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Prior Beliefs/Expectation
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Prior Beliefs/Expectation
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Sense of agency

The involuntary nature of conversion disorder i
V. Voon, C. Gallea, N. Hattori, M. Bruno, V. Ekanayake and M. Hallett |
Neurology 2010;74;223-228 |
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Theoretical Model
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Theoretical Model

=

Threat Escape
Secondary gain

Conversion
Primary gain

Repression unwanted memories

| &2
nature Suppressing unwanted memories by

2001 executive control
Mickael . Anderson & Collia Gromn

S . NMSH"IIS stems ol the Supp of
ichael C. Anderson, ef al.

cience Science 303, 232 (2004);

DOI: 10.1128/science. 1

AVAAAS

ZIDLPFC and Mhippocampus




Repression unwanted memories
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Limbic-motor interaction
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Motor response to Threat in NES
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Motor response to Threat in mFND
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Theoretical Model
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Threat processing/Defense Behaviour
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Biological Stress in mFND
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Autonomous Stress System in mFND

Impaired resting vagal tone in patients with functional movement
disorders

Carine W. Maurer *°, Victoria D, Liu %, Kathrin LaFaver *®, Rezvan Ameli <, Tianxia Wu *,
Ryan Toledo *, Steven A. Epstein & Mark Hallett * o prosers 10 016 1522
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Epigenetic Factors
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Potential Future Treatments
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Oxytocin reduces amygdala responses during threat approach
Sina Radke ", Inge Volman """, Idil Kokal*, Karin Roelofs "', Ellen RA. de Bruijn®',

Ivan Toni*'
Paychancursendocrinalogy 79 (2017) 160-166

* Oxytocin nasal spray / Placebo
* Double-blind
* fMRI, Happy-Angry faces , approach-avoid task
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