Background

® Attention cued by dots or faces produce both benefits (valid cue)
and costs (invalid cue) of contrast sensitivity [1].
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RE% For Distributed cues, fear leads to
enhanced contrast sensitivity (CS)
relative to neutral.

® Face cues expressing fear potentiate the benefit of attention on
contrast sensitivity, compared to neutral expressions [2].
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® Fear face cues slow disengagement from cued locations compared to
neutral face cues, especially in highly anxious individuals [3].
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Methods

Only high trait anxious observers show
cost of emotion
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n = 38 (19 female). 672 trials per observer.
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Stimulus parameters: ‘)))
Gabors: 7 log contrasts, 1.5 cpd, 3°,4° ecc.,0° and £6° tilt

Face cues: 3.5 x 4.6°, 8° ecc., uninformative
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Identical anxiety scores across sex
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Observer accuracy from each condition was fit with a
Weibull function to obtain Contrast Sensitivity (CS) at
67/% accuracy.
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CS = | / (Contrast Threshold)




