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ABSTRACT

Background: Exaggerated reactivity to acute psychosocial stress is associated with an increased risk of cardio-
vascular and metabolic disease. A dysfunction of the cortico-limbic network coordinating the peripheral adap-
tation to acute stress exposure may constitute a brain mechanism underlying this association. We opted to
characterize the changes of this network associated with acute psychosocial stress exposure in individuals with
low and high cardiometabolic risk (CMR).

Methods: In 57 subjects without overt cardiac or cerebral disease, the Framingham risk score and presence/
absence of type 2 diabetes or metabolic syndrome defined CMR. Psychosocial stress was induced during func-
tional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) of brain activity by an established social threat paradigm.
Measurements of heart rate, blood pressure and saliva cortisol quantified the peripheral stress reaction.
Regression analyses for the anterior cingulate cortex, hippocampus, amygdala, insula and regulatory prefrontal
regions evaluated the association of stress-associated brain activation and CMR.

Results: Psychosocial stress exposure was associated with an increased activity of a brain network including
anterior and posterior cingulate cortex, putamen, insula, parahippocampus and right hippocampus. Psychosocial
stress-associated brain activation did neither covary with Framingham risk score nor differ between groups with
low or high CMR.

Conclusion: Exposure to acute psychosocial stress induces the activation of a well-defined cortico-limbic net-

work. However, we did not find an association between CMR and this network's stress reactivity.

1. Introduction

Increased psychosocial stress exposure is associated with a higher
incidence and prevalence of cardiovascular disease (CVD), classifying
this variable as a cardiometabolic risk (CMR) factor (Brotman et al.,
2007; Steptoe and Kivimaki, 2012). The deleterious health effects equal
that of conventional risk factors, including smoking, arterial hy-
pertension and hypercholesterolemia (Rosengren et al., 2004). How-
ever, the pathophysiological processes are incompletely understood.
Environmental challenges represent a ubiquitous phenomenon, and the
mechanisms regulating the perception of a stimulus as stressful remain
uncertain. Current knowledge suggests that several brain areas process
incoming information, validate it against stored knowledge, and judge
it as benign or threatening (Ulrich-Lai and Herman, 2009). These brain
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areas form a cortico-limbic circuitry, composed of the anterior cingulate
cortex (ACC), adjacent medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), amygdala,
hippocampus, insula and other components (Pruessner et al., 2010). If a
stressor is taxed as threatening, efferent projections of this brain net-
work induce a host of adaptation responses, including changes in stress
hormone level, autonomic nervous and cardiovascular activity, and
behaviour (Muscatell et al., 2016; Myers and Ulrich-Lai, 2017). It has
been posited that a functional bias in this brain network contributes to
the appraisal and encoding of a neutral stimulus as threatening and that
this neural bias represents a marker of cardiovascular disease risk
(Gianaros and Wager, 2015). Thus, in vulnerable subjects, altered
neural stress responses may initiate adaptation processes that mismatch
the needs of an anticipated or experienced stressor (Ginty et al., 2017).

The functionality of the elements of this stress-responsive cortico-
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limbic network is not readily disentangled. Rather, there seems to be
considerable overlap in their contribution to the detection and ap-
praisal of psychosocial stimuli as well as the downstream initiation of
cardiovascular or metabolic responses (Myers, 2017; Eisenberger and
Cole, 2012; Tost et al., 2015). However, some aspects of these elements'
specific roles shall be discussed. Current evidence highlights the ACC as
an important regulatory component of the circuitry, which integrates
input from brain networks processing cognition, emotion and motiva-
tion and facilitates error detection, conflict monitoring and emotional
self-control (Allman et al., 2001; Bush et al., 2000; Kerns et al., 2004;
Etkin et al., 2006). Specifically, the peri- and subgenual aspects of the
ACC are involved in stress-related cardiovascular regulation, as their
activity correlates with blood pressure and heart rate variability
(Gianaros et al., 2005; Gianaros et al., 2004). Conversely, the amygdala
is central to threat detection and generation of fear and flight responses
(LeDoux, 2000). It processes emotional and motivational appraisal of
social stimuli, such as the emotional meaning of facial expressions
Adolphs et al. (1994). Anatomically, this region is composed of several
nuclei with distinct functionality and innervates (pre)motor and
brainstem autonomic regulative centres, thereby facilitating immediate
adaptive reactions to threatening stimuli prior to cortical processing
(LeDoux et al., 1988). Also, the insular cortex seems to be strongly
involved in cardiovascular regulation, and insular cortex activity is
associated with blood pressure control (Gianaros et al., 2005). Im-
pairments of this structure induced by stroke, epilepsy or stress may
result in cardiac dysfunction, ranging from subtle electrocardiographic
changes to severe cardiac arrhythmias, cardiomyopathy, or even car-
diac death (Oppenheimer and Cechetto, 2016). This damage may also
be mediated by CVD itself (white matter lesion, infarcts), compromising
responses to exteroceptive and interoceptive stimuli and thus leading to
further mismatch of stressor severity and autonomic responses. The
hippocampus acts as an interface between psychosocial stress proces-
sing and memory consolidation and exhibits a high glucocorticoid re-
ceptor density. It also participates in cardiovascular regulation, as
hippocampus stimulation is associated with decreases of mean arterial
pressure and heart rate in an animal model (Ruit and Neafsey, 1988).
Finally, it has been proposed that the mPFC acts as coordinator of the
neural stress response by integrating the input from other brain regions
and initiating context-specific responses on multiple levels including
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis and autonomic nervous
system (ANS) activity (McKlveen et al., 2015).

Together, this circuitry forms an evolutionarily conserved “alarm
system” to apparent threat. Thus, exaggerated reactivity of the system
to psychosocial stimuli may induce repeated or enduring CMR adap-
tations with negative health consequences. For example, exaggerated
cardiovascular responses enable inadequately high increases in heart
rate, blood pressure or cardiac output (Gianaros and Sheu, 2009). In
individuals with pre-existing atherosclerosis, this hyperreactivity may
lead to coronary plaque rupture. Indeed, an increased incidence of
coronary syndromes associated with acute stress exposure has been
observed in the context of natural catastrophes (Leor et al., 1996), acts
of war (missile attacks) (Meisel et al., 1991), strong emotional in-
volvement in competitive sport activities (Wilbert-Lampen et al., 2008),
and episodes of intense negative emotions (Mostofsky et al., 2014).
Acute stress hyperreactivity also predisposes to chronic conditions, such
as inflammation (Rohleder, 2014), arterial hypertension (Carroll et al.,
2001) and left ventricular hypertrophy (Georgiades et al., 1997), and to
increased cardiovascular mortality (Carroll et al., 2012). Furthermore,
abnormally prolonged cardiovascular activation has been linked to
adverse cardiovascular outcomes and all-cause mortality (Chida and
Steptoe, 2010; Panaite et al., 2015). Also, there is some evidence
linking exaggerated HPA system stress reactivity with increased CMR.
In elderly subjects, drawn from the Whitehall II cohort, heightened
cortisol levels to laboratory-induced psychosocial stress were associated
with more extensive coronary artery calcification (Hamer et al., 2010).
Women with increased visceral fat accumulation, a predictor of
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increased CMR, showed heightened stress-associated cortisol levels
(Marin et al., 1992; Epel et al., 2000). Vice versa, offspring from long-
living families had lower cortisol levels during social stress exposure
(Jansen et al., 2016). To the best of our knowledge, prospective data
exploring the association between stress-induced HPA reactivity and
CMR are lacking.

However, as most studies report on cross-sectional data, it seems
important to note that a causal relationship or any other clear direction
of effects between exaggerated stress reactivity and CMR elevation
cannot be assumed. The relationship of these two variables may also be
strictly correlative, e.g. when they are both governed by a hitherto
unassessed background variable. Alternatively, a “body-to-brain” di-
rection of effects may be possible, when biological processes associated
with arterial hypertension, diabetes mellitus and other CMR factors
alter neural psychosocial stress processing. For example, enhanced si-
lent cerebrovascular disease detectable on MRI in healthy asympto-
matic older adults has been found to be associated with greater stress-
induced BP reactivity (Waldstein et al., 2004). It may be assumed that
these lesions compromise vagal activity, leading to an enhanced sym-
pathetic outflow and in consequence to increased blood pressure re-
activity. However, an increasing amount of longitudinal data on
healthy individuals indicates that exaggerated stress reactivity is ob-
served before the emergence of cardiovascular sequelae with follow up
(Markovitz et al., 1998; Carroll et al., 1998; Matthews et al., 1998),
arguing for increased stress reactivity as the initial event.

According to the arguments outlined above, subjects with a higher
CMR profile are expected to differentially react to an acute psychosocial
stressor, as compared to their low-risk counterparts. We put forth the
hypothesis that during stress exposure, these subjects exhibit a distinct
pattern of brain activation, leading to a different activation of cardio-
vascular and hormonal response systems. To test this hypothesis, we
exposed individuals with differing degrees of CMR to a psychosocial
stress task and compared their neural, cardiovascular and cortisol re-
sponses. Considering the significant role of ACC, hippocampus, amyg-
dala, insula and prefrontal regulatory regions in governing these re-
sponses as outlined above, we also specifically analysed differences in
stress-associated activity between these regions. We excluded subjects
with a known prior coronary or cerebral event, as this has been found to
be associated with profound and enduring changes of stress system
activity (Graham et al., 2002), acceleration of atherosclerosis (Dutta
et al., 2012) and possible worsening of cardiac function.

2. Material and methods

The study was approved by the ethics committee of Heidelberg
University and registered in the German Register for Clinical Trials
(study number, DRKS 00005362) before starting the enrolment phase.
Participants were studied after all procedures had been explained to
them in person and written informed consent had been obtained.
Subjects received a monetary compensation for study participation.

2.1. Study subjects

Recruitment of participants followed a two-staged strategy. First,
subjects with two or more CMR factors were contacted in their general
practitioner's or internist's office and motivated for study participation.
High CMR subjects were also addressed through public lectures, in-
formative events, newspaper advertisements and flyers specifically
targeting CMR factors. Second, low CMR subjects were recruited by
inviting a random sample of the Mannheim city population for study
participation. Intentionally, we did not sample low CMR subjects in
fitness clubs or other organizations promoting healthy behaviour, as
this may have compromised sample homogeneity.

Calculation of sample size was based on our prior work (Lederbogen
et al., 2011). Assuming the previously reported effect size f* = 0.52 of
stress responses within the bilateral amygdala and an uncorrected
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alpha-level of 0.002 (a-level of 0.05 with FWE-correction for multiple
testing) in the current calculation, we estimated a sample size of N = 44
subjects necessary to detect the experimental effects in a linear multiple
regression.

Inclusion criteria were an age range of 40 to 65 years, the absence of
a major or unstable general medical condition or mental disorder and
the ability to comply with the study procedures. Exclusion criteria in-
cluded knowledge of present or past coronary heart disease as defined
by angina pectoris, positive treadmill test, a > 50% stenosis of a major
coronary artery visible on cardiac catheterization, history of an acute
coronary syndrome, or history of coronary artery narrowing necessi-
tating stent placement. Further exclusion criteria were history of cere-
bral injuries, including stroke, significant head trauma, brain operation,
meningitis, dementia or Parkinson’ s disease and conditions prohibiting
magnetic resonance imaging, including unsuitable metal implants,
claustrophobia or large tattoos. Finally, subjects were excluded if they
reported conditions affecting the stress response system including
Cushing's syndrome, Addison's disease or glucocorticoid intake. On
study day 1, each participant underwent a thorough clinical examina-
tion including electrocardiogram and a routine blood panel. A stan-
dardized clinical interview yielded information on personal, clinical,
and social variables. Absence of major general medical conditions or
mental disorders was assessed by the Cumulative Illness Rating Scale
(Linn et al., 1968) and the structured clinical interview mini-DIPS
(Margraf, 1994). To measure subjective social status, participants
completed the Mac Arthur Scale of Subjective Social Status (“social
ladder”) (Adler et al., 2000). To assess HPA-function, participants were
asked to collect saliva specimen for determination of cortisol con-
centration on two regular week-days. Sample times were at wake-up
(FO) and at 15, 30, and 45 min as well as 16 h (F1/4, F1/2, F3/4, F16)
after wake-up. A detailed description of the sampling procedure is given
elsewhere (Lederbogen et al., 2010). Using the average of the two
corresponding samples, we computed the secretion indices cortisol
awakening reaction (CAR), both as difference score (F1/2 minus F0)
and area under the curve (FO through F3/4) (Pruessner et al., 2003),
and slope of the diurnal decline.

2.2. Assessment of cardiometabolic risk

We applied two estimates of CMR: First, the 10-year risk of devel-
oping atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease (CVD) was quantified by
use of the Framingham risk score lipids model (https://www.
framinghamheartstudy.org/risk-functions/cardiovascular-disease/10-
year-risk.php, n.d.). This score uses age, sex, total cholesterol, HDL
cholesterol, smoking, systolic blood pressure and presence of diabetes
mellitus and provides a continuous measure of 10-year CVD risk
(D'Agostino et al., 2008). Its validity has been tested extensively with
prospective clinical data (D'Agostino et al., 2001). Although an over-
estimation of CVD risk in the German population has been noted (Hense
et al., 2003), the Framingham risk score has been established as one of
the most precise and most widely used tools for quantifying CMR. As
the Framingham risk scores were not normally distributed, we included
a log transformation in our analyses. The second strategy of CMR as-
sessment implied assigning participants to two medical conditions as-
sociated with elevated CMR, type 2 diabetes and metabolic syndrome.
Presence of type 2 diabetes was assumed if fasting blood glucose level
was 126 mg/dl or higher, or if a diagnosis of the disorder had pre-
viously been made by a physician. The definition of Alberti and col-
leagues (Alberti et al., 2009) was used for assessment of metabolic
syndrome. A positive diagnosis was made with the presence of three or
more of following factors: central obesity, elevated triglycerides, re-
duced HDL cholesterol, elevated blood pressure and elevated fasting
glucose.
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2.3. Stress paradigm

On study day 2, subjects participated in an fMRI session including a
psychosocial stress task. The session's time window was held constant at
1:00-4:00 PM. The maximum time interval between study day 1 and 2
was four weeks. After arrival and explanation of study procedures,
participants were allowed to reach equilibrium by resting for 30 min in
a partially darkened, quiet room. After taking the baseline blood
sample, a training session provided subjects with knowledge on the task
before entering the scanner. Our psychosocial stressor consisted of the
well-established Scan STRESS paradigm, described in detail elsewhere
(Streit et al., 2014). This paradigm is composed of repeated 60s ex-
perimental and control blocks that are preceded by 5s instruction
phases and followed by 20 s pauses. In both blocks, participants had to
solve either mental arithmetic or spatial rotation tasks, and to provide
solutions by a response box held in the right hand. In the experimental
condition, time pressure was created by a visual countdown. Further-
more, the program automatically adjusted task speed and difficulty to
the individual's performance in order to induce preprogrammed failure.
In the control blocks, we asked subjects to complete simple matching
tasks, which had to be solved without time pressure. The paradigm was
composed of two sequences, each with two experimental and two
control blocks. During the entire paradigm, two experimenters in white
coats were presented to the participant by live video stream. While
experimenters remained passive in the control blocks, they gave dis-
approving feedback during the experimental blocks (visual feedback)
and between the sequences (visual and standardized verbal feedback).
Including preparation of the participant and anatomical imaging, the
session lasted approximately 50 min. After the test procedure subjects
received detailed debriefing.

We assessed cardiovascular and HPA system responses to stress
exposure according to previously described procedures (Lederbogen
et al., 2011). Heart rate during fMRI was continuously monitored by
pulse oxymetry, and blood pressure was recorded before and after
sessions by an aneroid sphygmomanometer. HPA system reactivity was
determined by saliva cortisol sampling, with samples taken on partici-
pant's arrival (T1), after 30 min rest (T2), before entering (T3) and
immediately after leaving the scanner (T4). The last 3 samples were
collected every 15min after leaving the scanner (T5-T7). Hormonal
reactivity during the stress task was analysed by subtracting saliva
cortisol concentration at T3 from the highest value at T4, T5 or T6.
Subjective feeling of both stress and sense of control were measured via
visual analogue scales before and after the session, with a possible
range of 0-10, “0” indicating absence of any stressor as well as max-
imum control and “10” maximum stress intensity and complete loss of
control.

2.4. Image acquisition and analysis

Details of image acquisition and analysis have been described pre-
viously (Lederbogen et al., 2011; Streit et al., 2014). Blood-oxygen-
level-dependent (BOLD) fMRI was performed on a 3.0 Tesla Siemens
Trio scanner using an echo-planar-imaging (EPI) sequence (repetition
time = 2000 ms, echo time = 30 ms, flip angle = 80°, 64 X 64 matrix,
32 3mm axial slices with 1 mm gap). Images were preprocessed and
analysed using SPM12 (www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm, n.d.). Images were
slice time corrected and realigned to a mean image by a 6-parameter
rigid body transformation, spatially normalized to the standard Mon-
treal Neurological Institute EPI template including resampling into
3mm? voxels and finally smoothed with a 9mm full-width at half-
maximum Gaussian kernel. For each subject we defined one general
linear model containing regressors for the control and experimental
conditions of both task phases (arithmetic calculation and mental ro-
tation) as well as for the respecting announcement phases leading to a
sum of 6 task regressors. To account for motion artefacts we included
the 6 motion regressors of the realignment step as regressors of no
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interest. Data sets were excluded from further analysis if head move-
ment was excessive (> 5 mm translation, > 4° rotation). To address the
concern that in high CMR individuals, clinically silent white matter
lesions alter psychosocial stress processing, we scored periventricular
and deep white-matter lesions in the anatomical images according to
the methods described by Fazekas and collegues (Fazekas et al., 1987)
and included this variable in our analysis.

2.5. Data analysis

On a first-level analysis, we calculated one t-contrast image of ex-
perimental minus control condition across both task phases (mental
rotation and arithmetic calculation) for each subject. Considering pos-
sible habituation effects during the task, we calculated two additional
models, one assuming habituation over the complete paradigm and the
other assuming habituation over each of the two sequences. In these
models, task phases were contrasted with control conditions. To see if
anticipation of stress differentiates between groups, we also calculated
contrasts of the announcement phases and the control conditions. These
models were used in subsequent second-level analyses.

In second-level analyses, two strategies were performed to test for
an association of CMR with brain function: First, contrast images were
analysed in a multiple regression to test for an effect of CMR using the
(log) Framingham risk score as covariate of interest. Second, groups
with low versus high CMR (type 2 diabetes, metabolic syndrome yes/
no) were compared using two samples t-tests. All models were corrected
for age, sex and smoking status by including these variables as cov-
ariates of no interest. As these three variables were already included in
the Framingham risk score, we also computed the corresponding ana-
lyses without these covariates. To check for correlations between stress-
responsive brain function and peripheral stress indicators (cortisol re-
activity, changes in heart rate, blood pressure and subjective stress
level), separate multiple regression analyses were conducted for the
respective variable of interest. To assess the effect of subjective social
status on neural stress processing, we re-run the main analyses (main
group effect, comparison of low versus high CMR subjects, multiple
regression with (log) Framingham risk score) with the social ladder
score as additional covariate of no interest.

2.6. Statistical inference

Imaging results were considered significant at a threshold of
p < .05 after voxelwise family-wise error (FWE) correction for mul-
tiple comparisons. For main task effects, correction was performed
across the whole brain. For testing the association of brain function and
CMR, FWE-correction was applied within the a priori selected bilateral
anatomical regions of interest ACC, hippocampus, amygdala, insula as
well as the prefrontal regulatory regions orbitofrontal cortex (OFC),
ventrolateral prefrontal cortex (VLPFC), and dorsolateral orbitofrontal
cortex (DLPFC), based on automated anatomical labelling (Tzourio-
Mazoyer et al., 2002) retrieved from the WFU Pickatlas. Final analyses
used one combined ROI including amygdala, insula, ACC and hippo-
campus. Small volume corrected analyses of prefrontal regulatory re-
gions were conducted separately. Considering the association of stress-
induced brain activation and CMR beyond the a priori selected brain
regions, we performed FWE-corrected whole brain analyses in an ex-
ploratory intention. Fazekas score did not significantly affect stress-
associated brain activation and was therefore not included in the sta-
tistical model.

3. Results
3.1. Description of study subjects and general aspects of stress exposure

We included 68 subjects in our study. Of these, two did not suc-
cessfully complete the stress task, one for claustrophobia and one for
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Table 1
Characteristics of subjects: clinical and biochemical variables, circadian cortisol
secretion and CMR markers.

Clinical variables

Age —yr 54.8 = 5.8
Female/male sex 25/32
Living with partner no/yes 23/34
Houshold — number of persons 22 * 1.3
Education - yr 11.6 = 2.1
Current employment no/yes 20/37
Current smoker no/yes 35/22
Smoking status (never smoked/former smoker/current smoker) 29/6/22
Systolic blood pressure — mmHg 136.6 = 18.4
Diastolic blood pressure — mmHg 86.3 = 12.0
Heart rate — min~’ 72.7 + 10.7
Body mass index — kg/m? 28.0 + 5.9
Waist circumference — cm 96.8 = 16.7
Female 89.6 = 17.6
Male 102.4 = 13.7
Comorbidities — CIRS-Index 46 = 3.3
Physical activity — (hours per week) (N = 49) 3.4 = 41
Antiglycemic drug 16
Antihypertensive drug 23
Lipid-lowering drug 11
Antidepressant 8
Other medication 23
Biochemical variables (fasting state)
Total cholesterol — mg/dl 201.0 = 38.6
High density lipoprotein — mg/dl 58.4 = 21.0
Low density lipoprotein — mg/dl 114.0 = 35.1
Triglycerides — mg/dl 152.6 = 85.7
Glucose — mg/dl 119.4 = 46.3
Circadian cortisol secretion
FO [nmol/L] (N = 54) 7.2 = 3.2
F% [nmol/L] (N = 54) 9.6 = 3.9
F% [nmol/L] (N = 54) 11.7 = 4.0
F% [nmol/L] (N = 54) 109 = 4.4
F16 [nmol/L] (N = 54) 1.6 = 1.8
CAR - difference score [nmol/L] (N = 42) 4.6 = 3.7
CAR - AUC [nmol/L] (N = 44) 490.3 = 144.4
Slope [nmol/L/h] (N = 41) 0.38 = 0.20
Cardiometabolic risk markers
Diabetes — no/yes 37/20
Metabolic syndrome — no/yes 24/33
Metabolic syndrome - factor count 27 =15
Framingham Risk Score (individual risk) - % 20.1 = 16.4

N = 57, unless otherwise indicated.

Values are given as N or means * SD.

CIRS denotes Cumulative Illness Rating Scale, CAR cortisol awakening reaction
and AUC area under the curve.

unwillingness to comply with study procedures. In two subjects, an
incidental finding of a cerebral pathology, and in seven participants,
major motion artefacts, as defined above, precluded further examina-
tion of fMR images. Thus, data from 57 subjects were available for final
analysis (Table 1). According to the inclusion of high CMR subjects
intended per study protocol, 28% of the sample ingested antiglycemic
and 40% antihypertensive drugs; further details on medication status
are given in Table 1 and Supplementary Table 2. Baseline circadian
cortisol measures outside the lab (Table 1) were within the normative
reference values derived from a large number of unselected individuals
(Miller et al., 2016); no associations with CMR emerged (results not
shown). Exposure to psychosocial stress was associated with significant
increases in heart rate, blood pressure, salivary cortisol and feeling of
subjective stress as well as loss of control, indicating that stress was
successfully induced (Table 2). Analyses of absolute answer counts in-
dicated that task motivation was not associated with CMR (regression
analysis with (log)Framingham risk score as independent variable:
r = 0.23, p = .1, comparison of answer counts between groups with
and without diabetes, 105 += 19 vs 111 * 26, t = 0.9, p = .38, and
between groups with and without metabolic syndrome 106 + 20 vs
113 = 28, t = 1.2, p = .23).
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Table 2
Effect of psychosocial stress exposure on stress indicators.
N  Baseline Stress Delta Analysis
exposure p-value
Subjective feeling of
Stress 57 13 *14 71 *22 59 + 25 < 0.01
Control 57 7.8 25 3.7 %26 -41 + 30 <0.01
Heart rate - min~* 53 77 £ 12 89 = 15 12 = 10 < 0.01
Blood pressure - mmHg
Systolic 55 134 £ 19 153 * 20 19 = 20 < 0.01
Diastolic 55 86 *= 12 94 + 13 8 =11 < 0.01
Saliva cortisol 56 3.6 =19 6.0+ 44 24 = 39 < 0.01
concentration —
nmol/L

Values are means = SD.
* Paired samples t-test, two-sided.

In our cohort, the Framingham risk score was 20.1 + 16.4% (range
1.9-72.6%), with 42% of individuals showing a < 10% 10-year CVD
risk, 18% a 10-20% risk and 40% a > 20% risk, indicating the bimodal
risk distribution intended per study protocol (for further details, see
Supplementary Fig. 1).

3.2. Effects of stress exposure on brain activity

Consistently with prior findings we observed significant stress-re-
lated increases in brain activity (stress > control contrast) in right and
left ACC, right and left posterior cingulate cortex, right and left pu-
tamen, right and left insula, right and left parahippocampus and right
hippocampus (all p < .05, FWE-corrected for multiple comparisons
across the whole brain, see Fig. 1 and Supplementary Table 1). We did
not observe any stress-related decreases in brain activity (control >
stress contrast) after FWE-correction.

Neurolmage: Clinical 20 (2018) 1115-1122

3.3. Associations of brain activity, Framingham risk score and peripheral
stress markers

We did not observe any significant correlations between individual
CMR indicated by the Framingham risk score and stress-related changes
in brain activity in the a priori defined regions of interest ACC, hip-
pocampus, amygdala, insula, OFC, VLPFC and DLPFC after FWE cor-
rection. On exploratory FWE-corrected whole-brain analyses, activation
of no other brain region appeared to be associated with CMR either
quantified as Framingham risk score or conceptualized as high CMR
condition. Analyses without inclusion of age, sex and smoking status as
covariates of interest were virtually unchanged, as well as analyses
considering subjective social status. Neither did we find significant
changes using statistical models that considered habituation processes
during the stress task or that assessed the announcement phases instead
of the task phases.

Stress-associated brain activation in the a priori defined regions of
interest ACC, hippocampus, amygdala, insula, OFC, VLPFC, and DLPFC
was not correlated with the task-induced rise in cortisol, heart rate,
blood pressure or subjective stress feeling (FWE corrected, all p-va-
lues > .1). Exploratory FWE-corrected whole-brain analyses gave no
evidence of other brain regions to be associated with changes of these
stress markers.

We noticed a negative correlation between CMR, expressed as
Framingham risk score, and increase in heart rate during stress ex-
posure (ANOVA: F = 2.9, p = .04, adjusted for age and sex). There
were no significant relationships between CMR and other stress-related
changes of blood pressure, cortisol, and subjective feelings of stress and
loss of control (all p-values > .1).

3.4. Comparison of subjects with and without type 2 diabetes or metabolic
syndrome

Subjects with type 2 diabetes were older, more often male, and

Fig. 1. Effect of psychosocial stress exposure on
brain activity (N = 57). Significantly activated brain
regions during psychosocial stress exposure
(stress > control contrast), crosshairs at x =6,
y = 44, z = 0, see text for details. Whole brain ana-
lysis, p < .05 FWE corrected. Color bar represents t-
values. A complete list of stress-induced brain re-
gions is available in Supplementary Table 1.
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showed the clinical and biochemical abnormalities associated with this
disorder (Supplementary Table 2). Not surprisingly, diabetic subjects
more often fulfilled the criteria of the metabolic syndrome, had an in-
creased metabolic syndrome factor count, and a higher Framingham
risk score. Comparing subjects with and without type 2 diabetes, no
differences in stress-related brain activation between groups were noted
for the contrasts diabetes > no diabetes and no diabetes > diabetes
after FWE correction in the ROI ACC, hippocampus, amygdala, insula,
OFC, VLPFC and DLPFC. Again, inclusion of subjective social status or
stress task habituation effects as covariates did not change these results.
In measures of cardiovascular and cortisol stress-related reactivity,
subjects with diabetes showed descriptively smaller increases, but dif-
ferences between groups did not reach statistical significance
(Supplementary Table 3).

We did not observe any significant differences in stress-related brain
activation between groups with and without the metabolic syndrome
after FWE-correction. Similarly, no significant differences were ob-
served in stress-related reactivity of cardiovascular, cortisol and sub-
jective stress measures (all p-values > .1).

4. Discussion

In our cohort of subjects with low and high CMR, we successfully
induced acute psychosocial stress during the measurement of brain
activity in the fMRI scanner. Subjective feeling of stress increased fi-
vefold, and there were significant surges in heart rate, blood pressure
and cortisol secretion. Brain activity increased during stress exposure,
as compared to the control condition, in a cortico-limbic network,
confirming previous findings (Lederbogen et al., 2011).

However, when specific regions of this cortico-limbic system were
marked as regions of interest and stress-associated activation of these
areas was tested for covariation with CMR, no significant findings were
noted. This result both emerged when CMR was indexed as
Framingham risk score and conceptualized as type 2 diabetes or me-
tabolic syndrome.

Several circumstances may explain the apparent absence of asso-
ciations. First, increase of CMR associated with psychosocial stress ex-
posure may rather be mediated by chronic than acute adaptional pro-
cesses. It is well conceived that pathomechanisms differ between these
two conditions Lagraauw et al. (2015). Chronic stress has distinct ef-
fects on cortico-limbic organization and morphology, including pre-
frontal hypofunction (McKlveen et al., 2016) and dendritic remodelling
in hippocampal and amygdaloid neurons (Vyas et al., 2002). However,
these changes may have little or no effect on brain activation associated
with acute stress exposure.

Second, the size of our cohort may have been too small to detect
differences in brain activation between low and high CMR subjects.
However, a priori sample size calculation based on our previous work
(Lederbogen et al., 2011) indicated that our cohort of N = 57 was
reasonably sized to detect a potential effect. Furthermore, other sig-
nificant functional MRI findings have been reported with similar or
smaller group sizes. Soufer et al. (Soufer et al., 1998) noted exaggerated
cerebral cortical responses in 10 coronary artery disease patients as
compared to 6 normal controls; however, this group used different
imaging and stress task conditions. If a very large group size would
have detected a significant difference in stress-associated brain activa-
tion, it would be unclear whether this difference would indicate a
clinical relevant pathomechanism.

Potentially, we did not include enough representative subjects with
a high CMR profile in our sample. These individuals more often show
depression, anger, social isolation and hostility (Brotman et al., 2007)
and we assume that they typically do not volunteer for studies involving
unpleasant performance tasks. Interestingly, in epidemiological re-
search on cardiovascular risk factors, subjects who refused study par-
ticipation had a higher cardiovascular mortality (Amann et al., 2016).
However, 18% of our study subjects had a 10-year CVD risk of 10-20%
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and 40% a risk of > 20%, substantially exceeding CVD risk of com-
parable age groups in the general population, with corresponding fig-
ures of 25% and 4%, respectively (age group 50-59 years) (Ford et al.,
2004). Also, the numbers of subjects with and without type 2 diabetes
as well as with and without metabolic syndrome were evenly dis-
tributed between our groups, further arguing against under-
representation of high CMR subjects as explanation of our finding.

Third, our study design (including CMR definition, stress task and
analytic strategy) may not have been appropriate for detecting differ-
ences in psychosocial stress-evoked brain activation between low and
high CMR subjects. The Framingham risk score defines CMR using the
factors age, sex, blood pressure, indicators of lipid and glucose meta-
bolism, and smoking. This definition encloses a wide range of both
physiological and behavioural factors and may be too coarse to ap-
propriately test our hypothesis. Furthermore, the CMR elevation asso-
ciated with exaggerated psychosocial stress response may not be cov-
ered by this definition, as it maps on static, not dynamic variables. This
notion is supported by the finding that stress-related brain activation
was associated with stressor-evoked blood pressure elevation and but
not with tonic resting blood pressure (Gianaros et al., 2017).

Furthermore, our stress task may not have been appropriate for
detecting differences in brain activation between low and high CMR
subjects. By combining social-evaluative threat and uncontrollability,
this paradigm reliably activates stress system activity (Dickerson and
Kemeny, 2004). In our cohort, its effectiveness was proven by increases
in subjective stress, heart rate, blood pressure, and cortisol secretion.
Potentially, tasks tailored to challenge specific components of the stress
processing circuitry are more useful. Other researchers (Gianaros et al.,
2017) applied a task specifically designed for amygdala activation,
through the presentation of angry or fearful faces, and found intima-
media-thickness, a preclinical marker of atherosclerosis, to covary with
greater amygdala reactivity and a more positive connectivity between
amygdala and perigenual ACC. Analysis was controlled for traditional
CVD risk factors, including many of those examined in our study.
However, other observations did not fully confirm these findings
(Gianaros et al., 2014), so the extent to which amygdala activation is
associated with CMR is debatable. In addition, tasks suitable for reward
system activation may be considered, as high CMR individuals have
been found to hyperactivate mesolimbic reward pathways in response
to visual food cues. These brain circuits are known to be involved in the
pathophysiology of addictive behaviour and may mediate the associa-
tion between increased food intake, reduction of physical activity and
high CMR (Grosshans et al., 2012; Morris et al., 2015). Other patho-
mechanistic work linked stress hyperreactivity to increased signs of
inflammation. This condition, evidenced by increased concentrations of
specific cytokines and invasion of the vessel wall by monocytes and T-
lymphocytes fuels the progression of atherosclerosis (Libby, 2012)
(Libby, 2012). Recently, an increased level of inflammation, quantified
by bone-marrow activity and C-reactive protein concentration, has been
traced back to heightened amygdala activity (Tawakol et al., 2017). In
the longitudinal part of this study, the presence of these factors pre-
dicted a higher incidence of acute coronary syndromes.

Furthermore, our strategy of brain activity analysis may not have
been appropriate to detect differences between low and high CMR in-
dividuals. A recent novel analytical approach used multivariate ana-
lyses and machine learning to analyse psychosocial stress-evoked pat-
terns of brain activation associated with blood pressure reactivity and
heart rate or skin conductance responses (Gianaros et al., 2017;
Eisenbarth et al., 2016). These brain activation patterns were subse-
quently used to predict these physiological responses in an independent
sample and revealed that, despite some similarities, the brain patterns
associated with distinct autonomic responses were largely different.
This observation argued against a common stress response system hy-
pothesis but provided evidence that different autonomic responses are
associated with distinct patterns of brain activation. These reports also
indicated that brain activation associated with psychosocial stress-
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evoked autonomic responses showed moderate to good intra-in-
dividual, but only minor inter-individual correlation, explaining about
10% or less of variance in heart rate and blood pressure reactivity be-
tween individuals.

Finally, our strict criteria to control the imaging analyses for errors
associated with multiple testing may have concealed a meaningful
finding. However, increasing concern on liberal statistical thresholds
weakened confidence in neuroscientific reports. Replication of our ob-
servation or demonstration of an alternative neural mechanism ex-
plaining the empirically found association of increased psychosocial
stress reactivity and CMR would strengthen the confidence in rejecting
our hypothesis.

We found cardiovascular stress reactivity to be inversely associated
with CMR, with high CMR subjects showing lower increases in heart
rate during stress exposure. There were also lower increases in blood-
pressure and cortisol secretion during stress exposure in high CMR
subjects, but these differences did not reach statistical significance,
possibly due to insufficient group size. According to meta-analytic data,
a reduced cardiovascular reactivity is associated with chronic psycho-
social stressors (Chida and Hamer, 2008). More specifically, blunted
stress reactivity seems more closely associated with the behaviorally
mediated CMR factors obesity and smoking, but also with impulsivity,
neuroticism, eating disorders, addiction and depression (Carroll et al.,
2017). A model was proposed that classified blunted cardiovascular and
cortisol reactivity as a marker of a syndrome centered on motivational
dysregulation as the ultimate psychological determinant of adverse
health and behavioural outcomes. Vice versa, exaggerated stress re-
activity seems to be more closely correlated with CMR factors that
appear less behaviourally influenced like arterial hypertension or
(preclinical) atherosclerosis. Other researchers proposed that during
chronic CMR exposure, an initial state of hyperreactivity is transformed
into hyporeactivity by adaptional processes (Miller et al., 2007) that
may also include alterations in brain function. However, the reasons for
these divergent patterns of association are far from being clear.

5. Conclusion

Although it seems plausible that subjects with high CMR show dif-
ferent neural patterns of acute stress processing, in this study no dif-
ferences in brain activity associated with stress exposure emerged be-
tween these subjects and their low-risk counterparts.

Financial disclosure

Drs. Lederbogen, Ulshofer, Peifer, Fehlner, Bilek, Streit, Deuschle,
and Tost report no competing interests. Dr. Meyer-Lindenberg has re-
ceived consultant fees from the American Association for the
Advancement of Science, Atheneum Partners, Blueprint Partnership,
Boehringer Ingelheim, Daimler und Benz Stiftung, Elsevier, F.
Hoffmann-La Roche, ICARE Schizophrenia, K. G. Jebsen Foundation,
L.EK Consulting, Lundbeck International Foundation (LINF), R.
Adamczak, Roche Pharma, Science Foundation, Sumitomo Dainippon
Pharma, Synapsis Foundation - Alzheimer Research Switzerland,
System Analytics, and has received lectures fees including travel fees
from Boehringer Ingelheim, Fama Public Relations, Institut d'investi-
gacions Biomédiques August Pi i Sunyer (IDIBAPS), Janssen-Cilag,
Klinikum Christophsbad, Goppingen, Lilly Deutschland, Luzerner
Psychiatrie, LVR Klinikum Diisseldorf, LWL Psychiatrie Verbund
Westfalen-Lippe, Otsuka Pharmaceuticals, Reunions i Ciencia S. L.,
Spanish Society of Psychiatry, Stidwestrundfunk Fernsehen, Stern TV,
and Vitos Klinikum Kurhessen.

Acknowledgements

We gratefully acknowledge the support of Klaus Kusterer MD,
Michael Enghofer MD, and Herbert Lutz MD, with enrolment of study

1121

Neurolmage: Clinical 20 (2018) 1115-1122

subjects. We thank Dagmar Gass for technical assistance and Jennifer
Bez MD for language revision. This work was supported by grants from
the German Research Foundation (Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft)
to FL (LE 1126/6/1) and AML (ME 1591/7-1).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2018.10.018.

References

Adler, N.E., Epel, E.S., Castellazzo, G., Ickovics, J.R., 2000. Relationship of subjective and
objective social status with psychological and physiological functioning: preliminary
data in healthy white women. Health Psychol. 19 (6), 586-592.

Adolphs, R., Tranel, D., Damasio, H., Damasio, A., 1994. Impaired recognition of emotion
in facial expressions following bilateral damage to the human amygdala. Nature 372
(6507), 669-672.

Alberti, K.G., Eckel, R.H., Grundy, S.M., Zimmet, P.Z., Cleeman, J.I., Donato, K.A., et al.,
2009. Harmonizing the metabolic syndrome: a joint interim statement of the
International Diabetes Federation Task Force on Epidemiology and Prevention;
National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute; American Heart Association; World Heart
Federation; International Atherosclerosis Society; and International Association for
the Study of Obesity. Circulation 120 (16), 1640-1645.

Allman, J.M., Hakeem, A., Erwin, J.M., Nimchinsky, E., Hof, P., 2001. The anterior cin-
gulate cortex. The evolution of an interface between emotion and cognition. Ann. N.
Y. Acad. Sci. 935, 107-117.

Amann, U., Kirchberger, I., Heier, M., Thilo, C., Kuch, B., Peters, A., et al., 2016.
Predictors of non-invasive therapy and 28-day-case fatality in elderly compared to
younger patients with acute myocardial infarction: an observational study from the
MONICA/KORA Myocardial Infarction Registry. BMC Cardiovasc. Disord. 16, 151.

Brotman, D.J., Golden, S.H., Wittstein, L.S., 2007. The cardiovascular toll of stress. Lancet
370 (9592), 1089-1100.

Bush, G., Luu, P., Posner, M.I., 2000. Cognitive and emotional influences in anterior
cingulate cortex. Trends Cogn. Sci. 4 (6), 215-222.

Carroll, D., Davey Smith, G., Willemsen, G., Sheffield, D., Sweetnam, P.M., Gallacher,
J.E., et al., 1998. Blood pressure reactions to the cold pressor test and the prediction
of ischaemic heart disease: data from the Caerphilly Study. J. Epidemiol. Community
Health 52 (8), 528-529.

Carroll, D., Smith, G.D., Shipley, M.J., Steptoe, A., Brunner, E.J., Marmot, M.G., 2001.
Blood pressure reactions to acute psychological stress and future blood pressure
status: a 10-year follow-up of men in the Whitehall II study. Psychosom. Med. 63 (5),
737-743.

Carroll, D., Ginty, A.T., Der, G., Hunt, K., Benzeval, M., Phillips, A.C., 2012. Increased
blood pressure reactions to acute mental stress are associated with 16-year cardio-
vascular disease mortality. Psychophysiology 49 (10), 1444-1448.

Carroll, D., Ginty, A.T., Whittaker, A.C., Lovallo, W.R., de Rooij, S.R., 2017. The beha-
vioural, cognitive, and neural corollaries of blunted cardiovascular and cortisol re-
actions to acute psychological stress. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 77, 74-86.

Chida, Y., Hamer, M., 2008. Chronic psychosocial factors and acute physiological re-
sponses to laboratory-induced stress in healthy populations: a quantitative review of
30 years of investigations. Psychol. Bull. 134 (6), 829-885.

Chida, Y., Steptoe, A., 2010. Greater cardiovascular responses to laboratory mental stress
are associated with poor subsequent cardiovascular risk status: a meta-analysis of
prospective evidence. Hypertension 55 (4), 1026-1032.

D'Agostino, R.B., Grundy, S., Sullivan, L.M., Wilson, P., 2001. Validation of the
Framingham coronary heart disease prediction scores: results of a multiple ethnic
groups investigation. JAMA 286 (2), 180-187.

D'Agostino, R.B., Vasan, R.S., Pencina, M.J., Wolf, P.A., Cobain, M., Massaro, J.M., et al.,
2008. General cardiovascular risk profile for use in primary care: the Framingham
Heart Study. Circulation 117 (6), 743-753.

Dickerson, S.S., Kemeny, M.E., 2004. Acute stressors and cortisol responses: a theoretical
integration and synthesis of laboratory research. Psychol. Bull. 130 (3), 355-391.

Dutta, P., Courties, G., Wei, Y., Leuschner, F., Gorbatov, R., Robbins, C.S., et al., 2012.
Myocardial infarction accelerates atherosclerosis. Nature 487 (7407), 325-329.

Eisenbarth, H., Chang, L.J., Wager, T.D., 2016. Multivariate brain prediction of heart rate
and skin conductance responses to social threat. J. Neurosci. 36 (47), 11987-11998.

Eisenberger, N.I., Cole, S.W., 2012. Social neuroscience and health: neurophysiological
mechanisms linking social ties with physical health. Nat. Neurosci. 15 (5), 669-674.

Epel, E.S., McEwen, B., Seeman, T., Matthews, K., Castellazzo, G., Brownell, K.D., et al.,
2000. Stress and body shape: stress-induced cortisol secretion is consistently greater
among women with central fat. Psychosom. Med. 62 (5), 623-632.

Etkin, A., Egner, T., Peraza, D.M., Kandel, E.R., Hirsch, J., 2006. Resolving emotional
conflict: a role for the rostral anterior cingulate cortex in modulating activity in the
amygdala. Neuron 51 (6), 871-882.

Fazekas, F., Chawluk, J.B., Alavi, A., Hurtig, H.I., Zimmerman, R.A., 1987. MR signal
abnormalities at 1.5 T in Alzheimer's dementia and normal aging. AJR Am. J.
Roentgenol. 149 (2), 351-356.

Ford, E.S., Giles, W.H., Mokdad, A.H., 2004. The distribution of 10-Year risk for coronary
heart disease among US adults: findings from the National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey III. J. Am. Colloid Cardiol. 43 (10), 1791-1796.

Georgiades, A., Lemne, C., de Faire, U., Lindvall, K., Fredrikson, M., 1997. Stress-induced


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2018.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2018.10.018
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0120

F. Lederbogen et al.

blood pressure measurements predict left ventricular mass over three years among
borderline hypertensive men. Eur. J. Clin. Investig. 27 (9), 733-739.

Gianaros, P.J., Sheu, L.K., 2009. A review of neuroimaging studies of stressor-evoked
blood pressure reactivity: emerging evidence for a brain-body pathway to coronary
heart disease risk. Neurolmage 47 (3), 922-936.

Gianaros, P.J., Wager, T.D., 2015. Brain-body pathways linking psychological stress and
physical health. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 24 (4), 313-321.

Gianaros, P.J., Van Der Veen, F.M., Jennings, J.R., 2004. Regional cerebral blood flow
correlates with heart period and high-frequency heart period variability during
working-memory tasks: Implications for the cortical and subcortical regulation of
cardiac autonomic activity. Psychophysiology 41 (4), 521-530.

Gianaros, P.J., Derbyshire, S.W., May, J.C., Siegle, G.J., Gamalo, M.A., Jennings, J.R.,
2005. Anterior cingulate activity correlates with blood pressure during stress.
Psychophysiology 42 (6), 627-635.

Gianaros, P.J., Marsland, A.L., Kuan, D.C., Schirda, B.L., Jennings, J.R., Sheu, L.K., et al.,
2014. An inflammatory pathway links atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease risk to
neural activity evoked by the cognitive regulation of emotion. Biol. Psychiatry 75 (9),
738-745.

Gianaros, P.J., Sheu, L.K., Uyar, F., Koushik, J., Jennings, J.R., Wager, T.D., et al., 2017. A
brain phenotype for stressor-evoked blood pressure reactivity. J. Am. Heart Assoc.
6 (9).

Ginty, A.T., Kraynak, T.E., Fisher, J.P., Gianaros, P.J., 2017. Cardiovascular and auto-
nomic reactivity to psychological stress: neurophysiological substrates and links to
cardiovascular disease. Auton. Neurosci. 207, 2-9.

Graham, L.N., Smith, P.A., Stoker, J.B., Mackintosh, A.F., Mary, D.A., 2002. Time course
of sympathetic neural hyperactivity after uncomplicated acute myocardial infarction.
Circulation 106 (7), 793-797.

Grosshans, M., Vollmert, C., Vollstadt-Klein, S., Tost, H., Leber, S., Bach, P., et al., 2012.
Association of leptin with food cue-induced activation in human reward pathways.
Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 69 (5), 529-537.

Hamer, M., O'Donnell, K., Lahiri, A., Steptoe, A., 2010. Salivary cortisol responses to
mental stress are associated with coronary artery calcification in healthy men and
women. Eur. Heart J. 31 (4), 424-429.

Hense, H.W., Schulte, H., Lowel, H., Assmann, G., Keil, U., 2003. Framingham risk
function overestimates risk of coronary heart disease in men and women from
Germany-results from the MONICA Augsburg and the PROCAM cohorts. Eur. Heart J.
24 (10), 937-945.

Jansen, S.W., van Heemst, D., van der Grond, J., Westendorp, R., Oei, N.Y., 2016.
Physiological responding to stress in middle-aged males enriched for longevity: a
social stress study. Stress 19 (1), 28-36.

Kerns, J.G., Cohen, J.D., MacDonald 3rd, A.W., Cho, R.Y., Stenger, V.A., Carter, C.S.,
2004. Anterior cingulate conflict monitoring and adjustments in control. Science 303
(5660), 1023-1026.

Lagraauw, H.M., Kuiper, J., Bot, 1., 2015. Acute and chronic psychological stress as risk
factors for cardiovascular disease: Insights gained from epidemiological, clinical and
experimental studies. Brain Behav. Immun. 50, 18-30.

Lederbogen, F., Kuhner, C., Kirschbaum, C., Meisinger, C., Lammich, J., Holle, R., et al.,
2010. Salivary cortisol in a middle-aged community sample: results from 990 men
and women of the KORA-F3 Augsburg study. Eur. J. Endocrinol. 163 (3), 443-451.

Lederbogen, F., Kirsch, P., Haddad, L., Streit, F., Tost, H., Schuch, P., et al., 2011. City
living and urban upbringing affect neural social stress processing in humans. Nature
474 (7352), 498-501.

Ledoux, J.E., 2000. Emotion circuits in the brain. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 23, 155-184.

Ledoux, J.E., Iwata, J., Cicchetti, P., Reis, D.J., 1988. Different projections of the central
amygdaloid nucleus mediate autonomic and behavioral correlates of conditioned
fear. J. Neurosci. 8 (7), 2517-2529.

Leor, J., Poole, W.K., Kloner, R.A., 1996. Sudden cardiac death triggered by an earth-
quake. N. Engl. J. Med. 334 (7), 413-419.

Libby, P., 2012. Inflammation in atherosclerosis. Arterioscler. Thromb. Vasc. Biol. 32 (9),
2045-2051.

Linn, B.S., Linn, M.W., Gurel, L., 1968. Cumulative illness rating scale. J. Am. Geriatr.
Soc. 16 (5), 622-626.

Margraf, J., 1994. Diagnostisches Kurzinterview bei psychischen Stérungen [Diagnostic
interview for mental disorders] (Mini-DIPS) Berlin, Heidelberg. Springer, New York.

Marin, P., Darin, N., Amemiya, T., Andersson, B., Jern, S., Bjorntorp, P., 1992. Cortisol
secretion in relation to body fat distribution in obese premenopausal women.
Metabolism 41 (8), 882-886.

Markovitz, J.H., Raczynski, J.M., Wallace, D., Chettur, V., Chesney, M.A., 1998.
Cardiovascular reactivity to video game predicts subsequent blood pressure increases
in young men: the CARDIA study. Psychosom. Med. 60 (2), 186-191.

Matthews, K.A., Owens, J.F., Kuller, L.H., Sutton-Tyrrell, K., Lassila, H.C., Wolfson, S.K.,
1998. Stress-induced pulse pressure change predicts women's carotid atherosclerosis.
Stroke 29 (8), 1525-1530.

McKlveen, J.M., Myers, B., Herman, J.P., 2015. The medial prefrontal cortex: coordinator
of autonomic, neuroendocrine and behavioural responses to stress. J.
Neuroendocrinol. 27 (6), 446-456.

1122

Neurolmage: Clinical 20 (2018) 1115-1122

McKlveen, J.M., Morano, R.L., Fitzgerald, M., Zoubovsky, S., Cassella, S.N., Scheimann,
J.R,, et al., 2016. Chronic stress increases prefrontal inhibition: a mechanism for
stress-induced prefrontal dysfunction. Biol. Psychiatry 80 (10), 754-764.

Meisel, S.R., Kutz, 1., Dayan, K.I., Pauzner, H., Chetboun, L., Arbel, Y., et al., 1991. Effect
of Iraqi missile war on incidence of acute myocardial infarction and sudden death in
Israeli civilians. Lancet 338 (8768), 660-661.

Miller, G.E., Chen, E., Zhou, E.S., 2007. If it goes up, must it come down? Chronic stress
and the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenocortical axis in humans. Psychol. Bull. 133 (1),
25-45.

Miller, R., Stalder, T., Jarczok, M., Almeida, D.M., Badrick, E., Bartels, M., et al., 2016.
The CIRCORT database: reference ranges and seasonal changes in diurnal salivary
cortisol derived from a meta-dataset comprised of 15 field studies.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 73, 16-23.

Morris, M.J., Beilharz, J.E., Maniam, J., Reichelt, A.C., Westbrook, R.F., 2015. Why is
obesity such a problem in the 21st century? The intersection of palatable food, cues
and reward pathways, stress, and cognition. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 58, 36-45.

Mostofsky, E., Penner, E.A., Mittleman, M.A., 2014. Outbursts of anger as a trigger of
acute cardiovascular events: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur. Heart J. 35
(21), 1404-1410.

Muscatell, K.A., Dedovic, K., Slavich, G.M., Jarcho, M.R., Breen, E.C., Bower, J.E., et al.,
2016. Neural mechanisms linking social status and inflammatory responses to social
stress. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 11 (6), 915-922.

Myers, B., 2017. Corticolimbic regulation of cardiovascular responses to stress. Physiol.
Behav. 172, 49-59.

Myers, B., Ulrich-Lai, Y.M., 2017. The impact of psychological stress on cardiovascular
function and health. Physiol. Behav. 172, 1-2.

Oppenheimer, S., Cechetto, D., 2016. The insular cortex and the regulation of cardiac
function. Compr. Physiol. 6 (2), 1081-1133.

Panaite, V., Salomon, K., Jin, A., Rottenberg, J., 2015. Cardiovascular recovery from
psychological and physiological challenge and risk for adverse cardiovascular out-
comes and all-cause mortality. Psychosom. Med. 77 (3), 215-226.

Pruessner, J.C., Kirschbaum, C., Meinlschmid, G., Hellhammer, D.H., 2003. Two formulas
for computation of the area under the curve represent measures of total hormone
concentration versus time-dependent change. Psychoneuroendocrinology 28 (7),
916-931.

Pruessner, J.C., Dedovic, K., Pruessner, M., Lord, C., Buss, C., Collins, L., et al., 2010.
Stress regulation in the central nervous system: evidence from structural and func-
tional neuroimaging studies in human populations - 2008 Curt Richter Award
Winner. Psychoneuroendocrinology 35 (1), 179-191.

Rohleder, N., 2014. Stimulation of systemic low-grade inflammation by psychosocial
stress. Psychosom. Med. 76 (3), 181-189.

Rosengren, A., Hawken, S., Ounpuu, S., Sliwa, K., Zubaid, M., Almahmeed, W.A., et al.,
2004. Association of psychosocial risk factors with risk of acute myocardial infarction
in 11119 cases and 13648 controls from 52 countries (the INTERHEART study): case-
control study. Lancet 364 (9438), 953-962.

Ruit, K.G., Neafsey, E.J., 1988. Cardiovascular and respiratory responses to electrical and
chemical stimulation of the hippocampus in anesthetized and awake rats. Brain Res.
457 (2), 310-321.

Soufer, R., Bremner, J.D., Arrighi, J.A., Cohen, I., Zaret, B.L., Burg, M.M., et al., 1998.
Cerebral cortical hyperactivation in response to mental stress in patients with cor-
onary artery disease. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 95 (11), 6454-6459.

Steptoe, A., Kivimaki, M., 2012. Stress and cardiovascular disease. Nat. Rev. Cardiol. 9
(6), 360-370.

Streit, F., Haddad, L., Paul, T., Frank, J., Schafer, A., Nikitopoulos, J., et al., 2014. A
functional variant in the neuropeptide S receptor 1 gene moderates the influence of
urban upbringing on stress processing in the amygdala. Stress 17 (4), 352-361.

Tawakol, A., Ishai, A., Takx, R.A., Figueroa, A.L., Ali, A., Kaiser, Y., et al., 2017. Relation
between resting amygdalar activity and cardiovascular events: a longitudinal and
cohort study. Lancet 389 (10071), 834-845.

Tost, H., Champagne, F.A., Meyer-Lindenberg, A., 2015. Environmental influence in the
brain, human welfare and mental health. Nat. Neurosci. 18 (10), 1421-1431.

Tzourio-Mazoyer, N., Landeau, B., Papathanassiou, D., Crivello, F., Etard, O., Delcroix, N.,
et al., 2002. Automated anatomical labeling of activations in SPM using a macro-
scopic anatomical parcellation of the MNI MRI single-subject brain. NeuroImage 15
(1), 273-289.

Ulrich-Lai, Y.M., Herman, J.P., 2009. Neural regulation of endocrine and autonomic stress
responses. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 10 (6), 397-409.

Vyas, A., Mitra, R., Shankaranarayana Rao, B.S., Chattarji, S., 2002. Chronic stress in-
duces contrasting patterns of dendritic remodeling in hippocampal and amygdaloid
neurons. J. Neurosci. 22 (15), 6810-6818.

Waldstein, S.R., Siegel, E.L., Lefkowitz, D., Maier, K.J., Brown, J.R., Obuchowski, A.M.,
et al., 2004. Stress-induced blood pressure reactivity and silent cerebrovascular dis-
ease. Stroke 35 (6), 1294-1298.

Wilbert-Lampen, U., Leistner, D., Greven, S., Pohl, T., Sper, S., Volker, C., et al., 2008.
Cardiovascular events during World Cup soccer. N. Engl. J. Med. 358 (5), 475-483.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(18)30328-0/rf0380

	No association between cardiometabolic risk and neural reactivity to acute psychosocial stress
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Study subjects
	Assessment of cardiometabolic risk
	Stress paradigm
	Image acquisition and analysis
	Data analysis
	Statistical inference

	Results
	Description of study subjects and general aspects of stress exposure
	Effects of stress exposure on brain activity
	Associations of brain activity, Framingham risk score and peripheral stress markers
	Comparison of subjects with and without type 2 diabetes or metabolic syndrome

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Financial disclosure
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary data
	References




