value of internal consistency for the specific social 
anxiety subscale but only for the total scale. Hence, care should be 
taken when considering the present findings.

In contrast with the above studies, data from Portugal provide more 
specific information as they report on social anxiety that is specifically 
related to COVID-19.33 The authors used a COVID-19-specific instru-
ment and reported good reliability values for the scale and its sub-
scales.36 They found a significant gender difference in social anxiety 
related to COVID-19, with women outscoring men. However, the effect 
size of the difference was rather small (d = 0.20). Despite this, findings 
suggest that there is at least some evidence of greater COVID-19-related 
vulnerability to social anxiety for women as compared to men.33 The 
study of Ju and colleagues with discharged COVID-19 patients adds 
further support to this point.28 The study used the Self-Consciousness 
Scale for assessing social anxiety among discharged COVID-19 patients 
in China.37,38 Results showed significantly higher scores of social anxiety 
for women as compared to men. The authors concluded that women 
who had COVID-19 were significantly more likely than men to develop 
social anxiety symptoms, although they have again reported a small 
effect size of the difference (d = 0.43).28 This study also seems to pro-
vide some support for the increased vulnerability to COVID-19-related 
social anxiety among women as compared to men.

Cross-sectional data from Canada involving undergraduate students 
has considered gender differences from yet another perspective, i.e., 
by investigating the effects of social anxiety on socio-emotional func-
tioning.25 The authors reported significant gender effects of social anxi-
ety on socio-emotional functioning, suggesting that women become 
more impaired than men. Hence, although the study did not assess 
gender differences in social anxiety prevalence, it provided evidence 
that effects on socio-emotional functioning are significantly worse for 
women. This study is in line with studies before the pandemic, show-
ing greater impairment of women across different life domains due to 
social anxiety.39,40 These findings suggest that prevalence data on gen-
der comparisons provide only limited information on gender-related 
patterns of social anxiety. Indeed, research on the effects of social 
anxiety on quality of life has shown that women experience harsher 
effects, particularly as regards their performance at school or work.41,42 
For instance, as compared to men, women with social anxiety experi-
ence the most detrimental consequences of the disorder in their prob-
ability of getting or keeping a job.40

Data from cross-sectional studies are supported by longitudinal 
research. A longitudinal study from the United States comparing pre-
pandemic to postpandemic data in 1 community sample concluded 
that women experienced a significant increase in social anxiety rates as 
compared to men.29 Although the effect size was small (d = 0.17), this 
is the only study so far supporting the hypothesis of a greater postpan-
demic vulnerability to social anxiety for women as compared to men. 
The study used the Social Anxiety Scale for adolescents, as participants 
were recruited while still in high school (prepandemic data).43 It must 
be noted that the sample of this study is particularly young, and there-
fore the data are in line with longitudinal studies with adolescents, 
reporting similar gender effects on social anxiety.44

The review by Kindred and colleagues probably represents, so far, the 
most comprehensive attempt to assess the effects of the COVID-19 
pandemic on social anxiety.13 The authors provided a review of 33 
studies from 11 different countries by referring to both clinical and 
community samples. Although the assessment of gender differences 
was not their primary objective, they concluded on the existence of 
important gender differences in the effects of COVID pandemic on 
social anxiety. The authors particularly highlighted data from longi-
tudinal studies, suggesting that rates of social anxiety in girls/women 
have increased because of the pandemic. Reflecting on size effects, 
the authors concluded that women represent a particularly vulner-
able group to social anxiety. Even so, it must be noted that Kindred 
and colleagues’ review also includes studies with children and 

Figure 1. PRISMA Chart for Identification of Studies via Databases
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adolescents, which tend to show increases in social anxiety among 
girls during and after the pandemic.44,45 Data from adult samples, 
being mainly cross-sectional, do not provide so clear and uncontro-
versial conclusions on gender effects on social anxiety, particularly 
as regards a supposed increased vulnerability for women. Moreover, 
there are few studies reporting statistically non-significant gender 
differences, which need to be considered and are discussed in the 
following section.

Studies Reporting No Gender Differences in Social Anxiety
Studies reporting no gender differences included 1 longitudinal study 
and 2 cross-sectional studies. The 2 cross-sectional studies reported 
data from China. Li and colleagues30 used the Social Interaction Anxiety 
Scale to assess social anxiety in a community sample during the first 
months of the pandemic. This measure of social anxiety aims to pro-
vide a general assessment of social interaction fears, and the authors 
found comparable levels for men and women.46 It should be noted 
that the sample was gender balanced (47% women), particularly as 
compared to other studies showing large gender imbalances (e.g., 
samples up to 70% or 80% women).25,27

Similarly, Liang and colleagues’31 study with a much larger sample of 
Chinese university students reported an increase in social anxiety levels 
as compared to Chinese norms but no significant gender differences. 
Hence, the authors reported similar levels of social anxiety for men and 
women. This study used another measure of social anxiety, the Social 
Avoidance and Distress Scale, a measure used to assess levels of distress, 
discomfort, fear, and avoidance of social situations, in a predominantly 
female sample (over 78%).47,48 It should be noted that out of 3 studies 
from China that were taken into consideration for the present review, 
2 reported no gender differences in social anxiety. Conversely, the only 
study reporting gender differences was that with discharged COVID-19 
patients (see discussion above).28 It could be noted that the 2 studies 
reporting no differences were conducted with university students, i.e., 

the mean age of samples was quite young; conversely, the study finding 
gender differences reported a mean age of participants of approximately 
43 years. Hence, a possible explanation could be that of shifting gender 
norms, which have become less distinct in the younger generations; a 
similar explanation was provided in a review by Jefferies and Ungar49 in 
order to interpret the absence of gender differences in their study, which 
included 7 culturally different countries.

However, “the generational explanation” is not supported by the data 
from the longitudinal study by Lim and colleagues.32 The community 
sample of this study had a mean age of 48.8 years old, and the data 
came from 3 different countries, including Australia, the United States, 
and the United Kingdom. The authors reported that gender was not 
a predictor of social anxiety onset at 3 different time points assessed. 
This study used yet another different measure, the Mini Social Phobia 
Inventory, a shortened version of the Social Phobia Inventory aimed 
to assess generalized social anxiety.50 However, gender comparisons 
in this study need careful consideration considering the large gender 
imbalance, comprising 84% of women.

To summarize, the 3 studies reported no gender differences, despite 
the different measures of social anxiety used for data collection. These 
results are in line with the Jefferies and Ungar study,49 which involved 
a general estimation of data from 7 culturally different countries, out 
of which only 3 cases of gender differences were found. The authors 
proposed that cultural variations in gender roles and social norms 
might be responsible for the findings but warrant further research in 
this direction. The involvement of cultural norms related to gender 
roles has been claimed in research, and it has been argued that failure 
to find gender differences might be due to the lack of specificity of 
measures of social anxiety.51,52 Despite this, it should be acknowledged 
that studies reporting a lack of gender differences in social anxiety dur-
ing and after the COVID-19 pandemic are insufficient to draw solid 
conclusions. 

Table 2. Data Extraction: Author, Country, Population/Sample, Study Design, and Results
Authors Country Population/Sample Study Design and Measures Results
Archbell 
et al25

Canada Community, n = 1073
Mage = 20.3 years, SD = 4.49,
 77.9% female

Cross-sectional study
Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale32

Significant differences, 
P < .05

Czorniej 
et al26

Poland Students, n = 255
Mage = 24.30 years, SD = 1.69, 53.7% 
female

Cross-sectional study
Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale32

Significant differences, 
P < .05. Cohen’s d not 
reported

Falco et al27 Spain Community, n = 439
Mage = 36.64 years, SD = 13.37,73.1% 
female

Cross-sectional study
ESTADAnxiety and depression disorders 
symptoms scale33

Significant differences, 
Hedge’s g = 0.33, P = .001.

Ju et al28 China Discharged COVID-19 patients, n = 199, 
Mage = 42.72 years, SD = 17.53, 53.3% 
female

Cross-sectional study, Self-consciousness 
Scale35,36

Significant differences, 
d = 0.43

Juvonen 
et al29

United States of America Community
n = 1557
Mage = 22.5 years, SD = 0.75
Gender: 62% female

Longitudinal study
Data collection: Prepandemic (2017-2019) 
Postpandemic: March 2021 to June 2021
Social anxiety scale41

Significant differences, 
d = 0.17

Li et al30 China Community, n = 600
Median age = 20 years, 46% female

Cross-sectional study
Social Interaction Anxiety Scale44

No significant differences 
P > .05, d = 0.04

Liang et al31 China University students, n = 3137
Mean age not reported, 78.58% female

Cross-sectional study
Social Avoidance and Distress Scale45

No significant differences, 
P > .05

Lim et al32 Australia (n = 701), United 
Kingdom (n = 483), and the 
United States (n = 378).

Community
n = 1562
Mage = 48.8 years, 84.2% female

Longitudinal study data collection: 3 
points in time starting March 2020
Mini Social Phobia Inventory48

No significant differences
P > .05

Magano 
et al33

Portugal Community, n = 1122, Mage = 31.91 years, 
SD = 13.76
65% female

Cross-sectional study
COVID-19 Anxiety Scale34

Significant differences, 
d = 0.20

Kindred and 
Bates13

11 countries Clinical and community 33 studies Review study 2020-2022 Significant differences,  
d-values 0.02-0.52
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Limitations and Directions for Future Research
The present review has several limitations that need to be consid-
ered. Firstly, the review included a small number of papers, and we 
did not find any study whose primary purpose was to assess gender 
differences in social anxiety. Secondly, the review considered only 
studies published in English, therefore excluding papers published 
in original languages and limiting the pool of studies considered. 
Third, although the geographical distribution of studies and conse-
quently cultural diversity were very pronounced, there was little or 
no discussion of cultural aspects in the reviewed studies. Moreover, 
the markedly different impact of COVID-19 across different countries, 
in terms of policies, adds further to the complexity of understand-
ing the issue. The social aspect of this specific anxiety disorder sug-
gests the need for discussion in terms of contextual factors, including 
cultural norms and values, which is lacking in the present review. 
Fourth, there was a great variety of social anxiety measures, some 
of which had important limitations due to a lack of specificity. More 
specific social anxiety measures that tap into the peculiarities of this 
disorder, as well as those related to culture, need to be considered 
in further research. Comparative studies, which enable cross-cultural 
comparisons of gender data, are warranted for future studies. Finally, 
considering that the review included only quantitative studies, it is 
rather limited in the aspect of bringing individual perspectives or 
experiences of individuals who do not identify as male or female 
(e.g., gender fluid individuals). Qualitative research in this aspect 
might provide a more comprehensive understanding of gender-
related phenomena within the context of social anxiety and needs to 
be considered in future studies.

Conclusion

The aim of the present review was to evaluate gender patterns of 
social anxiety during the COVID-19 pandemic in adult populations. 
Results showed that a relatively small number of studies included 
gender analyses, and in none of the cases, gender patterns were the 
main purpose of the paper. Cross-sectional studies outnumbered 
longitudinal studies and generally indicated significant gender differ-
ences but with small effect sizes. The claim of increased vulnerability 
of women as related to the COVID-19 pandemic was supported only 
by 3 out of the 10 studies: 2 cross-sectional studies using COVID-19-
related measures of social anxiety and 1 longitudinal study. Studies 
used a variety of assessing instruments for social anxiety, including 
both general measures and COVID-19-specific measures, thus increas-
ing the difficulty of proper comparisons. In conclusion, the present 
review found that gender differences in social anxiety were present 
in most of the countries investigated, and there was at least some 
indication of COVID-19-related vulnerability for women as compared 
to men. However, at present, there is not enough evidence to con-
clude that there is an increased gender-related vulnerability to social 
anxiety due to COVID-19. Further research is warranted to address 
the methodological limitations of existing studies and provide more 
solid conclusions.

Peer-review: Externally peer-reviewed. 

Author Contributions: Concept – E.M.; Design – E.M.; Supervision – E.M.; Data 
Collection and/or Processing – B.K., A.B.; Analysis and/or Interpretation – B.K.; 
Literature Search – A.B.; Writing Manuscript – E.M., B.K.; Critical Review – E.M.

Declaration of Interests: The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

Funding: The authors declared that this study has received no financial 
support.

References

1. Santomauro DF, Herrera AM, Shadid J, Zheng P, Ashbaugh C, Pigott DM. 
Global prevalence and burden of depressive and anxiety disorders in 204 
countries and territories in 2020 due to the COVID-19 pandemic. Lancet. 
2021;398(10312):1700-1712. [CrossRef]

2. Stoler J, Klofstad CA, Enders AM, Uscinski JE. Sociopolitical and psychologi-
cal correlates of COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy in the United States during 
summer 2021. Soc Sci Med. 2022;306:115112. [CrossRef]

3. Wagerman  SA, Bedikian  A, Ross  BS. Psychodynamic and sociopolitical 
predictors of COVID distress and gravity. Pers Individ Dif. 2021;171:110506. 
[CrossRef]

4. Durante R, Guiso L, Gulino G. Asocial capital: civic culture and social dis-
tancing during COVID-19. J Public Econ. 2021;194:104342. [CrossRef]

5. Sikali K. The dangers of social distancing: how COVID-19 can reshape our 
social experience. J Community Psychol. 2020;48(8):2435-2438. [CrossRef]

6. Zheng L, Miao M, Lim J, Li M, Nie S, Zhang X. Is lockdown bad for social 
anxiety in COVID-19 regions? A national study in the SOR perspective. Int 
J Environ Res Public Health. 2020;17(12):4561. [CrossRef]

7. American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of  
Mental Disorders, 5th ed. Washington: American Psychiatric Association; 
2022.

8. Melonashi  E. Social anxiety and substance use. In: Kalyva  E., ed. Social 
Anxiety: Perceptions, Emotional and Triggering Symptoms and Treatment. 
New York: Nova Science Publishers; 2013.

9. Melonashi E. Social anxiety and self-reported time spent online in a sam-
ple of Albanian university students. CBUP. CBU International Conference 
Proceedings; 2017;5:717-721. [CrossRef]

10. Saint  SA, Moscovitch  DA. Effects of mask-wearing on social anxiety: 
an exploratory review. Anxiety Stress Coping. 2021;34(5):487-502. [CrossRef]

11. Chen J, Short M, Kemps E. Interpretation bias in social anxiety: a system-
atic review and meta-analysis. J Affect Disord. 2020; 276:1119-1130. 
[CrossRef]

12. Ramdani  C, Ogier  M, Coutrot  A. Communicating and reading emotion 
with masked faces in the Covid era: a short review of the literature. Psy-
chiatry Res. 2022;316:114755. [CrossRef]

13. Kindred R, Bates GW. The influence of Covid-19 pandemic on social anxi-
ety: a systematic review. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2023;20(3):2362. 
[CrossRef]

14. Asher M, Asnaani A, Aderka IM. Gender differences in social anxiety dis-
order: a review. Clin Psychol Rev. 2017; 56:1-12. (doi: [CrossRef])

15. Melonashi E. Social anxiety and descriptive norms as predictors of prob-
lematic internet use among Albanian University students. Proceedings of 
Science for Youth Conference; 2022:66-84.

16. Melonashi  E. Gender patterns of social anxiety: a cross-sectional study 
among Albanian university students. Int J Soc Hum Sci. 2023.

17. Dinnel DL, Kleinknecht RA, Tanaka-Matsumi J. A cross-cultural compari-
son of social phobia symptoms. J Psychopathol Behav Assess. 2002;24(2):75-
84. [CrossRef]

18. Moscovitch  DA, Hofmann  SG, Litz  BT. The impact of self-construals on 
social anxiety: a gender-specific interaction. Pers Individ Dif. 2005;38(3):659-
672. [CrossRef]

19. Tolin DF, Foa EB. Sex differences in trauma and posttraumatic stress dis-
order: a quantitative review of 25 years of research. Psychol Trauma. 
2008;(1, Suppl 1):37-85. [CrossRef]

20. Camacho  A, Ortega-Ruiz  R, Romera  EM. Adolescents' social anxiety 
dynamics in a latent transition analysis and its psychosocial effects. Int J 
Clin Health Psychol. 2022;22(3):100311. [CrossRef]

21. Gómez-Ortiz  O, Romera  EM, Jiménez-Castillejo  R, Ortega-Ruiz  R,García-
López  LJ. Parenting practices and adolescent social anxiety: A direct or 
indirect relationship? Int J Clin Health Psychol. 2019;19(2):124-133. 
[CrossRef]

22. Richardson WS, Wilson MC, Nishikawa J, Hayward RS. The well-built clini-
cal question: a key to evidence-based decisions. ACP J Club. 
1995;123(3):A12-A13.

23. Kmet L, Lee R. Standard quality assessment criteria for evaluating primary 
research papers from a variety of fields. AB, Canada: Alberta Heritage 
Foundation for Medical Research; Edmonton. 2004.

24. Page MJ, McKenzie JE, Bossuyt PM, et al. The PRISMA 2020 statement: an 
updated guideline for reporting systematic reviews. BMJ. 2021;372(71). 
[CrossRef]

25. Archbell KA, Coplan RJ. Too anxious to talk: social anxiety, academic com-
munication and students’ experiences in higher education. J Emot Behav 
Disord. 2022;30(4):273-286. [CrossRef]

26. Czorniej KP, Krajewska-Kułak E, Kułak W. Assessment of anxiety disorders 
in students starting work with coronavirus patients during a pandemic in 
Podlaskie Province, Poland. Front Psychiatry. 2022;13:980361. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)02143-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2022.115112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2020.110506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2020.104342
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.22430
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17124561
https://doi.org/10.12955/cbup.v5.1013
https://doi.org/10.1080/10615806.2021.1929936
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2020.07.121
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2022.114755
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph20032362
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2017.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1015316223631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2004.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1037/1942-9681.S.1.37
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijchp.2022.100311
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijchp.2019.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71
https://doi.org/10.1177/10634266211060079
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.980361


7

Melonashi et al. Gender Patterns of Social Anxiety: A Review

27. Falcó  R, Vidal-Arenas  V, Ortet-Walker  J, Marzo  JC, Piqueras  JA, PSICO-
RECURSOS COVID-19 Study Group. Fear of COVID-19 and emotional dys-
function problems: intrusive, avoidance and hyperarousal stress as key 
mediators. World J Psychiatry. 2022;12(8):1088-1101. [CrossRef]

28. Ju N, Yang X, Ma X, et al. Hospitalization, interpersonal and personal fac-
tors of social anxiety among COVID-19 survivors at the six-month follow-
up after hospital treatment: the minority stress model. Eur J Psychotrau-
matol. 2022;13(1):2019980. (doi: [CrossRef]) 

29. Juvonen J, Lessard LM, Kline NG, Graham S. S. Young adult adaptability 
to the social challenges of the COVID-19 pandemic: the protective role of 
friendships. J Youth Adolesc. 2022;51(3):585-597. [CrossRef]

30. Li  DM. Influence of the youth’s psychological capital on social anxiety 
during the COVID-19 pandemic outbreak: the mediating role of coping 
style. Iran J Public Health. 2020;49(11):2060-2068. [CrossRef]

31. Liang ZY, Kang DR, Zhang MQ, Xia YL, Zeng Q. The Impact of the COVID-19 
Pandemic on Chinese postgraduate students’ mental health. Int J Environ 
Res Public Health. 2021;18(21):11542. [CrossRef]

32. Lim MH, Qualter P, Thurston L, et al. A Global Longitudinal Study examin-
ing social restrictions severity on loneliness, social anxiety, and depres-
sion. Front Psychiatry. 2022;13:818030. [CrossRef]

33. Magano J, Vidal DG, Sousa HFPE, Dinis MAP, Leite Â. Psychological factors 
explaining perceived impact of COVID-19 on Travel. Eur J Investig Health 
Psychol Educ. 2021;11(4):1120-1133. [CrossRef]

34. Liebowitz MR. Social phobia. Mod Probl Pharmacopsychiatry. 1987;22:141-
173. [CrossRef]

35. Sandín  B, Valiente  RM, Pineda  D, García-Escalera  J, Chorot  P. Escala de 
síntomas de los trastornos de ansiedad y depresión (ESTAD): datos pre-
liminares sobre su estructura factorial y sus propiedades psicométricas. 
Rev Psicol Psicol Clin. 2018;23(3):163-177. [CrossRef]

36. Lee  SA. Coronavirus anxiety scale: a brief mental health screener for 
COVID-19 related anxiety. Death Stud. 2020;44(7):393-401. [CrossRef]

37. Scheier MF, Carver CS. The self-consciousness Scale: a revised version for 
use with general populations 1. J Applied Social Pyschol. 1985;15(8):687-
699. [CrossRef]

38. Shek DT. Assessment of private and public self-consciousness: a Chinese 
replication. J Clin Psychol. 1994; 50(3):341-348. [CrossRef]

39. Asher M, Aderka IM. Gender differences in social anxiety disorder. J Clin 
Psychol. 2018;74(10):1730-1741. [CrossRef]

40. MacKenzie MB, Fowler KF. Social anxiety disorder in the Canadian popula-
tion: exploring gender differences in sociodemographic profile. J Anxiety 
Disord. 2013;27(4):427-434. [CrossRef]

41. Behnke RR, Sawyer CR. Anticipatory anxiety patterns for male and female 
public speakers. Commun Educ. 2000;49(2):187-195. [CrossRef]

42. Knappe S, Beesdo-Baum K, Fehm L, Stein MB, Lieb R, Wittchen HU. Social 
fear and social phobia types among community youth: differential clinical 
features and vulnerability factors. J Psychiatr Res. 2011;45(1):111-120. 
[CrossRef]

43. La Greca AM, Lopez N. Social anxiety among adolescents: linkages with 
peer relations and friendships. J Abnorm Child Psychol. 1998;26(2):83-94. 
[CrossRef]

44. Charmaraman L, Lynch AD, Richer AM, Zhai E. Examining early adoles-
cent positive and negative social technology behaviors and well-being 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. Technol Mind Behav. 2022;3(1):10. 
[CrossRef]

45. Hawes MT, Szenczy AK, Klein DN, Hajcak G, Nelson BD. Increases in depres-
sion and anxiety symptoms in adolescents and young adults during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Psychol Med. 2022;52(14):3222-3230. [CrossRef]

46. Mattick RP, Clarke JC. Development and validation of measures of social 
phobia scrutiny fear and social interaction anxiety. Behav Res Ther. 
1998;36(4): 455-470. [CrossRef]

47. Watson D, Friend R. Measurement of social-evaluative anxiety. J Consult 
Clin Psychol. 1969;33(4):448-457. [CrossRef]

48. Geist  CR, Hamrick  TJ. Social avoidance and distress: its relationship to 
self-confidence, and needs for affiliation, change, dominance, and defer-
ence. J Clin Psychol. 1983;39(5):727-730. [CrossRef]

49. Jefferies P, Ungar M. Social anxiety in young people: A prevalence study 
in seven countries. PLoS One. 2020;15(9):e0239133. [CrossRef]

50. Connor  KM, Kobak  KA, Churchill  LE, Katzelnick  D, Davidson  JR. A brief 
screening assessment for generalized social anxiety disorder. Depress Anxi-
ety. 2001;14(2):137-140. [CrossRef]

51. Caballo VE, Salazar IC, Irurtia MJ, Arias B, Hofmann SG, CISO-A Research 
Team. Social anxiety in 18 nations: sex and age differences. Behav Psychol. 
2008;16:163-187.

52. Caballo VE, Salazar IC, Irurtia MJ, Arias B, Hofmann SG, CISO-A Research 
Team. Differences in social anxiety between men and women across 18 
countries. Pers Individ Dif. 2014;64:35-40. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.5498/wjp.v12.i8.1088
https://doi.org/10.1080/20008198.2021.2019980
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-022-01573-w
https://doi.org/10.18502/ijph.v49i11.4721
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph182111542
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.818030
https://doi.org/10.3390/ejihpe11040083
https://doi.org/10.1159/000414022
https://doi.org/10.5944/rppc.vol.23.num.3.2018.22976
https://doi.org/10.1080/07481187.2020.1748481
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1985.tb02268.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(199405)50:3<341::aid-jclp2270500305>3.0.co;2-t
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22624
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2013.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/03634520009379205
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2010.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1022684520514
https://doi.org/10.1037/tmb0000062
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291720005358
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(97)10031-6
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0027806
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(198309)39:5<727::AID-JCLP2270390514>3.0.CO;2-F
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0239133
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.1055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.02.013

