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%o HEFEH

. HRFER
TR L2k s AR -

T —RELIFENTBY, Ztr@(r CHOWHNTWDS, TY AR—T v —FERIC O AN

T HAREEAIRIE SN TED,
\/\5 AHZALIEHENT WA,
LA LagdE, Al

Gtk AR T 2 FREELE R L 72/
F—7— K RMEEEE, BMECE,

(B D EHEFE]

ANGHENZ BT 5 BMRL R & 2R SR O TR L
BMide b2 Sy 7 MEHEST) DT
AL E o THPIE NS (Langetal, 2000) 0
4 25 {4 )5 (the unconditioned response; UR)
5| & 3 EEAH (the unconditioned
stimulus; US) 2% £ #4 il # (the conditioned
stimulus; CS) &X RSN D &, FARHIE
41+ Ie (the conditioned response; CR) % 5 |
ERIFTIINICRDL, TDLHICUSECSE
DOBIEDHE SN D Z LI & o TRMEED T
AL L, RAMEICRURIRR (v 7 A% e
HH)ma—mrofH) HEEIS (Hanet
al., 2009; Johansen et al., 2011)

Belli e th 21T DAL ZIZUS & 2R CS
DHEBRLODTHHEINEEAT) &, HE
FEOBAAI X o> TCRAWHI S NS T & 2%
51T % (Pavlov & Anrep, 1927) . %5 Tl
{H2 (extinction) & LTEEHOLNH T LD

BRI CHBEEPLEL SN TVWE, £2T,
FEEMIEELT 2 LA TE RV EERITEZEN TV,
X o THEEAL S N2 R E L
27 o720 FEEAAEIT L T2 L, A L 7%
T,EIEWLﬁ¢@ﬁfﬂﬁ@mWﬁm®ﬁﬂ%w<u&#
I ADENEDOET % D % LD D D,
M T AR—Y v —ftk

FLIEFEEL L

I, ToRBEELT S EHN S
URLIEAUAETE L 2 LAVREN TV S, 2L
WTAEOIFRIZ L o TRIZEN TV 5,

%\ 2l (extinction training) & 4 2%
# (extinction learning) % W (2 X5 L TH
Who {HEIFRILREAM SOV LRI US %
EIRETCSEERLODTZFHmMEDNT 3: %
LT, 72, HEFEIZHERIHIC
THILT BFEDI L /L TV b,
HEIFREBMREZHREE TV L b1 T
372 <, MRS EBE T A L wEE (CS
ETUSH ] &) B OSE) & L S 2,
B SOE DR B ZWHI L T b EFEZ LN T
% (Myers & Davis, 2007) o % L C, {HE5%H
DL EUS (CR) 2L ) 5 2
EHmSNTHEY, HIEMEE (spontaneous
recovery), B3 (renewal), #5J7 (reinstatement),
38 (reacquisition) &\ 4FHEH D L5
HREDHERE S LT\ % (Bouton, 2004) 5
YRR L, W ORGEIC X o T HBRY IR
IO B 2 L 2R HHNE, HEIA
BN 72 RS DR T CS * 5 72 72 VIR
SNDHT LTy, BMPOSHSHEST LI L%
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Bk

B

BEZEL

SN N N

R Rl

9. HFIE, HEFBRERIIUSOARDPERS
N5 ERMBIBAHST 52 L 28T, BEE
X, HEFEHRBICHEOUS ECSH R ER SN
B e, WE DR RGO BTNLT 5
Zlafad. HEFEOFEME LM L /2ATE
FEOFFIZT 7 AR—T ¥ —FE LI TH
D, NEEOERIZHVOEN TS, LA LY
KB LRI, 7 AR—D v —FEHICD
NEIENTHHET AU EBEIRIEINTBY
(Choy et al., 2007; Boschen et al., 2009), 2 fi
FISDOEIEZ & DTE BIBEENLEE
ENTVD, £ TEE, LEHFEELE V)
FEDORA N Z A LIEHEFED T 5,

(FeEBmEE1L]

B EBRE AR X - CERESEDRE
&7 at 20, [REEEEL (memory
consolidation) | & XN Twb, BELT S
MOREIIAR L EThH > TEAY a3 v 7 REN
BABRHERNCL 2282250125 L,
FEALL 2B EN o OFEELZ T 2w &
HMHENTWD (McGaugh, 2000) s L7285 C,
BRSO & B BMELE D, oo ARE
ILLTCLES7HbUET LI LIEEITERVE
ZRHLN Tz, L LEdF, EIZk - Tad
BARLEICRY, 20Kk [HEE/L] 72
LA S A % o 72 (Nader et al., 2000) o

TyTT—horiZE
(ex. BEIELETPOEEINGZ)

Figure 1. FCIETHMEEILO 71 A (Schwabe et al., 2014 & ) S5 1)

o7 u v AE [REFHEE (memory
reconsolidation) | & IFIZN T %, FEH%EAL
HHEAT LTV B [NE, AR L 22 Rl e
TELIENRIEENTWS (Schwabe et al.,
2014) (Figure 1) AfgTl3, CTEHREEILE
TR OATEI A AN X B BLiFE R O U 28 |2 £
2UTC, SHROMEDRLZIZOVTIHENL,

(#%7E]

FSLOMERIE, WL LT — 5 R— AT
& % Web of Science % f#i [ L 72. Reconsolidation,
Extinction &\ o 2R T — FE AL, 55
NIRFAER O FH 5 FLE T E B LS T o
IR EDOD B ia L x F—FEHEHE L
oo BT, FNENOFHILOF|HICHER O i
b, FLUETREEALAETT i 3 AU B o R
WL ORI L, TONELMREIRSRICL 7,

[(BEEL & HEFE]

BMEMED T HBEDOCSOADERIE, KM
Lo, BMiBOGE M L EEE L, B
LD T v T M b L FEELE v 2
ol OX ARG ERIT, TDOWD
POWFETIE, DX R THEFE I
2, HEEAIHZ L0 HIZOWT
WE s Twb (Kida, 2013)s ¥ 7 ZI2BW»
T, HEEBIICSHERBERSNIHAIC
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Y, FREZE CSAEEEEmR SN/
BRI D EDNREBEN TS (Debiec et
al., 2002)0 2 AT HIZBWT, CSE#D K
LERLGETIIHEEFEIE 575, CS
DHEERTIIFHEEIRI 2 2 LATRS N
Tw % (Eisenbergetal., 2003), Db Z &7
5, REMFEIIHEVELCSEERLIZES
X EEBFRI Y, ERMCSEHEEERL
1A CIREBEASE S 2R D 5 & &
ZbNb,

[BEELETHDHEIRR]

Monlfils et al. (2009) (£F v * & v 72 5Bk
12C, HEEAP»ETL T L HISHEIIE
T2, UL o B, B, 571G,
HEMRZEWPETEDLILERLE, T0H
Schiller et al. (2010) Xk N &xHRE L2355
12T, HEEIGETHICEEIR 2 T2, &
MO BEMEIE, SRz iHEcEsI L%
R L720 LUF, Schiller et al. DHWFZEIZ DWW CRE
L < HT %0

FREEACETHISE I 21T 218, BT
BZOODOET v 77— b TED72ORMUGL
DFFEEH CIENTES, LI IRFHE,
Schilleretal. i M2/ GE L, BMidktolr
DIST A B EDWTHE L 720 BMiRG
(CR) OREEZWET 572012, FKHESIGH
DIFFEDVEDTH LA 57 5 AP
(the skin conductance response; SCR) 7% f# F
ENFzo EEETIE, CSELTHRODWI
oM GEEMHEH L, USE L CH~OBRELRE
Kyavr &Lz, USEMNERTALCS%
CS+ (ex. HWIUMIE) & L, USEMERL
H“WCS%ECS - (ex.HBWIUATE) & LT,
2FH5HD CS % i L 720 Schiller et al. 1Z 72 o
WAL= MG 572012, 2D0DFERZIT- 72,

%9, Schiller et al. |Z 7 E EfLAESTH OE
ARSI O BEMEE A ETE 2 L
IR A BET T 572002, 3HB O FERL %
10720 $RTOERSME (n=65) Zx L,

FEE1H HIZCS+ & USDORERIC & 5 Hfid
o % 7> 720 1HHD 24K I TNz
FEER2 HH T, EBRSBNEEIIFEICT 54
WKIRD i Hzz. 12008 (n=20) Tl
CS+ D HIEERIZ & MR (CS+—US#
£) O EZ T, FD1054 % I2CSH &
CS—DADERIZ L 2HEINHEEIT- 72 (1
BI1I00HE) . 22008 (n=23) TIF, &
i R O RS 0 6 TRe i 12 128 23l & 47 5 72
(R e A, T v MIBw TIRRMRE
DR OB TIEFHEEDET LT 573,
MO 6 E T, T CICHBEELIZE T L
TWhHZENPREBENT WS (Nader et al,
2000), 30O (n=22) TIX, ZMiitiEom
BEITHTI, HEIEOAEITo 72 (FEEE
#)o 2HH D24 M RIATHON/-FER3IHHE
T, $XCOEBRZME IS L THREWNIE
DORFEFWET 272012 CS+, CS— D EIRH
bz, TERDOIEEFFICET LW5E L Fk
12, Bk 6 REMI A RE & IR IE C UL RS
HEMRESRL SN, LaL, EHiE1055 %
HECIERMKISO BREMEEIZR S kb o
726

¥ 72, Schiller et al. (3 EE LEST R OIHE
DO FHRIRN R ZMF T 572012, EER1D
FIVAERRICHEER2 21T o 720 FEBR1 OFEERSN
FHO—H (n=19) PEB2IZBML 72, EBR
ZEE, EBRLICTHEWNEL RS 2o
7o (FEBRLICBI 2R 105 % - n=38),
HEMWREZ R LR (EBRLICBIT2HE6
MR8, JERGER - n=11) O2HEIZRY &
o NI BMKISOEFEFI SR T20
2, WEEDFEERSHNE IR L CUSDADEIR
HATo 7o EBRUICCHBEREME Z R L /28
(R 6 IR 1, FEAUER) CTIXERBIAS
N0l L, BEMAEZ RS 2o 28
(10758 CREEFR LN o7z,
EftoSchilleretal. ®FEERIZ X ), v NI
BT BEELET T OH LI B EN
[EfE, R e v o 2R MRS O EIFETE
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A Z &R &7z Kindt & Soeter (2011)
[ZSCR & & & 12, USHIfF B 3T fili (the US-
expectancy rating) & \» 9 2L SIS O FRIE % Fi
VT Schiller et al. D %R 1 DB & AT o 7225,
RO REEFRHT LI LI TE R D57
USHIRFEERFM & (X, USRS A L7
L+RE v, BIRENAWEESZL—-KY
VLMol b0RY vl LI
CSHERENDEICKRY Y &ML, USIZHT
5 W 2 SR BINE S H Sl 2 HiETH
%o Oyarztnetal. (2012) (£ SCR D & & Zfi
FOSOfEE LTHAL, Bk S Hi
OMVRE V- 72BN EHAZUSE LT,
Schiller etal. ® FEi 1 & [F B O F 2 FHH L
720 % 7z, Steinfurthetal. (2014) 1% SCR %
AL, BREEETHOMEEINHEZIT) 7H
BB MG 2L S €246 Th, 1H
BT S 72856 & RIS B BUS O )F O
WENPR SN DI L %R L 7. Warren et
al. (2014) 13 USHIRFEERFA 2 L T 2 8
EHLCwhnE izt L& &, fHLT
WD BEETIHEH LT BRI A TR E S
HEAT R OE E IR BV BFEHIRES RS
B ErRLTI,

Schiller et al. (2010) X [F Uaw3C D % D%
B#312°C, FREEALET O LIS EE D
BHUCER L 7ZHIBIC O ARER TH D & v ) I
IR LT\ b FEBRL 2DEERE T A v
THozDIIxF L, EBR3IWEHREN T A ~
TAT b, EB3TIE 1HHIZCSat,
CSb+ &9 225D CSAUS &t R S 7z,
2 [ HIZCSa+ D E/RIZ & 2 2L (CSa+—
USH#E) OREAZ 4TV, ZD 104 %12 CSa+t,
CSb+,CS— DA D RRIZ L WA 1T -
720 3HH CEHBRMKEOEFR T &k 3F
fit & 2 17v>, CSa+, CSb+ 12k 3 % B SOt
(CR) ODEROBEEZ[E L 720 Z DR,
CSb+ 12k 3 2 M KIS DEIF R SN0z
*F L, CSa+ 12X 2B UGS DR IE R S 1
Lol Loz ehs, HEEETHO

HEIRRIC X 2 BSOS OEF O E L, A
CHW/2CSOARIZHNS Z EATRENTZ,

& 512, Liuetal. (2014) (X, CSTIiE% <
B US 2 v Rt RO 42 5] &8 2
L7eHais, T USICEEE L 723 RCORLE
IREEATUE SN D L) IRFLE R L7z, FEBR
TILCS1+,C2+ &£\ 9 22D CSHAUS & xf
ERENT 1HRICUSOEFEERIZE T
HENF &R S, 20105 #I12CS1+0
HDEIRIZ X BHEENFAAT DN T DR
F, CS1+ & CS2+ 12k & i SUG 2B L,
HIEEWEAE L BIRPESND Z LAREN
720 2F D, CSEMRRIZH WV - FEEEST
O A TIEZ O CSI2R§ 2 i KIS 12
DOBRINEDPFENDL DIZR L, USzERIZH
7o T E EALHET R O E NI TIZ 2 D US I
AL TWZTRTOCSICH L TRIEIENS
CEDIRENT, FRFOMOERIZL 5T,
US % A v 72 P 1 2 AL AT o 3 25 3
ORI L R Eben AT A2 L, 2
BRI TR S BRI L CO AR TH
HTENPIRENT, FUTHZ Liuetal. iZ~
A% L2 ERIZT, USEERICHVH
AL EAT O EFIFRIL CS & AR I W7

BT, MR BT S S T AW EEIZE
WML RN fbaTl R LTwa Ik
FRL7e Lo Z &5 Linetal 1, US%
AR I A 7o T E AL EST 3 F U CS
AR IV 7B E A LA TR O IR L D
KEGHEN2FoTWDH EEE LT,

(BEELETHROBEINRE 1 X —2 > T]

R BT B B RC IR O LI, i
JBOFRBEFEL TVD I EFHMONTWVS
(Reijmers et al., 2007) . % 7z, fMRI (functional
magnetic resonance imaging) % il L 72#F5E
ZE 5T, ANEETImAEOBIEEIBIE S
5T EDHIBIT % (Etkin & Wager, 2007)

Jolk L7z & 912, HERFBIRIAEIZBE T 2
BMEAELIUEL TR WVwEEZ SN D,
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—7, XU ARMHL72FEEICT, FREEHE
T O EAES R B 5 AMPA %
ROBLICHE L TWAE I EDRENRTNS
(Clem & Huganir, 2010) & M 2351 % FEE
ALHEATH O TE Z BB DS ELA SUS D T3 & 1 85T
ELLwH T EM,b, Agrenetal (2012) 1
t MIBWT b HEELET R OEEIED R
BERIZ BT AR EE 52 Cnh Ewv
IR % 3L CT7z, Agrenetal 1Z fMRI % L
T DL A AT - 721 & FE B b T
DL AT 72T BT 5, BMBUSOH
Fal SR TFRE 21T BORMFEH % It
W L7 ZOMRE, WHEIZBI 5 CS+ 2Rk
DmkEOIEE &, SCROBIZIEDHBE S
L EDIRENT T, BEOHTIE
To7-8ETld, MREEETHOHEEINME
To7MEL Y, WikEoigghe, &, EE, &
EAF IR OWEBI OB & ) BRI S
7o LEDZ £ 5, Agren etal (35 E EAL
TEAT O AR B 2 B ELE D
R AU L, Rk & 2Dt & DFhE
EARIYOTWD LRI 72,

F 72, Agrenetal ®F — 4 1F FRLOFEERD
18 % A2, BESEZEISEITFHREEZIT-o
BR O MG %, fMRIZ i H L Clbi L 7z
(Bjorkstrand et al., 2015) o 38 ‘& O {1 2=l #f %
To 7 BECIIHEGSRONDIIH L, FE
EALHELT O LA A AT o 72T TILEE )
RoNhhotz, Tz, BEOMHENHEIT-
7oRE IR UG OB S OFLEE & Rk R DR
BOMIZIEOHBEA RS -0k L, bz
ALHEATH O 2 2 AT - 7 BETIEARBIIE R &
Nah ol BEOHEIM AT - HEIZB W
TRMBS O EGORE L IEOMB AR L7
Jisi & 7 1%, Agrenetal. (2012) @ Hff %2 12 C
SCR & IEDOAB & 78 L 72 iif s & —3F L Tw
72

THESE CIEN AT (medial prefrontal
cortex; mPFC) & Ja Bk 1A o [ o i ek [l % o> 14
BIZ LD, ARSI E NS LIRIEE LT

2% (Sah & Westbrook, 2008), 72, & b %
G E L TIMRI 2 L 72528012 C, 1R
AT & RIEOIREMET & & (ZJERHITET
BHATE (ventral medial prefrontal cortex; vimPFC)
DOIEFOWEMABBEREINL T EARENT D
(Phelps et al., 2004), L #* L Agren etal. & fiff
JETIE, HEOHEINM 2 AT o 728, FHEEL
HEATHOHE LI AT 72O EE 5128 VT
b vmPFC D5 E) & iSOG & ORI 3R S
% h o 72, Schiller etal. (2013) (&, #BH DH
F 2 TIL AR & vmPFC O REAE & 0 iR AL
BHROND DI L, BEECEITHOH N
FRCITRMRERICEREE 52 5ND 720
Befk & vmPFC O #RERE & O LITE 2 5 2w
LV EL % 3 C, fMRI & SCR % i ] L 728k
BERNTHA v OFEBEITo72. 3T1HE
12, BECS+ EFFHECSHE V) 220D CSH®
US Exf 88 &7z 2 H HIZHHEE CS+ o Hil
ERICE 2 EMEEOMEL TV, 201045
PRI CS+ & I CS+ D ERIZ L BTHE
A ziTo720 230, BECSHIZH LTI
THEEALAEST R O 2 FE T b, FEAEE
CSH I3 L T M E O EINBz T b 72 2
Ell% b, L T3HHICUSZ 2R L TR
MIGOEIFEFI &R Lok 25, R
CS+ I L TOREMi IS OB S5 7z,
HREIHOMIAERE Tld, CS—EREFIZIEN
THEHE CS+ M UM IR CS+ BIRIF 12 @ Rk
HOWEE S SNz L, HEIFO %]
BRCIIERRON o7 T2, HEIH
PO T LHORGEE Z L2 L 25,
AR CSHITHT 9 & TH 2 BRI 1 L, FRAREE
CSH 23 % (L FIHEEE 12 vmPFC & Rdkik o
FRRERE GOt oz, Doz &nb
Schiller et al. (&, FFE s LAEST H D IH AT
HEEHERRLR AN AL EFH-TH
D, RREIZ BT 2R EOREZ 7 v 7
7= ML, BMSOBERELXBEL T DLEE
217,

T/, FO%IT Yy VEHWIZERIZBNT
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b, mPFC & RkiRIZB LC, FEE g H
D FAFELEE O HFE & TR 5 Mk
Fy NI =7 b o TWE I EDURIEE N
(Lee et al., 2016) -

[Tk D /LEREE & BEEILDORR]

R L7z E 9IS, T2 AR—D v — B
FEBDINT T A KOS VTB Y, FREEL
WIRBEEDR W EEZ LN T WS, T 72,
PTSD Oifififik & L THifitt 7 AR — 3 v — i
EDHSONT VLS, KRN 2 I L
feld %728, FEEILTIE R CHEFE 2 FH
LTw2EE2HbNA (Foa,2011)0

Crestani etal. (2015) (7 v M & w725
BRIZT, CSEHBEERLIIFRIZRES L
g (225D %2R 5 &AM UGS MK
WL, HIEMEERLERIEZ 5%0»2 & 2R
L72o 2 OFEEMEIZLD Crestani et al. 1,
EMDR (Eye Movement Desensitization and
Reprocessing) (2317 % FALE (Reprocessing)
CIEFHEELOZ ETH Y, IRERES (Eye
Movement) (ZFFEEILHESTHOKE S LHET
ELTOREEZ R LT L WREEN S 2 & i
WLTwd, LaL, FEELIC X ZZEMRE
DT v 77—+ EIREGEB) ORI EEIR S
7ehIF TRz, GR35 %M LE
THkbo

(BEEICETHDOITENNA &
% DERRIC AR REE]

FELD &9 2 R EEAELT R O 2 B
T AFEBRIINITEIC & - T, ANEHEIIHTT 5 FfE
AL Z R L7272 % e A O T REMEDR &
nTwab,

@Bk & vmPFC H o #f#E 1] % o % fE AN 42
1, ARG EBEE L TWa 2 EAHHNT
W % (Etkin, 2010) Schiller etal. (2013) &,
FE AT O T 2 B A3 B Af BUIS % #0419
5Z LIZVvmPFCOZ 52 B E LT L %
RL7zo F3UZ X - TSchiller et al. ix, FFEE

ALAEAT HF OATEI /- A2V R BkAR & vmPEC [
AR R\ RIREDS B 5 JBE I L CTHEITH 5
REME 2 RIE L 72,

FEH (5~11%), KA (18~287%) 12k,
BEH (12~175%) TIRBEEFEFHRL LIS
W ZE2REINT WD (Pattwell et al.,
2012), 72, AEEXIZ T2 EEN OB
BTDA0~50% 2% L, L7 AR =T v —FRiE
PEMTE RV EMEN TS (Walkup
etal,, 2008) . Johnson & Casey (2015) &, K
N (18~327%) DFEERSINHE AT HEE
(LHEATHR O EINFRI & 2 B SIS OEGR O 2
FEIEAE BN S WS, BEN (12~17%) o
FEBFZIMA BT, KA L RBICHEZEL
HEAT R DA & 2 B RS D8 IF Wi %
PROLNDLZEERLL, TNIZL o T,
Johnson & Casey (& A 0 B H 2 iHHE T 5 B
12, FEELZFHLZAADERTH L HE
PEA IR L 72,

TR L 91T, FEETHO bR
V29 2 PR EEALET R O EIF OB R %R
FTHIGEIE K ONIETET 5%, ERIRSTE TR
IECTRLS RS 9 2 Pl 2 ALEAT R OFTEI /- A D
MREHE L T BIIRIERZZIEE A L\,

Z O T Shiban etal. (2015) 1, 7 €M
FELZXT 9 % FEEALE TR ON=F X V) T
T4 - L7 AR =T v — ik (the virtual reality
exposure therapy; VRET) D #)R % &t L 720
EERBNHEH L VRET D 10 73RS N —F v ) 7%
7ERIET A5 (R &, N—F vVl
WcHes 28 Giefilie) (2R 0 s/, &
MBSO E LT, Ea ¥ 5 v AL
)V (the skin conductance level; SCL), 1T & i
[as#7 A } (the behavioral avoidance test; BAT),
RIFFED 72O VAERL S 2B a MR E, RO
7 BRI (the fear of spiders questionnaire;
FSQ) MMM S 7ze FEEBRTIE2H-M N D
Aoty ave, 6 ABOT7ru—7 v
TRz, FMIRlO X Y ¥ 3 »TldSCID-1
I2E B2 ERGDOT LA A Y MH TDNT. 8
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2 HD Y v a v T VRET M Tb N7z, &
20 B @24 R IATONZHEIME O X v
TarTlE N—Fx VLRI ERFHL-ER
BIEIET A M bz, 53 HO 1A%
b A EDO Yy ¥ a3 »TlE, BHED
7 AR=T ¥ —HFEN TN, 6 HED
T A U—=T v 7 TIE, A= VIZTESQ~D[A
%% K7z, Shiban et al. (3 F [ E L EST D
VRET "Mzt 7 v 77— b9 4720,
R TIXE I EEDBIE S v & v ) G
ZATCCWz, Lo L, FERERE, sl o
V2 CRA RS O B S WRAEAS L 5 N 2o 72
72, 6T ABRO 7 O—T v TEETYH, W
EL I A EOFRARL SNz,

Shiban et al. DFF 22 1T < DD DR H AT
H5bHo MEIZTHENEEN RN D722
12 L C, Shibanetal iZ#EHIEEICB VT
VRET O EJitigi |22 MEL B O R HE Z - T
TR D B E BRI L T b, T, RUMiEE
i RE DG IE VRET # ICH Z I L Tw
7275, SCLOMHIZIZZEALR R 6N noTzs L
72h3o T, VRET A3 128 UG & R T &
Lo W REMED S B FAMBO LY ¥ 3 ¥
WCCHEL I AR-I ¥y —FE2ToTw57z
O, 74 U—7T v TERIZFSQICTHERR S N7z
AN FEDOFEAVRETIZ L 5 5 D% DHh, Bl
FLIAR=T xR L DD DLDNb)
572\,

(#5541

WHEOHENHEAT ) LHEFBPRILL,
BSOS AR S D, LrL, HEFE I
IR 2 EHLZE L TWH DI Tid e
0, B IE DRI Z Ho T L
FRE EACHELT H O R MR R 2 2§
HZENTEDLD, BMPOSDORIHEZ <
EDTEDL T EPEFDOIIEIC L o TRENT
& 720 PHEEACHELTH O E I 2 F2ER
AU ZE I EANLHE 0§ 8 L WAr AT EEO T g
MEHWIZEFR DD, NEITH S 5 R

BRIEIIRIZREN TV AV, &% EBO
ANEFEDFERITRT U CTHEE(/LZFIH L7220 A
DEMMEE &SI T L LERDH S,

(3z#k]
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Abstract

Extinction training establishes extinction learning and, thus, inhibits conditioned fear responses.
However, fear responses may return because extinction learning cannot affect memory trace that is the
origin of fear. Exposure therapy, which is based on the extinction learning paradigm, is used to treat
anxiety disorders. Relapses of anxiety disorders after exposure therapy have also been reported.
Consequently, treatments, which can prevent the return of fear responses, are needed. Recently, a
mechanism known as memory reconsolidation has been receiving much attention. Consolidated
memory traces are destabilized after they have been retrieved. Those memory traces are stabilized again
by means of the reconsolidation process. During reconsolidation, retrieved fear memory can be
updated. Furthermore, recent studies have shown that extinction training during reconsolidation
updates fear memory and prevents the return of fear responses. Further studies are required to

determine the effects of reconsolidation interventions on anxiety disorders.
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