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The study of emotional changes after brain injury has contributed enormously to the
understanding of the neural basis of emotion. However, little attention has been placed on
the methods used to elicit emotional responses in people with brain damage. Of particular
interest are subjects with right hemisphere [RH] cortical lesions, who have been described
as presenting impairment in emotional processing. In this article, an internal and external
mood induction procedure [MIP] was used to trigger positive and negative emotions, in a
sample of 10 participants with RH damage, and 15 healthy controls. Emotional experience
was registered by using a self-report questionnaire. As observed in previous studies,
internal and external MIPs were equally effective in eliciting the target emotion, but the
internal procedure generated higher levels of intensity. Remarkably, participants with RH
lesions were equally able to experience both positive and negative affect. The results are
discussed in relation to the role of the RH in the capacity to experience negative emotions.
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INTRODUCTION
Research on emotional changes after acquired brain injury has a
long history (Gainotti, 1972, 2001; Borod, 2000; Adolphs, 2007),
contributing to a growing understanding of the neural basis of
several emotional processes, such as emotional perception (e.g.,
Adolphs et al., 2000; Borod et al., 2010; Tsuchida and Fellows,
2012), expression (e.g., Nakhutina et al., 2006; Kazandjian et al.,
2007; Borod et al., 2010) and experience (e.g., Anderson and
Phelps, 2002; Hornak et al., 2003; Gillihan et al., 2010; Feinstein
et al., 2010a,b; Feinstein, 2013).

Typically, studies on emotion use some type of mood induc-
tion procedure [MIP] to trigger the intended target emotion.
There are a wide range of MIP, such as self-referential state-
ments (e.g., Velten, 1968; Kenealy, 1986), autobiographical recall
(e.g., Brewer and Doughtie, 1980; Turnbull et al., 2004; Schaefer
and Philippot, 2005), imagery (e.g., Wright and Mischel, 1982;
Tranel et al., 1998) or film clips (e.g., Gross and Levenson, 1995;
Rottenberg et al., 2007; Schaefer et al., 2010). However, there is
little research comparing the effectiveness of each method (Isen
and Gorgoglione, 1983; Gerrards-Hesse et al., 1994; Westermann
et al., 1996). Recently, it has been reported that internal MIPs
[autobiographical recall] generate higher levels of overall affect
compared to external MIPs [film clips] (Salas et al., 2012).
Because the successful triggering of target emotions is a prerequi-
site for measuring other more complex emotional processes, such
as emotional comprehension or regulation (Rosen and Levenson,
2009), the comparative effectiveness of different forms of MIP is,
itself, an important topic of research.

Notably, the correct selection of an MIP may well be critical
when experimental subjects present with cognitive impairments
that compromise the effective engagement with the stimuli, espe-
cially after acquired brain injury (Levenson, 2007). For example,
patients might struggle recalling details of personal events [auto-
biographical recall], or grasping the plot on a film [film clips]
(Levenson et al., 2008). Unfortunately, there has been no system-
atic research effort to address this issue. Thus, it seems timely to
explore which MIPs are best suited to elicit emotional states in
neurological patients.

Among the variety of patients with acquired brain damage,
subjects with unilateral lesions to the right hemisphere (RH) are
of particular interest for the topic of emotion elicitation. It has
been widely reported that, compared to subjects with left unilat-
eral lesions, they present a wide range of perceptual and expressive
emotional deficits (for a review see Borod et al., 2010), as well
as physiological hypo-reactivity to emotional stimuli (Heilman
et al., 1978; Morrow et al., 1981). Furthermore, it has been sug-
gested that RH lesions compromise specifically the processing of
negative, or withdrawal, emotions (for a review Gainotti, 2000),
often described as the valence hypothesis (Davidson, 1992a,b,
2001; Craig, 2005).

Unfortunately the evidence addressing emotion elicitation in
neurological patients is modest and presents important method-
ological limitations. For example, most of the studies have
focused on perceptual and expressive impairments, neglecting
whether or not RH damage compromises the subjective expe-
rience of negative emotions. Additionally, the studies that have
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addressed changes in emotional intensity have used ratings by
naïve judges as a method, thus not considering the patient’s report
of his own experience (Borod et al., 1996; Montreys and Borod,
1998). To our knowledge there are only two case studies that
have experimentally addressed this problem, using an internal
MIP [affective story recall] to explore RH patient’s capacity to
experience negative emotions (Turnbull et al., 2004; Tondowski
et al., 2007). Both reported that individuals with RH lesions
were capable of experiencing similar levels of negative emotions
compared with controls, thus challenging the valence hypothesis.
Unfortunately these studies are based on the report of a single
case (Turnbull et al., 2004) or two cases (Tondowski et al., 2007),
opening the question of generalization. In addition, a further lim-
itation is that results are exclusively based on the rating of naïve
judges, thus not considering the patients subjective emotional
experience.

The present study is the first to offer some insight into this
problem, by comparing the effectiveness of two different MIPs, in
participants with unilateral RH damage, and a matched sample of
healthy controls. Following previous work on emotion elicitation
(Salas et al., 2012), internal [affective story recall] and external
[film clip] MIPs were used to elicit positive [amusement] and neg-
ative [sadness] emotions. The affective experience of participants
was registered using an adaptation of a well stablished self-report
questionnaire (PANAS-X, Watson and Clark, 1994).

The present study thus attempts to extend the findings of
Salas et al. (2012), which were based on a student sample, to
the key population of patients with RH damage, and neuro-
logically normal elderly controls. In addition, this study also
attempts to extend the findings of Turnbull et al. (2004), this time
using both internal and external MIPs, and self-reports, to test
whether participants with RH were able to experience negative
emotions [sadness]. Based on the results of Salas et al. (2012)
the following predictions were considered: (1) Selectivity: That
internal and external MIPs will selectively trigger the target emo-
tion, but not the non-target emotions, in both healthy controls
and neurological patients; (2) Intensity: That internal MIPs will
generate significantly higher levels of self-reported emotion, com-
pared with external MIPs, in both groups; (3) Right Hemisphere:
that patients with RH lesions will report lower levels of negative
emotional intensity than controls, when using both MIPs.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
PARTICIPANTS
The participants of this study were 10 subjects with right hemi-
sphere cortical damage (RH, Male = 4, Female = 6) and 15
healthy controls (HC, Male = 5, Female = 10). Both groups
were matched in age (RH: M = 61.9, SD = 11.9; HC: M = 62.80,
SD = 4.12) and education (RH: M = 13.63, SD = 1.36; HC:
M = 13.93, SD = 1.75). The average time since injury in the
ABI group was 55.8 months (SD = 34.84; MIN = 13, MAX =
114). Participants were referred by neurologists from Bangor
University and the North Wales Brain Injury Service. The study
was approved by the School of Psychology’s Ethics Committee
and by the North Wales Research Ethics Committee. Exclusion
criteria for the neurological group were having a non-focal lesion,
duration of less than 6 months since the brain injury, and

moderate to severe language impairment. The details of patient’s
lesion location are described in Table 1.

PROCEDURE
The assessment took place mainly at Bangor University. In cases
where participants with brain injury were not able to travel,
researchers tested them at home. The assessment involved two
sessions, of 2 h each. As a main introduction of the research,
they were told that they would be asked to recall personal events
in relation to certain emotions. In addition, they would have
to watch some movies on the computer, and report on how
they made them feel. For a detailed description of the proce-
dure adapted for this study see Salas et al. (2012). During the
first session, participants completed a set of measures of overall
cognitive functions and the Film Clip task. The Affective Story
Recall was administered during the second session, along with
other neuropsychological tasks that are not described here.

MOOD INDUCTION PROCEDURES
External mood induction procedure: film clips
In this task participants are asked to watch a series of film clips
and report their emotional experience while watching the clips.
For that purpose, participants were placed in front of a 15′′ laptop
screen. Headphones were provided to avoid any possible distract-
ing noise. The following instruction was offered: “I will ask you to
watch a couple of short film clips. Please pay attention and watch
them carefully”. After each film clip a self-report questionnaire
was administered. Before each “emotional” video a neutral video
was presented, and the following instruction was given: “Now
I would like you to watch this video and try to relax and clear
your mind of any thoughts”. The “emotional” clips [amusement-
sadness] were counterbalanced across participants of each group
to avoid order effects.

In relation to the neutral and emotional clips used, all of
them have been previously validated regarding their capacity to
elicit specific and discrete emotions (Gross and Levenson, 1995;

Table 1 | Clinical details of participants with acquired brain injury.

Age/Sex Months

since injury

Location Etiology

57 F 84 Right prefrontal MCA stroke

50 M 20 Right prefrontal MCA ACA
stroke

73 F 88 Right prefrontal MCA stroke

45 M 70 Right prefrontal ACoA SAH

74 M 20 Right ventro-lateral prefrontal
cortex, basal ganglia

MCA stroke

65 M 65 Right frontal and TPJ MCA stroke

46 F 114 Right prefrontal MCA stroke

63 F 60 Right prefrontal and TPJ MCA stroke

78 F 13 Right prefrontal MCA stroke

68 F 24 Right fronto-parietal MCA stroke

ACoA, anterior communicating artery aneurism; SAH, subarachnoid hemorrhage,

MCA, middle cerebral artery; ACA, Anterior cerebral artery; TPJ, Tempo Parietal

Junction.
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Rottenberg et al., 2007). The neutral clips, Sticks (Gross and
Levenson, 1995), were 60s in length and showed abstract shapes
and colors. The amusement clip, Bill Cosby Himself (Cosby, 1983)
showed a stand-up comedy performance by Bill Cosby (121 s).
The sadness clip, The Champ (Zeffirelli, 1979), showed a young
boy facing the sudden death of his father after a boxing match
(171 s).

Internal mood induction procedure: affective story recall
The Affective Story Recall task (Turnbull et al., 2004) was used as
an internal MIP for both amusement and sadness. In this task par-
ticipants are asked to recall personal events from their lives related
to specific emotions. As with the film clips, two neutral recall
conditions (going shopping and fixing a meal) are used before
each emotional recall as baselines. Each recall was prompted with
the following phrase: “Try to recall an event in your life that has
caused you to feel. . . (e.g., amusement). Try to be very detailed
about the way you feel.” Each participant had a maximum of
3 min to describe the event, although they could use more time if
they felt they have not finished yet the story after 3 min. A mini-
mum of time was not set, in order to avoid the possibility that task
instructions could activate negative emotions by adding pressure
and anxiety to the recollection. The same self-report question-
naire, administered after each clip, was also administered after
each recollection.

MEASURES
Neuropsychological assessment
A brief battery of neuropsychological tasks was used to obtain
a profile of the participants’ cognitive functioning. The Mini
Mental State Examination (MMSE; Rovner and Folstein, 1987)
was employed as a basic screening tool for overall cognition.
Sustained attention and divided attention were measured using
the Telephone Search from the Test of Everyday Attention (TEA,
Robertson et al., 1994). Comprehensive language was assessed
with the Token Test (De Renzi and Faglioni, 1978). The Bells
Cancelation test (Gauthier et al., 1989) and the Rey-Osterrieth
Figure Copy (Stern et al., 1994) were employed to explore visuo-
spatial abilities. In order to obtain a profile of verbal and visual
memory capacities, the Logic Memory task (WMS-R, Wechsler,
1987) and the Rey-Osterrieth Figure recall (Stern et al., 1994)
were used, respectively. The Frontal Assessment Battery (FAB,
Dubois et al., 2000) was used as a general measure of executive
function abilities. Nevertheless, more specific tasks were also con-
sidered to explore such functions in detail. Working memory was
assessed using Digits, and abstraction ability was explored using
Similarities, both from the WAIS-III (Wechsler, 1997). Finally,
verbal fluency from the D-KEFS (Delis et al., 2001) was used to
obtain a measure of letter fluency, category fluency and category
switching.

Emotional Assessment
In order to capture the emotional experience of participants,
after each clip and affective story, a self-report measure was
adapted from the PANAS-X (Watson and Clark, 1994). For a
detailed description of the construction of this scale see Salas
et al. (2013). The PANAS-X is a 60-item self-report that assesses

specific emotional states. It has a general dimension of positive
and negative affect, but also includes specific scales for discrete
emotions. Participants are asked to rate each of the 60 emo-
tional words (e.g., cheerful, hostile, shaky) indicating the extent
to which they felt each emotion according to a 5-point scale
(very slightly or not at all, a little, moderately, quite a bit, and
extremely). For the purpose of this study, following Salas et al.
(2012) a total of 20 emotional words were selected from the dis-
crete emotion scales, with 5 emotional words for each of the
four basic emotions [Joy: cheerful, delighted, happy, joyful, ener-
getic; Sad: downhearted, sad, blue, lonely, alone; Anger: disgusted,
angry, loathed, irritable, hostile; Fear: shaky, afraid, nervous,
scared, frightened].

DATA ANALYSIS
The average score of each PANAS’ subscale [Fear, Sadness, Joy,
and Anger] was calculated, for each eliciting stimulus [Neutral
1, Sadness, Neutral 2, Joy] on both tasks [ASR and FC]. To test
the Selectivity and Intensity hypothesis, the PANAS score for
each stimulus was compared using a mixed-anova test. More
specifically, to answer the Selectivity hypothesis, the analysis
was conducted separately for each stimulus and tasks, with the
four subscales of the PANAS treated as the within-subject vari-
ables and controls vs. patients as the between-subject variable.
The differences between the target emotion score and the other
emotions were calculated using a simple contrast, with the tar-
get emotion as reference. In relation to the Intensity hypothe-
sis, separated analyses for each stimulus were conducted, using
the target emotion in both tasks [e.g., sadness or joy] as the
within-subject variable, and controls vs. patients as the between-
subject variable. In both analyses, when the sphericity assump-
tion was not respected, Greenhouse-Geisser correction was used
(for Greenhouse-Geisser’s between 0.9 and 0.7), or multivari-
ate Pillai’s Trace statistic was reported (for Greenhouse-Geisser’s
less than 0.7). Finally, the exploration of the interaction term
in the mixed models allowed to test the third hypothesis (Right
Hemisphere), and assess whether the comparisons in the within
model differed between groups.

RESULTS
NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
Data offered by the neuropsychological assessment is consistent
with existing literature on attentional and executive impairment
after right hemisphere damage (see Table 2). Individuals with RH
lesions exhibited scores above the cut-off point on the MMSE,
suggesting preserved overall cognition. However, their perfor-
mance on this screening task was significantly lower than controls.
When assessed in more detail, several cognitive areas appeared as
preserved: divided attention [Telephone Search TEA], language
[Token Test] and memory [Logical Memory and Rey-Osterrieth
recall].

The RH group presented with impaired performance on
visual scanning [Bell Cancelation tasks] and sustained attention
[Telephone Search]. These findings are consistent with evidence
suggesting that visual scanning impairment is common after
RH lesions (Corbetta and Shulman, 2011) and that sustained
attention is often compromised after damage to this hemisphere
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Table 2 | Summary of Neuropsychological Assessment.

Cognitive function Task RH (N = 10) HC (N = 15) p

M SD M SD

Overall cognition Mini Mental State Examination 27.8* 1.68 29.00 1.25 0.02

Attention Sustained attention [Telephone Search TEA] 7.88** 1.64 11.00 1.56 0.001

Divided attention [Telephone Search TEA] 10.00 4.89 11.00 1.79 0.24

Language Token test 30.40 1.43 31.13 1.35 0.10

Visuo-spatial abilities Bell test 21.6** 4.67 27.87 4.58 0.001

Rey-Osterrieth copy 30.10 6.59 34.00 3.12 0.06

Memory Logical Memory Immediate recall [WMS R] 12.50 3.26 13.67 3.43 0.20

Logical Memory Delayed recall [WMS R] 14.30 3.65 16.33 3.77 0.10

Logical Memory Recognition [WMS R] 13.22 1.39 13.86 1.52 0.16

Rey-Osterrieth recall 10.89 5.12 14.40 5.60 0.68

Executive functions Working memory [Digits WAIS III] 8.90 2.60 10.77 2.24 0.39

Abstraction [Similarities WAIS III] 9.63 3.29 11.86 3.31 0.65

Letter fluency [D-KEFS] 7.88* 2.22 10.71 3.26 0.02

Category fluency [D-KEFS] 7.75** 1.90 11.07 2.12 0.001

Category switching [D-KEFS] 8.25** 3.15 12.43 2.17 0.001

Frontal Assessment Battery Total Score 14.9* 1.91 16.62 1.93 0.02

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.001.

(Robertson et al., 1995, 1997; Leclercq et al., 2002), particu-
larly when the prefrontal region is involved (Wilkins et al., 1987;
Rueckert and Grafman, 1996; Stuss et al., 2002; Picton et al., 2006;
Shallice et al., 2008; Molenberghs et al., 2009).

In relation to executive functions, patients with RH dam-
age presented a mixed profile. Their overall score on the
FAB, a screening for executive function abilities, was above
the proposed cut-off score [12], however, their performance
was significantly lower compared to healthy controls. Working
memory [digits] and abstraction [similarities] were within
the normal range. Nevertheless, measures of verbal fluency
and task switching [letter fluency, category fluency and cate-
gory switching, D-KEFS] appeared impaired relative to popu-
lation norms, and were significantly lower when compared to
controls.

EMOTION ELICITATION
The present study tested three hypotheses: (a) Selectivity: that
internal and external MIPs will elicit the target emotion with
grater intensity than the non-target emotions, this in both groups;
(b) Intensity: that target emotions elicited by the internal MIP
will show greater intensity than the ones generated by the external
MIP, in both groups; (c) Right Hemisphere: that the neurological
group would present lower levels of negative emotional intensity
compared to the healthy control group when exposed to internal
or external stimuli.

Selectivity
Both MIPs elicited the two target emotions (e.g., sadness and
joy) effectively, with higher levels of intensity than the other
emotions considered in the PANAS (e.g., sadness/joy/anger/fear)
(See Figure 1). This result demonstrates that both inter-
nal and external MIPs are effective in inducing an emo-
tion selectively, for people with and without brain injury (see
Table 3).

Differences in the average intensity between target and non-
target emotions, for the two emotional stimulus, were observed
in the internal [Sadness: F(3, 57) = 34.34, p < 0.001, ηρ² =
0.64, r = 0.80; Joy: v = 0.92, F(3, 19) = 74.36, p < 0.001, ηρ² =
0.92, r = 0.96] and external [Sadness: F(2.44, 53.67) = 14.71, p <

0.001, ηρ² = 0.40, r = 0.63; Joy: v = 0.75, F(3, 20) = 19.45,
p < 0.001, ηρ² = 0.75, r = 0.87] MIP. All the planned com-
parisons between target and other emotions were significant in
both MIPs, as seen in Table 2. No differences across groups were
found [Interaction emotion∗group; Sadness Internal: F(3, 57) =
0.19, p = 0.91, ηρ² = 0.01, r = 0.10; Joy Internal: v = 0.12,
F(3, 19) = 0.84, p = 0.49, ηρ² = 0.12, r = 0.34; Sadness external:
F(2.44,53.67) = 1.13, p = 0.34, ηρ² = 0.05, r = 0.22; Joy external:
Joy: v = 0.14, F(3, 20) = 1.07, p = 0.38, ηρ² = 0.14, r = 0.37].
Thus, the comparison between the target emotion and the other
three emotions was statistically significant for each stimulus, in
both tasks, showing the same pattern in healthy controls and
neurological group.

Intensity
The internal MIP elicited higher levels of intensity in the target
emotion when compared to the external MIP, for both sadness
and joy. No significant differences were found between groups.
This result suggests that internal MIPs are more effective than
external MIPs in triggering intense emotional experience (see
Table 4).

The average intensity of the target emotion in the internal
MIP was higher than the external MIP for both sad [F(1, 18) =
22.53, p < 0.001, ηρ²= 0.56, r = 0.75] and joy [F(1, 20) = 11.10,
p = 0.003, ηρ²= 0.36, r = 0.60] stimulus. Thus, the compari-
son between internally and externally generated target emotions
was statistically significant for each stimulus, with no differences
between participants with and without brain damage [Sadness:
F(1, 18) = 0.99, p = 0.33, ηρ²= 0.05, r = 0.22; Joy: F(1, 20) =
2.08, p = 0.17, ηρ²= 0.09, r = 0.30].
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It is interesting to note, at an individual subject level, that 10/10
of the participants with RH cortical damage reported some level
of positive and negative emotion during the affective story recall
[Joy Range: 1.8–4.4; Sadness Range: 1.8–4.2]. A similar profile was
observed in controls [Joy Range: 2.4–5; Sadness Range: 2–4.8].
In relation to the film clips, only two participants reported not

FIGURE 1 | PANAS score for internal (ASR) and external (FC) Sad and

Joy stimuli. Both right hemisphere participants and healthy are
represented. In each the internal and external procedure induce slectively
the target emotion compared to non-target emotions. However, the internal
procedure generates higher levels of experienced emotion. Participants
with right hemisphere damage do not differ from controls in both
measures.

experiencing any degree of emotional response, one of them to
the sad clip, and the other to the joy clip. In general, participants
with RH cortical damage [Joy Range: 1.2–3.6; Sad Range: 1–3.4]
and controls showed a similar range of performance [Joy Range:
1.2–4; Sad Range: 1.2–4.4].

Right hemisphere
As reported above, participants with unilateral RH cortical dam-
age did not differ from healthy controls in level of intensity
reached by positive and negative target emotions, using inter-
nal and external MIPs. No significant interactions were observed
between group and levels of intensity, for both positive and nega-
tive emotions. In conclusion, the data did not support the hypoth-
esis suggesting that RH patients would not have selectively lower
levels of emotional experience. Results for all three hypotheses are
described in Figure 1.

DISCUSSION
The goal of this study was twofold. Firstly, it explored the effec-
tiveness of internal and external MIPs in an older adult sample of
people with RH cortical damage, and healthy controls. Secondly,
it tested whether participants with RH cortical lesions were able
to experience negative emotions using an internal and external
MIPs.

The first finding of this study is that the levels of intensity were
higher for the internally generated material. This is a replication
of the results reported by Salas et al. in a student sample (2012).
The present study extends these results by suggesting that a sim-
ilar pattern is also reported in elderly people, and also in those
with acquired brain injury. Interestingly, the material recalled by
participants (see Appendix) was qualitatively similar for patients
and controls and reflected the quantitative scores generated in the
PANAS-X. In addition, it was also found that levels of emotional
intensity, measured by self-report, were not significantly differ-
ent between participants with RH unilateral damage and healthy
controls, for both positive [joy] and negative [sadness] emotions.

The results from this study contribute to a growing literature
on the elicitation of emotion (Coan and Allen, 2007). When
these results are interpreted in relation to previous studies com-
paring the efficacy of internal and external MIPs (Salas et al.,

Table 3 | PANAS score differences between target and non-target emotions for the internal (ASR) and external (FC) MIP.

Mood induction procedure Target emotion Non-Target emotion Paired differences df F p ηρ ² r

Internal Sad Joy 9.91 1.19 89.35 <0.001 0.83 0.91
(Affective story recall) Anger 8.00 1.19 60.10 <0.001 0.76 0.87

Fear 5.81 1.19 36.44 <0.001 0.66 0.81

Joy Sad 12.65 1.21 154.80 <0.001 0.88 0.94
Anger 13.17 1.21 202.65 <0.001 0.91 0.95
Fear 12.08 1.21 155.10 <0.001 0.88 0.94

External Sad Joy 5.83 1.22 25.64 <0.001 0.54 0.73
(Film clips) Anger 4.92 1.22 20.48 <0.001 0.48 0.69

Fear 4.37 1.22 17.76 <0.001 0.45 0.67

Joy Sad 8.17 1.22 41.74 <0.001 0.66 0.81
Anger 8.3 1.22 54.03 <0.001 0.71 0.84
Fear 8.21 1.22 45.70 <0.001 0.68 0.82
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Table 4 | Comparison of the target emotion’s level of intensity when using an internal (ASR) or external (FC) MIP.

Target emotion Internal (ASR) External (FC) Paired differences

Mean SD Mean SD ASR-FC df F p ηρ ² r

Sadness in SAD 15.50 3.90 12.40 4.30 3.10 1.18 22.53 <0.001 0.56 0.75

Joy in JOY 18.05 4.53 13.18 5.09 4.87 1.20 11.1 <0.01 0.36 0.60

The internal MIP generates significantly higher levels of intensity.

2012), they appear to suggest that the higher levels of emotion
generated by the internal MIP are independent of age, for this
phenomenon is observed in both young and elderly adult popula-
tions. This is an interesting finding for the literature on emotion,
which has tended to focus on the structure of emotional intensity
(e.g., Sonnemans and Frijda, 1994; Verduyn et al., 2009), and the
individual determinants of intensity levels (e.g., Sonnemans and
Frijda, 1995; Neumann et al., 2001; Lynch et al., 2001), with less
consideration of the impact of the MIPs used (for a review see
Salas et al., 2012). This study offers important evidence support-
ing the view that emotion can be more intensely triggered when
using personally relevant material.

The data obtained by this study are also of relevance to
the elicitation and assessment of emotion in people with
acquired brain damage (Levenson, 2007; Levenson et al., 2008).
It shows that, in the same way as healthy controls, peo-
ple with right hemisphere lesions also generate higher lev-
els of positive and negative emotion when using internal
MIPs. This finding suggests that the recollection of personal
affective memories is also a powerful elicitor of emotional
states in this population, and that such recollection does not
appear to be compromised by the cognitive difficulties com-
monly associated with RH lesions [sustained attention and
executive impairment]. In fact, an exploratory analysis of
correlations between the level of emotional experience [self-
report scores] and cognitive abilities [sustained attention, work-
ing memory, delayed verbal recall, abstraction, verbal fluency
and divided attention] did not show any clear pattern of
association1 .

In terms of the RH debate on emotional experience, these
data suggest that the capacity to experience positive and neg-
ative emotions, when measured by self-report, is preserved in
patients with RH cortical lesions, offering group study support
for previous case studies (Turnbull et al., 2004; Tondowski et al.,
2007). Taken together, these findings also appear to challenge
the valence hypothesis, which proposes that the experience of
negative emotions is compromised after right cortical damage
(Davidson, 1992a,b; Davidson and Irwin, 1999; Davidson, 2001;
Craig, 2005).

In addition, these data offers supporting evidence for a newly
developing perspective in affective neuroscience, which suggest
that emotion generation depends heavily on deep subcortical
structures, such as the brainstem [e.g., periacqueductal gray]
(Panksepp, 1998, 2011; Walla and Panksepp, 2013), and that the

1The only significant correlations found in the exploratory analysis were: ASR
[Joy]∗Sustained Attention [r = 0.45, p < 0.05]; Film Clip [Sad]∗Category
Fluency [r = 0.55, p < 0.01]; Film Clip [Joy]∗Abstraction [r = 0.44,
p < 0.05].

neocortex would have a role not in emotion generation, but in
the re-presentation and cognitive regulation of affects and feelings
(Panksepp, 1998, 2011; Damasio et al., 2000; Holstege et al., 2003;
Ochsner and Gross, 2007; Solms and Panksepp, 2012; Salas et al.,
2013, 2014; Walla and Panksepp, 2013; Turnbull et al., 2014a,b).

In relation to the role of the cortex in emotion generation, for
example, it has long been reported that emotional experience is
preserved after cortical damage and cortical atrophy (Shewmon
et al., 1999; Merker, 2007). In a recent single case study, Damasio
et al. (2012) reported findings from a man [patient B] with exten-
sive bilateral damage to the insula, a cortical area often suggested
(Craig, 2008, 2009, 2010) by neuroimaging studies as involved
in bodily feelings and the experience of emotions. The authors
found that all aspects of feelings appeared to be intact in patient
B, suggesting that the insula cannot have an exclusive role in the
processing of feelings. Taken together with the findings reporting
that cortical areas are not involved in emotional experience [as
reviewed above], these data suggest that the experience of emo-
tion is mediated by subcortical [basal ganglia] and specially deep
subcortical [brain stem complex] brain areas (Panksepp, 1998,
2011; Damasio, 2000).

It is also clear that many subcortical areas often associated
with emotion are not core to emotional experience. For exam-
ple, one study that compared individuals with amygdala damage
and controls, found no differences between groups in terms of
dispositional affect and day-to-day generation of affective states
(Anderson and Phelps, 2002). In a case study of a subject with
bilateral amygdala damage [SM] (Feinstein et al., 2011), it was
found that only the induction of the experience of fear appeared
to be impaired, and that the triggering and experience of other
emotions was spared. Furthermore, in a subsequent case group
study, Feinstein et al. (2013) explored the experience of fear and
panic in individuals with bilateral amygdala damage, using a
novel paradigm that involved CO2 inhalation. Interestingly, it
was reported that all three patients experienced panic attacks,
and that the bilateral amygdala lesions did not interfere with the
capacity to express or experience fear, or fear related emotions
[panic or anxiety]. The authors offer several possible interpreta-
tions for these challenging data. They suggest, for example, that
the amygdala may have a regulatory role in the inhibition of fear.
They also proposed that previous studies reporting the absence
of fear experience in patients with amygdala lesions have used
exteroceptive stimuli [processed cortically via visual and auditory
pathways], while CO2 appears to engage interoceptive afferent
sensory pathways, that project to the diencephalon, insular cortex,
and deep subcortical structures such as the brainstem.

The present study has two main limitations. The first might
be argued to be small sample size, though we note that previ-
ous studies (Turnbull et al., 2004; Tondowski et al., 2007) have
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been at the level of single case reports. Nevertheless, these data
would clearly benefit from confirmation with a larger popula-
tion. The second limitation is that this study only focuses on
subjective emotional experience, not capturing physiological or
behavioral correlates. This is an important issue, since there is evi-
dence pointing to relatively modest levels of convergence between
subjective, behavioral and physiological findings, together with
reports of dissociations between these response systems (for a
review see Mauss and Robinson, 2009). These data has led some
authors to recommend the use of multiple measures that can cap-
ture different aspects of the emotional response (Mauss et al.,
2005; Lyons et al., 2013; Walla et al., 2013), while others have sug-
gested efforts to improve the way self-reports are used, in order
to develop better first person methods (Nielsen and Kaszniak,
2007). However, thus far the literature on emotional changes after
brain damage has by and large failed to consider the subjective
experience of emotions, mostly focusing on individuals’ ability to
perceive or express feelings [see introduction]. A main goal of this
preliminary study has been to correct this bias.

It is important to note that the effort to investigate emotional
experience does not only have value for the neuroscientific com-
munity, but is also important for those interested in the link
between neuroscience and psychoanalysis. The main goal of the
neuropsychoanalytic enterprise is to understand the neural basis
of complex psychological processes that lie at the heart of what
we call subjective experience, of which emotion is a core ele-
ment (Solms and Turnbull, 2011; Turnbull and Solms, 2004,
2007). In this context, the observation of emotional changes,
using a first person perspective has been a key methodological
tool (Kaplan-Solms and Solms, 2000; Salas et al., 2014). This
study has attempted to follow this tradition, by putting back, as
a focus of research, subjective experience while retaining a degree
of experimental control.

It is interesting to note that our findings challenge previous
data from behavioral [facial] (e.g., Borod et al., 2002) and phys-
iological studies (Heilman et al., 1978; Morrow et al., 1981),
which suggest that individuals with RH damage are impaired in
expressing, understanding and physiologically reacting to emo-
tional stimuli. There are a number of possible explanations for
this apparent inconsistency. One explanation might be the reli-
able existence of dissociations between the subjective, cognitive
and somatic/behavioral components of the emotional response
- we currently have incomplete data to make this judgment.
The design of future studies that consider all three compo-
nents at once (Mauss et al., 2005) will offer valuable insight.
An alternative explanation might be that perceptual/expressive
and physiological deficits, after RH damage, are not a direct
consequence of impaired emotional reactivity, but the result of
deficits in cognitive abilities that are necessary to trigger adequate
emotional responses. Thus, the patient might lack the cogni-
tive abilities [e.g., attention, high level visuo–spatial skills] to
distinguish (say) a sad face, but retains the experience of sad-
ness when elicited by other routes. A final explanation might
be that the low emotional reactivity reported by early studies
is a consequence of dynamic psychological factors, of a “defen-
sive” nature, perhaps related to impairment of emotion regulation
rather than in the direct experience of emotion (Turnbull et al.,
2014a).

For decades emotional changes after brain injury have
contributed to our understanding of the neural basis of
emotional processes (Damasio, 1994; Borod, 2000; Gainotti,
2001; Robinson, 2006; Adolphs, 2007; Rosen and Levenson, 2009;
Feinstein, 2013). However, little attention has been placed on the
methods used to trigger emotional responses (Levenson, 2007;
Levenson et al., 2008). This study has contributed to the field
by showing that internal and external forms of elicitation are
both effective in triggering selective emotional states, although
the internal procedure generates higher levels of intensity. More
importantly, it suggests that these methods are also effective in
triggering negative emotional states in patients with RH unilat-
eral damage, a population that has been traditionally described as
impaired in the capacity to experience negative emotion.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This article was supported by a PhD studentship awarded by the
Government of Chile to Christian Salas. We are grateful of Becca
Henderson for helping us recruiting the participants of this study.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: http://www.frontiersin.org/journal/10.3389/fpsyg.
2015.00101/abstract

REFERENCES
Adolphs, R. (2007). “Investigating human emotion with lesions and intracranial

recording,” in Handbook of Emotion Elicitation and Assessment eds J. Allen and
J. Coan (New York, NY: Oxford University Press), 426–439.

Adolphs, R., Damasio, H., Tranel, D., Cooper, G., and Damasio, A. R. (2000). A role
for somatosensory cortices in the visual recognition of emotion as revealed by
three-dimensional lesion mapping. J. Neurosci. 20, 2683–2690.

Anderson, A. K., and Phelps, E. A. (2002). Is the human amygdala critical
for the subjective experience of emotion? Evidence of intact dispositional
affect in patients with amygdala lesions. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 14, 709–720. doi:
10.1162/08989290260138618

Borod, J. (2000). The Neuropsychology of Emotion. New York, NY: Oxford University
Press.

Borod, J. C., Bloom, R. L., Brickman, A. M., Nakhutina, L., and Curko, E. A.
(2002). Emotional processing deficits in individuals with unilateral brain emo-
tional processing deficits in individuals with unilateral brain damage. Appl.
Neuropsychol. 9, 23–36. doi: 10.1207/S15324826AN0901_4

Borod, J. C., Bloom, R. L., Brickman, A. M., Nakhutina, L., and Curko, E. A.
(2010). Emotional processing deficits in individuals with unilateral brain emo-
tional processing deficits in individuals with unilateral brain damage. Appl.
Neuropsychol. 9, 23–36. doi: 10.1207/S15324826AN0901

Borod, J. C., Rorie, K. D., Haywood, C. S., Andelman, F., Obler, L. K.,
Welkowitz, J., et al. (1996). Hemispheric specialization for discourse reports
of emotional experiences: relationships to demographic, neurological, and per-
ceptual variables. Neuropsychologia 34, 351–359. doi: 10.1016/0028-3932(95)
00131-X

Brewer, D., and Doughtie, E. B. (1980). Induction of mood and mood shift. J. Clin.
Psychol. 36, 215–226.

Coan, J., and Allen, J. (2007). The Handbook of Emotion Elicitation and Assessment.
New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Corbetta, M., and Shulman, G. L. (2011). Spatial neglect and attention networks.
Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 34, 569–599. doi: 10.1146/annurev-neuro-061010-113731

Cosby, B. (1983). Bill Cosby Himself. Bill Cosby Productions.
Craig, A. (2008). “Interoception and emotion: a neuroanatomical perspective,” in

Handbook of Emotions, eds M. Lewis, J. Haviland-Jones and L. Feldman (New
York, NY: Guilford Press), 272–288.

Craig, B. (2005). Forebrain emotional asymmetry: a neuroanatomical basis? Trends
Cogn. Sci. 9, 566–571. doi: 10.1016/j.tics.2005.10.005

Craig, B. (2009). How do you feel - now? The anterior insula and human awareness.
Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 10, 59–70. doi: 10.1038/nrn2555

www.frontiersin.org February 2015 | Volume 6 | Article 101 | 7

http://www.frontiersin.org/journal/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101/abstract
http://www.frontiersin.org/journal/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101/abstract
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychoanalysis_and_Neuropsychoanalysis/archive


Salas Riquelme et al. Emotion and right cortical damage

Craig, B. (2010). The sentient self. Brain Struct. Funct. 214, 563–577. doi:
10.1007/s00429-010-0248-y

Damasio, A., Damasio, H., and Tranel, D. (2012). Persistence of feelings and sen-
tience after bilateral damage of the insula. Cereb. Cortex. 23, 833–846. doi:
10.1093/cercor/bhs077

Damasio, A. R. (1994). Descartes’ Error: Emotion, Reason and the Human Brain.
New York, NY: Putnam’s Sons.

Damasio, A. R. (2000). The Feeling of What Happens: Body, Emotion and the Making
of Consciousness. New York, NY: Random House.

Damasio, A. R., Grabowski, T. J., Bechara, A., Damasio, H., Ponto, L. L., Parvizi,
J., et al. (2000). Subcortical and cortical brain activity during the feeling of self-
generated emotions. Nat. Neurosci. 3, 1049–1056. doi: 10.1038/79871

Davidson, R., and Irwin, W. (1999). The functional neuroanatomy of emotion and
affective style. Trends Cogn. Sci. 3, 11–21. doi: 10.1016/S1364-6613(98)01265-0

Davidson, R. J. (1992a). Emotion and affective style: hemispheric substrates.
Psychol. Sci. 3, 39–43.

Davidson, R. J. (1992b). Anterior cerebral asymmetry and the nature of emotion.
Brain Cogn. 20, 125–151.

Davidson, R. J. (2001). Toward a biology of personality and emotion. Ann. N.Y.
Acad. Sci. 935, 191–207.

Delis, D., Kaplan, E., and Kramer, J. (2001). Delis-Kaplan Executive Function System
(D-KEFS). San Antonio, TX: The Psychological Corporation.

De Renzi, E., and Faglioni, P. (1978). Normative data and screening power of a
shortened version of the Token Test. Cortex 14, 41–49.

Dubois, B., Slachevsky, A., Litvan, I., and Pillon, B. (2000). The FAB: a frontal
assessment battery at bedside. Neurology 55, 1621–1626.

Feinstein, J. S. (2013). Lesion studies of human emotion and feeling. Curr. Opini.
Neurobiol. 23, 304–309. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2012.12.007

Feinstein, J. S., Buzza, C., Hurlemann, R., Follmer, R. L., Dahdaleh, N. S., Coryell,
W. H., et al. (2013). Fear and panic in humans with bilateral amygdala damage.
Nat Neurosci. 16, 270–272. doi: 10.1038/nn.3323

Feinstein, J. S., Adolphs, R., Damasio, A., and Tranel, D. (2011). The human
amygdala and the induction and experience of fear. Curr. Biol. 21, 34–38. doi:
10.1016/j.cub.2010.11.042

Feinstein, J. S., Duff, M. C., and Tranel, D. (2010a). Sustained experience of emotion
after loss of memory in patients with amnesia. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107,
7674–7679. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0914054107

Feinstein, J. S., Rudrauf, D., Khalsa, S. S., Cassell, M. D., Bruss, J., Grabowski,
T. J., et al. (2010b). Bilateral limbic system destruction in man. J. Clin. Exp.
Neuropsychol. 32, 88–106. doi: 10.1080/13803390903066873

Gainotti, G. (1972). Emotional behaviour and hemispheric side of lesion. Cortex 8,
41–55. doi: 10.1016/S0010-9452(72)80026-1

Gainotti, G. (2000). “Neuropsychological theories of emotion,” in The
Neuropsychology of Emotion ed J. C. Borod (Oxford: University Press),
214–236.

Gainotti, G. (2001). Disorders of emotional behaviour. J. Neurol. 248, 743–749. doi:
10.1007/s004150170088

Gauthier, L., DeHaut, F., and Joanette, Y. (1989). The bells test: a quantitative and
qualitative test for visual neglect. Int. J. Clin. Neuropsychol. 11, 49–54.

Gerrards-Hesse, A., Spies, K., and Hesse, F. W. (1994). Experimental inductions of
emotional states and their effectiveness: a review. Br. J. Psychol. 85, 55–78. doi:
10.1111/j.2044-8295.1994.tb02508.x

Gillihan, S. J., Xia, C., Padon, A. A., Heberlein, A. S., Farah, M. J., and Fellows, L.
K. (2010). Contrasting roles for lateral and ventromedial prefrontal cortex in
transient and dispositional affective experience. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 6,
128–137. doi: 10.1093/scan/nsq026

Gross, J. J., and Levenson, R. W. (1995). Emotion elicitation using films. Cogn.
Emot. 9, 87–108. doi: 10.1080/02699939508408966

Heilman, K. M., Schwartz, H. D., and Watson, R. T. (1978). Hypoarousal in patients
with the neglect syndrome and emotional indifference. Neurology 28, 229–232.
doi: 10.1212/WNL.28.3.229

Holstege, G., Georgiadis, J. R., Paans, A. M., Meiners, L. C., van der Graaf, F. H.,
and Reinders, A. S. (2003). Brain activation during human male ejaculation.
J. Neurosci. 23, 9185–9193.

Hornak, J., Bramham, J., Rolls, E. T., Morris, R. G., O’Doherty, J., Bullock, P.
R., et al. (2003). Changes in emotion after circumscribed surgical lesions
of the orbitofrontal and cingulate cortices. Brain 126, 1691–1712. doi:
10.1093/brain/awg168

Isen, A. M., and Gorgoglione, J. M. (1983). Some specific effects of four
affect-induction procedures. Pers. Soc. Psychol. Bull. 9, 136–143. doi:
10.1177/0146167283091019

Kaplan-Solms, K., and Solms, M. (2000). Clinical Studies in Neuro Psychoanalysis.
London: Karnac Books.

Kazandjian, S., Borod, J. C., and Brickman, A. M. (2007). Facial expression during
emotional monologues in unilateral stroke: an analysis of monologue segments.
Appl. Neuropsychol. 14, 235–246. doi: 10.1080/09084280701719153

Kenealy, P. M. (1986). The velten mood induction procedure: a methodological
review. Motiv. Emot. 10, 315–335. doi: 10.1007/BF00992107

Leclercq, M., Deloche, G., and Rousseaux, M. (2002). “Attentional com-
plaints evoked by traumatic brain-injuredand stroke patients: frequency and
importance,” in Applied Neuropsychology of Attention. Theory, Diagnosis and
Rehabilitation, eds M. Leclercq and P. Zimmermann (New York, NY: Psychology
Press), 89–109.

Levenson, R. W. (2007). “Emotion elicitation with neurological patients,” in The
Handbook of Emotion Elicitation and Assessment, eds C. James and J. Allen
(Cambridge: University Press), 158–168.

Levenson, R. W., Ascher, E. A., Goodkind, M. S., McCarthy, M. E., Sturm, V. E.,
and Werner, K. H. (2008). “Laboratory testing of emotion and frontal cor-
tex,” in Handbook of Clinical Neuropsychology and Behavioral Neurology, eds G.
Goldenberg and B. Miller (New York, NY: Elsevier), 489–498.

Lynch, T., Robins, C., Morse, J., and Krause, E. (2001). A mediational model relat-
ing affect intensity, emotion inhibition, and psychological distress. Behav. Ther.
32, 519–536. doi: 10.1016/S0005-7894(01)80034-4

Lyons, G. S., Walla, P., and Arthur-Kelly, M. (2013). Towards improved
ways of knowing children with profound multiple disabilities: intro-
ducing startle reflex modulation. Dev. Neurorehabil. 16, 340–344. doi:
10.3109/17518423.2012.737039

Mauss, I. B., Levenson, R. W., McCarter, L., Wilhelm, F. H., and Gross, J. J.
(2005). The tie that binds? Coherence among emotion experience, behavior, and
physiology. Emotion 5, 175–190. doi: 10.1037/1528-3542.5.2.175

Mauss, I. B., and Robinson, M. D. (2009). Measures of emotion: a review. Cogn.
Emot. 23, 209–237. doi: 10.1080/02699930802204677

Merker, B. (2007). Consciousness without a cerebral cortex: a challenge
for neuroscience and medicine. Behav. Brain Sci. 30, 63–134. doi:
10.1017/S0140525X07000891

Molenberghs, P., Gillebert, C. R., Schoofs, H., Dupont, P., Peeters, R.,
and Vandenberghe, R. (2009). Lesion neuroanatomy of the sus-
tained attention to response task. Neuropsychologia 47, 2866–2875. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2009.06.012

Montreys, C. R., and Borod, J. C. (1998). A preliminary evaluation of emotional
experience and expression following unilateral brain damage. Int. J. Neurosci.
96, 269–283. doi: 10.3109/00207459808986474

Morrow, L., Vrtunski, P. B., Kim, Y., and Boller, F. (1981). Arousal responses to
emotional stimuli and laterality of lesion. Neuropsychologia 19, 65–71. doi:
10.1016/0028-3932(81)90045-2

Nakhutina, L., Borod, J. C., and Zgaljardic, D. J. (2006). Posed prosodic emotional
expression in unilateral stroke patients: recovery, lesion location, and emotional
perception. Arch. Clin. Neuropsychol. 21, 1–13. doi: 10.1016/j.acn.2005.06.013

Neumann, R., Seibt, B., and Strack, F. (2001). The influence of mood on the inten-
sity of emotional responses: disentangling feeling and knowing. Cogn. Emot. 15,
725–747. doi: 10.1080/02699930143000266

Nielsen, L., and Kaszniak, A. W. (2007). “Conceptual, theoretical, and methodolog-
ical issues in inferring subjective emotion experience,” in Handbook of Emotion
Elicitation and Assessment, eds J. Coan and J. Allen (New York, NY: Oxford
University Press), 361–375.

Ochsner, K. N., and Gross, J. J. (2007). “The neural architecture of emotion reg-
ulation,” in Handbook of emotion regulation, ed J. Gross (New York, NY: The
Guilford Press), 87–109.

Panksepp, J. (1998). Affective Neuroscience: The Foundations of Human and Animal
Emotions. New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Panksepp, J. (2011). The basic emotional circuits of mammalian brains: do
animals have affective lives? Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 35, 1791–1804. doi:
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2011.08.003

Picton, T., Stuss, D., Shallice, T., Alexander, M., and Gillingham, S. (2006). Keeping
time: effects of focal frontal lesions. Neuropsychologia 44, 1195–1209. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2005.10.002

Frontiers in Psychology | Psychoanalysis and Neuropsychoanalysis February 2015 | Volume 6 | Article 101 | 8

http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychoanalysis_and_Neuropsychoanalysis
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychoanalysis_and_Neuropsychoanalysis
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychoanalysis_and_Neuropsychoanalysis/archive


Salas Riquelme et al. Emotion and right cortical damage

Robertson, I. H., Tegnér, R., Tham, K., Lo, A., and Nimmo-Smith, I.
(1995). Sustained attention training for unilateral neglect: theoretical and
rehabilitation implications. J. Clin. Exp. Neuropsychol. 17, 416–430. doi:
10.1080/01688639508405133

Robertson, I., Manly, T., Beschin, N., Daini, R., Haeske-Dewick, H., Volker, H.,
et al. (1997). Auditory sustained attention is a marker of unilateral neglect.
Neuropsychologia 35, 1527–1532.

Robertson, I., Ward, T., Ridgeway, V., and Nimmo-Smith, I. (1994). The Test of
Everyday Attention (TEA). Bury: Thames Valley Test Company.

Robinson, R. (2006). The Clinical Neuropsychiatry of Stroke: Cognitive, Behavioral,
and Emotional Disorders Following Vascular Brain Injury. New York, NY:
Cambridge University Press. doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511544231

Rosen, H. J., and Levenson, R. W. (2009). The emotional brain: combin-
ing insights from patients and basic science. Neurocase 15, 173–181. doi:
10.1080/13554790902796787

Rottenberg, J., Ray, R. R., and Gross, J. (2007). “Emotion elicitation using films,” in
Handbook of Emotion Elicitation and Assessment, eds J. Coan and J. Allen (New
York, NY: Oxford University Press), 9–28.

Rovner, B., and Folstein, M. (1987). Mini-mental state exam in clinical practice.
Hosp. Pract. 22, 103–110.

Rueckert, L., and Grafman, J. (1996). Sustained attention deficits in patients
with right frontal lesions. Neuropsychologia 34, 953–963. doi: 10.1016/0028-
3932(96)00016-4

Salas, C. E., Gross, J. J., Rafal, R. D., Viñas-Guasch, N., and Turnbull, O. H. (2013).
Concrete behaviour and reappraisal deficits after a left frontal stroke: a case
study. Neuropsychol. Rehabil. 23, 467–500. doi: 10.1080/09602011.2013.784709

Salas, C. E., Radovic, D., and Turnbull, O. H. (2012). Inside-out: comparing inter-
nally generated and externally generated basic emotions. Emotion 12, 568–578.
doi: 10.1037/a0025811

Salas, C. E., Radovic, D., Yuen, K. S. L., Yeates, G. N., Castro, O., and Turnbull,
O. H. (2014). “Opening an emotional dimension in me”: changes in emo-
tional reactivity and emotion regulation in a case of executive impairment
after left fronto-parietal damage. Bull. Menninger Clin. 78, 301–334. doi:
10.1521/bumc.2014.78.4.301

Schaefer, A., Nils, F., Sanchez, X., and Philippot, P. (2010). Assessing the effec-
tiveness of a large database of emotion-eliciting films: a new tool for emotion
researchers. Cogn. Emot. 24, 1153–1172. doi: 10.1080/02699930903274322

Schaefer, A., and Philippot, P. (2005). Selective effects of emotion on the phenom-
enal characteristics of autobiographical memories. Memory 13, 148–160. doi:
10.1080/09658210344000648

Shallice, T., Stuss, D. T., Alexander, M. P., Picton, T. W., and Derkzen, D. (2008).
The multiple dimensions of sustained attention. Cortex. 44, 794–805. doi:
10.1016/j.cortex.2007.04.002

Shewmon, D. A., Holmes, G. L., and Byrne, P. A. (1999). Consciousness
in congenitally decorticate children: developmental vegetative state
as self-fulfilling prophecy. Dev. Med. Child Neurol. 41, 364–374. doi:
10.1017/S0012162299000821

Solms, M., and Panksepp, J. (2012). The “Id” knows more than the “Ego”
admits: Neuropsychoanalytic and primal consciousness perspectives on the
interface between affective and cognitive neuroscience. Brain Sci. 2, 147–175.
doi: 10.3390/brainsci2020147

Solms, M., and Turnbull, O. H. (2011). What is neuropsychoanalysis?
Neuropsychoanalysis 13, 133–146. doi: 10.1080/15294145.2011.10773670

Sonnemans, J., and Frijda, N. H. (1994). The structure of subjective emotional
intensity. Cogn. Emot. 8, 329–350. doi: 10.1080/02699939408408945

Sonnemans, J., and Frijda, N. H. (1995). The determinants of subjective emotional
intensity. Cogn. Emot. 9, 483–506. doi: 10.1080/02699939508408977

Stern, R., Singer, E., Duke, L., Singer, N., Morey, C., Daughtrey, E., et al. (1994).
The Boston qualitative scoring system for the Rey-Osterrieth complex figure:
description and interrater reliability. Clin. Neuropsychol. 8, 309–322.

Stuss, D., Alexander, M., Floden, D., Binns, M., Levine, B., McIntosh, A.,
et al. (2002). “Fractionation and localization of frontal lobe processes: evi-
dence from focal lesions in humans,” in Principles of Frontal Lobe Function,
eds D. Stuss and R. Knight (Oxford: University Press), 392–407. doi:
10.1093/acprof:oso/9780195134971.001.0001

Tondowski, M., Kovacs, Z., Morin, C., and Turnbull, O. H. (2007). Hemispheric
asymmetry and the diversity of emotional experience in anosognosia.
Neuropsychoanalysis 9, 67–81. doi: 10.1080/15294145.2007.10773543

Tranel, D., Bechara, A., Damasio, H., and Damasio, A. (1998). Neural correlates of
emotional imaginery. J. Psychophysiol. 30, 107.

Tsuchida, A., and Fellows, L. K. (2012). Are you upset? Distinct roles for
orbitofrontal and lateral prefrontal cortex in detecting and distinguishing
facial expressions of emotion. Cereb. Cortex 22, 2904–2912. doi: 10.1093/cer-
cor/bhr370

Turnbull, O. H., Evans, C., and Owen, V. (2004). Negative emotions and anosog-
nosia. Cortex 41, 67–75.

Turnbull, O. H., Fotopoulou, A., and Solms, M. (2014a). Anosognosia as moti-
vated unawareness: the “defence”hypothesis revisited. Cortex 61, 18–29. doi:
10.1016/j.cortex.2014.10.008

Turnbull, O. H., Lovett, V. E., Chaldecott, J., and Lucas, M. D. (2014b). Reports
of intimate touch: erogenous zones and somatosensory cortical organization.
Cortex 53, 146–154. doi: 10.1016/j.cortex.2013.07.010

Turnbull, O. H., and Solms, M. (2004). “Depth psychological consequences of brain
damage,” in Textbook of Biological Psychiatry, ed J. Panksepp (New Jersey, NJ:
Wiley-Liss), 571–595.

Turnbull, O. H., and Solms, M. (2007). Awareness, desire, and false beliefs:
freud in the light of modern neuropsychology. Cortex 43, 1083–1090. doi:
10.1016/S0010-9452(08)70706-8

Velten, E. (1968). A laboratory task for induction of mood states. Behav. Res. Ther.
6, 473–482 doi: 10.1016/0005-7967(68)90028-4

Verduyn, P., Van Mechelen, I., Tuerlinckx, F., Meers, K., and Van Coillie, H. (2009).
Intensity profiles of emotional experience over time. Cogn. Emot. 23, 1427–1443.
doi: 10.1080/02699930902949031

Walla, P., and Panksepp, J. (2013). “Neuroimaging helps to clarify brain
affective processing without necessarily clarifying emotions,” in Novel
Frontiers of Advanced Neuroimaging, ed k. Fountas. Available online at:
http://www.intechopen.com/books/novel-frontiers-of-advanced-neuroimaging/
neuroimaging-helps-to-clarify-brain- affective-processing-without-necessari-
ly-clarifying-emotions

Walla, P., Rosser, L., Scharfenberger, J., Duregger, C., and Bosshard, S. (2013).
Emotion ownership: different effects on explicit ratings and implicit responses.
Psychology 4, 213. doi: 10.4236/psych.2013.43A032

Watson, D., and Clark, L. A. (1994). The PANAS-X Manual for the
Positive and Negative Affect Schedule - Expanded Form. Unpublished
manuscript, University of Iowa. Available online at: http://scholar.
google.com/scholar?hl=en&btnG=Search&q=intitle:The+PANAS-X+Manual+
for+the+Positive+and+Negative+Affect+Schedule+-+Expanded+Form#0

Wechsler, D. (1987). Wechsler Memory Scale-Revised (WMS-R) Manual. New York,
NY: The Psychological Corporation.

Wechsler, D. (1997). Weschler Adult Intelligence Scale, 3rd Edn (WAIS III). San
Antonio, TX: Pearson.

Westermann, R., Stahl, G., and Hesse, F. W. (1996). Relative effectiveness and valid-
ity of mood induction procedures: a meta- analysis. Eur. J. Soc. Psychol. 26,
557–580.

Wilkins, A. J., Shallice, T., and McCarthy, R. (1987). Frontal lesions and sus-
tained attention. Neuropsychologia 25, 359–365. doi: 10.1016/0028-3932(87)
90024-8

Wright, J., and Mischel, W. (1982). Influence of affect on cognitive social learn-
ing person variables. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 43, 901–914. doi: 10.1037/0022-
3514.43.5.901

Zeffirelli, F. (1979). The Champ. Metro-Goldwyn-Meyer.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was con-
ducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Received: 03 October 2014; accepted: 20 January 2015; published online: 16 February
2015.
Citation: Salas Riquelme CE, Radovic D, Castro O and Turnbull OH (2015) Internally
and externally generated emotions in people with acquired brain injury: preserva-
tion of emotional experience after right hemisphere lesions. Front. Psychol. 6:101. doi:
10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101
This article was submitted to Psychoanalysis and Neuropsychoanalysis, a section of the
journal Frontiers in Psychology.
Copyright © 2015 Salas Riquelme, Radovic, Castro and Turnbull. This is an open-
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided
the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

www.frontiersin.org February 2015 | Volume 6 | Article 101 | 9

http://www.intechopen.com/books/novel-frontiers-of-advanced-neuroimaging/neuroimaging-helps-to-clarify-brain-affective-processing-without-necessarily-clarifying-emotions
http://www.intechopen.com/books/novel-frontiers-of-advanced-neuroimaging/neuroimaging-helps-to-clarify-brain-affective-processing-without-necessarily-clarifying-emotions
http://www.intechopen.com/books/novel-frontiers-of-advanced-neuroimaging/neuroimaging-helps-to-clarify-brain-affective-processing-without-necessarily-clarifying-emotions
http://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&btnG=Search&q=intitle:The+PANAS-X+Manual+for+the+Positive+and+Negative+Affect+Schedule+-+Expanded+Form#0
http://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&btnG=Search&q=intitle:The+PANAS-X+Manual+for+the+Positive+and+Negative+Affect+Schedule+-+Expanded+Form#0
http://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&btnG=Search&q=intitle:The+PANAS-X+Manual+for+the+Positive+and+Negative+Affect+Schedule+-+Expanded+Form#0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00101
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychoanalysis_and_Neuropsychoanalysis/archive

	Internally and externally generated emotions in people with acquired brain injury: preservation of emotional experience after right hemisphere lesions
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Procedure
	Mood Induction Procedures
	External mood induction procedure: film clips
	Internal mood induction procedure: affective story recall

	Measures
	Neuropsychological assessment
	Emotional Assessment


	Data Analysis
	Results
	Neuropsychological Assessment
	Emotion Elicitation
	Selectivity
	Intensity
	Right hemisphere


	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


