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Participant Selection: e L different results. In addition, future studies could look at a

« Participants were nine University of Ottawa students R ¢ Reactivation variety of physiological measures of fear such as heart
selected via the University’s ISPR. Participants received ) 4 <> B No Reactivation rate and startle response to see if they converge.
one participant pool credit for the first and second day of 02 Controlling for variables like high trait anxiety and
the study, and a chance to win one of three Amazon.ca . childhood inhibition may also be of interest.
gift cards valued at up to $100 for the third day of "o ; 10 20 » 3
participation. Those with a heart condition, a diagnhosis of . 1
an anxiety disorder, and those who were currently taking A4
beta-blockers were excluded. 04 R f &
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* Spider Phobic Questionnaire (Klorman, 1974), a 31-item Figure 1. Differential fear response plotted against SPQ score for
self-report questionnaire, measuring fear of spiders. reactivation and no reactivation groups A k w I d g I I I t

e Galvanic Skin Response (GSR). c n O e e e n s

 The conditioned stimuli used were two images of spiders,
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St|mU|at0r- examined using Pearson’s R correlation coefficient, which perspective on the etiology of anxiety disorders: It's not what you

Analy5|s: | | estimated the relationship between the two variables. thought it was. American Psychologist, 61(1), 10-26.

- Differential fear response (DFR) was measured using the » No significant relationship was found between the self-reported » Nader, K. (2013). The Discovery of Memory Reconsolidation. In
difference between the galvanic skin response rating fear of spiders and the differential fear response in the No Memory reconsoligation (pp. 1-13). London: Academic Press.
during the first CS+ trial of day 3 and the last CS- trial of . N . » Schiller, D., Monfils, M., Raio, C., Johnson, D., Ledoux, J., & Phelps, E.

. . . Reac_tlvatlpn_group, r(3) = .0374, n.s. A weak positive (2010). Preventing the return of fear in humans using reconsolidation
aay 2 One-tailed Corre_la_‘t'onal analysis was pe_rformeq to relationship is observed, r3(3) =0.140 update mechanisms. Nature, 463, 49-53.
see if the SPQ was positively correlated with differential » No significant relationship was found between the self-reported

Reactivation group, r(6)= -0.372, n.s. A weak negative Ar_1drea Ashbaugh, Jull_a Marinos, Stacy MacGregor Dennique and
. .. Elizabeth Jannette Smith
\ / uelatlonshlp IS observed, r(6) = 0.138 / \ /

Imprimé par / printed by: d)CLLA% www.uottawa.ca/imprimer www.uottawa.ca/print
aan




	Slide Number 1

