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Abstract
The question of how affective processing is organized in the brain is still a matter of controversial discussions. Based on
previous initial evidence, several suggestions have been put forward regarding the involved brain areas: (a) right-lateralized
dominance in emotional processing, (b) hemispheric dominance according to positive or negative valence, (c) one network
for all emotional processing and (d) region-specific discrete emotion matching. We examined these hypotheses by
investigating intrinsic functional connectivity patterns that covary with results of the Positive and Negative Affective
Schedule (PANAS) from 65 participants. This approach has the advantage of being able to test connectivity rather than
activation, and not requiring a potentially confounding task. Voxelwise functional connectivity from 200 regions-of-interest
covering the whole brain was assessed. Positive and negative affect covaried with functional connectivity involving a shared
set of regions, including the medial prefrontal cortex, the anterior cingulate, the visual cortex and the cerebellum. In
addition, each affective domain had unique connectivity patterns, and the lateralization index showed a right hemispheric
dominance for negative affect. Therefore, our results suggest a predominantly right-hemispheric network with affectspecific elements as the underlying organization of emotional processes.
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hemisphere [4,5]. Here again, lesion studies have found that
damage to the left hemisphere impaired the perception of positive
emotions, while comparable lesions to the right hemisphere
impaired the perception of negative emotions [6]. Moreover, a
disproportionate number of patients who have suffered trauma to
the left frontal lobe, especially the lateral prefrontal cortex or basal
ganglia, have become depressed [7,8]; in contrast, patients with
right frontal damage were more likely to show signs of
inappropriate cheerfulness and mania [9]. Further support for
this hypothesis also comes from a set of EEG experiments
conducted by Davidson and colleagues [10–13] who proposed that
this lateralization might be particularly dominant in the frontal
lobe.
A third theory moves beyond just lateralization, suggesting that
all emotions are processed by a specific set of brain regions across
all categories of emotion (Figure 1C). Although these differ with
regard to details, they all share the belief that affective processing
relies on cognitive systems serving a variety of functions. Examples
would be the ‘‘salience network’’ approach, where the salience
network interlinks with an executive control network [14] or the
‘‘constructionist’’ hypothesis [15], which suggests a network of
regions concerned with four operations: conceptualization, executive attention, language and core affect.
Yet a fourth theory posits that the processing of different
emotions corresponds to activation in distinct sets of brain regions

Introduction
The breadth of research on how the brain processes emotions
has led to several prominent theories of the underlying large-scale
functional systems.
One prominent theory asserts that emotion is processed
predominantly in the right hemisphere (Figure 1A), while the left
hemisphere is primarily involved in cognitive processes. This
hypothesis is supported by behavioral studies showing that visual
stimuli processed in the right hemisphere (presented to the left
visual field) are judged as more emotional [1] and emotional
intonation is more easily recognized when presented to the left ear
[2]. Patients with lesions to the right hemisphere have also been
found to have greater impairment in the perception of emotionally
expressive faces as compared to patients with comparable lesions
to the left hemisphere [3].
A second theory regarding locations of affective processing
suggests that both hemispheres are involved, but each is primarily
concerned with different types of emotion: the right hemisphere is
suggested to be dominant in processing negative emotions,
whereas the left hemisphere is suggested to be dominant in
processing positive emotions (Figure 1B). This hypothesis is
supported by behavioral studies showing that positive emotions
are potentiated when stimuli are presented to the left hemisphere,
and negative emotions are potentiated when presented to the right
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view, we would expect to see different brain regions for PA and
NA, e.g., connectivity of basal ganglia being correlated to PA and
connectivity of amygdala, insula, subgenual anterior cingulate
being correlated to NA. We tested these hypotheses by investigating how whole-brain functional connectivity from 200 regions-ofinterest covering the gray matter [24] covaried with PANAS scores
for PA and NA across 65 participants. Our results showed a more
complex pattern than that hypothesized by each theory alone. In
line with mixed findings throughout the relevant literature, we
found a joint network for positive and negative affect, but also
uncovered localized elements specific to each affect with a general
lateralization trend to the right being present.

Methods
Ethics Statement
Approval from the local ethics boards of the Max Planck
Institute in Leipzig and the Charité Hospital in Berlin and written
informed consent of the participants was obtained.

Participants
Out of 81 healthy adults who participated in four different
research projects at the Max Planck Institute in Leipzig and the
Charité Hospital in Berlin (see Table 1 for details) and had data
collected for the purpose of this study, 65 were used for analysis.
Notably, the resting-state scan was always performed prior to any
other task. Two were excluded as their PANAS scores indicated
anxiety (NA.29), as suggested by Crawford and Henry [25] and
their scores exceeded 2.5 SD from the group mean; another two
participants were excluded for exceeding 2.5 SD from the group
mean in age. Further, eight participants were excluded due to
excessive head motion in the fMRI data. Levene’s test was then
used to establish equality of variances in PANAS scores, age and
sex across the four participant groups (p.0.17, n.s.) before
employing a one-way ANOVA to ensure the groups were not
significantly different in either of these domains, leading to the
exclusion of another four participants. In the end, 32 females were
among the 65 participants (mean age 27.6, SD 3.6; group sizes
n = 28, n = 10, n = 16 and n = 11). All participants were righthanded and had no psychiatric or neurological history. The data is
available for download at: http://fcon_1000.projects.nitrc.org/.

Figure 1. Four hypotheses for emotion processing in the brain
have been put forward. (Figure based on [15]. The right hemisphere
hypothesis (a) assumes that emotion is processed predominantly in the
right hemisphere. The valence hypothesis (b) suggests the right
hemisphere to be dominant in processing negative emotions and the
left hemisphere to be dominant in processing positive emotions. The
one-network hypothesis (c) posits that all emotions may be processed
by a set of brain regions not specific to a respective emotion category,
while the localist hypothesis (d) is that processing of different emotions
specifically corresponds to activation in distinct brain regions.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g001

(Figure 1D). Models falling within this ‘‘localist’’ theory typically
assume that discrete emotions form the smallest psychological
entities at play, which cannot be broken up any further. Studies
have found single brain regions to play crucial roles in either
positive or negative distinct emotions: the amygdala activated in
response to fear [16–18], the insula to disgust [19], the subgenual
anterior cingulate cortex to sadness [20,21], and the basal ganglia
to happiness [17,18].
One novel way to explore these four views is through
investigating how affective processing relates to network organization. Intrinsic functional connectivity provides a means to
investigate brain networks, and has yielded reliable results in
correlating self-report measures of personality traits to functional
patterns [22,23]. This approach has several benefits: first, it allows
for assessment of connectivity rather than activation, and second,
it does not require a potentially confounding task. A self-report
inventory that independently measures positive and negative
affect, such as the Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS),
allows for examination of all four hypotheses by correlating the
individual scores of the questionnaire’s scales to the strength of
connectivity between brain regions. If the first hypothesis were
correct, we would expect that the networks for both positive affect
(PA) and negative affect (NA) are found primarily in the right
hemisphere. If the second view were correct, we would expect that
networks for PA are primarily located in the left hemisphere,
whereas networks for NA are found primarily in the right
hemisphere. For the third view, we would assume that networks
for positive and negative affect substantially overlap. For the fourth
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

Positive and Negative Affect Schedule
The affective tendencies of the participants were assessed with
the Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS), a self-report
form designed by Watson, Clark and Tellegen [26] and translated
into German by Krohne and colleagues [27]. The PANAS
measures positive and negative affective trait and state, and
possesses strong reliability and validity [25,28,29]. It consists of 20
items, which are self-rated on a 5-point scale: ‘‘very slightly or not
at all’’, ‘‘a little’’, ‘‘moderately’’, ‘‘quite a bit’’, and ‘‘extremely’’.
Examples for positive affect (PA) include ‘‘active’’ or ‘‘inspired’’,
and for negative affect (NA) ‘‘scared’’ or ‘‘ashamed’’ (see Table 2
for list of items). At one site, we collected the PANAS-X, a 60-item
extended version of the PANAS, and considered the 20 items that
were consistent with the original version. A high level of PA is
described as ‘‘a state of energy, full concentration and pleasurable
engagement’’; a low level of PA is ‘‘characterized by sadness and
lethargy’’; a high level of NA ‘‘subsumes a variety of aversive mood
states, including anger, contempt, disgust, guilt, fear, and
nervousness’’; and a low level of NA is regarded as ‘‘a state of
calmness and serenity’’ [30]. Therefore, PANAS PA and NA do
not represent opposite ends of the Pleasantness-Unpleasantness
spectrum as PA and NA of other affective scales do. Rather, they
2
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Table 1. Participant details and acquisition parameters.
Voxel size (mm3)

36364 (gap: 1 mm)

No. slices

34

34

34

30

-

Flip angle

90u

90u

90u

90u

-

TE (ms)

30

30

30

30

-

TR (ms)

2300

2300

2300

2008

-

Scanner

Siemens Magnetom
Trio Tim 3T

Siemens Magnetom
Trio Tim 3T

Siemens Magnetom
Trio Tim 3T

Siemens Verio 3T

-

No. volumes

200

200

200

240

-

NA Mean (sd)

18.93 (4.45)

18.7 (5.03)

18 (3.5)

19.91 (3.94)

18.69 (4.28)

PA Mean (sd)

34.04 (6.22)

35 (3.68)

35.81 (3.73)

33.64 (5.78)

34.51 (5.24)

Time-frame

in general

in general

in general

last twelve months

-

Schedule Version

PANAS

PANAS

PANAS

PANAS-X

-

Age Mean (sd)

28.65 (3.59)

25.32 (3.11)

27.13 (3.19)

27.52 (3.85)

27.57 (3.6)

Participants (Females)

28 (13)

10 (6)

16 (7)

11 (7)

65 (33)

Berlin

Leipzig 1

Leipzig 2

Leipzig 3

Total

36364 (gap: 1 mm)

36364 (gap: 1 mm)

3.4463.4463.6 (gap: 20%)

-

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.t001

datasets (for complete list of parameters refer to Table 1). Only
fMRI datasets with less than 1 mm of maximum head motion in
any dimension were included in the analysis; eight subjects were
excluded due to this criterion.

are designed to be orthogonal and independent of each other. In a
prominent depiction of affective space, called the circumplex
model [31], the PA and NA scales fall between the pleasantness
and arousal spectra, two dimensions which are orthogonal
themselves. The PANAS scales emerge after rotation of these
two factors (i.e., pleasantness and arousal) [32,33] (see Figure 2).
The correlation between the PA and NA scales has been shown to
be low enough to suggest relative independence when taking the
measurement error into account [30]. The PANAS allows for the
flexibility of addressing both state and trait affect to varying
degrees depending on the timeframe participants are asked to
consider when responding (e.g. ‘‘right now’’, ‘‘during the last
week’’, ‘‘during the last year’’) [26]. In the current study,
participants were asked to consider the items ‘‘in general’’ or
‘‘the last twelve months’’, in order to provide scores of affective
disposition (rather than state specific responses).

Data Analysis
fMRI Data Preprocessing. fMRI data was preprocessed
based on modified versions of the 1000 functional connectome
scripts [34], available at: www.nitrc.org/projects/fcon_1000. The
scripts use tools from both AFNI [35] and FSL [36]. The
procedure consisted of slice-time correction, motion correction
and spatial smoothing (6 mm Gaussian kernel), as well as temporal
band-pass filtering between 0.005–0.1 Hz, removal of linear and
quadratic trends, and linear registration to 26262 mm MNI152
standard space. ‘Nuisance’ signals, including white matter,
cerebral spinal fluid and the six motion parameters, were removed
from the data using a multiple regression (see Figure 3 for
processing path). We did not remove the global signal [37,38].

fMRI Data Acquisition
Resting-state fMRI data was collected on Siemens Magnetom
Tim Trio scanners at both sites, and a Siemens Verio 3 Tesla
scanner in Leipzig. Imaging protocols varied slightly between

Seed-based functional connectivity analysis
In order to investigate how functional connectivity across the
whole-brain co-varies with affective disposition scores, we correlated the individual scores in the PA and NA scales of the PANAS
with connectivity values derived from a seed-based functional
connectivity analysis. The seed-based connectivity analysis was
based on 200 parcellation units created by Craddock and
colleagues [24] as seed regions (see Figure 3). In contrast to
parcellations such as the Harvard-Oxford and AAL masks, these
units are based on functional connectivity rather than anatomy,
and are similar in size. The average time-course within each
parcellation unit was extracted, and then correlated with the timecourse of every other voxel in the brain. Resultant whole-brain
correlation maps were normalized using Fisher’s r-to-z transform
(z = [ln(1+r)2ln(1-r)]/2) for comparison across individuals.

Table 2. Positive and Negative Schedule (PANAS) items.

Positive Affect (PA)

Negative Affect (NA)

Interested

Distressed

Excited

Upset

Strong

Guilty

Enthusiastic

Scared

Proud

Hostile

Alert

Irritable

Inspired

Ashamed

Determined

Nervous

Group-level analysis

Attentive

Jittery

Active

Afraid

Group-level statistical tests were performed using FSL’s least
squared mixed-effects analysis FEAT [36]. De-meaned PA and
NA scores were included as covariates of interest and analyzed in
separate models to avoid a priori influences of the respective

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.t002
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Figure 2. The PANAS captures two independent dimensions of Positive Affect (PA) and Negative Affect (NA). (Figure based on [32]). In
this circumplex model of affective space, they fall between the Pleasantness and Arousal spectra, two dimensions which are orthogonal themselves.
The PANAS scales emerge after rotation of these two factors. The correlation between the PA and NA scales is low enough to suggest relative
independence when taking the measurement error into account.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g002

dimensions on each other. De-meaned scores for age, sex and site
were included as covariates of no interest. Therefore, each model
examined how much PA or NA, age, sex and site predict the
strength of connectivity between each of the seeds and all other
voxels in the brain. Significance was assessed using a z.2.3 voxelwise threshold, and cluster correction using Gaussian Random

Field theory with p,0.05. The p-value was additionally
Bonferroni-corrected for the 200 independent ROIs (p,0.00025).
To examine common functional connectivity across both PA
and NA, two conjunction analyses were carried out. The first
examined overlapping voxels across functional connectivity from
all ROIs; the second examined every ROI individually to
investigate if PA and NA shared any of the same connections.

Figure 3. Data processing path. Following standard pre-processing of the resting state fMRI data, connectivity was calculated between the time
courses of each of the 200 functional seeds and all the voxels in the brain. These connectivity scores were correlated with PA and NA scores in
separate analyses, which were followed by a group-level multiple regression and two conjunction analyses.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g003
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20.241, respectively. LI values for all individual connections can
be found in Tables 3 and 4, as well as in Tables S1, S2, S3 and S4
for the additional thresholds.

Lateralization Index (LI)
In order to test for laterality preference, the significant voxels
were counted separately per hemisphere for every connection
between cluster and seed ROI. If clusters or seeds were distributed
across the hemispheres, voxels within the cluster or seed were also
calculated separately for each hemisphere. Where clusters
overlapped, voxels within the overlap were counted for each
significant cluster. The lateralization indexes were then calculated
using the formula LI = (QLH-QRH)/(QLH+QRH), LH and RH
indicating the left and right hemisphere, and Q meaning the
quantity of voxel surpassing threshold. Laterality was then assessed
using a standard LI threshold of 0.2 (LITH, equaling 50% more
voxels in one hemisphere than the other) and the following rule:
LI.LITH = left hemispheric dominance; LI , - LITH = right
hemispheric dominance, and |LI|#LITH = no hemispheric
dominance [39]. As the LI values can vary depending on the
statistical threshold used, we computed the LI at the additional
thresholds of p,0.0005 and p,0.001.

Affective disposition reflected in functional connectivity
patterns
Whole-brain connectivity analysis revealed networks that were
correlated with either PA or NA (see Tables 3 and 4, and Figure 5;
see also Figures S4, S5, S6, S7). These networks included regions
previously implicated in reactions to emotional stimuli, such as the
anterior cingulate and the insula. While for example the anterior
cingulate was common to both PA and NA functional connectivity
patterns, the insula and other regions were dissociative of the
respective affective domain, as will be detailed below.

Common brain areas, but not connections, across
positive and negative affect
A first conjunction analysis across all significant results
(independent of specific ROIs) revealed regions that were
significantly related to both PA and NA. These areas included
the medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), anterior cingulate (ACC),
visual cortex, cerebellum, supplementary motor area (SMA),
supramarginal gyrus and somatosensory cortex (see Figure 5 and
Figures S4, S5, S6, S7). An independent second conjunction
analysis that investigated the connections from every ROI to all
voxels did not yield any common results across PA and NA. For
example, PA was correlated with the mPFC’s connectivity with the
cerebellum, the thalamus and the caudate, but NA was correlated
with the mPFC’s connectivity with the SMA. Despite some regions
being shared by PA and NA networks, none of the connections
within these networks were identical.

Results
Positive and Negative Affect Scores
Average participant scores on PA (mean 34.6 6 SD 5.4; range
22–44) and NA (mean 18.7 6 SD 4.3; range 10–27) resembled
those of prior studies conducted with healthy individuals in the
trait domain ([27]: PA: mean 32.9, NA: mean 18.4). Furthermore,
there was no correlation between individual scores of PA and NA
(r2 = 0.025, p.0.4; see Figure 4), as expected based on their
construction as independent dimensions.

Lateralization
At an LI of 20.293, NA showed a right-sided dominance, while
PA emerged bilaterally dominant at 20.15. Using the standard
LITH of 0.2, neither classification changed as the statistical
threshold was lowered: at p,0.0005, the LIs for PA and NA were
20.085 and 20.228 and at p,0.001 they were 20.058 and

Dissociative connectivity patterns for positive and
negative affect
Our separate analysis models for each domain found three
networks: a network that was positively correlated with NA, a

Figure 4. No correlation between the scales. A correlation analysis revealed no correlation between individual scores of NA and PA (r2 = 0.025,
p.0.4), as expected from their construction as orthogonal scales (see Figure 2).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g004
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network that was negatively correlated with NA, and a network
that was negatively correlated with PA. Within the positively
correlated network, greater connectivity was observed with higher
NA, whereas within the negatively correlated networks, greater
connectivity was observed with either lower NA or PA.
The network positively correlated with NA included several
regions, which were densely connected and consisted mainly of
reciprocal connectivity between visual areas and supramarginal
gyrus, superior parietal lobule (SPL) and somatosensory cortex
(Figure 6A). NA’s negatively correlated network was more spatially
dispersed: the SMA connected to mPFC and the dorsal anterior
cingulate (dACC) (Figure 6B); the ventral striatum connected to
primary somatosensory and motor cortex (Figure 6C); and the left
cerebellar segment HV and the pons of the brainstem connected
to visual areas (Figure 6D).
For PA, we detected a large network that was negatively
correlated to the score; greater connectivity within this network
was observed to correlate with lower PA. Key components were
connections between bilateral seeds in the superior posterior lobe
of the cerebellum and bilateral visual, superior parietal and
sensorimotor areas (Figure 7A). This analysis further revealed
connectivity between the thalamus and the mPFC (Figure 7B);
connectivity between the left posterior medial temporal cortex and
right insula, superior temporal sulcus (STS) and putamen
(Figure 7C) and connectivity between the caudate and perigenual
anterior cingulate (pgACC)/ventromedial prefrontal cortex
(vmPFC), as well as to posterior cingulate (PCC)/precuneus and
the hippocampus (Figure 7D).

adACC = anterior dorsal anterior cingulate, CALC = Intracalcarine Cortex, CN = Cuneal Cortex, CRBL = Cerebellum, dlPFC = dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, LG = Lingual Gyrus, M1 = Primary Motor Cortex, OF = Occipital Fusiform,
OL = Lateral Occipital Complex, OP = Occipital Pole, PCN = Precuneus, pgACC = perigenual anterior cingulate , rmPFC = rostromedial prefrontal cortex, S1 = Primary Somatosensory Cortex, SG = Supramarginal Gyrus,
SMA = Supplementary Motor Area, SPL = superior parietal lobule, TF = Temporal Fusiform, TP = temporal pole.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.t003
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Table 3. Details of connections for NA.

Cluster Size
(mm3)

Cluster p-value

y

z

Voxels LH
in %

Voxels
RH in % LI

Dominance

Affect and the Brain’s Functional Organization

Discussion
We tested four hypotheses on affective organization in the brain
by using resting-state functional connectivity data and scores from
the Positive And Negative Affective Schedule (PANAS). The first
suggests a right-lateralized dominance in affective processing, the
second a hemispheric dominance according to positive or negative
valence, the third one-network for all affective processing and the
fourth a localized processing of discrete emotions. In the
lateralization analyses, a trend for NA being processed more in
the right hemisphere than in the left emerged. Conjunction
analyses revealed regions that are involved in both affective
dimensions, in line with the network/constructionist hypothesis.
The respective connections of these regions differed, however,
between PA and NA, pointing to the presence of localized
elements. These results furthermore support the potential for using
resting state fMRI to investigate the relationship between brain
organization and behavioral phenotypes.

Lateralization of affective disposition
To examine the lateralization, which is at the core of the first
two hypotheses, we calculated the significant voxels in each
hemisphere separately for comparison and used the Lateralization
Index (LI) to assess laterality. When estimating the LI scores for
every significant cluster separately, NA showed a right-sided
dominance effect, while PA appeared to be bilaterally dominant
regardless of the specific statistical threshold used. The right
hemisphere is thought to contain essential components of systems
needed in emotion processing, as it has been found to be more
active than the left hemisphere in both the processing of visual [1]
and auditory [2] emotional stimuli. In these studies, performance
of the hemispheres was compared directly by presenting the
affective input to only one eye or ear. Moreover, lesions in the
right hemisphere have been shown to impact the recognition of
emotional faces, whereas this was not the case for left-hemispheric
6
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216
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216
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lesions, even though lesion size and site was matched [3]. Aside
from affective processing, hemispheric specialization has also been
observed e.g. in language [40] and spatial attention [41–43]. It has
been suggested that lateralization allows for more efficient parallel
processing, decreases redundancy of neural operations, and
increases the computational speed of cognitive processes [44].
Our data here provides partial support for both hypotheses, as it
suggests the right hemisphere being more dominant in negative
affective processing while neither showing a general affective
lateralization towards the right nor a left-hemispheric dominance
in positive affect.

adACC = anterior dorsal anterior cingulate, CALC = Intracalcarine Cortex, CN = Cuneal Cortex, CRBL = Cerebellum, dlPFC = dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, dmPFC = dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, FP = frontal pole, Ins = Insula,
LG = Lingual Gyrus, M1 = Primary Motor Cortex, mOFC = medial OFC, OF = Occipital Fusiform, OL = Lateral Occipital Complex, OP = Occipital Pole, PCC = posterior cingulate, PCN = Precuneus, pdACC = posterior dorsal anterior
cingulate, pgACC = perigenual anterior cingulate , pHip = posterior Hippocampus, PMC = Premotor Cortex, Put = Somatosensory Cortex, SG = Supramarginal Gyrus, sgACC = subgenual anterior cingulate, SMA = Supplementary
Motor Area, STG = superior temporal gyrus, STS = superior temporal sulcus, TF = Temporal Fusiform, TP = temporal pole, vmPFC = ventromedial prefrontal cortexPutamen, rmPFC = rostromedial prefrontal cortex, S1 = Primary
Somatosensory Cortex, S2 = Secondary.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.t004
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Table 4. Details of connections for PA.
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Affect and the Brain’s Functional Organization

Regions of affective disposition
Regions that were associated with both PA and NA were
mPFC, ACC, SMA, somatosensory cortex, supramarginal gyrus,
visual cortex and cerebellum.
The mPFC was found in numerous studies of emotion and is
commonly active during emotional stimulation, irrespective of any
specific emotion or stimulation method [45,46]. One potential
explanation is that the mPFC may have a role in detecting
emotional signals, regardless of whether they are internally or
externally generated [47]. It has been implicated in theory of mind
and the social cognition aspect of it [48,49], as it has been found
active e.g. during self-referential mental activity [50], observing
social interactions [51], and understanding psychological aspects
about others [52]. Another account is that mPFC may be involved
in the allocation of cognitive resources to modulate emotional
arousal in a regulatory effort [53]. The ventral and rostral portions
of the ACC are typically thought of as centers of emotion control.
For example, activation in this region was higher for people who
took longer to evaluate negative vs. neutral information that was
presented in a stimulus [54], and it was also enhanced in depressed
patients in a stop signal task as compared to healthy controls [55].
In contrast, dACC (in particular its anterior portion) has been
frequently implicated in conflict monitoring and management in
more purely cognitive studies [56–58]. In addition, it was
suggested that the dACC impacts the amygdala via its connections
with the most ventral part of the ACC, the subgenual ACC
(sgACC) [58]. The SMA is thought to connect the ACC and
mPFC to motor areas as well as to another region of cognitive
control, namely the dlPFC [59].
Consistent with the idea that we understand emotional states by
internally generated somatosensory representations, the somatosensory cortex has been associated with the recognition of
emotional expression [60,61]. The supramarginal gyrus has been
implicated in emotional judgments [62], the reappraisal of
emotional stimuli [63], as well as social perception and empathy
[64]. While supramarginal gyrus was also involved in both
affective dispositions, it was much more prominent in negative
affect (see next section). Activation of visual areas in studies of
emotion was typically thought to be due to the visual paradigms;
however, visual areas are also active in auditory [65] and olfactory
emotional stimulation [66] and show up when normal [22] and
pathological personality traits [67,68] are investigated, suggesting
them to be implicated in the conjuring up of emotional mental
images. Much in line with our findings, the study of Adelstein et al.
[22] which used the NEO Five-Factor Inventory [69] to explore
the brain’s resting-state connectivity underlying personality traits,
the visual cortex exhibited differential connectivity that was
correlated to all five personality domains. Liao and colleagues
found an enhanced effective connectivity between amygdala and
the visual cortex in patients suffering from social anxiety disorder
[68] and Zeng and colleagues detected changes in connectivity
7
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Figure 5. Networks correlated with Positive Affect (PA) and Negative Affect (NA). Whole-brain connectivity analysis revealed networks that
were correlated with PA or NA. While some of the regions were common to both PA and NA functional connectivity patterns, others were dissociative
of the respective affective domain, here depicted in different colors. A trend for overall right-hemispheric dominance was observed.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g005

Therefore, both PA and NA largely rely on connectivity
patterns within a network that is involved in sensory representation
and recognition, the regulation and cognitive control of emotion,
the resulting motor responses, as well as self-related cognition,
potentially within a social context. These findings provide evidence
that a number of brain areas are involved in processing many or
all emotions, a finding that would be consistent with the network/
constructionist hypothesis.

from visual cortex that correlated to the presence of major
depression [67].
While previously regarded as ‘only a motor region’, the
cerebellum has been increasingly implicated in higher cognitive
functions [70] as well as emotions. Specifically, it has been
postulated to be involved in regulating fear and pleasure responses;
the cerebellar vermis has been shown to be involved in four
domains of the NEO Five-Factor Inventory in the connectivity
study by Adelstein and colleagues [22] with the fifth domain
involving the left cerebellar hemisphere; furthermore, changes in
cerebellar connectivity were also predictive of major depression
[67], and cerebellar lesions have been shown to result in various
affective syndromes [71].
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

Distinct functional patterns
While the regions described above were common to both
affective domains, they differed with respect to their connectivity,
and no connections common to both PA and NA were found. Of
8
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Figure 6. Examples of connections correlated with Negative Affect. NA was reflected in two small networks: within the positively correlated
network, greater connectivity was observed with higher NA, whereas within the negatively correlated network greater connectivity was observed
with lower NA.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g006

to regulate conscious state and alertness [75], low positive affect
‘‘lethargy’’ states may also be related to thalamic modulation of the
mPFC. Consistent with this idea and our finding that anterior
cingulate/medial prefrontal connectivity with the thalamus is
negatively correlated with PA, an increase in functional connectivity between the thalamus and anterior cingulate has been shown
in depressed patients in comparison to healthy controls [76].
PA and NA networks were not only functionally distinct from
each other, but also differed in other aspects. While the network
negatively correlated with PA was larger and had numerous
connections to subcortical areas, the network positively correlated
with NA was smaller and consisted primarily of reciprocal
connectivity between visual areas and supramarginal gyrus.
Supramarginal gyrus and visual areas might work together to
visually identify negative events, judge and reappraise them.
Therefore our results also highlight the unique characteristics of
the PA and NA networks.

note, this finding would not have been yielded by an activation
study and may account for some of the discrepancies between the
localist and the network/constructionist hypotheses. For example,
while the connectivity of anterior cingulate/mPFC with the
nearby SMA was negatively correlated with NA, its connectivity
with the cerebellum, the thalamus and the caudate negatively
correlated with PA. Increased medial prefrontal/anterior cingulate
connectivity with the SMA has e.g. been implicated in better
control in a Stop signal-task [72]; one could therefore hypothesize
that control decreases with higher NA scores. A disruption in the
dopaminergic pathway in striatal structures such as the caudate is
thought to be involved in the development of depressive symptoms
[73], and in line with our findings, an increase in connectivity
between cingulate structures and the caudate has been observed in
patients suffering from obsessive-compulsive disorder [74], possibly in an effort to increase positive feelings. As the thalamus is
typically viewed as the gateway to the cerebral cortex, and thought
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org
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Figure 7. Examples of connections correlated with Positive Affect. We detected a large network that was negatively correlated to the PA
score; greater connectivity within this network was observed to correlate with lower PA.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0068015.g007

between brain organization and affective processing, and could be
the basis for future studies.
We have chosen to use an exploratory ROI based approach in
order to query whole-brain connectivity related to variance in the
positive and negative PANAS scores. Such a method assumes
independence of the ROIs from one another, and group-level
cluster correction may be overly conservative, resulting in false
negatives. This approach, however, was preferable to an a priori
selection of specific ROIs, which would have restricted the
exploratory nature of the current analysis. Importantly, in our
additional statistical thresholds of p,0.0005 and p,0.001, no
regions are involved that have not already been detected at
p,0.00025. Visually identifiable differences are sparse (see Figures
S1 and S2) and additional connections typically replicate already
observed patterns (see Tables S1, S2, S3 and S4). While the
involvement of the amygdala in a study of emotions would be
hypothesized, it remained notably absent from our results. This
may be down to the aforementioned limitations of our study, but

In summary, our data supports certain aspects of several of the
proposed theories, which is not entirely surprising as they are not
mutually exclusive. Our data is consistent with the views that
affective processing may be organized in largely overlapping
networks which partly recruit regions that are characteristic for
certain emotions as necessary, and preferentially so in the right
hemisphere for NA.

Limitations
While the PANAS, as administered here, is a highly reliable
measure of positive and negative affective traits, the generalizability of the current findings is limited to the descriptive scope of this
measure. Not all emotion-related networks may be captured by the
PANAS, and other methods of evaluating affective differences
across individuals such as questionnaires to assess mood, anxiety or
depression levels, or performance differences taken from relevant
tasks may also provide valuable insights into the relationship
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could also be a negative finding. Several examples for similar cases
exist: for instance, the amygdala was not detected in studies on
sustained mood states [77,78]. We therefore performed a
complementary hypothesis-driven analysis with only those seeds
that contained the amygdala. Differential patterns in functional
connectivity of the right amygdala were associated with both PA
and NA (Figure S3), although only at low significance (p,0.05).
Further, some differences in population and PANAS version
across the four groups of participants remained even after the
exclusion of several subjects to ensure the groups were equal in
variances and not significantly different in means. However, these
should be accounted for alongside the differences in scanner site by
an additional covariate in both our models.
Appropriately powered studies are still a concern for investigating phenotypic measures and resting state functional connectivity. Ongoing large-scale data acquisition initiatives are enabling
increasingly larger studies to be conducted [34,79]. As we have
included 65 datasets across four different study protocols there is
reason to believe that these findings will be replicable. Future
studies using independent groups will be valuable for validating
the current findings.

p,0.0005. Differences (new or newly overlapping voxels) to the
originally employed threshold of p,0.00025 are circled in black.
(TIF)
Figure S2 Networks correlated with PA and NA at a
statistical threshold of p,0.001. In order to further assess the
likelihood of false negatives, we lowered our threshold further to
p,0.001. Differences (new or newly overlapping voxels) to the
threshold of p,0.0005 are circled in black.
(TIF)
Figure S3 Amygdala connectivity covaries with PA and
NA. At a threshold of p,0.05, a negative correlation was observed
between both (A) NA and (B) PA connectivity from the amygdala
to differential regions in the brain.
(TIF)
Figure S4 Axial slices of connections 1 to 5 correlated
with NA. Details of the displayed connections can be found in
Table 3.
(TIF)
Figure S5 Axial slices of connections 6 to 10 correlated
with NA. Details of the displayed connections can be found in
Table 3.
(TIF)

Conclusion
By investigating how whole-brain functional connectivity from
200 regions-of-interest covaried with PANAS scores for positive
and negative affect, we tested four previously suggested hypotheses
about how affective processing is organized in the brain. Our
results provide some support for both theories about lateralization,
as they show a right-sided dominance effect for negative affective
processing, but while they do not currently suggest a general
lateralization of affective processing to be present throughout the
brain, they also suggest positive affective processing to be
bilaterally dominant. Our data is mostly in line with the hypothesis
of a largely overlapping joint network basic to processing of all
emotions, as revealed by the conjunction analysis of overlapping
regions. Additionally, as shown through different results in
connectivity, there is also some support for the hypothesis that
processing of certain emotions may recruit distinct regions.
However, because of the substantial overlap, it seems unlikely
that these should be independent. In essence, our findings suggest
a network-based or constructionist framework between localized
elements responsible for affective processing, which is more
dominant in the right than in the left hemisphere for negative
affect.

Figure S6 Axial slices of connections 1 to 5 correlated
with PA. Details of the displayed connections can be found in
Table 4.
(TIF)
Figure S7 Axial slices of connections 6 to 9 correlated
with PA. Details of the displayed connections can be found in
Table 4.
(TIF)
Table S1

Details of additional connections at p,0.0005 for NA.

(DOC)
Table S2 Details of additional connections at p,0.0005 for PA.

(DOC)
Table S3

Details of additional connections at p,0.001 for NA.

(DOC)
Table S4 Details of additional connections at p,0.001 for PA.

(DOC)

Author Contributions
Supporting Information

Conceived and designed the experiments: CSR DSM AV. Performed the
experiments: DSM HOS RCC. Analyzed the data: CSR DSM HOS.
Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: DSM RCC AV. Wrote the
paper: CSR DSM HOS.

Figure S1 Networks correlated with PA and NA at a

statistical threshold of p,0.0005. In order to assess the
likelihood of false negatives, we lowered our threshold to

References
7. Morris PL, Robinson RG, Raphael B, Hopwood MJ (1996) Lesion location and
poststroke depression. J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci 8: 399–403.
8. Paradiso S, Robinson RG (1999) Minor depression after stroke: an initial
validation of the DSM-IV construct. Am J Geriatr Psychiatry 7: 244–251.
9. Starkstein SE, Robinson RG, Honig MA, Parikh RM, Joselyn J, et al. (1989)
Mood changes after right-hemisphere lesions. Br J Psychiatry 155: 79–85.
10. Davidson RJ, Schaffer CE, Saron C (1985) Effects of lateralized presentations of
faces on self-reports of emotion and EEG asymmetry in depressed and nondepressed subjects. Psychophysiology 22: 353–364.
11. Davidson RJ, Ekman P, Saron CD, Senulis JA, Friesen WV (1990) Approachwithdrawal and cerebral asymmetry: emotional expression and brain physiology.
I. J Pers Soc Psychol 58: 330–341.

1. Levine SC, Levy J (1986) Perceptual asymmetry for chimeric faces across the life
span. Brain Cogn 5: 291–306.
2. Erhan H, Borod JC, Tenke CE, Bruder GE (1998) Identification of emotion in a
dichotic listening task: event-related brain potential and behavioral findings.
Brain Cogn 37: 286–307.
3. Adolphs R, Damasio H, Tranel D, Damasio AR (1996) Cortical systems for the
recognition of emotion in facial expressions. J Neurosci 16: 7678–7687.
4. Burton LA, Levy J (1989) Sex differences in the lateralized processing of facial
emotion. Brain Cogn 11: 210–228.
5. Davidson RJ, Mednick D, Moss E, Saron C, Schaffer CE (1987) Ratings of
emotion in faces are influenced by the visual field to which stimuli are presented.
Brain Cogn 6: 403–411.
6. Mandal MK, Tandon SC, Asthana HS (1991) Right brain damage impairs
recognition of negative emotions. Cortex 27: 247–253.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

11

July 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 7 | e68015

Affect and the Brain’s Functional Organization

43. Mesulam MM (1981) A cortical network for directed attention and unilateral
neglect. Ann Neurol 10: 309–325.
44. Gunturkun O, Diekamp B, Manns M, Nottelmann F, Prior H, et al. (2000)
Asymmetry pays: visual lateralization improves discrimination success in
pigeons. Current Biology 10: 1079–1081.
45. Phan KL, Wager T, Taylor SF, Liberzon I (2002) Functional neuroanatomy of
emotion: a meta-analysis of emotion activation studies in PET and fMRI.
Neuroimage 16: 331–348.
46. Kober H, Barrett LF, Joseph J, Bliss-Moreau E, Lindquist K, et al. (2008)
Functional grouping and cortical-subcortical interactions in emotion: a metaanalysis of neuroimaging studies. Neuroimage 42: 998–1031.
47. Reiman EM, Lane RD, Ahern GL, Schwartz GE, Davidson RJ, et al. (1997)
Neuroanatomical correlates of externally and internally generated human
emotion. Am J Psychiatry 154: 918–925.
48. Amodio DM, Frith CD (2006) Meeting of minds: the medial frontal cortex and
social cognition. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 7: 268–277.
49. Uddin LQ, Iacoboni M, Lange C, Keenan JP (2007) The self and social
cognition: the role of cortical midline structures and mirror neurons. Trends
Cogn Sci 11: 153–157.
50. Gusnard DA, Akbudak E, Shulman GL, Raichle ME (2001) Medial prefrontal
cortex and self-referential mental activity: Relation to a default mode of brain
function. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 98: 4259–4264.
51. Iacoboni M, Lieberman MD, Knowlton BJ, Molnar-Szakacs I, Moritz M, et al.
(2004) Watching social interactions produces dorsomedial prefrontal and medial
parietal BOLD fMRI signal increases compared to a resting baseline.
Neuroimage 21: 1167–1173.
52. Mitchell JP, Banaji MR, Macrae CN (2005) The link between social cognition
and self-referential thought in the medial prefrontal cortex. J Cogn Neurosci 17:
1306–1315.
53. Urry HL, van Reekum CM, Johnstone T, Davidson RJ (2009) Individual
differences in some (but not all) medial prefrontal regions reflect cognitive
demand while regulating unpleasant emotion. Neuroimage 47: 852–863.
54. van Reekum CM, Urry HL, Johnstone T, Thurow ME, Frye CJ, et al. (2007)
Individual differences in amygdala and ventromedial prefrontal cortex activity
are associated with evaluation speed and psychological well-being. J Cogn
Neurosci 19: 237–248.
55. Matthews S, Simmons A, Strigo I, Gianaros P, Yang T, et al. (2009) Inhibitionrelated activity in subgenual cingulate is associated with symptom severity in
major depression. Psychiatry Res 172: 1–6.
56. Bush G, Luu P, Posner MI (2000) Cognitive and emotional influences in anterior
cingulate cortex. Trends Cogn Sci 4: 215–222.
57. Egner T, Etkin A, Gale S, Hirsch J (2008) Dissociable neural systems resolve
conflict from emotional versus nonemotional distracters. Cereb Cortex 18:
1475–1484.
58. Kanske P, Kotz SA (2011) Emotion triggers executive attention: anterior
cingulate cortex and amygdala responses to emotional words in a conflict task.
Hum Brain Mapp 32: 198–208.
59. Etkin A, Egner T, Kalisch R (2011) Emotional processing in anterior cingulate
and medial prefrontal cortex. Trends Cogn Sci 15: 85–93.
60. Hussey E, Safford A (2009) Perception of facial expression in somatosensory
cortex supports simulationist models. J Neurosci 29: 301–302.
61. Adolphs R, Damasio H, Tranel D, Cooper G, Damasio AR (2000) A role for
somatosensory cortices in the visual recognition of emotion as revealed by threedimensional lesion mapping. J Neurosci 20: 2683–2690.
62. Heberlein AS, Saxe RR (2005) Dissociation between emotion and personality
judgments: convergent evidence from functional neuroimaging. Neuroimage 28:
770–777.
63. Ochsner KN, Bunge SA, Gross JJ, Gabrieli JD (2002) Rethinking feelings: an
FMRI study of the cognitive regulation of emotion. J Cogn Neurosci 14: 1215–
1229.
64. Lawrence EJ, Shaw P, Giampietro VP, Surguladze S, Brammer MJ, et al. (2006)
The role of ‘shared representations’ in social perception and empathy: an fMRI
study. Neuroimage 29: 1173–1184.
65. Sander D, Grandjean D, Pourtois G, Schwartz S, Seghier ML, et al. (2005)
Emotion and attention interactions in social cognition: brain regions involved in
processing anger prosody. Neuroimage 28: 848–858.
66. Royet JP, Hudry J, Zald DH, Godinot D, Gregoire MC, et al. (2001) Functional
neuroanatomy of different olfactory judgments. Neuroimage 13: 506–519.
67. Zeng LL, Shen H, Liu L, Wang L, Li B, et al. (2012) Identifying major
depression using whole-brain functional connectivity: a multivariate pattern
analysis. Brain 135: 1498–1507.
68. Liao W, Qiu C, Gentili C, Walter M, Pan Z, et al. (2010) Altered effective
connectivity network of the amygdala in social anxiety disorder: a resting-state
FMRI study. PLoS One 5: e15238.
69. Costa PT, Mccrae RR (1992) 4 Ways 5 Factors Are Basic. Personality and
Individual Differences 13: 653–665.
70. Vytal K, Hamann S (2010) Neuroimaging support for discrete neural correlates
of basic emotions: a voxel-based meta-analysis. J Cogn Neurosci 22: 2864–2885.
71. Wolf U, Rapoport MJ, Schweizer TA (2009) Evaluating the affective component
of the cerebellar cognitive affective syndrome. J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci
21: 245–253.
72. Mennes M, Vega Potler N, Kelly C, Di Martino A, Castellanos FX, et al. (2011)
Resting state functional connectivity correlates of inhibitory control in children
with attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Front Psychiatry 2.

12. Davidson RJ, Kalin NH, Shelton SE (1993) Lateralized response to diazepam
predicts temperamental style in rhesus monkeys. Behav Neurosci 107: 1106–
1110.
13. Davidson RJ (2004) What does the prefrontal cortex ‘‘do’’ in affect: perspectives
on frontal EEG asymmetry research. Biol Psychol 67: 219–233.
14. Seeley WW, Menon V, Schatzberg AF, Keller J, Glover GH, et al. (2007)
Dissociable intrinsic connectivity networks for salience processing and executive
control. J Neurosci 27: 2349–2356.
15. Lindquist KA, Wager TD, Kober H, Bliss-Moreau E, Barrett LF (2012) The
brain basis of emotion: a meta-analytic review. Behav Brain Sci 35: 121–143.
16. LeDoux JE (2000) Emotion circuits in the brain. Annu Rev Neurosci 23: 155–
184.
17. Morris JS, Frith CD, Perrett DI, Rowland D, Young AW, et al. (1996) A
differential neural response in the human amygdala to fearful and happy facial
expressions. Nature 383: 812–815.
18. Whalen PJ, Rauch SL, Etcoff NL, McInerney SC, Lee MB, et al. (1998) Masked
presentations of emotional facial expressions modulate amygdala activity without
explicit knowledge. J Neurosci 18: 411–418.
19. Calder AJ, Beaver JD, Davis MH, van Ditzhuijzen J, Keane J, et al. (2007)
Disgust sensitivity predicts the insula and pallidal response to pictures of
disgusting foods. Eur J Neurosci 25: 3422–3428.
20. Liotti M, Mayberg HS, Brannan SK, McGinnis S, Jerabek P, et al. (2000)
Differential limbic—cortical correlates of sadness and anxiety in healthy subjects:
implications for affective disorders. Biol Psychiatry 48: 30–42.
21. Mayberg HS, Liotti M, Brannan SK, McGinnis S, Mahurin RK, et al. (1999)
Reciprocal limbic-cortical function and negative mood: converging PET findings
in depression and normal sadness. Am J Psychiatry 156: 675–682.
22. Adelstein JS, Shehzad Z, Mennes M, Deyoung CG, Zuo XN, et al. (2011)
Personality is reflected in the brain’s intrinsic functional architecture. PLoS One
6: e27633.
23. Cox CL, Uddin LQ, Di Martino A, Castellanos FX, Milham MP, et al. (2012)
The balance between feeling and knowing: affective and cognitive empathy are
reflected in the brain’s intrinsic functional dynamics. Soc Cogn Affect Neurosci
7: 727–737.
24. Craddock RC, James GA, Holtzheimer PE 3rd, Hu XP, Mayberg HS (2012) A
whole brain fMRI atlas generated via spatially constrained spectral clustering.
Hum Brain Mapp 33: 1914–1928.
25. Crawford JR, Henry JD (2004) The positive and negative affect schedule
(PANAS): construct validity, measurement properties and normative data in a
large non-clinical sample. Br J Clin Psychol 43: 245–265.
26. Watson D, Clark LA, Tellegen A (1988) Development and validation of brief
measures of positive and negative affect: the PANAS scales. J Pers Soc Psychol
54: 1063–1070.
27. Krohne HW, Egloff B, Kohlmann CW, Tausch A (1996) Investigations with a
German version of the positive and negative affect schedule (PANAS).
Diagnostica 42: 139–156.
28. Egloff B (1998) The independence of positive and negative affect depends on the
affect measure. Personality and Individual Differences 25: 1101–1109.
29. Tuccitto DE, Giacobbi PR, Leite WL (2010) The Internal Structure of Positive
and Negative Affect: A Confirmatory Factor Analysis of the PANAS.
Educational and Psychological Measurement 70: 125–141.
30. Tellegen A, Watson D, Clark LA (1999) On the dimensional and hierarchical
structure of affect. Psychol Sci 10: 297–303.
31. Russell JA (1980) A Circumplex Model of Affect. J Pers Soc Psychol 39: 1161–
1178.
32. Meyer GJ, Shack JR (1989) Structural Convergence of Mood and Personality Evidence for Old and New Directions. J Pers Soc Psychol 57: 691–706.
33. Watson D, Tellegen A (1985) Toward a Consensual Structure of Mood. Psychol
Bull 98: 219–235.
34. Biswal BB, Mennes M, Zuo XN, Gohel S, Kelly C, et al. (2010) Toward
discovery science of human brain function. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 107:
4734–4739.
35. Cox RW (1996) AFNI: software for analysis and visualization of functional
magnetic resonance neuroimages. Comput Biomed Res 29: 162–173.
36. Smith SM, Jenkinson M, Woolrich MW, Beckmann CF, Behrens TE, et al.
(2004) Advances in functional and structural MR image analysis and
implementation as FSL. Neuroimage 23 Suppl 1: S208–219.
37. Murphy K, Birn RM, Handwerker DA, Jones TB, Bandettini PA (2009) The
impact of global signal regression on resting state correlations: are anticorrelated networks introduced? Neuroimage 44: 893–905.
38. Saad ZS, Gotts SJ, Murphy K, Chen G, Jo HJ, et al. (2012) Trouble at rest: how
correlation patterns and group differences become distorted after global signal
regression. Brain Connect 2: 25–32.
39. Seghier ML (2008) Laterality index in functional MRI: methodological issues.
Magn Reson Imaging 26: 594–601.
40. Springer JA, Binder JR, Hammeke TA, Swanson SJ, Frost JA, et al. (1999)
Language dominance in neurologically normal and epilepsy subjects—A
functional MRI study. Brain 122: 2033–2045.
41. Okon-Singer N, Podlipsky I, Siman-Tov T, Ben-Simon E, Zhdanov A, et al.
(2011) Spatio-temporal indications of sub-cortical involvement in leftward bias of
spatial attention. Neuroimage 54: 3010–3020.
42. Corbetta M, Shulman GL (2002) Control of goal-directed and stimulus-driven
attention in the brain. Nat Rev Neurosci 3: 201–215.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

12

July 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 7 | e68015

Affect and the Brain’s Functional Organization

contributions from subgenual cingulate cortex and thalamus. Biol Psychiatry 62:
429–437.
77. Hasler G, Fromm S, Alvarez RP, Luckenbaugh DA, Drevets WC, et al. (2007)
Cerebral blood flow in immediate and sustained anxiety. Journal of
Neuroscience 27: 6313–6319.
78. Straube T, Schmidt S, Weiss T, Mentzel HJ, Miltner WHR (2009) Dynamic
activation of the anterior cingulate cortex during anticipatory anxiety. Neuroimage 44: 975–981.
79. Van Essen DC, Ugurbil K, Auerbach E, Barch D, Behrens TE, et al. (2012) The
Human Connectome Project: a data acquisition perspective. Neuroimage 62:
2222–2231.

73. Tremblay LK, Naranjo CA, Graham SJ, Herrmann N, Mayberg HS, et al.
(2005) Functional neuroanatomical substrates of altered reward processing in
major depressive disorder revealed by a dopaminergic probe. Arch Gen
Psychiatry 62: 1228–1236.
74. Kang DH, Jang JH, Han JY, Kim JH, Jung WH, et al. (2013) Neural correlates
of altered response inhibition and dysfunctional connectivity at rest in obsessivecompulsive disorder. Prog Neuropsychopharmacol Biol Psychiatry 40: 340–346.
75. Min BK (2010) A thalamic reticular networking model of consciousness. Theor
Biol Med Model 7: 10.
76. Greicius MD, Flores BH, Menon V, Glover GH, Solvason HB, et al. (2007)
Resting-state functional connectivity in major depression: Abnormally increased

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

13

July 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 7 | e68015

