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Figure. 1 Scores from Inventries. PRE: anxiety group before
intervention; POST: anxiety group after intervantion; CTRL; control
group; fMRI: fMRI participants.
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Figure. 3 (a) Left mPFC voxels showing significant positive
correlation between block difference and trait anxiety. (b)
Relationship between block difference and trait anxiety score.
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Figure. 2 Saccade latencies during short presentation duration
condition.

fMRISEBR : fearBIG N HAED & X neutralZfE 725 B FE

D& E XD bIEERE IR D M E U CRTEHEIRE T,

B RUE 7p & OTFENALPEERE R & 5 2 6 D sl K
OAE, RS R RS NnT,

F o FEBRSINE DAZAFR & fear B ERFRFH 2R 5%
HECOREEN & & OB R b 2K E L CAFH]
SAR], AERGEE =AM Eo3vr & iz (Figure. 3) o

AWFFE TIIATENERICB T, HHIRE CRUGFRIE I
KT DAL T AN ENT-DITK L, AERETIX
ZTOLIBRERITIR LN o T2, T OREFILIATH
72 CREEIERE 22 BN 6 L COR S C & T m)
Ll Wz b, & HICIMRIZER TIXEEHLPE R &
T2 L EZ LN TV LERETE CREERE D
IEOMBENRENTZ, ZLIEEALESINE TR
RSB OMEIT T R A2 Z L TEx 5,
ABIFFE Dl Bl 3B B )N R BB 7 FEBRIR I %
W5 Z LT, PEREREIE R 70 B BURITR O AL BRIZ D
THESNTEMERELE, [TEITF—ZIZBWTYH
fMRIF —Z IZBWTHLHD LD & Aoz, BRI
QLB b R72 & OREfRIE, B ORREEBENE S X o Tk
#5925 ATREMEDN & D D TIZR D,

51 F 3CHR

Bishop, S., Duncan, J., Brett, M. & Lawrence, A. D. 2004
Prefrontal cortical function and anxiety: controlling
attention to threat-related stimuli. Nature
Neuroscience, 7, 184-188.

Bannerman, R. L., Milders, M., & Sahraie, A. 2009
Processing emotional stimuli: Comparison of saccadic
and manual choice-reaction times. Cognition and
Emotion, 23, 930-954.

EiLa

AW IR (21243040, 21330161) DB %5
LD TH B,

http://www.L.u-tokyo.ac.jp/AandC/



