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Abstract

The processing of potential threat is important to human survival. To illustrate such a process
helps preventing dangerous events effectively. The neural processing mechanism of potential
threat includes potential threat detection and appraisal. Potential threat detection relates to two
neural channels: the subcortical channel and the cortical channel, in which the amygdala served as
the corehub. Potential threat appraisal involves the activation of the medial prefrontal cortex, an-
terior cingulate cortex and some other neural structures. To correctly cope with dangerous situa-
tions, potential threat processing needs not only a superposition of such two processes, but in-
cluding the cooperation with other brain regions. However, these mechanisms still need further
research to clarify.
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1. 518

NI K i s} 220142 52 25 AN [F) I wt A5 RV IRVRN BT R e n L Bs R A BR 1), M R Reale £ 1 — 3B
TS BT 2 AN T EX—id b, HIE & R 2% (frontoparietal attention network)i % 2> 5 _Eifii F
A e AT I o, AT HEAT B 0 R AR 9 (Brosch & Wieser, 2011) . SR 1M Ja i i) ) 2 48 5t Jop T2
f%5 4 (Reeck, LaBar, & Egner, 2012).

KABIR, AT 250 A BT 1 5 70 L5 b R B, T PLE 0 (mammals) HE t T 7S a3 R
SN SR 73 3l 2 X BB i (immediate threat) ATV 75 8 (potential threat) (Blanchard, Griebel, Pobbe, &
Blanchard, 2011; Woody & Szechtman, 2011). #F%FX Py g, McNaughton #1 Corr (2004)i\9, RIS A%
1717 V= I N 21 [ 25V I o Y 97 et T S el o1 w2 (7 25 5 878 i N 7 2 D o o
R FIREE T, TS TE B R R B MR BEAEAE T 29T IR, B Ml F Rk 2B (Fiddick, 2011). #ilan, MBI
FEEHE, MRBETLE KA T REG R & & — P E Uy, Bl € A8 R R ) — o B B sl

T BN B VT R USG5 S DA m AR AR AL, R LR b A DS B AT R HE R 1 B
AN T X T N ERE A BB LB X (Boyer & Bergstrom, 2011). ¥EAE BRI N T R 38 3 45 7] LA A 4%
R AR EE A (Ohman & Mineka, 2001), F AN &SURK S RTE  JZEmIX 5 5 Hd
(Larson, Aronoff, Sarinopoulos, & Zhu, 2008; Morris, Ohman, & Dolan, 1999; Pantazatos, Talati, Pavlidis, &
Hirsch, 2012a, 2012b). FHMIBE TR, A% e kel v 76 B RIBOE S 545 1 )7 R 48 TR 2 1%
R N T (Dalgleish, 2004; J. LeDoux, 2003). i 1177 J J27E 7 9 I S rhonf P& B (R PPAl B 2 B T HLAZE
FETE B IEAY P 14 FH (Nielsen, Balslev, & Hansen, 2005; Peyron, Laurent, & Garcia-Larrea, 2000). A%
TAE BN T R 32 B0 RO AE P e L P AE U A P AN R, AR b ad i XA A2 B D o
R BARS T4 7 o TELEBUIMAE AT B A B0 T AR R RS R AR AP Re AR B L. APl
WD sk R R e ALt oA R S, W RATTR A R B 25 T BORER 2R 25 P Rl B X HL ) A6
K.
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2.1. BTERAMENBY R R B

N R IG E JZ Be Xt & PO AT RE AN T, B J2 G5 A6 o T L Jg Wb 1A R A 00 D) o 95 A s I T )
HEN 2 —(Pantazatos et al., 2012a, 2012b). 1% HL {7 (event-related potential, ERP)[{IHF 7T % B C1
IR VR K2 JZ (primary visual cortex)ihzh B E g bR, R E IR, VER A RIRIN CL i B3
#fj(Rauss, Pourtois, Vuilleumier, & Schwartz, 2009). Eldar % A\ (2010)7EHF 57 £5 F& % h5 (anxiety disorder) f
X 5 A A R KD A5 [ B R IS €L S0 6 T A JBS T L 52 30T 38 e Yl 3 1K

Jensen “5 A\ (2007) K T4 23 MIBE SR v BB (40~100 Hz) [R5 A0 2 [F) A AL AR T S KA b
THHEZMEM . Rotermund %5 A (2009) K I AE R K KRS R JZ Ty % ) e B A0 A0 A s R A8 2R 2 T A
FEIEAHDG, RN K JZ P 205 B REAE 1A A T 25 5 0 BRI A8 40 o Luo 25 A (2007) R F %8 e B[] #1145
[F] 43 HEZE ) MEG WIEFE v 3% 2h 5 ¥ E U RO T2 [ oe &, WFseda i, e e gl 2 35 1 250
ms PIRLSE KA AZAZ ) y AR S BRI S 5T00¢, B EANER T I LR BUb RS AR S B y B B
i

Han (2008)#1 Qin (2009a, 2009b)%5 AN XS KMk 5 tE oA B« N NIBEBUIBEAT T — RINIRT T, 25
SRR WAL BUME B 0IN L8 S ai B fz 2 T /Ny Bt [ K /N 58 Rz 2 4544 . Larson 5 A (2008)
K BT VAL JBUPMRRAIE 155 B AR P TR R 9 5 E D PR A5 SR U P P [ 2, 285 SR R B2 2R R () ARl it
PR B WOE TR L 155 2 454

TXLCRIF T 25 AR T R J2 G5 AL T E BRI i R o B A P o ARLE — 25 A Q4345 iR B 98 R B
WAL B J7 52 A A58 A AT R e 8% o) 288 HRL T AL Al e T e S, 3K 2 B LE UM Al vl e A o5 — 2%
F 7SR .

2.2. BERMMEMERET E S

Morris %5 A\ (1999) A A AZ LN TARL S 5 B 4218 B v] REAEVE 75 P ks I () i A2 P B R A
RN R REAH Q10 4 22 AR B 2 At e S (R e B 1 A AR AR BB R Hh R A% 0715 UV A (LeDoux, 2000)

Etkin 25 A\ (2004) 7545 53 £5 FE R0 R B0 R e T AL AR 1R 96 R0 R B, 8944 190 358 I A/ 5 43
(basolateral) = Z2 R 5 B T BB THIFL, I HURIRR BT AR FE S5 N ASRE R OCIpG; AHXT B2, 50358 43 (dorsal)
W) 32 BRI BB T L, 5 AR R ANAR G o aX e gh B W T A AT A AE VR A1) SRS W0 98 7k Py o 1)
ER

AN — D7 M2 R B J2AE BRI, 59— J7 42 e 55 B N 2546 1) BLEERE S (Morris et
al., 1999). XFHLGE B J2= 5245 N I 78 R I BZ J2 T G M AFAE — 2% 28 Fe i FI AR AZ B A AZ A e A5
B0 T B33 B (Weiskrantz, Warrington, Sanders, & Marshall, 1974).

ki 55 2L RS PR 285 K AN B AR R WL A e LIRS 1 B B Y, B A DI s 1)V 7 S P B
(Liddell et al., 2005; Williams, 2006) . 4 5% Fr i FUAAZ FRIR A5 473 57F 7000 B2 J2 T SR 5 70 V8 7 Jg i m Tt
T o i B AR PR A T SCHEAE T . Maior 25 A (2011) R IR A 25 2 LT b o - A5 40420 % 1 5 B S vt s
TR RO TE R R B, IXREA T b e e S A B AT AR A . Arend 5 A\ (2008) 7% M A% 543
s NI TSR, R IUAAZ AR 5 (0978 N 25 (B3 2 N )3 SR e 0 S [ s, X SR B T MR AZ AR IS [ 2 [1]
TR R B . BhAh, Liddell %5 A (2005) &3 “ I Fr - Bid% - A% X — 2 T &5 R4 /E
TEAE B PEAS BRI R AFE E AR, Tamietto Al de Gelder (2010) U FeB6IE T _EiRm@ B 7 A

Cecere 2% A\ (2014) 78 12 AMM IR K £ 52 (geniculo-striate) 32 451 A ) ERP BF9EH R I, WG & M1 1L
Gl B N170 PARMELE E AL [F B b AR T AL 2 B R 36 K. X R, YRk - &gnl %%
BRI, R E TR B PRE EPE 5 0 2 hn s T L b i 7R
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B2 [ 8 S AN A5 SR FAN T p TR 17 Ji DR I RELIS I s T X P K A v A
WA ZRARAG R S 45K o W B R A 4 A ORI Bff o L P ORI

Pantazatos %% A\ (2012a) 8 78 T V& 7E BUM A0 T i shRE i+, 5Bk, EARERE = P B| T
JR T FLIS, BV TR X R /0N oG 18] ) B BE T B 7E B0 R B iR A A b AR BB [RIR, A A A%
54 ARG - (precuneus) ¥ T B 645 . 35 1 58, 17 XU A5 4 A% 2 18] F) Th RE B 45 U9 55 o I 2 ) Jg ol
TR KB X AR AR R 5 RIS SRS R, XU T R s LR N ER S 5 E 2
IS RR, TR B A SRR F SN EE B, Pantazato 25 A A g I A A A% 0t T SR R A =
BEH; ARl R 2 (0 ThREE eI T3 b gbh E FLE AR A 1 b 55 R 1 R R FR 7 7 S s
MFA

Achaibou %5 A\ (2015)7E R 1 KM 12 J2 5 T FL B 28 A B e B0, PR A0 i 800 iz J2 FARAAR [0 (Fusiform)
REVRUAN T AL A AN AL, A5 A AZ AL BB VR 31 o e T L3 RAR T AL AR . TR AT A B i Ry e
HE R i A R 3L R P A A5 AT 58 B FL AR IR INTE 55

P SRR J2 TR G5 AL T E SR RS I e 4 BEAT 16 R S X s Ik AR AE T 2 R B R4 FE AR
SRR L. XAET AR X Z 8 D RERES 1 SR ARk, Bk, S 58 RSP
TERAE JBRP 0 T P R 5 40 Tl SRR AN ) )5 7 AN [ R i 8 g [ B A 32 T T RIS R AR (S B, (5 B%
TR 7 T M B AN RS A S e 2 M AN [RE B (1 2 5 40 o Bk — B A

3. BB EM Y ANE
3.1 FHMBIRIERBIHEHLEH

S5 A 1 SRR FH 8 M AN AR T LE U AN I S Atk (Etkin, Egner, & Kalisch, 2011). 251 2ARAF A
B I 2 P 08 5 R 2 A R AR SR (U CS) BTt S B0, o P 38 A b 83 A 27 1 £ B =l 2% 1R S
RO 25 51 K5 R SR AR RO [R] A 23R OB (LeDoux, 2003).

B0 B2 R AES 4R b e F Ak AR e i S 1) T SR - Farr 25 A (2000) 38 1 2 Ffl o)l 25
ANERTER T R ESEE0 s YIZRJE 10 3 4380 Py, 43 Bx/IN BRI R0 71 B2 /2 (ACC)YE 5 AR [ i (¥ (cholinergic)
GABA #Z: el (GABAergic) . IfLif 2 (serotoninergic) & 1 74k 1 J5 52 /& (MNDA-receptor) i zh 71| A4 47t
o VES RIS INGRRFSE— . TR RN, SR B R AL 2 A B S5 52 R 73 5 1 /N BRATE
RE ISR, TR RSP, FIEK T8RRI, R4k, [F GABA (Kalueff & Nutt, 2007)Ff1FL72
fi (serotonin) 7E A5 & T 14 FH — 4, GABAergic AL 2 AN R FEAR /N R AUAT RN, X157
T3 5RAT R I -

Frankland %5 A\ (2004) 56 F /N B 3 K 3 1A FF 50 Hh 51 02 B0IE 7 A1 41077 2 2 78 25 PR PR AR Y Hp (g 22
P BRI EE IR E o /N REHAT S S R i . BRI 1 ORB36 KJG, ikt /N1 zif268 Fl
-fos ZERHATINE, HEMEWEHATRG 0. SR, F 1 REHNEMLL, 36 REZEL:ail
WO/ BTN B2 ARG 7 2 B Rt 45 fo X ik DR e ik i W e, g BB Rk B B
i fERE—D s, Frankland &5 A Z3 7% FT T B J2 A0 PR A0 i Z00H-332 565 01 22 - R (R 30 BRI 7)) 14
AN RIUAE, iR 1. 3. 18 K 36 K. VESHE ISR 1 RAFMITH E I 3 RAK/NR, FZRE
HPA XN RAT AR PG . ARSI 18 RA M ES RIS 36 R4Ld, N 22+
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T AEAG A 2 e BV T B SR 85 ) B T AU B R TE B VP I R A EE AR

Vorhold %5 A\ (2007)FEHF FU e A KU PR RFPEAN IR 2o AL, 1 4l 2 30— ZH R 0 e 44 9 B
JEVE A BRI RS AL B AR IR A ), SIZI0 2 5 75 B MR B AT 4 SRR IOV, ik
WSy = B E B IRE. Seat gl TR I, S0 20 A R St 42 1) 4 A Xt 8 78 I 30 ) 140749 51 ke
T A ET A R 2 (MPFC) BTHNAR I E 2B T o] A 00 /03 i 2% [X 48k P it 225 0%

ZHEWSEN(Qin & Han, 2009a)HF 7t 1 XU P4 12 4 R PR S5 S 1 LA B XU P 22 4 P AN NS0 K
Wi . HFRRIL, SR SRR L, i R 0 SR AT P T A s F0
Wi [E1(PCC, BA3L/5/7) A1 A i 0 w045 K2 2 (VACC, BA 10/32). [ T /MisilX 4k, Vorhold %5 A & Bl 5
THE—BIRAE. HA, REWRSN(Qin & Han, 2009b) 77 MUK A1 22 4 1At 2P XU 551 H SRR AIE 72
P RAE VAN A RS BRI B0 1 2 0 A 0 A0 B J2 AT 4T B 2 (BA 9/10/32) ol J5 s B JZ (BA
31/23). FEAE AR EI(BA 21)F0 700 £ [\l (BA 39)%5 X 45K

IREFFE A, 2 R R S SR VTR AN [R5 A [ 2 2R A g RV B, R R 2 B P
B 57 J2 AR AR I B R B P RS s IR A A R 2 T T T R VT o B AR A TSR
(RS -

3.3. BRI THIREHH

TETE BN Tk B2 2 B0 I BV A BOM A5 B AR AT PG G R e Jek a A R 5 s — P
AT IR o

TEAE R PEAS BRI FE 0 B i N B AIE R, — T O E R . TS R R
R B DA T s 59— 7 T A A% 52 K R 2 A5 BN, AHETE B RS B T — 2 pn 1.
TEAE B EAS B PP AL I AR 1 20 BT B 2 R0l B2 S A5 . SRS E BB i L AR A
S TRT B 00 FRAST I B PPAS P AN AR A B, TR B, RIOE 22 W BIAH G FR A 50 2 51PA5 2, [
BF, AN B A ) A 558 A1 2 VR 7 I B n T3 F236 B2 e (McNaughton & Corr, 2004; Woody & Szechtman,
2011) VETE BN TR ik R 2 K & i X B[R] TAE (45

4. REGEERE

AT AL 52 AN R 6 (0 45 BN AR B AT A I [RD I W AR VA Xt 8 A B 2 AT P A DA 58 Al
IEEEMME BRI L. BT AR A FRBOSOEE R RN, HEALERS SRR AR
FROIR R s, DL A A A I S ) 3 ok 5 v S O B R 5 8, KO B A T S e
Ab PRSI IX 2 TR 2 I R AT R AT B o 2D ISR LA BLR LA T TR AR 78 A J i o T
REFE A AL o

H5E, AERAFEOETELE . e, e, W, WRESE)E SN, AN RESEE E N T
REFERE T A AR AN AL 2 AR b T F i [ B 5 el 2 FE S A AT 2 0 AN R SR i S T P B 2 T L
BT 1 5 B0 FA TR A AL I (X 2%, 3K T Ay B AT A B I T 3 R R A

HR, AT B R AN BT PR BRSNS B 98 A ke T W AN ) B e 2
BRI AR5 sCACSE N7 FEAS [F) 38 6 22 8] (R B [ o] 7 e 2 X Led AR AR AR BN R B EAE 4N L2
RT3 7 BRIk, A7 b B U OB A M R AR — B G R P R A
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=

B WAERUIIN T B 2008 A% A IRTA J 2 AT B J2 S %00 Xk, - SR T I 28k
XAH B2 (A5 B A B I AN B . 3 4h, IX RN DX 3 5] AR Andi i 2 )2 W1 9068 3 3 J2 S5 A
SR X S A iy ) A5 DA SE BOREAN I T A2 o 5 SRR T8 DURK X 18] R D) R %42 . A RU% 2 (effective
connectivity) A FEA,  FRIT I 7E B 0 T i 199 2%

5, HE— DRI FURT A L2500 B3 25 11 £ 5 I P98 7 )0 I . ) A e ML R A R o T A BB
TR Ik RS AT R R D P A RS T L Sl e A D — AN SE RN AL 23X — 0 T R (R B A B
TREAL AT 53 7] 23X 8 i) 30 P A oG B T 3RATE — AP R R 58 3% BN AV R E b gt ML R R e, T
DS 2 BB LR 1Y) % Fee mT e

TETE Y N T 1 B B R AR A R RN T . XA RN AIE L TC 58 25 B3 2R A7 )
PRELSCIEAE AT . SR E AT BB ST AR BRAT A BE AR LR B R 2T b SR BB T8 A SIZ B 1) £ 5E
WA, R TEAE BB N T R A B S S DA B () BT IX — I CHLER . 346, ®F 98 L H AR R Rt
VA B FIREF AL .
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