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A B S T R A C T

Cognitive models of depression emphasize the relevance of cognitive biases for development, onset and main-
tenance of major depressive disorder (MDD). Attentional biases consisting of increased attention to negative,
mood congruent stimuli and reduced attention to positive, mood-incongruent stimuli are postulated but have
rarely been tested for early attentional processing. Furthermore, the role of concurrent depressive mood as a
moderating factor has not been studied to date. Participants comprised 30 patients suffering from MDD and 30
healthy control subjects. All participants performed a dot-probe task with pictorial stimuli displaying affective
facial expressions, presented either for 100 ms or for 500 ms. Attentional biases towards faces displaying joy in
both MDD patients and control subjects and towards faces displaying pain in MDD subjects were found at
presentation times of 100 ms. In the MDD sample, the bias indices at 100 ms were correlated with concurrent
depressive mood. In patients with pronounced depressive mood, significant biases towards happy and angry
faces were observed that exceed the biases obtained in control subjects and patients with less depressive mood.
The results provide first evidence that MDD patients with pronounced depressive mood show an increased early
attentional engagement towards emotional salient stimuli, independent from valence.

1. Introduction

Unipolar depression is a disorder that also affects cognition. In
current classification systems, cognitive deficits, especially attentional
problems, are listed as diagnostic criteria. And indeed, it could be
shown that depressed persons suffer from cognitive impairments per-
sisting beyond acute depressive episodes (Bora et al., 2013; Lee et al.,
2012). However, the magnitude of these impairments is comparably
smaller than in patients suffering from bipolar disorder, schizoaffective
disorder or schizophrenia (Harvey, 2011).

Instead of focusing on pure cognitive functioning, cognitive models
of depression like Beck’s schema theory (Beck et al., 1987; Beck, 2008)
or associative network models (Bower, 1981) predict that dysfunctional
cognitive structures and cognitive biases affecting perception, atten-
tion, memory and reasoning play a major role in development, onset
and maintenance of affective disorders.

Thus, deviations in information processing of emotionally relevant
stimuli would be expected for depressive patients and indeed, for sev-
eral cognitive domains, MDD patients performed differently compared
to healthy controls in so-called "hot cognition" tasks using emotionally
relevant stimuli (Roiser and Sahakian, 2013). For example, stimuli

related to depression are better recalled by depressive patients than
neutral and happy stimuli (Moritz et al., 2005; Matt et al., 1992), and
there is evidence that altered "hot cognition" might not only be a state
marker of depression but might also function as a vulnerability factor
(Wells and Beevers, 2009; Baert et al., 2010).

Given the crucial role of attention for other cognitive domains as
well as for emotion processing and regulation, the investigation of at-
tentional engagement to and disengagement from emotionally relevant
stimuli during early stages of information processing in depressive pa-
tients is an interesting topic (see de Raedt et al., 2010). One widely used
paradigm to investigate such attentional biases is the dot probe task,
which was first introduced by MacLeod et al. (1986). Based on the
assumption that subjects respond faster to probes presented at the
spatial location that was previously attended, pairs of stimuli (usually
one neutral and one emotional) are presented, while the primary task is
to detect a probe (usually a dot) as fast as possible. The probe appears at
the position of either the emotional or the neutral stimulus immediately
after both stimuli have disappeared. If the emotional stimulus was at-
tended, then reaction time should be shorter when the dot appears at
the position of the emotional stimulus. Recently, emotional faces have
been preferred as stimuli over emotional words, as faces represent
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social situations better than words (Mogg and Bradley, 2002), are more
salient (Segrin, 2000) and seem to have privileged access to brain
structures responsible for rapid and automatic processing of emotional
contents (Le Doux, 1995).

For depressive patients, past research has found contradicting re-
sults using the DPT, yielding attentional biases in some studies but not
in others. However, most reviewers (e.g. De Raedt and Koster, 2010)
agree that if emotional stimuli are presented for one second or longer,
there is stronger evidence of mood congruent biases (faster reaction to
dots at the spatial position where sad faces were presented immediately
before) and weaker evidence of an absence of attentional biases to-
wards positive stimuli, which usually can be found in non-depressed
persons (Fritzsche et al., 2010; Hankin et al., 2010; Joormann and
Gotlib, 2007; Gotlib et al., 2004a, 2004b). These results are commonly
interpreted by the authors as a difficulty to disengage from affective
salient information (see also Bradley et al., 1997a, 1997b). For shorter
presentation times, especially relevant for early engagement processes,
there is no clear evidence of any biases in depressive patients (see for
example Donaldson et al., 2007; Neshat-Doost et al., 2000). These re-
sults could be interpreted as in line with the emotion context in-
sensitivity theory (see for example Rottenberg and Cowden Hindash,
2015), which suggests a generalized loss of emotional reactivity and
would predict no favour towards any emotion.

Given these findings, several further questions could be raised. First,
in concordance with Beck' s cognitive model, if presentation times of
1000 ms or longer are used, several series of top-down driven engage-
ment and disengagement processes could have taken place and finally
resulted in enduring engagement. Thus, it is unclear whether initial
attentional biases bound to bottom-up mechanisms responsible for the
instantiation of negative perceptions are being captured at all. Second,
to complicate this situation even further, attentional biases seem to be
influenced by current depressive mood. For example, the depletion of
tryptophan (a precursor to serotonine) seems to reduce biases towards
happy faces in healthy subjects, while administration of SSRIs or a
single nasal dose of oxytocin (Zhou et al., 2015; Domes et al., 2016)
reduces biases toward sad faces in depressive patients (see for example
the review of Merens et al., 2007). Similar results can be found when
current mood is considered in healthy and depressed subjects (Bradley
et al., 1997a, 1997b; Shane and Peterson, 2007). Third, there is sub-
stantial evidence of elevated autonomic arousal following stimuli of any
emotional valence (Guinjoan et al., 1995; Falkenberg et al., 2012;
Schneider et al., 2012), which makes it even thinkable that immediate
attentional responses are independent from emotional content.

In the present study we therefore administered a dot-probe task that
uses stimulus presentation times of 100 ms and 500 ms in a sample of
patients suffering from major depressive disorder (MDD) with no co-
morbidity of anxiety as well as in a control sample without history of
psychiatric illness. Furthermore, we used faces expressing joy, anger
and pain as pictorial stimuli in our DPT study, because all of these
pictures have been used by our workgroup in previous studies in-
vestigating pain-related processing (see for example Scheel et al., 2017;
Dimova et al., 2013; Baum et al., 2013a, 2013b) and represent distinct
positive and negative states that are at the same time distant to sadness,
which is the mood congruent emotion for depression. By that proce-
dure, we tried to avoid unfavourable top down effects created by primes
for depressive mood which cannot be offset by later presentations of
other emotions. These primes might confound perception of later sti-
muli, as repeated sad mood inductions may – especially in individuals
with a vulnerability for depression – result in emotional sensitization,
which is difficult to counterbalance (Mata et al., 2013).

We hypothesized that during initial engagement (at a presentation
time of 100 ms) the fact that stimuli contain emotional content of any
kind might be more important than the specific emotional content
during early bottom-up instantiation of negative perceptions for the
depressive group. Thus, we expected enhanced early attentional en-
gagement for all emotional stimuli, independent from their emotional

content. As depressive mood might influence attentional biases, we
supposed that attentional engagement even in depressed subjects might
be stronger for participants suffering from more severely depressed
mood. In contrast, presentation times of 500 ms might reveal later en-
gagement or early disengagement, which could already be under the
control of top-down processes after the emotional stimulus content has
been recognized. Thus, for the control group, joy faces should lead to
more engagement whereas pain and anger faces should lead to more
disengagement. On the other hand, patients with depression may be
more likely to display attention biases toward pain and anger faces and
away from joy faces.

2. Methods

2.1. Participants

Thirty inpatients of a psychiatric hospital in Bamberg, Germany
were included. All of them fulfilled the International Classification of
Diseases-10 (ICD-10) as well as the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders-IV (DSM-IV) criteria for a current major depressive
disorder and were diagnosed based on the Structured Clinical Interview
for the DSM-IV (SCID, First et al., 1997). Exclusion criteria were other
medical diagnoses associated with neurocognitive impairment, prior or
concurrent diagnosis of anxiety disorders and uncorrectable deficits in
vision or hearing that would prevent performing the tests. Furthermore,
30 control subjects matched by age, educational level and gender from
a larger sample that had been recruited for a former study of our re-
search group (Baum et al., 2013) via announcement in local newspapers
and amongst university students in Bamberg took part. Participants of
the control group were without any history of psychiatric or neurolo-
gical disorders. None of the participants (of either group) took an-
algesics or reported any acute or chronic pain conditions or previous
major surgical intervention.

After a complete description of the study, written informed consent
was obtained from all subjects. The study adhered to the principles of
Good Clinical Practice of the International Conference on
Harmonization and the Declaration of Helsinki and was approved by
the local ethics board (University of Bamberg).

2.2. Measures

2.2.1. Dot-probe task
The dot-probe paradigm used in this study is described in further

detail in Baum et al. (2013a). Monochrome photographs of affective
facial expressions (pain, anger, joy, neutral faces; displayed by three
male and three female actors) extracted from the Montreal Pain and
Affective Face Clips (Simon et al., 2008) served as stimulus material.
There were 24 pictures for each category. Affective pictures were al-
ways paired with pictures displaying neutral faces. Additionally, neu-
tral-neutral picture pairs served as control items. Only pictorial emo-
tions where joy, pain and anger were expressed very distinctly by the
actors were included in the dot-probe task. Additionally, the displays
were FACS coded to guarantee that they indeed matched typical basic
emotions and that the intensities of displays were similar. Furthermore,
we tested whether the most similar facial expressions, namely those of
anger and pain, were still clearly distinguishable in our set of pictures
and obtained a positive result (Baum et al., 2013b).

In each trial, first a fixation cross was presented for 500 ms in the
centre of a computer screen. Next, two pictures (either a neutral picture
paired with an affective picture, or two neutral pictures) were pre-
sented concurrently, left and right of the central fixation point. Each
pair of pictures was presented twice, at 100 ms and 500 ms.
Immediately after the concurrent presentation of the two pictures, a dot
appeared in the same position as one of the two pictures. The partici-
pants were instructed to indicate as quickly as possible the side the dot
had appeared, using a response box with a three button response panel.
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The central button (holding button) had to be released only to respond
to the appearance of the dot. The dot-probe task reaction time was
taken from the time interval between appearance of the dot and the
release of the holding button for correct responses. By measuring pure
reaction time (time until release of hold button for correct responses),
we tried to circumvent distorting effects of a possible motor slowing in
our subsample of depressive patients (see for example the results of van
Hoof et al., 1998). To indicate both attentional engagement and dis-
engagement, two different bias indices, namely the congruency and the
incongruency index, were calculated. The indices were calculated based
on the reaction times following the formula suggested by Asmundson
and collegues (Asmundson et al., 2005; Asmundson et al., 2007): The
congruency index (CI) was computed using the formula: CI = (reaction
time for neutral trials) – (reaction time for congruent trials), where
neutral trials are trials in which neutral faces were displayed on both
sides and congruent trials are trials in which the dot appears at the side
of the affective face. The incongruency index (ICI) was computed by:
ICI = (reaction time for incongruent trials) – (reaction time for neutral
trials), where incongruent trials are trials in which the dot appears at
the opposite side of the affective face. The CI, reflecting attentional
engagement, was computed for presentation times 100 ms and 500 ms
(CI100, CI500) whereas the ICI, reflecting problems in disengagement,
could only be calculated for 500 ms (ICI500) presentation because dis-
engagement cannot occur as early as at 100 ms. Thus, a positive score
on the CI (CI100, CI500) reflects attentional engagement with the affec-
tive stimuli. Difficulty in disengaging from the affective stimuli is in-
dicated by a positive score in the ICI500, whereas a negative score in this
bias parameter represents attentional disengagement from affective
pictures.

2.2.2. Assessment of sad and anxious mood: BDI and State Trait Anxiety
Depression Inventory

All participants completed the 2nd edition of the Beck Depression
inventory (BDI, Hautzinger et al., 2009).

Additionally, the State Trait Anxiety Depression Inventory (STADI,
Laux et al., 2013) was administered in the patients with MDD. This self-
rating questionnaire consists of a state and a trait part, each comprising
20 items. Total scores for trait as well as state anxiety and depression
were computed and used for further analyses. The development of the
STADI was based on the experience with the State-Trait Anxiety In-
ventory (Spielberger et al., 1983) and allows differentiating between
anxiety and depression both as a state as well as a trait feature. Relia-
bility (Cronbach’s alpha) scores for the scales used in this study lie
between .88 and .90. The STADI was chosen to assess depressive and
anxious mood in our depressive patients because of time economical
and content reasons: As the STADI covers state and trait anxiety as well
as acute and enduring depressive mood, only one questionnaire was
needed to examine these variables’ potential effects on attentional en-
gagement and disengagement. In contrast to the BDI, which contains
many questions unrelated to depressive mood, like those targeting fa-
tigue, changes in appetite, loss of interests or changes in sleep patterns,
the items of the STADI mainly cover depressive and anxious mood. As
we suspected that attentional biases towards emotional stimuli are
moderated by depressive mood, the STADI was preferred for that pur-
pose while the BDI was mainly used to compare MDD patients with
healthy control subjects.

2.3. Statistics

Kolmogorov Smirnov tests were performed to verify deviation from
normal distribution for all bias indices.

T-Tests for independent samples were computed to compare control
subjects and MDD patients with respect to depressive symptoms, age
and years of education.

An analysis of variance for repeated measurements was performed
using the CI100 bias as dependent variables in order to look for

differences in biases between the three affective picture categories (joy,
anger, pain) as within-factor and between the diagnostic groups (con-
trol subjects vs. MDD patients) as between-factor.

One-sample T-tests were run to determine whether bias-indices
deviated significantly from zero, which is the score that suggests un-
biased processing (only deviations from zero indicate different proces-
sing of affective and neutral facial stimuli). Since for a presentation
duration of 500 ms no biasing effects of the affective pictures could be
detected, the CI500 and ICI500 indices were excluded from further ana-
lyses.

To investigate whether state and trait anxiety and depression levels
measured by the STADI were associated with the bias indices of our
patient group, the bias scores were correlated with the STADI scores
using Pearson correlation coefficients.

As state anxiety and depression scores were correlated with the
CI100 bias indices, an analysis of covariance using the STADI state an-
xiety and state depression scores as covariates was performed for the
CI100 scores as dependent variables and the three affective picture ca-
tegories (joy, anger, pain) as within-subject factor.

Because the analysis of covariance showed main and interaction
effects only for the depression but not for the anxiety scores, a new
group variable denoting high vs. low state depression was created by
median splits for the STADI state scores. Thereafter, an analysis of
variance using the new dichotomous variable (high vs. low depressive
mood) as between-subject group factor and the affective category (joy,
anger and pain) as within-subject factor was carried out for the CI100
index as dependent variable. One-way analyses of variance with Scheffé
a posteriori comparisons were performed to compare the subsamples
(controls, MDD patients with high levels and MDD patients with low
levels of depressed mood) with respect to age and reaction times. Chi-
square tests were used to test for differences in antidepressant or an-
tipsychotic medication between the two depressive groups.

Finally, the CI100 index differences between the subgroups were
examined by t-tests for independent samples, and the deviations from
zero, indicating biased attention, were again tested for significance by
one-sample t-test.

For all analyses, results with a minimum alpha-levels of 0.05 are
reported as significant.

3. Results

3.1. Demographic and clinical characteristics

The group of 30 MDD patients (16 females; mean age = 38.7 years
(SD = 12.3 years); mean years of education = 13.2 (SD = 2.5 years))
did not differ from the 30 control subjects (16 females; mean age =
38.7 years (SD = 12.2 years); mean years of education = 13.2 (SD =
3.9 years)) with respect to age and years of education (t<0.001, p =
1.0, each). However, as to be expected, the MDD group had higher BDI
depression scores (mean = 26.03, SD = 12.27) than the control group
(mean = 5.77, SD = 4.57; t = 8.460, p<0.0005). The MDD patients
reached average STADI scores of 25.57 for state depression (SD = 7.47,
T= 65), 26.93 for trait depression (SD = 7.39, T= 65), 24.60 for state
anxiety (SD = 6.88, T = 65) and 27.10 for trait anxiety (SD = 5.62, T
= 65). According to the t-score distribution, the STADI scores indicate
moderately enhanced depressive and anxious mood in the patients. All
but 2 depressive patients (93.3%) received antidepressant medication,
some of them additionally received mood stabilizers (2 patients, 6.7%),
benzodiazepines (1 patient, 3.3%) or antipsychotics (10 patients,
33.3%).

3.2. Attention biases for depressive patients and controls

Tables 1, 2 show the reaction times and the bias indices of all par-
ticipants obtained for all affective categories. Kolmogorov-Smirnov
tests do not point to any deviations from normal distribution for any of
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the bias indices (Z between 0.372 and 1.214, p>0.10).
No main (F(2,57)/(1/58) = 0.490 and 0.543, p 0.487 and 0.584) or

interaction effect (F(2,57) = 0.245, p = 0.783) could be found in the
repeated measures analyses of variance using the CI100 indices as de-
pendent variables, diagnostic group (control subjects vs. MDD patients)
as between-subject factor and the affective picture categories (joy,
anger and pain) as within-subject factor. This indicates that the dot-
probe performance regarding CI100 - whether biased or unbiased –
appeared similar in both groups.

No main (F(2,57)/(1/58) = 1.920, 0.378 and for emotional category,
type of index (ICI vs. CI) and diagnostic group) 0.490 and 0.543, p
0.487 and 0.584)) or interaction effect (F(2,57) = .245, p = 0.783)
could be found in the repeated measures analyses of variance using the
CI500 and ICI500 indices as dependent variables, diagnostic group
(control subjects vs. MDD patients) as between-subject factor and the
affective picture categories (joy, anger and pain) as within-subject
factor. This indicates that the dot-probe performance regarding CI100 -
whether biased or unbiased - appeared similar in both groups.

One sample t-tests indicated significant deviations from zero for the
CI100 indices regarding the facial display of pain and joy (t = 2.712, p
= 0.011; t = 2.272, p = 0.031, respectively) in MDD patients and
regarding the facial display of joy in control subjects (t = 2.051, p =
0.049), indicating attentional biases (towards increased engagement) to
pain-related stimuli for the depressive group and to joyful stimuli for
both groups. All ICI500 and CI500 indices failed to reach statistical sig-
nificance, discarding any biases in the form of attentional engagement
or disengagement at 500 ms.

3.3. Mood – bias correlations and mood effects on attention biases in the
patient sample

CI100 indices were correlated with STADI values for state and trait
depressive and anxious mood within the group of MDD patients:
Significant correlations of state depression with the CI100 indices for joy
(r = 0.403, p<0.05) as well as anger (r = 0.547, p<0.01) and of
state anxiety with the CI100 index for anger (r = 0.463, p<0.01) were
found, indicating stronger attentional engagement at 100 ms in patients
with more enhanced depressive and anxious mood.

Consistently, a repeated measures analysis of covariance using the
CI100 indices as dependent variables and the STADI state depression and
anxiety scores as covariates yielded no significant main effect for the
repeated measures factor (emotional category, F(2/26) = 0.556, p =
0.580), the STADI state anxiety as covariate (F(1/27) = 0.348, p =
0.560) and the interaction effect for STADI state anxiety and emotional
category (F(2/26) = 1.003, p = 0.380). However a significant main ef-
fect for STADI state depression as covariate (F(1/27) = 7.294, p =
0.012) as well as a significant interaction effect for STADI state de-
pression and emotional category (F(2/26) = 5.349, p = 0.011) was
found. These results point to an effect of state depression on attentional
biases acting differently regarding the facial expression of joy, anger
and pain.

To analyze this in further detail, a new group variable denoting high
(scores higher than 26) vs. low state depression (scores less or equal to
26) was created by median splits for the STADI state depression scores.

The subsamples of high (mean/std = 35.56/11.96 yrs.) and low
depressive mood (mean/std = 42.29/11.99 yrs.) did not differ from
each other with respect to age (t = 1.54, p = 0.136), antidepressant
(Chi2(1) = 0.010, p = 0.922) or antipsychotic medication (Chi2(1) =

Table 1
Bias indices for depressive patients and control subjects.

Control subjects Depressive patients

Total Less severe depressive mood More severe depressive mood

Bias indices Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Joy CI100 7.68 20.52 13.55 32.66 1.87 13.00 26.88 42.72
CI500 −4.65 24.75 −.76 32.00 −4.11 18.58 3.06 43.08
ICI500 3.38 31.28 −6.87 22.13 −2.34 14.75 −12.05 28.06

Anger CI100 6.89 24.41 7.81 33.64 −8.17 20.11 26.07 37.21
CI500 −4.25 23.43 −11.65 27.77 −3.76 16.29 −20.76 35.31
ICI500 −0.72 23.90 −9.93 31.52 −14.56 23.27 −4.64 39.18

Pain CI100 5.83 25.22 10.70 21.60 7.28 16.72 14.60 26.22
CI500 5.27 30.79 2.83 29.79 3.83 16.70 1.70 39.86
ICI500 −6.38 25.66 −10.11 31.71 −8.92 26.19 −11.47 38.05

Table 2
Reaction times and error rates for depressive patients and control subjects.

Control subjects Depressive patients

Total Less severe depressive mood More severe depressive mood

Reaction times Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Joy Congruent 100 ms 392.11 58.96 445.52 94.83 397.35 48.97 515.91 107.70
Congruent 500 ms 383.42 62.96 444.28 104.79 395.84 49.10 499.64 124.61
incongruent 500 ms 383.39 62.73 437.57 95.25 387.24 43.93 495.10 106.45

Anger Congruent 100 ms 387.78 59.96 451.26 92.81 407.40 48.43 501.39 106.93
Congruent 500 ms 382.53 62.76 454.01 112.47 393.25 40.34 523.46 128.85
incongruent 500 ms 377.04 61.77 435.25 98.63 379.32 46.20 499.16 104.84

Pain Congruent 100 ms 386.80 57.25 448.37 109.70 391.94 43.24 512.85 127.63
Congruent 500 ms 377.59 59.74 441.22 96.91 387.75 46.22 502.32 104.62
incongruent 500 ms 373.78 57.86 436.83 103.46 385.02 45.51 496.05 120.03

Neutral 100 ms 390.01 56.36 459.06 109.71 399.22 43.78 527.45 123.26
500 ms 381.41 61.99 444.12 99.57 391.70 40.09 504.03 114.08

% errors .87 1.01 1.53 2.99 .91 1.03 2.23 4.21
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1.071, p = 0.301). However reaction times in general were slower for
patients suffering from high depressive mood (F(2/57) between 12.738
and 17.528) compared to both patients suffering from less severe de-
pressed mood and control subjects (Scheffé a posteriori comparisons, p
between<0.0005 and 0.008) who do not differ from each other
(Scheffé a posteriori comparisons, p between 0.260 and 0.833).

Significant deviations from zero as evidence for biased attention
were found only for patients with enhanced depressive mood with re-
gard to the facial display of joy and anger (t = 2.355 and 2.621, p =
.035 and .021, respectively; near-to-significant deviation for pain: t =
2.083, p = 0.058) and not for those showing less depressive mood (t-
values = 0.577, −1.626 and 1.742 for joy, anger and pain, p-values =
0.573, 0.125 and 0.102).

Fig. 1 displays the CI100 scores for the two subgroups of patients
with low and high current depressive mood and the healthy partici-
pants. Post-hoc testing revealed that CI100 indices for anger and joy of
the patients with enhanced depressive mood were significantly higher
compared to the corresponding index scores for control subjects and
patients with less depressive mood (t-values between 3.197 and 2.028,
p between 0.003 and 0.049). These findings made it obvious that en-
hanced early attentional engagement with emotional stimuli (facial
expression of joy or anger) occurred only in MDD patients with a high
level of current depressive mood.

4. Discussion

Our main aims were to study attentional engagement towards
emotional stimuli (emotional faces) in depressive patients by using a
dot-probe task and to identify biased attention. We hypothesized that
during initial engagement emotional stimuli of any kind are preferred
over neutral stimuli and that attentional biases are influenced by cur-
rent depressive mood even in patients suffering from MDD.

We observed biased attention only for very early attentional en-
gagement in all participants. Specifically, we found attentional biases
towards faces displaying negative and positive emotions as well as pain
only after a picture presentation time of 100 ms but not after 500 ms.

Moreover, in the MDD sample, the extent of these biases was shown
to be dependent on the level of current depressed mood in the patients.
The CI100 indices were significantly correlated with depressive mood.
This mood effect on attentional bias was pronounced to such an extent
that significant attentional biases towards happy and angry stimuli as
well as almost significant biases toward sad stimuli were only found for
patients with high levels of current depressive mood, but not for pa-
tients with low levels.

4.1. Biases in first and later attentional processing

As already covered in the introduction section, there is substantial

evidence for mood congruent attentional biases in depressive patients
gathered from dot-probe studies when longer presentation times of
1000 ms or more are used. When shorter presentation times were used
in order to investigate early attentional engagement, the few studies
that have been performed provided no consistent evidence for biases in
any form. While studies using presentation times of 100 ms or less are
very rare - to the knowledge of the authors, no study using faces as
stimuli and shorter presentation times in MDD patients has been per-
formed so far - results regarding presentation times of 500 ms are
mainly negative. Only one study (Mathews et al., 1996) found sig-
nificant attentional biases for socially threatening words, whereas in
other studies no biases for emotional stimuli were reported (MacLeod
et al., 1986; Bradley et al., 1997a, 1997b; Donaldson et al., 2007) for
clinically depressed subjects. The findings regarding presentation times
of 500 ms might be due to the fact that regular top-down driven con-
tent-specific emotion processing already might have started in this time
window and might have outweighed effects of early attentional en-
gagement. The general pattern of results of no biases for shorter pre-
sentation times and mood congruent biases for longer presentation
times however is consistent with data from studies using eye-movement
technology. While no differences from control subjects were shown
when only direction and latency of first glance were analyzed, pro-
longed fixation times on either sad pictures or sad regions of pictures
could be found. This can be interpreted as a deficit to disengage from
negative mood congruent stimuli (see for example De Raedt et al.,
2010), while currently various assumptions about attentional biases
concerning early attentional engagement are plausible. Theoretically,
similar to the findings for longer presentation times, a negativity bias
resulting in preferred engagement with negative and diminished en-
gagement with positive emotional stimuli could be predicted. But also,
following emotional context insensitivity theory, which would predict a
deficit in depressed persons to recognize emotions of any valence (see
for example Rottenberg and Hindash, 2015), an absence of any bias
towards positive or negative stimuli would be a reasonable suggestion.
Finally, there is also robust data concerning elevated galvanic skin re-
sponse to emotionally relevant stimuli of any valence (Schneider et al.,
2012; Falkenberg et al., 2012; Gross and Levenson, 1997), which may
reflect elevated attentional engagement following autonomic arousal.
Thus, it is also plausible that all emotional stimuli whatsoever are at-
tended. This hypothesis is consistent with newer neurobiological ap-
proaches like Helen Mayberg’s model of depression, proposing a cor-
tical limbic dysbalance (Mayberg, 2003). In this model, hypoactivity in
neocortical regions like the dorsolateral prefrontal and dorsal cingulate
cortex hamper regulation of fast autonomous reactions to negative
emotional input caused by hyperactivity in limbic and subcortical
areas. Thus biases occurring under longer presentation times of emo-
tional stimuli may be under the control of top-down emotion processing
in prefrontal areas involving reappraisal, decision making and self-
regulation, whereas early biases during shorter presentation times
might reflect “hot” bottom-up processes that are under the control of
limbic areas like the amygdala, the hippocampus or the subgenual
cingulate (Roiser and Sahakian, 2013).

In this context, it is interesting to note that a recent meta-analysis of
fMRI data for depressive patients found hyperactivity in depressive
patients’ salience networks that include limbic structures (insula, dorsal
cingulate cortex and amygdala) during the processing of negative sti-
muli as well as hyperactivity of the pulvinar nuclei in the thalamus
during rest (Hamilton et al., 2012). The authors argue that the in-
creased excitability of the salience network may be mediated by the
pulvinar nuclei. When considering this, it should be noted that in
neurobiological models covering visuospatial attention the pulvinar is
assigned a key role in early engagement of attention onto a new target
(Fan et al., 2009).

Hence our findings of elevated early attentional biases towards all
kind of emotional material, while contraintuitive, are plausible.
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Fig. 1. Mean values and standard errors for CI100 bias indices for depressive patients
suffering from more or less severely depressed mood and control subjects.
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4.2. Mood effects on the attentional bias in MDD patients

Our hypothesis that the extent of depressive symptoms has an im-
pact on attentional biases in depressive patients was clearly confirmed.
In our data, the effect of current depressive mood on attentional biases
is pronounced to such an extent that attentional biases for stimuli dis-
playing engagement only occur in patients with high levels of depressed
mood and no biases for low levels of depressed mood are found.

As already stated in the introduction, there are multiple findings
that current depressive mood affects attentional biases.

Moreover, there are a number of hints from other studies that the
current level of depressive symptoms in MDD patients is of great im-
portance for cognitive biases regarding the recognition of facial ex-
pression of emotions (see also the section below). Likewise, the negative
perceptual bias of positive facial expressions (a greater intensity of a
happy expression is needed to recognize a face as happy) vanishes along
with the reduction of depressive symptoms (Münkler et al., 2015).

In this context, the weaker attentional engagement with pain faces
may result from the fact that their recognition is more difficult than the
recognition of faces displaying basic emotions (Kappesser and Williams,
2002; Simon et al., 2008). Thus, the recognition of facial expressions of
pain might have been too difficult to prompt early attentional or-
ientation.

4.3. Impairments of MDD patients regarding the recognition of emotion?

Possibly, the attentional bias of MDD patients toward positive and
negative emotional stimuli during shorter presentation times of 100 ms
was caused by deficits in recognition of emotion.

Indeed there are repeated findings that neutral faces are more likely
to be misinterpreted as sad faces by MDD patients, while sad faces are
significantly better recognized (Leppänen et al., 2004; Bourke et al.,
2010). Although we tried to circumvent such distorting effects by ex-
cluding sad facial expressions from our design and using only pictorial
stimuli that displayed anger, joy and pain very distinctly, the biases
found in our study could have been influenced by misinterpreting
neutral faces as sad ones. However, while this could account for the
absence of any biases in the MDD group reporting low levels of de-
pressed mood, false recognition of emotions cannot explain the pre-
sence of attentional biases toward all emotional stimuli in the MDD
group suffering from more severely depressed mood.

Although we used a response box with a holding button to minimize
the impact of motor speed deficits on the bias indices, impairments
regarding the recognition of emotions might also be caused by de-
creased processing speed during acute depression (Bora et al., 2013; Lee
et al., 2012). This impairment might have hampered the correct re-
cognition of emotions displayed within the short time window of
100 ms. Indeed, reaction times were slowest for the MDD subgroup
with elevated depressive mood, while the other depressive subgroup
showed reaction times comparable to the control subjects (see also
Table 2).

Considering this, it is possible that the biases toward all kind of
emotional stimuli obtained for the MDD group with more severely de-
pressed mood might reflect an earlier stage of processing compared to
the two other groups. However, it still remains unclear, why attention
would then be disengaged from any emotions by the MDD group with
less severely depressed mood.

4.4. Limitations

One shortcoming is that the present study might have been under-
powered to detect subtle attentional biases, even though our sample
size of 60 is in the midst of the range of comparable studies. For ex-
ample, the ICI500 indices for all three emotional picture categories
pointed to disengagement processes, but the corresponding bias scores
only reached p- values of< 0.10 each, not reaching the alpha-level of

0.05. Maybe a replication using a larger sample of depressive patients
would lead to significant results supporting the hypothesis of later
disengagement from mood-incongruent emotional material in MDD
patients.

Since all of our depressive patients received psychotropic medica-
tion, it cannot be ruled out that this might have influenced attentional
biases - most likely towards positive stimuli - in this group. As for none
of the MDD groups a corresponding bias pattern could be found, and
both groups significantly differ in their bias pattern despite similar
medication, it seems questionable whether psychotropic medication has
substantially influenced our main findings.

As can be seen in Table 1, the variability in the CI100 variable was
much higher for the depressed participants higher in depressive mood.
This suggests that the difference may be driven by single participants
with extreme scores. Although no such participants (scores of 2.5 or
more standard deviations from mean) were found in our data, the
question why there is more variability in this group remains un-
resolved.

Furthermore, it would have been desirable to add sad faces as mood
congruent stimuli to our dot-probe paradigm. However, our main in-
tention was to investigate attentional biases toward stimuli displaying
positive and negative emotions different from the predominating
emotion in depressive patients, and we intended to rely on an estab-
lished dot-probe paradigm that had yielded stable and valid results in
past investigations by our work group. Moreover, we wanted to present
emotions that are expected to be equally familiar to depressive patients
and to the control group. As we thought it necessary to use more ela-
borated bias indices (Asmundson, 2005; Asmundson, 2007), more trials
than usual in dot-probe tasks were necessary, and adding stimuli dis-
playing sad emotions could have extended the dot-probe task beyond
the patients’ limits of working under stress. In the light of the present
results however, it would nevertheless be a promising option to replace
the ‘painful’ stimuli by ‘sad’ stimuli in future studies.

4.5. Summary

In sum, the results of our study provide first evidence by a dot-probe
task that depressive patients with pronounced current depressive mood
show an early (first 100 ms) attentional bias towards all kinds of
emotional stimuli - independent from their emotional content, whereas
later (from 100 ms to 500 ms) attentional processing appeared largely
unchanged. If these results could be replicated in future studies, they
might point to an interesting starting point for therapeutic interven-
tions, namely to make use of the observed early attentional engagement
towards positive stimuli. For instance, in feedback versions of the dot-
probe paradigm, patients could gradually be trained to extend en-
gagement with positive stimuli for increasing presentation times. In a
second step, patients could then even be trained to prevent engagement
with negative stimuli by teaching them to keep their attentional focus
on concurrently displayed positive stimuli (i.e. pairs of positive and
negative emotions instead of neutral/emotional pairs). Induction of
optimism prior to such training of early attentional orientation (King,
2001) might aid in achieving these goals (Peters et al., 2015) and could
supplement standard drug and non-drug (cognitive) therapy for MDD.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank the patients who participated in this
study, Dr. Christoph Ziegelmayer for his help in the recruitment of
participants and Karin Divers-Trapp for language editing and proof-
reading of the manuscript.

Role of funding sources

Funding sources had no role in study design or in the collection,
analysis and interpretation of data; or in the writing of this report.

W. Trapp et al. Psychiatry Research 261 (2018) 325–331

330



Conflicts of interest

None.

References

Asmundson, G.J.G., Hadjistavropoulos, H.D., 2007. Is high fear of pain associated with
attentional biases for pain-related or general threat? A categorical reanalysis. J. Pain.
8, 11–18.

Asmundson, G.J.G., Carleton, R.N., Ekong, J., 2005. Dot-probe evaluation of selective
attentional processing of pain cues in patients with chronic headaches. Pain 114,
250–256.

Baert, S., De Raedt, R., Schacht, R., Koster, E.H.V., 2010. Attentional bias training in
depression: therapeutic effects depend on depression severity. J. Behav. Ther. Exp.
Psychiatry 41, 265–274.

Baum, C., Schneider, R., Keogh, E., Lautenbacher, S., 2013a. Different stages in atten-
tional processing of facial expressions of pain: a dot-probe task modification. J. Pain.
14, 223–232.

Baum, C., Kappesser, J., Schneider, R., Lautenbacher, S., 2013b. Does vigilance to pain
make individuals experts in facial recognition of pain? Pain. Res. Manag. 18,
191–196.

Beck, A.T., 2008. The evolution of the cognitive model of depression and its neurobio-
logical correlates. Am. J. Psychiatry 165, 969–977.

Beck, A.T., Brown, G., Steer, R.A., Eidelson, J.I., Riskind, J.H., 1987. Differentiating an-
xiety and depression: a test of the cognitive content-specificity hypothesis. J.
Abnorm. Psychol. 96, 179–183.

Bora, E., Harrison, B.J., Yücel, M., Pantelis, C., 2013. Cognitive impairment in euthymic
major depressive disorder: a meta-analysis. Psychol. Med. 43, 2017–2026.

Bourke, C., Douglas, K., Porter, R., 2010. Processing facial emotion expression in major
depression: a review. Aust. N.Z. J. Psychiatry 44, 681–696.

Bower, G.H., 1981. Mood and memory. Am. Psychol. 36, 129–148.
Bradley, B.P., Mogg, K., Lee, S.C., 1997a. Attentional biases for negative information in

induced and naturally occurring dysphoria. Behav. Res. Ther. 35, 911–927.
Bradley, B.P., Mogg, K., Millar, N., Bonham-Carter, C., Fergusson, E., Jenkins, J., Parr, M.,

1997b. Attentional biases for emotional faces. Cogn. Emot. 11, 25–42.
De Raedt, R., Koster, E.H., 2010. Understanding vulnerability for depression from a

cognitive neuroscience perspective: a reappraisal of attentional factors and a new
conceptual framework. Cogn., Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 10, 50–70.

De Raedt, R., Koster, E.H., Joormann, J., 2010. Attentional control in depression: a
translational affective neuroscience approach. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 10, 1–7.

Dimova, V., Horn, C., Parthum, A., Kunz, M., Schöfer, D., Carbon, R., Griessinger, N., Sittl,
R., Lautenbacher, S., 2013. Does severe acute pain provoke lasting changes in at-
tentional and emotional mechanisms of pain-related processing? A longitudinal
study. Pain 154, 2737–2744.

Domes, G., Normann, C., Heinrichs, M., 2016. The effect of oxytocin on attention to angry
and happy faces in chronic depression. BMC Psychiatry 6 (16), 92.

Donaldson, C., Lam, D., Mathews, A., 2007. Rumination and attention in major depres-
sion. Behav. Res. Ther. 45, 2664–2678.

Falkenberg, I., Kohn, N., Schoepker, R., Habel, U., 2012. Mood induction in depressive
patients: a comparative multidimensional approach. PLOSOne 7, e30016.

Fan, J., Gu, X., Guise, K.G., Liu, X., Fossella, J., Wang, H., Posner, M.I., 2009. Testing the
behavioral interaction and integration of attentional networks. Brain Cogn. 70,
209–220.

First, M.B., Williams, J.B., Spitzer, R.L., 1997. Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV
Axis I Disorders (SCID-I). American Psychiatric Press, Inc, Washington, D.C.

Fritzsche, A., Dahme, B., Gotlib, I.H., Joormann, J., Magnussen, H., Watz, H., Nutzinger,
D.O., von Leupoldt, A., 2010. Specificity of cognitive biases in patients with current
depression and remitted depression and in patients with asthma. Psychol. Med. 40,
815–826.

Gotlib, I.H., Kasch, K.L., Traill, S., Joormann, J., Arnow, B.A., Johnson, S.L., 2004a.
Coherence and specificity of information-processing biases in depression and social
phobia. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 113, 386–398.

Gotlib, I.H., Krasnoperova, E., Yue, D.N., Joormann, J., 2004b. Attentional biases for
negative interpersonal stimuli in clinical depression. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 113,
121–135.

Gross, J.J., Levenson, R.W., 1997. Hiding feelings: the acute effects of inhibiting negative
and positive emotion. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 106, 95–103.

Guinjoan, S.M., Bernabó, J.L., Cardinali, D.P., 1995. Cardiovascular tests of autonomic
function and sympathetic skin responses in patients with major depression. J.
Neurol., Neurosurg., Psychiatry 58, 299–302.

Hamilton, J.P., Etkin, A., Furman, D.J., Lemus, M.G., Johnson, R.F., Gotlib, I.H., 2012.
Functional neuroimaging of major depressive disorder: a meta-analysis and new in-
tegration of base line activation and neural response data. Am. J. Psychiatry 169,
693–703.

Hankin, B.L., Gibb, B.E., Abela, J.R., Flory, K., 2010. Selective attention to affective sti-
muli and clinical depression among youths: role of anxiety and specificity of emotion.

J. Abnorm. Psychol. 119, 491–501.
Harvey, P.D., 2011. Mood symptoms, cognition, and everyday functioning: in major de-

pression, bipolar disorder, and schizophrenia. Innov. Clin. Neurosci. 8, 14–18.
Hautzinger, M., Keller, F., Kuehner, C., 2009. BDI-II Beck Depression Inventory. Revised

edition. German Version. Pearson: Frankfurt am Main.
Joormann, J., Gotlib, I.H., 2007. Selective attention to emotional faces following recovery

from depression. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 116, 80–85.
Kappesser, J., Williams, A.C., 2002. Pain and negative emotions in the face: judgements

by health care professionals. Pain 99, 197–206.
King, L.A., 2001. The health benefits of writing about life goals. Personal. Social. Psychol.

Bull. 27, 798–807.
Laux, L., Hock, M. Bergner-Köther, R., Hodapp, V., Renner, K.-.H., 2013. Das State-Trait-

Angst-Depressions-Inventar (STADI). Göttingen: Hogrefe.
LeDoux, J.E., 1995. Emotion: clues from the brain. Annu. Rev. Psychol. 46, 209–235.
Lee, R.S., Hermens, D.F., Porter, M.A., Redoblado-Hodge, M.A., 2012. A meta-analysis of

cognitive deficits in first-episode Major Depressive Disorder. J. Affect. Disord. 140,
113–124.

Leppänen, J.M., Milders, M., Bell, J.S., Terriere, E., Hietanen, J.K., 2004. Depression
biases the recognition of emotionally neutral faces. Psychiatry Res. 128, 123–133.

MacLeod, C., Mathews, A., Tata, P., 1986. Attentional bias in emotional disorders. J.
Abnorm. Psychol. 95, 15–20.

Mata, J., Hogan, C.L., Joormann, J., Waugh, C.E., Gotlib, I.H., 2013. Acute exercise at-
tenuates negative affect following repeated sad mood inductions in persons who have
recovered from depression. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 122, 45–50.

Mathews, A., Ridgeway, V., Williamson, D.A., 1996. Evidence for attention to threatening
stimuli in depression. Behav. Res. Ther. 34, 695–705.

Matt, G.E., Vasquez, C., Campbell, W.K., 1992. Mood-congruent recall of affectively toned
stimuli: a meta-analytic review. Clin. Psychol. 12, 227–255.

Mayberg, H.S., 2003. Modulating dysfunctional limbic-cortical circuits in depression:
towards development of brain-based algorithms for diagnosis and optimised treat-
ment. Br. Med. Bull. 65, 193–207.

Merens, W., Van der Does, A.J.W., Spinhoven, P., 2007. The effects of serotonin manip-
ulations on emotional information processing and mood. J. Affect. Disord. 103,
43–62.

Mogg, K., Bradley, B.P., 2002. Selective orienting of attention to makes threat faces in
social anxiety. J. Behav. Res. Ther. 40, 1403–1414.

Moritz, S., Gläscher, J., Brassen, S., 2005. Investigation of mood-congruent false and true
memory recognition in Depression. Depress. Anxiety 21, 9–17.

Münkler, P., Rothkirch, M., Dalati, Y., Schmack, K., Sterzer, P., 2015. Biased Recognition
of Facial Affect in Patients with Major Depressive Disorder Reflects Clinical State.
PLoS One 10, e0129863.

Neshat-Doost, H.T., Moradi, A.R., Taghavi, M.R., Yule, W., Dalgleish, T., 2000. Lack of
attentional bias for emotional information in clinically depressed children and ado-
lescents on the dot probe task. J. Child Psychol. Psychiatry Allied Discip. 41,
363–368.

Peters, M., Vieler, J., Lautenbacher, S., 2015. Dispositional and induced optimism lead to
attentional preference for faces displaying positive emotions: an eye tracker study. J.
Posit. Psychol. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2015.1048816.

Roiser, J.P., Sahakian, B.J., 2013. Hot and cold cognition in depression. CNS Spectr.
18139–18149.

Rotterberg, J., Cowden Hindash, A., 2015. Emerging evidence for emotion context in-
sensitivity in depression. Curr. Opin. Psychol. 4, 1–5.

Scheel, J., Sittl, R., Griessinger, N., Strupf, M., Parthum, A., Dimova, V., Horn-Hofmann,
C., Thiel, F., Beckmann, M.W., Lautenbacher, S., 2017. Psychological predictors of
acute postoperative pain after hysterectomy for benign causes. Clin. J. Pain. 33,
595–603.

Schneider, D., Regenbogen, C., Kellermann, T., Finkelmeyer, A., Kohn, N., Derntl, B.,
Schneider, F., Habel, U., 2012. Empathic behavioral and physiological responses to
dynamic stimuli in depression. Psychiatry Res. 30, 294–305.

Segrin, C., 2000. Social skills deficits associated with depression. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 20,
379–403.

Shane, M.S., Peterson, J.B., 2007. An evaluation of early and late stage attentional pro-
cessing of positive and negative information in dysphoria. Cogn. Emot. 21, 789–815.

Simon, D., Craig, K.D., Gosselin, F., Belin, P., Rainville, P., 2008. Recognition and dis-
crimination of prototypical dynamic expressions of pain and emotions. Pain 135,
55–64.

Spielberger, C.D., Gorsuch, R.L., Lushene, R., Vagg, P.R., Jacobs, G.A., 1983. Manual for
the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. Consulting Psychologists Press, Palo Alto, CA.

van Hoof, J.J., Jogems-Kosterman, B.J., Sabbe, B.G., Zitman, F.G., Hulstijn, W., 1998.
Differentiation of cognitive and motor slowing in the Digit Symbol Test (DST): dif-
ferences between depression and schizophrenia. J. Psychiatr. Res. 32, 99–103.

Wells, T.T., Beevers, C.G., 2009. Biased attention and dysphoria: Manipulating selective
attention reduces subsequent depressive symptoms. J. Cogn. Emot. 24, 719–728.

Zhou, Z., Cao, S., Li, H., Li, Y., 2015. Treatment with escitalopram improves the atten-
tional bias toward negative facial expressions in patients with major depressive dis-
orders. J. Clin. Neurosci. 22, 1609–1613.

W. Trapp et al. Psychiatry Research 261 (2018) 325–331

331

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref44
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2015.1048816
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0165-1781(17)30257-3/sbref56

	Attentional biases in patients suffering from unipolar depression: results of a dot probe task investigation
	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Measures
	Dot-probe task
	Assessment of sad and anxious mood: BDI and State Trait Anxiety Depression Inventory

	Statistics

	Results
	Demographic and clinical characteristics
	Attention biases for depressive patients and controls
	Mood – bias correlations and mood effects on attention biases in the patient sample

	Discussion
	Biases in first and later attentional processing
	Mood effects on the attentional bias in MDD patients
	Impairments of MDD patients regarding the recognition of emotion?
	Limitations
	Summary

	Acknowledgments
	Role of funding sources
	Conflicts of interest
	References




