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2t ol Al BHASE Al S AR ou A SRIAMA 5
o7 Qg ot & AEHA Aof(Posttraumatic Stress
Disorder, ©|s} PTSD)}E M3 &4 o] 39| AejAte]4 4
ol et ol Skt Slvk AT 3 A HH
5%(Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disor-
ders, 5" ed, ©]3} DSM-5)°] WEmH QAR Z-Loli} Azt
o A, AEEa T2 FAES A AAY 5ARAY =
2 7R ol7F AERAY A Aol A BEH o s HH
P g2 FoJwlth(Association AP, 2013). 134 273
el FAAd Aoy AAA ofgsn 22 Y AE
g AL olF stz e A7I7id s BAE 9
PAHEHE AT = Utk HollA o Abdez Aod
2 tHRobinson JS er al, 2010; Seo YS et al, 2012).
ol o A2 AHsHA thFolxA] & A A,
EA 719, £HY ofef B e T2 o F AEH

- (Posttraumatic Stress Symptoms, ©]38} PTSS)= #
ISt 4= glom, PTSS7F ARt #3082 A&d A&
PTSDE HAE 4= Qo 2ejvt 94 42 449 A77t
2 e otk AR o BAR T AR Aol gt At
(Karanci AN er al, 2012) % 9% 4%(Kim HJ et al,
2008)7 22 344 W3kE Hishy| e Sk, ook 3
A W3t= oA 3 A (Posttraumatic Growth, ©|3} PTG)
o2 AoggitiTedeschi RG et al, 1996). PTG= 24+
AU QIS Held 159 A ofyet JRle] AHS Y
73t BT HollA Ao TilS Eeth(Wright
MOD et al, 2007).

o] wjito] eJ4F ¥o] PTSS && PTGE o]ojA|& 14
of FEFS mA = Helo] et o9 A7t o] Fol Tt
A& 5o, ARA XAy @8 (Kim J-A er al, 2012)3}

2 WS PTSSS] B 82l &8 PTGE] 7 89108
Z BHA, XA FA] 2EHIm SY er al, 2013)0]
APAEA A (Centrality of events) (Groleau JM et al,
2013)2 1 783 ol w2t PTSS 2 PTG v+
Fo] th2 Ao r dYA St HTole 4 FAAEl
AA BEE AR =] w27 =9 (attention)7 THY E=
Zo|H gk (attentional bias)o] PTSDE] AL QAT A HE 1L
A tH(Pineles SL et al, 2009; Thomas CL et al, 2013).

Fo= M= ZEY A Zto|u S5t T2 Q1AA Az
(cognitive process)®| <224 Q4%(Hahm JS er al,
2012), "= 4| Al (posterior attentional system)e} 25
ZFo)Aq| A (anterior attentional system)® &= 4= Qltt

i[> d

(Petersen SE ef al, 2012). SWFAA A= F0]9] uieke:
AYsts Xor o Aol wWED " 3o gAY
(disengage), & AF=2029] o]%(move), 18|31 =&
Aol Fo2 7Y A7]=(engage) THFo] EHh A4
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dhEysenck MW er al, 2007). 24 AdA
el 7]1% 7F4(assumption)2] W3S 7o
2t o] hHstA] gtow 11 of| A% A
4 okl s "ok(anoff-Bulman R, 2010
E¢to g Qlsf o AAAES fFdes x7t
wEA 25 AU Har, o= AAl §1¥ol
A= AL & ok 18y =2 o
A= fFA= A&How 7 AU
A-P5d ZAE 2HE & UckEysenck MW er al,
2007). ololl whet o AHAES] fFAT H2" F9
MAE HAdstaat ok FolHdF =% T (Attentional
Bias Modification Training) %°] AE7|= 3FATH
(Schoorl M et al, 2013).

I3 Mogg K er al(1987)9] ‘“ZAA-3)9] 714 (vigi-
lance-avoidance hypothesis)’ o] W2, 23t AFES
AARN YEo WE ST FO4E JUBARE o] & F7F
H EQhs o] el A dustA Hrt AA 9
AAAAEAA AEAFoZRE Fo5 EEgE F9 3
7} #EE o H(Koster BH er al, 2007; Schoorl M et
al, 2014), ol PTSS®] AZ4d< ol=3k3itkPine DS er
al. 2005). ©o] T2 A= i AEAEANA HAs] Y
S17] QA= Ao HHHE o Y otet A= F
o7} 1A Efo] thE WO R FO|F M| Kot Fo
209 o] g-2(difficulty in attentional disengagement)¥}
FolZl Aol FOlE NAHTHA] il v WEFoR FoE
AgsH= F29] 39 (attentional avoidance) (Koster EH et
al,, 2006)7Fo] FoJHFe| thekdt ot o & A-5ate
S AE Z84E AARRIT

oz} ok He|dh= A2 A7l whebA G
2 4 qlt. dRbH o g FAgRof waA Fo|7t A9l
= AL FAA ZA TE e AR IEA Ut
(Grafton B er al, 2012). 28y} 3t Ao w2y £&5
A2 AT 18 39 HYgS Holx| ¢h= iy,
A A2 ST 219 9] HYS ElckMogg
K et al, 1991). 39 A+Ad} = Aol digh &= Il A
LAY Aol & wEGEHE A e R A E i tk]Johnson SL
et al, 1999). ol&|et APt Aats Fg¢E o, EA
= % ARl et ohefet o H ekt PTSS H PTG 7t
o BAE HFske 2ol o4 o]% Aed A& tiet o]
e Aofehs H 7ol Aer o

SHH FOl= AR Wolgoelal djAste YR A I
o] Z7|GAlS] Gt (Hahm JS er al, 2012), T A
& O|F o]FolX= A A HeoAe] HEFO T o]ojH 4
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FOE AstA] Fotal 9] gAY of g &S Hol=d|, o
3t Fo|HYFo| -3t AFFEOAA EFAA A7 244
Z9(self-focused attention)tt ®H 5 JHA ] I
HAZ ook 7]04 Shi= Ao & Yepsth(Koster EH er al,
2005). 259 A AA LA 7|AE A E oE Ate
ARl A=oll it 5201 G ofeRo] A A=
of gt FEAE LA E B ofel, FHH Aol
et ARACE Afgtetal Attt (Disner SG er al,
2011). d tﬂoﬂ u—_],]-_| ] '6;)1224 /\—101:4 /\]-a‘: 8] :LX%x]_
o & 9] JHYE Hoj=d], oAl A gt &
A A 7HestA st Ao ® AjkE vF Itk(Nogu-

'_11_.14

chi K er al, 2006). o]g|3t A8 AFL AE vjgoz 9
4 AUAES FoHEe] A Aol tigt Q1A1A] A2
FFE uH Hog 22 2 4 ok

1A} AFA] giEt Q1A A HEE st Wolow AbA
el dh(event related rumination) (Cann A er al,
201D = —},\— Nll:]— O]‘—— 94/(]—01] I;H—L]. }]/\14 %o /]]:14

ol QIAH Hele] F ZHE WYst= Nde=, PTSS
PTG RFoA Fa3t Helog d# A K Tedeschi RG
et al., 1990). Q4 AUAE A4l reb= Aglel A
FHola BHEA R APS HEEA H= HAEH W
(intrusive rumination)& 283 4 ‘,{,\E} ol AlAo = 9]
3t HAA AME 2dote= =89 dvto|ut, oA AR

{o

et ©AE Agste] A 1E= 33]34 S7HAIZIAY
PTSSE & 4 Qth(lee DH et al, 2017). B1H o= 2]
HrZ=(deliberate rumination)= AFAC] st &A% WHHE
FrAISHAA 4Fo] =3k Wolel ofn] A HXS = AL
Yo, PTGY AEst dF#gles o84 Slo(Yu
H-J, 2014). o]&3t FoJHlgF 9l 1A 4 Hej2] Aol gt
AP Aol 71Hrsto], 91 g Aol tiet F=2jsH ko]
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PTGZ o]ojX|:= 4 2E :%ﬂ‘ﬂgur, AE FAHE Q)

WA o Aol A S AEAR, B4 Ao
ol Aol SarElol thaRdt OAF HUAE o A
2 QusRieY] AZt Qe B3 o 5L A7 naA AR
AE B RS 2Pk oY ARAL 234 &
o Ry el o FolEg 9 UEE ZE A
el QNS B ol Chan MW er

alQ01D% AY A4S Fo TR} W, PTSS, PTG
o BAZ AAFY BRAS Aot
oo £ ATL Rt O AUAEL YO FoH

o, AHAEE ¥k 9l PTSS, PTGE] #AE ASotaAt ©
ek oI5 S8 A Aol et HE =0 APk =

gotd 71&9] Fd - ARA (dot- probe task) (Ernst K e
al, 2004) tHAl 18 3 AT HXH 29 A, F9
DA ol 9 9 FuE BF SFY 5 e AT
A TA|(spatial cueing task) (Fox E et al, 20015 A3}
of FOHYGF Al 7HA] FHE FASGT olgA AES
Sl A AE 9 SRSl et FoHA Ao o

3 A4A W 9 oRA uirete] BAS Blsky, 7} A}
A wvt Fol|agat Pss @ PTGE] TAS s

At 20159 1095E 129714 FAkAA] Pt
AL oz olFol ek, Il AN R FlolA A

AR B FIE At} HAE R
S WA, o F oy AHe

E
Aof| ZoE ek 7S] Bt AR 22.0 (51}1.74)01
™, 58.7%7F o84y, 181 60.3%7F F1E 283 AUk
2 A3E= 2015Lﬂ 109 Prigt A2 3l (Insti-
tutional Review Board: IRB)2] 4¢1-& Hhe
(IAHZ: PNU IRB/2015_72_HR). L& Z7Ak= oL %
ofof ShAl AFAQIAREE NEHOR A 54 Yyl AY
Axpoll it hHE wEekar, At ofofl it A FofA]
£ sl

A 95t 68 AL A ol BE (3) ool
A A R SRRl B2, 2 Feel 63
M Aol BE (3F) ool 64wl ARst HE
hvae) e

ko] 371 ﬁi‘ﬂ =25 9] 7R, Fo @Y of
=, %‘—0 3lul= B3F ©A IA(Fox er al, 2001)E A
At Ea A HEAES FAO] AlABH
%Woﬂ ob BhS AIZHS ZAtE 7129 § EARHA
(dot-probe task)et ©] 33t A A= HA=S o
B A ABEA] okol F2o] Agke] WekS FET 4= itk B
o] kKoo HJ er al, 2015). A¥L 3} Z=9fo] $A]
ol AAEHA AZFE QI o] % = o] KAz o] LE}
v, ShAzFo] & ALk & gl
AA = ek, TAAk=o] ARl A5

ol AA= AT R
7HbE g3lo] AAE ol "H%6 =

71 7Hsd W
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s mejok At YH 2L AT FHo| BY
3 gXo) AAFE Fgolu, BANRAL AR T2 9%
A AASE 49w Adaan BAATe A F4,
:qu odyog :’L_,_QU:] 7 A7} vtk A8 = g odr;}

(2) A=A

AR Lang PJ er al(1999)0] Al&er A4 A 19
Al A (International Affective Picture System: IAPS)E ©]
B33t IAPSE= A4 9 9] AAEoA 223k 4
A A=2 Agst] I8 W= ek lang P et al, 1999).
A= FAHAEL Schoorl M et al(2014)7F A4S
Q)4 Tl IAPS H¥E2 Fasiglov, di AEA=S o
=R19] 7oA AUAA 27 =AY @ekor(e.g.,
48 oAxF fgste 94, F8), AT o=kl 7]
oA A= %Lxéxiol‘iii}(e.g., %, 7ot (Park T er
al, 2009). olol et =431 7|Eol A AUA A ZH 7t
7F =AY W ARE A L%t A= A 4
327 AL, T=Ql Vo m FAACRE A4 A=
< 3274 AAsth & Aol ARE AR 3
A=l 7y i Aol foRt Aol fladeh(t=1.90,
p=0.006).

() AEAA

54 &4 A= e-prime 2.0 ZRIHS of-&3sto] A

Zotdet, A A= AAES 15.6904 EYEHEE

1024x768) 7ol A 2 A vpgk gl AA= et A8 4

7= ¢F 60 cm Eold AollA RUEE JHo R Hie}

HEE o9, 71BE 2B ‘g 719 pIIE AR Aol

SOt S ‘EP‘RM.

(4) /\1%0‘—]%—174]

A W a8l AAE, AR AA7HEA, $14E, 33)et
7
o]

E

A= AAL(LEA, ELAD7E A7 4‘1"101‘:} & 6%

o2 27 3249 AHo2 Tl 3 192419] A

o]FolH T}, of7]of Y L7}XH AAE B Sl 14
Al71aL, Ao ok /Q S5 FASH] Yo gH dAl 5=
A7F AAEAY "ol A=A o= 71E 24418 37t
s,
2) Xp7|ED M2
D) 9 49 554

oA} AEAE Adsly] g8 A9 A7ekjoo HS er al,

2008) st &2l Y AEH A (Chon KK er al, 1991)
< Haste] QA A8 552 FASATHNoh HL er al
2017). 7FSEA 9 AAA o8 5o ARdE WS- Alzst
Ao Aztd AL PTSSE HET & Qups HoAd =22
of 3= ickSong SH er al, 2009). H7AHEL HZ2of
AAE oA F89] A F AF7HA] Aot A uf$- 3
S vFHolal FHH FAHIE AP S AEtt &

- LS I S

Apzlo] ARt AZH1=1749 ~ 670,
ol Y %4 AR 9 FAd

’"1E!1_

2=6714~34, 3=34d

R [

o JEE 6 AAEO=-43 ohe), 5=u]9 T8 Aol
A wA

() MAEH A4 ¥2 X =(The Impact of Event Related
Scale-Revised: IES-R)

PTSS &2 /A A 4 H=(Eun H-J er al,
2005)& B7FsHGith. o] A= & 2280 A= 9L
ow B7H, 39, MG, UGN/ AGAE Eob 9 odlE]
47HA] SH91S5E 53 HAE HE(0=HA9Y oYt} 5=mf$-
") AolA BAg 33 ¥es 0~11080Y, A4
b 2E4E S A4S 9uldttt. Eun H-J er al
(2005)2] ¢17tollA Cronbach’s a+= 0.830]%1oH, & <
T A= 0.930]ch.

(3) &4 & A% A= (Posttraumatic Growth Inventory:
PTG)
PTGE 3H=t3t ﬂ % A& A% (Song SH er a/ 2009)
Aokt £ Hes A7 1 A|Zre] #3t, dfletA ] 7
7t NEe 7}&%44 2 Ajel WA 39 HPﬂ 3.
A ;Ao F7F, 19al 4 Oﬂ ook ZHAke] 571 Skl el
TFE ] Yo, eheloflA= gkl tigt FARE Al
o] AAet A1 o7 YethSong SH er al, 2009).
1A E S g olitaS A 23, 47] a1lo]
. ololl 48019 gt 167 E3THS ARE-St
Fe 67 YAE HE(0=Ad ofyr}, 5=m]$ 1
HAEE, 3 Hee 0~808 g, A7t
P o] =2 AL oueltt. Song SH et al
l A Cronbach’s a+ 0.94400, H A

a =
= =
=
[$)
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A= 0.86
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(4) AHATHE W H%(The Event Related Rumination
Inventory: ERRI)

o Aol et ¥k b A e BEE Xk (Ahn
H-N er al, 2013)8 ZA8c}. 2 A%
10233} 923 g3 1083o82 A= o
= ‘jﬂol XWOﬂ ] N ot= 7%11{% 4

Y

&

9] §h3= —’F—i—ol == 7/1% AUILPE} Ahn H-N et al
(2013)°] ®313F Cronbach’s a+ 54 w71 0.96, 9
T4 9E7F 0.959 . & AtolAs H54 v 0.91,
o= ket 0929t

) 454 B
STAD

S48 AT 207 Fol A L Fo H7j2)

o] #(Hahm JS et al, 2012)8 Tjste], Hrlrte] E4

A AKState-Trait Anxiety Inventory:
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oS BAIsH] el = AeEl-EAEQF FAKHahn
D-W et al,, 1996)5 AH&sltt EAEY AE2E 2023
o7, M7 4 Bo] AAloA digtls AEE 47 =
AE HL(1=49 ofyrt}, 4=uvf$ I8t}/A9] AAY I
h) Aol ATt 8 M= 20~80 oM, =2 Hee
E—E—% EXNES 9w|dtt}. Cronbach’s e+ Hahn D-W

t al(1996)9] et & AFofA BT
3. A+ BX

0.90°] it

Aol oigt A7) & A7 AdAR Solet AFH
Ofof ¢romd, AFAR/E ShHol AAEH HEAAREE BHA
A dAE @“55}“‘3} A dApo] &R EE 1249
AL AW AL, 71 RS w2 T 2 AES A
A=

Ado] AJZrEd M Foboll AA7F Beke] A (+)e]
500 msec 5¢F AAI= ATt G Ho] Akl F olE FA
0 H9o] kR 12 cm, AR 9.5 cm@] UM Ay &
A7F 30 mm9] A& 91 vEpyl=d], o] 5 3t 3ol
A, 24, 34 AT F sk 500 msec E<t A

o Xﬂ Al A2 AR AAE T390 x 346

Time Valid cueing

500 ms

500 ms

respond
or
3,000 ms

200 ms

pixel). A=o] AFpzl & 2", 5 mm diameter)o] F 2
A2V Z oF 3to]] AR o7 Ueyith o] o A7t g
ol vt o sjdst= 715 7hse WEA sejof ¢
o &, g3o] A% Al AXEE 9 FARE q 7
£, QEF AAAYo AXEE 2 EE FAR p 715 B
of gt} AL 715wl WSO A2 vEE AR
t, 3,000 msec oA ‘f‘_%o] QS Ao AHZ AR

ot ot Al et 3 |13 = diAl 1~9
Afole] Ak shuE AlAE #1719k, gl gle W S
71E & AW Foll FAHOR ARt Koo HJ et al,
2015). TZM vehe Aeells 2AE 48 WA HES A
35
T A

oix
1—r1
i
i
©
N

ABHRT, W Se] et A9 718 FEA GRS A
shoict. J_7} oA A Y] A Fig. 13} 2t}

e &l o) BRom FAHel e, % B8y
483142] ¥ A1, 527 1317], &

_4ka

J
, THlo] AAEA] o2 53]7]
7F g St} 74 EE9 J’}';"ﬂ THE T 74 Azl A
S= ek FA7Hie., AE, 4, %@) A= AAL 1A
(e, 9%, 222) gl &3 H*](le

=

EE)O Z‘c‘ﬂ-

£ B A 2 FA A9 %ﬁ xw EHE A
ot =9ie, Aol AYHL Bt AT WA

Invalid cueing

Fig. 1. Procedure of spatial cueing task.
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o gol #7hAvt el thel &
S BBl T|F gk, ool et Z4 ABS
FAB olgh TS AW, VYL 15~20%,
A7IRE A R eleEde 158 AR Aasisi. 2
FR ¥ 2E WA oF 40009 Aol 24T W
Aol AL ATH

o sk A7bFe] WE

fu.

4 X2 2

4o aitE Hié}*}ﬂ 918 i A7kAte] AdA) wt
%A]ﬂ XA 3 EFUA o]For LERE 8]7]9 200
msec ©|StE LEE §J7l gl ouke-S Hol 375 HA9
A Atk Fox E et al, 2001). th&o2 AX H7pA}
59 FHGF A(e.g., FEAT HAE 29 79, ¢
GAp=ol diet 0 GAY ofelR, A= HAE F9
M, S84l gt 5] E”H?J oldg) & 271 Fo#
G Aol A Hat 3RFEWA} olAFe] ghe B3l 17e] At
2 A BA A Al Jstalct. ofel whet ¥ 637 9] A
7} JJ *4 of 29| qict.

ATl HAE 0] AYe B T8
AR L Al e WEA
g gAA=ol dig) o7t % *X A€ Aow
gol 91d &2 AT FUL 9
AT FEE Al Y& ) wEA
AT RRE Fo5 I Ao
& 3AAT A3 2o gAY of
AN B AR olEdte e
Hreaction time, ©]3} RT)o] S|4 vt YA =2
lEﬁ}L RTEY o dojdl A92, g A= e
FO7F thE XORE HAV= Hl Alte] B A8 H
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Table 1. Differences in study variables according to event types (N=63)
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= Aol ATt o AR(e.g., AEARL, FHHT)E 7
H3t oA, 76.2% (n=48)7F ATt FEo] 97 Atl(e.g.,
S8 diRlEA FAA" FAE AP o & A
AJZHe 1~671Y olW7F 20.6%, 67HE ~3d°] 30.2%, 3
d oliFol 49.2%%Ath Ak ol mhE dATHel 1 Kol
£ glety] 9ot dUEHEA Aib= Table 13 22
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P

BE ARl AR el mhE g 2t fofet *POW
$19THp=0.29~0.84). AbA fo] w2 A, Fu 9 9
A% Ad AZF Aol S eldhy] 99t Wb BA Ax 3
o 7F §93F Xpol7b $leltHp=0.19~0.27).
2. G5 HOIO| J[&SA W HO 2t HH

d © Table 20 A3}
Atk AR A3, Aol HX1H 9 N2 PTSS
(r=—0.25, p<0.05) % &4 gzr( =—0. 29 p<0.05)9—]'
=9 7
TH ‘7‘45 kel

traumatic evens

adversity events

(n=15) (n=48)

Variables Fa, en p
M (SD) M (SD)
Facilitated attentional engagement (threat stimuli) —14.19 (18.88) —16.60 (21.66) 0.15 0.70
Facilitated attentional engagement (positive stimuli) —6.93 (16.10) —4.28 (24.86) 0.15 0.70
Difficulty in attentional disengagement (threat stimuli) 9.38 (22.08) 14.06 (21.53) 0.54 0.47
Difficulty in attentional disengagement (positive stimuli) 5.92 (26.48) .10 (18.46) 0.92 0.34
PTSS 46.07 (15.09) 40.77 (17.03) 1.16 0.29
PTG 2.34 (.78) 2.56 (.91) 0.70 0.41
Intrusive rumination® 1.57 (.58) 1.35 (.75) 1.07 0.31
Deliberate rumination® 1.82 (.66) 1.78 (.66) 0.04 084
Trait anxiety® 2.30 (.62) 2.40 (.57) 0.32 057

Item mean: °PTG: O (no change)~ 5(great degree of positive change),
all~4 (very much).

®intrusive/deliberate rumination: 0 (not at all)~3 (often), “trait anxiety: 1 (not at
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlations among study variables (N=64)

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. Facilitated attentional engagement (threat stimuli)
2. Facilitated attentional engagement (positive stimuli) 0.39**
3. Difficulty in attentional disengagement (threat stimuli) -0.09 0.22
4. Difficulty in attentional disengagement (positive stimuli) -0.02 -0.01 0.44**
5. PTSS -0.25* -0.02 0.07 0.18
6. PTG -0.10 -0.04 0.17 -0.01 -0.33**
7. Intrusive rumination® -0.29*  -0.09 0.00 0.03 0.73* -0.25*
8. Deliberate rumination” -0.04 -0.07 0.22 0.12 0.28**  0.29* 0.34**
9. Trait anxiety® -0.06 0.13 0.03 0.04 0.51**  -0.38** 0.47** 0.1
M (SD) -16.03 -4.91 12.95 1.49  42.05 2.51 1.40 1.79 2.38

(20.91)  (22.98) (21.57) (20.57) (16.62)  (.89) (72) (.66) (.58)

**p<0.01, *p<0.05.
ltem mean: °PTG: 0 (no change)~5 (great degree of positive change), “intrusive/deliberate rumination: 0 (not at all)~3 (often), “trait anxiety: 1 (not at
all~4 (very much).
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(r=.29, p<.05). EAE9E PTSS (r=0.51, p<0.01) % #

54 WEr=0.47, p<0.0D2F 2%t 4 2 A PTGRH=

oot A4S HHAtHr=—0.38, p<0.01). 01 H Fo)y Facilitated attentional

¥ AR PIG 8 A ek foAR YE wolA @ o [T " e
Fchr=—0.01~0.22, p=0.19~0.95).

PTGS| 47 8191957} Folu3; A4ete] 4
3, M2e 715Ael WA EATd dd o) e
0113:]? J—oﬂ Tr/]ﬂ' ;g;_q /L]—Jq.o] 01041;]_(1«_0.55’ p<0.01)‘ Fig. 2. The relationship between attentional avoidance and PTSS.
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Deliberate
A rumination
5=001,p=0.08 .~ b=0.65, p<0.01
Difficulty in attentional Finding new
disengagement from » ibiliti
threat stimuli possibilities

Direct effect: b=0.02, p<0.05
Indirect effect: b=0.00, Boot95% CI [0.00, 0.01]

Fig. 3. The relationship between difficulty in attentional disengagement
from threat stimuli and finding new possibilities.
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