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Fig.3 Group differences in behavioral and neural measures of return of fear. a, b While no significant differential ROF was observed across or
between groups in rating measures of CS valence or arousal, subjects in the placebo but not DCS group showed nondifferential ROF with
increased arousal ratings from extinction training to extinction recall. Bar graphs represent the mean within-subject SEM [68, 69].
< Participants in the placebo compared to the DCS group showed stronger ROF on a neural level, that is increased differential BOLD responses
from extinction leaming to extinction recall in left amygdala (MNI peak at [x: 24, y: 2, z: —23); Z=3.15; prwe nor=0.019) and posterior
hippocampus (MNI peak at [x —33, y: ~34, z: 8], Z= 339, pawe noi = 0.033). Bar graphs represent mean parameter estimates from a 6-mm
sphere surrounding peak voxel activation £ within-subject SEM [68, 69]. For display purposes, T-maps are shown on a visualization threshold
of p<0.005 with k25 cluster extent





