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Abstract  

 

Objectives 

Dysfunctional mental imagery-based simulations of emotional future events (episodic future 

simulation) - can contribute to emotional dysregulation in the bipolar disorder spectrum 

(BPDS). For example, vividly imaging social encounters having a disastrous outcome can 

trigger low mood. However, episodic future simulation may be perceptually modified to re-

duce their emotional intensity, which may in turn reduce BPDS mood instability. This study 

investigates the neural bases of perceptual and emotional characteristics of negative epi-

sodic future simulation in BPDS, and of perceptually manipulating such imagery.  

 

Methods 

Euthymic participants with BPDS (N=20) and healthy controls (HC, N=17) underwent an fMRI 

scan whilst generating, then perceptually modifying, negative episodic future imagery, and 

during rest.  

 

Results 

Negative episodic future imagery were rated as significantly more real and unpleasant in the 

BPDS compared to HC group. Critically, perceptual manipulation of such imagery reduced 

ratings in the BPDS group to HC levels. Whole-brain analyses of task-based neural activity 

revealed greater activation in networks including right frontal pole, middle and inferior 

frontal gyrus and insula during episodic future simulation in BPSD versus HC. BPDS partici-

pants showed greater intrinsic resting state functional connectivity within the default mode 

network than HC participants.  

 

Conclusions 

Findings suggest dysfunctional episodic future simulation circuitry across default mode net-

work, fronto-parietal and fronto-insular areas may represent a neural mechanism via which 

mental imagery amplifies emotion in BPDS. Perceptual modifications to dampen such im-

agery successfully abolished subjective and neural differences between groups, indicating 

promise as an intervention tool targeting mood instability. 

 

 

Key words: bipolar disorder, emotion regulation, cognitive behavioural therapy, fMRI 
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1. Introduction 

 

Bipolar disorder is characterised by alternating periods of depression and (hypo)mania and 

an extremely high burden of disease, and is considered to be a severe form of mental disor-

der
1
. An estimated 2.4% of the global population live with a bipolar disorder spectrum 

(BPDS) diagnosis, which ranges from subclinical features of bipolar psychopathology, such as 

manic-like experiences and mood instability, to clear-cut (hypo)manic and depressive epi-

sodes
2
. Mood instability symptoms are very common and impair functioning even outside 

an illness episode
3
. Taking a spectrum approach of bipolar symptoms that includes such 

subclinical affect disturbance is thus key to improving our understanding of BPDS
4
. Psycho-

logical therapies for bipolar disorder remain unsatisfactory
5
, and mental imagery-based 

cognitive interventions have emerged as a promising approach for treatment development 

in this field
5
, in particular for mood instability

6,7
. 

 

The role of dysfunctional prospection has been recently highlighted in psychopathology
8
. 

Prospection can include mental imagery-based representations of specific hypothetical fu-

ture events, henceforth referred to as episodic future simulation, which has been proposed 

as a modifiable cognitive mechanism underlying mood instability in BPDS
9
. Mental imagery 

refers to internal perceptual experience in the absence of an external sensory input (“seeing 

in the mind’s eye”), manifesting as a weak form of sensory perception in the brain
10

. Mental 

imagery of future events, or episodic future simulation can allow us to “pre-experience” the 

event, eliciting emotional responses in an as-if-real manner, with downstream impacts on 

motivation and behaviour
11,12

. Evidence suggests that the perceptual characteristics of im-

agery contribute to the impact on emotions and behaviour
13

. 

 

Individuals with BPSD report experiencing more intense episodic future imagery compared 

to healthy controls, including heightened perceptual characteristics (‘vividness’ or ‘real-

ness’) and emotional responses
9,14

. Across mental disorders, greater vividness and realness 

of negative future imagery is associated with greater (sub)clinical mood instability
15,16

. 

Heightened perceptual strength of imagery could drive the emotional impact of mentally 

simulated negative future events and amplify symptoms in BPDS.  

 

In the clinic, imagery is often felt by patients as reflecting external reality despite awareness 

of its being a form of internal cognition. Disrupting the perceived ‘realness’ of such imagery 

through modifying its perceptual characteristics or its content can reduce mood instability in 

BPDS
6
. Imagery-based cognitive therapy employs perceptual modification techniques to re-

duce the emotional impact of imagery via changing its sensory qualities (such as imagining 

the same event in black and white rather than in colour to make it less real)
7
.  

 

Neuroimaging evidence suggests that BPDS psychopathology is underpinned by abnormal 

activity in the brain’s emotion regulation circuitry, including heightened limbic reactivity to 

emotional stimuli (e.g. external visual images)
17

. This suggests that people in the BPDS may 

have greater neural responses to emotional stimuli in general, including internal mental im-
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agery, but the neural basis of the perceptual strength and emotional impact of episodic fu-

ture simulation in BPSD remains unknown. Moreover, dysfunctional resting-state brain con-

nectivity has also been reported in BPSD
18

, including in the default mode network (DMN)
19

. 

As spontaneous episodic future simulation typically occurs when the mind is left wandering 

‘at rest’
20

, it warrants exploring whether resting-state brain function alterations in BPSD 

may be related to spontaneous imagery, in particular whether imagery persists during rest 

after deliberately generating negative episodic future simulations.  

 

In summary, identifying the neural basis of mental imagery-based episodic future simulation 

in BPDS is important to improve our mechanistic understanding of whether the subjective 

emotional impacts of such imagery is underpinned by aberrant emotional reactivity, by dys-

functional simulation circuitry, or both. Further, we use an experimental design during fMRI 

to test the impact of perceptual modification of mental imagery. Understanding whether 

perceptual modification of episodic future simulation can modify its emotional impact at the 

subjective and neural level will also help inform the use of perceptual modification tech-

niques in treatment. 

 

Thus, the present study aimed to investigate whether individuals with BPSD differ from 

healthy controls (HCs) in:  

1) subjective experience and neural bases of episodic future simulation of negative 

events 

2) subjective experience and neural bases of perceptual modification of episodic future 

simulation  

3) resting state networks (RSN) functional connectivity, following episodic future simu-

lation, in particular networks involved in spontaneous future simulation during mind-

wandering 

Specifically, we aimed to test the hypotheses that, relative to HCs: 

1) individuals with BPDS would report greater intensity of subjective experience of epi-

sodic future simulation and associated abnormal neural activity 

2) perceptual modification of episodic future simulation, but not simple repetition of 

such imagery, in BPSD would restore a) subjective perceptual characteristics and b) 

emotional impact of such imagery to HC levels.  

As no previous neurofunctional investigation of episodic future simulation has been con-

ducted in BPDS, we did not have specific localisation and directional hypotheses for brain 

activity and hence performed exploratory whole-brain analyses. However, based on episod-

ic simulation research and the emotion regulation literature in BPDS, we expected that dur-

ing episodic future simulation individuals with BPDS would likely present aberrant brain ac-

tivity in areas that signal emotional reactivity
17

 and the valence of simulation, including lim-

bic regions and the vmPFC, and/or in areas driving the vividness of future simulation, such 

as the hippocampus and/or occipito-parietal-cingulate cortex
21

. Hence secondary ROI anal-

yses of these regions were also performed. Further, after negative episodic future simula-

tion, individuals with BPSD may present greater RSN functional connectivity in the DMN 

(known to support spontaneously occurring future simulation) relative to HCs. 
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2. Methods and materials 

 

2.1 Participants and procedure  

Participants were recruited via advertisements in the community, public mailing lists, the 

Medical Research Council Cognition and Brain Science Unit (MRC CBSU) volunteers’ panel, 

and the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough NHS Foundation Trust. The study was approved 

by the NRES Committee East of England (Ref: 15/EE/019) and all participants provided their 

written and informed consent and were reimbursed for travel and time. The BPDS group 

included euthymic individuals on a spectrum of severity, defined as: (i) high levels of hypo-

manic experiences on the Mood Disorder Questionnaire (MDQ
22

) (MDQ scores ≥ 7) and a 

past major depressive episode on the Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV (SCID
23

), or 

(ii) bipolar disorder type 1, 2 or NOS on the SCID. Clinical screenings were administered by a 

trained psychiatrist. The control group included individuals without any lifetime psychiatric 

history (based on the SCID
23

) and with low levels of hypomanic experiences (MDQ scores < 

3). Individuals with a family history of bipolar disorder were also excluded from the control 

group to control for the presence of a familial bipolar phenotype. Pre-screening was con-

ducted via email or over the phone using an MRI eligibility questionnaire, the MDQ, the 

Quick Inventory of Depressive Symptomatology, Self-Report (QUIDS-SR
24

) and the Altman 

Self-Rating Scale for Mania (ASRM
25

) to assess current mood. Fifty-five right-handed partici-

pants eligible for MRI scanning, and with scores on the MDQ <3 or >7 were invited for 

screening. Our final sample with good quality fMRI data consisted of 20 participants in the 

BPDS group and 17 in the HC group. See Supplementary Material for full description of ex-

clusion criteria.  

 

2.2 Measures and task 

2.2.1. Questionnaires  

Mental imagery  

The following questionnaires were administered to assess mental imagery-based cognition, 

including spontaneous use of mental imagery (Spontaneous Use of Imagery Scale, SUIS
26

), 

Spontaneous Use of Emotional Mental Imagery Scale, E-SUIS
27

), deliberate mental imagery 

generation ability (Vividness of Visual Imagery Questionnaire, VVIQ
28

); Plymouth Sensory 

Imagery Questionnaire, Psi-Q
44

); and intrusive future imagery (Impact of Future Events 

Scale, IFES
29

). See details in Supplementary Materials.  

Affect  

The following questionnaires were administered prior to the fMRI scan to assess partici-

pants’ affective state: ASRM
25

, QIDS-SR
24

, Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI
30

), Multidimensional 

Assessment of Thymic States (MAThyS
31

). See details in Supplementary Materials. In addi-

tion, visual analogue scale (VAS) ratings of sadness, irritability, anxiety, depression, elation 

and fearfulness were administered before and after the experiment. After the experiment 

participants also reported whether they had experienced any spontaneous imagery of the 

cue scenarios from the task (see below) during the resting state scans. 
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2.2.2. Episodic Future Simulation Task 

The Episodic Future Simulation Task (EFST) was performed inside the MRI scanner and in-

volved participants generating mental imagery-based simulations of 20 negative future sce-

narios in response to standardised visually presented written scripts, see Figure 1. The sce-

narios depicted everyday situations such as being late for a meeting or attending an unfa-

miliar social situation, e.g.: “You arrive at the party alone/ There is music and people chat-

ting/ You start walking around/ Realising you can’t see anyone you know, you feel sweat 

pouring down your back”. See Supplementary Materials for more details. 

 

2.2.2.1. Episodic Future Simulation Task experimental conditions  

The task had three within-subject experimental conditions: “Imagine”, “Black and White” 

(perceptual modification condition), and “Repeat” (control condition). All participants com-

pleted all three conditions. See Figure 2 for the experimental design.  

Episodic Future Simulation: In the “Imagine” condition, participants were instructed to imag-

ine the scenario for the first time as vividly as possible.  

Perceptual Modification: In the “Black and White” condition, participants were instructed to 

bring to mind the previously imagined scenario while performing a perceptual modification 

involving turning the imagery from colour into black and white (like a sketch or a black and 

white movie; see Figure 1).  

Control condition: In the “Repeat” condition, participants were instructed to simply imagine 

the previously imagined scenario again in exactly the same way. See Figure 1.  

 

2.3 FMRI procedure and data acquisition 

On arrival, participants completed the mental imagery and affect questionnaires and then 

practiced the EFST outside the scanner. After the practice, participants underwent a 3T 

brain MRI scan lasting approximately 45 minutes. The scan sequence included acquisition of 

a T1 (MPRAGE) structural scan (voxel=1x1x1mm), the EFST, and two close-eyed resting-state 

periods (EPI, voxel=3x3x3mm) (see Figure 2). At different points during the scan participants 

rated their happiness, sadness, and anxiety using three 11-point Likert scales (0= not all, 

10=extremely). For data acquisition details see Supplementary Materials. 

 

2.4 Analysis 

 

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author 

upon reasonable request. 

 
2.4.1. Questionnaires 

Independent-samples t tests were used to compare questionnaire scores between the BPDS 

and the healthy control group. Mixed ANOVAs were used to compare VAS affect ratings be-

fore versus after the experiment (outside the scanner), and to compare Likert affect ratings 

at three time points during the scan (before simulation, T2, after simulation, T4, after rest, 

T6, see Figure 2), across the BPDS and HC groups. Significant interaction effects were de-

composed by post-hoc within-group comparisons across time points.  
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2.4.2. Behavioural data: Episodic Future Simulation Task 

As realness and unpleasantness ratings were not normally distributed, non-parametric 

paired-samples Wilcoxon Signed Rank tests were used to compare these ratings between 

task conditions (Imagine vs. Repeat, Imagine vs. Black & White) and non-parametric inde-

pendent samples Mann U Whitney tests were used to compare ratings between groups 

(BPDS vs. HC). Effect sizes were calculated using Rosenthal’s r. 

 

2.4.3. FMRI data 

FMRI data processing was carried out using FSL v6 (FMRIB Software Library, Oxford Centre 

for Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging of the Brain, Oxford University, Oxford, United 

Kingdom, http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl
32

). 

 

2.4.3.1. FMRI data: Episodic Future Simulation Task 

See Supplementary Materials for description of data pre-processing.  

 

First level analysis  

In the first-level analysis, individual activation maps were computed using the general linear 

model with local autocorrelation correction. Five explanatory variables were modelled, in-

cluding the different task components (read scenario, imagine, rate scenario, repeat image-

ry, turn imagery black & white, see Figure 1). The main contrasts of interest were Imagine 

vs. implicit baseline, Repeat vs. Imagine, and Black & White vs. Imagine. All variables were 

modelled by convolving the onset and duration of each stimulus with a haemodynamic re-

sponse function, using a variant of a gamma function (i.e. a normalisation of the probability 

density function of the gamma function) with S.D.= 3 s and a mean lag of 6 s.  

 

Group analysis 

In the second-level analysis, whole-brain individual data were combined at the group level 

(BPSD vs HC) using a mixed-effects group cluster analysis corrected for multiple compari-

sons
33

. Significant whole-brain activations were identified using a cluster-based threshold of 

statistical images (height threshold of z= 2.3 and a (cluster corrected) spatial extent thresh-

old of p < 0.05).  

 

A priori analysis of regions of interest (ROIs) based on previous literature on episodic future 

simulation
21

 was conducted by extracting the BOLD signal change from anatomical masks of 

left and right hippocampus, medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), and left and right amygdala
17

. 

Individual signal change was analysed using mixed-ANOVAs with Group as a between-

groups factor and Task Condition as within-groups factor for the contrast of interest (Imag-

ine versus baseline, Repeat vs Imagine and Black and White vs Imagine), with Bonferroni 

correction for three multiple comparisons. Accordingly, statistical significance was accepted 

at p < 0.017. 
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Associations between behaviour and neural activation were explored. Parametric modula-

tion of neural activation by subjective ratings was tested by entering demeaned values for 

average realness and unpleasantness ratings per participant across groups during the Imag-

ine condition (Imagine vs. implicit baseline). Individual signal change was extracted from ar-

eas of significant parametric modulation by ratings, and groups differences were explored 

using independent samples t-tests.  

 

2.4.3.2. FMRI data: resting state 

See Supplementary Materials for description of data pre-processing. 

 

Independent components analysis (ICA) was conducted using the FSL-MELODIC tool
34

. To 

concatenate components across all subjects, a group-level analysis across all participants 

was run identifying group-average components that can then be modelled for each individ-

ual subject. Because images were acquired from two repeated resting state scans (see Fig-

ure 2), both scans for each individual were used for the group ICA. A total of 25 components 

were identified in the group ICA and used to create subject-specific spatial maps and associ-

ated time series using dual regression.  

 

Based on the literature on episodic future simulation, only the default network, fronto-

parietal network and sensori-motor network were analysed. To examine between-group 

differences in resting-state activity following future simulation, nonparametric permutation 

inference was employed using the FSL tool randomise, with 5000 permutations. Contrasts 

examined the main effects of time (before vs. after future simulation) and group (BPSD vs 

HC), as well as the interaction between time and group. Grey matter maps, generated via 

the FSL feat_gm_prepare script, were entered as voxelwise covariates of no interest. The 

resulting statistical maps were thresholded using Threshold-Free Cluster Enhancement. 

Where significant effects were found, the resulting clusters were thresholded correcting for 

multiple comparisons and used to generate masks to extract the mean time series from 

each participant to visualise results. 

 

3. Results 

3.1 Demographic and clinical characteristics 

There were no significant differences between BPDS and HC groups on age, sex, level of ed-

ucation, marital status, occupational status or ethnicity. Demographic variables are reported 

in Table 1. Clinical characteristics of the BPDS group are reported in Supplementary Materi-

als (Table 1S). 

 

3.2 Questionnaires  

All results of between-group comparisons on baseline mental imagery and affect question-

naires and ratings are reported in Table 2. 

 

Mixed ANOVAs comparing affect ratings on Likert scales at different time points during the 

neuroimaging scan (see Figure 2) showed a significant main effect of Group and a significant 
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main effect of Time for anxiety ratings (group: F (1) = 13.60, p =.001; time: F (2.26, 76.8) = 

5.12, p =.006). All participants were less anxious after the second resting-state scan (T3) 

compared to before task (T1), and individuals in the BPDS group were more anxious across 

the whole MRI scan. There was also a significant main effect of Time for happiness ratings (F 

(3,102) = 8.91, p < .0001) with all individuals being less happy at the end of the scan (T4) 

compared to before the task (T1). Finally, a significant two-way interaction between Group x 

Time was found for sadness ratings (F (2.38,81) = 3.40, p = .030): driven by participants in 

the BPDS group experiencing a marginal increase in sadness after the first “Imagine” task 

block (T2), followed by a significant reduction in sadness after the second resting-state scan 

(T4) (F (3) = 6.44, p = .001). No significant change in sadness was present in the control 

group during the whole scan period (F (3) =.54, p = .65).  

 

3.3 Behavioural data: Episodic Future Simulation and Perceptual Manipulation 

Participants in the BPDS group rated their episodic future imagery as significantly more real 

and more unpleasant compared to the HC group, both during the initial (Imagine; Real: 

Z=2.71, p=.007, r=.45; Unpleasant: Z=2.61, p=.009, r=.44) and repeated simulation (Repeat; 

Real: Z=2.34, p=.018, r=.39; Unpleasant: Z=1.90, p=.057, r=.32). Critically and as predicted, 

groups differences in subjective realness and unpleasantness were abolished when turning 

the simulations to black and white (Real: Z=1.15, p=.25, r=.19; Unpleasant: Z=1.68, p=.09, 

r=.28).   

Critically, as predicted, across both groups, participants reported their episodic future simu-

lation as less real (W=51.5, p<.0001, r=.73) and less emotionally unpleasant (W=33, p<.0001, 

r=.77) in the Black and White condition compared to the initial Imagine condition.  

There was no significant difference in realness (W=298.5, p=.58, r=.09) and unpleasantness 

(W=337.5, p=.94, r=.01) ratings between the Repeat control condition compared to the ini-

tial Imagine condition. See Table 2S. 

 

3.4 FMRI data  

Episodic Future Simulation Task 

Whole-brain analysis 

Whole-brain analysis of task fMRI data revealed a significant cluster of deactivation for the 

interaction between group (BPDS vs HC) and task condition (Repeat vs Imagine). The cluster 

included voxels in the frontal pole (BA 9), inferior frontal gyrus (IFG, BA 8 and BA 46), middle 

frontal gyrus (MFG), orbitofrontal cortex and insula (Voxels=1572, Z=3.47, p=0.001, MNI 

peak= 20, 30, 36). This association was driven by individuals with BPSD showing greater ac-

tivity (less deactivation) during the initial Imagine condition compared to the Repeat condi-

tion, while the opposite pattern was present in the HC group, see Figure 3.  

No other between group differences were present in any other contrast (Imagine vs base-

line, Black and White vs Imagine).  

 

ROIs analysis 
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There were no significant group x task condition interactions in any of the planned contrasts 

of interest in any of the a priori ROIs (medial PFC, bilateral amygdala and bilateral hippo-

campus). 

 

Brain-behaviour correlations 

Six clusters showed significant parametric activation associated with realness ratings during 

the first simulation (Imagine vs implicit baseline) across both groups including (see Table 

3S): (1) right and (2) left temporal cortex (spanning the middle temporal gyrus, Heschl gyrus, 

angular gyrus, and areas of the inferior frontal gyrus (IFG), pars opercularis), (3) cerebellum 

and fusiform occipital cortex, (4) posterior cingulate and supplementary motor area (SMA), 

(5) left temporal pole, and (6) left hippocampus, Figure 1Sa. Two bilateral clusters showed 

significant parametric activation associated with higher unpleasantness ratings during the 

first simulation (Imagine vs implicit baseline) across both groups, including: insula, temporal 

pole, opercular cortex and IFG pars opercularis, Figure 1Sb. 

There were no between group differences in any of the above brain areas, whose activation 

was parametrically modulated by subjective ratings of realness and unpleasantness the Im-

agine condition. 

 

Resting state  

There was no significant difference in RSN functional connectivity before and after the fu-

ture simulation task across the whole sample (main effect of time). There was also no signif-

icant Time x Group interaction. However, there was a main effect of Group (both resting 

state periods combined, Table 3), showing that compared to HCs the BPDS group had: 1) 

greater intrinsic RSN functional connectivity within the default mode network, in a cluster 

located across the right MFG and IFG; and 2) greater RSN functional connectivity between 

the sensori-motor (SM) network and a cluster located in the right frontal pole, paracingulate 

gyrus and superior frontal gyrus (SFG).  

 

4. Discussion 

 

Summary of findings 

To our knowledge, this study is the first to investigate the neural bases of mental imagery-

based episodic simulation of negative future scenarios (negative episodic future simulation) 

in BPSD, as well as the subjective and neural impact of perceptual modifications of such fu-

ture imagery.  

As hypothesised, BPDS individuals reported greater subjective perceptual realness and emo-

tional unpleasantness of their negative episodic future simulation than did healthy controls 

(HCs), which produced a transient increase in state sadness in the BPSD group only. Critically 

and as predicted, perceptual modification of negative episodic future simulation (i.e. turning 

the mental images from colour to black and white, relative to a control of simple repetition), 

successfully reduced realness and unpleasantness ratings in BPDS individuals to levels 

equivalent to HC individuals.  
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Across both groups, subjective perceptual realness of episodic future imagery was associat-

ed with neural activity in areas comprising the so-called ‘core network’ of episodic memory 

and episodic future simulation
21

, while subjective unpleasantness of the imagery was asso-

ciated with activity in the insula and surrounding areas.  

At the neural level, the BPDS group exhibited greater neural activity during the initial nega-

tive episodic future simulation compared to healthy controls in PFC areas of frontal pole, 

MFG, IFG, orbitofrontal cortex and insula, pointing to a dysfunctional core simulation circuit-

ry in BPDS. No between-group differences in neural activity were found during perceptual 

modification of negative episodic future simulation. Relative to healthy controls, BPDS indi-

viduals also showed greater RSN functional connectivity (before and after simulation) in re-

gions of the DMN. 

 

Subjective perceptual characteristics and emotional impact of episodic future simulation 

and its perceptual modification 

In keeping with previous findings
9,14-16

, our study provides additional evidence that negative 

episodic future simulation has a greater emotional impact on BPDS individuals than healthy 

controls, even during euthymic states. Importantly, significant increases in sadness in BPDS 

after imagining common negative daily events inside an artificial MRI scanner environment 

supports the hypothesised emotional amplification role of emotional future mental imagery 

in this population
35

.  

 

We tested for the first time a laboratory analogue of a clinically relevant mental imagery 

perceptual modification technique
6,7

. As individuals with BPDS describe that their mental 

images feel “as if they were real” and often make them act accordingly, the perceptual mod-

ification of imagery realness (e.g. shrinking images, turning them into black and white) dur-

ing therapy reduces perceived imagery realness without engaging with the imagery’s con-

tent meaning
8
. This can be advantageous when imagery has variable contents or when pa-

tients avoid its distressing content. Using a controlled experimental task, the present study 

demonstrates that BPDS individuals can easily engage with such perceptual modification 

techniques, and this intervention was able to reduce both the perceptual characteristics and 

emotional impact of such imagery to healthy control levels.  

 

There is growing recognition that understanding distortions in episodic future simulation 

can inform experimental-based intervention development for mood and anxiety disorders
9
. 

We highlight the need to further investigate the therapeutic potential of simple perceptual 

modification techniques targeting imagery in BPSD, which can readily be combined with 

pharmacological approaches and may be easier for patients who struggle with traditional 

(rational) thought-challenging in verbal cognitive-behavioural therapy.  

 

Neural bases of deliberate future simulation of negative scenarios 

Importantly, BPDS individuals showed greater neural activity during episodic future simula-

tion in lateral PFC networks regulating social, emotional and planning aspects of future sim-

ulation
36

 that have been previously reported as key dysfunctional brain networks in bipolar 
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disorder. Research has found both structural and functional abnormalities in the IFG
37,38

, 

altered connectivity within MFG, IFG and frontal pole areas
37,38

 and altered functional con-

nectivity within the fronto-insular network
39

 in BPSD compared to controls in relation to 

emotion processing and regulatory control.  

 

In relation to future simulation, these areas are at the interface of the default mode net-

work (DMN), frontoparietal and frontoinsular networks of the brain supporting flexible and 

adaptive self-generated thought
40

.
 
Frontopolar regions activate when orienting one’s inter-

nal attention to future events that include self- and social awareness
41

. Insula/IFG activity is 

linked to physiological arousal and social influence on behaviour
42

. The frontoparietal net-

work helps control self-generated emotional internal thought
20

 and planning
43

. Instead, our 

ROI analysis did not find evidence of abnormal activity in the amygdala in areas related to 

vividness or emotional valence of simulation in BDSD compared to controls. Hence, our data 

suggest that a mechanism contributing to emotional dysregulation in BPSD may be higher 

attention orienting
42

 and higher salience attribution to future imagery including its social 

and somatic arousal aspects
69

. In turn, this may trigger greater cognitive control effort
44

.  

 

In keeping with a spectrum approach to psychopathology, functional impairment in the IFG 

is also present in individuals with BPDS based on high genetic risk45 and may indicate specific 

bipolar disorder risk in young people with transdiagnostic emotional dysregulation46. Recent 

evidence highlights ventrolateral PFC areas such as IFG/frontal pole as key for BPSD47, as 

they signal dysfunction in reward expectancy associated with impulsivity and frustration. 

Our data bring additional evidence that in BPSD, increased activity in lateral frontopolar ar-

eas involved in forecasting and maintaining information relevant to future decisions48 is as-

sociated with episodic future simulation. Further studies should test whether this also ap-

plies to simulation of potentially rewarding scenarios. Importantly, future simulation may 

represent a key cognitive process via which forecasting dysfunction manifests 

phenomenologically and translates into the patients’ experience of future mental imagery 

as compelling and driving behaviour49,50. The frontoparietal network’s role in scene con-

struction and planning
20,43

 further supports the relevance of simulation for influencing ac-

tion in this group. 

 

Overall our findings are the first to demonstrate that negative future simulation is under-

pinned by altered activity in key cortical hubs associated to impaired emotional regulation in 

BPDS, providing neurofunctional evidence for the role of emotional mental imagery and in 

particular future simulation in BPDS emotional dysregulation. We propose that the role of 

future simulation in BPDS psychopathology may be linked to maladaptive content aspects of 

the imagery (social and somatic salience), dysfunctional control over the simulation in rela-

tion to the attention it receives and possible impact on planning behaviour, rather than to 

heightened emotional reactivity to internal imaginal stimuli. 

 

Resting state functional connectivity following future simulation 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 1, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.29.24310750doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.29.24310750
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

15 

Our study also detected RSN functional connectivity differences between euthymic BPDS 

individuals and controls within a small right lateral PFC area part of the DMN at the inter-

face with the frontoparietal network. If replicated, this contrasts with a recent systematic 

review 
18

 concluding that based on ICA methodology, euthymic bipolar patients do not show 

RSN functional connectivity alterations within the DMN, frontoparietal or salience networks, 

possibly indicating a state of illness remission. The discrepancy may be explained by the fact 

that, unique to our study, we measured RSN functional connectivity after an episodic future 

simulation task. However, we found no direct evidence of carry-over effect of imagery dur-

ing rest (i.e. spontaneously occurring future simulation).  

 

Limitations 

Due to image acquisition problems and motion artefacts (see Supplementary Material) our 

initial sample size was reduced from N=25 and N=23 to N=20 and N=17. Moreover, our main 

findings were from an exploratory whole-brain analysis. This necessitates replication in larg-

er samples that also allow controlling for medication effects. Additionally, the small cluster 

size of our RSN findings warrants further testing. While we chose a spectrum approach, 

based on imagery and emotion dysregulation evidence in at risk groups
22,23,82-84

, our findings 

should also be replicated in purely clinical samples to extrapolate definitive implications for 

the neurobiology and treatment of bipolar disorder. Moreover, our study design cannot dis-

tinguish what might be a bipolarity trait marker from a neural marker of disease. Another 

limitation is that despite our BPDS group being euthymic based on the SCID, it still present-

ed higher subthreshold low mood and anxiety compared to HC, which may confound find-

ings on the cognitive process of episodic future simulation. However, we argue that com-

plete absence of low mood or anxiety would not represent BPDS phenomenology. Finally, 

we did not acquire a measure of mood instability or emotional dysregulation.  

 

5. Conclusions 

 

We argue that dysfunctional mental imagery-based simulations of emotional future events can 

contribute to emotional dysregulation in BPDS. Our study supports the growing evidence that 

individuals with BPDS experience more emotionally intense mental imagery of negative fu-

ture events than do healthy individuals, even during euthymic states. Critically, this is un-

derpinned by aberrant future simulation circuitry across the default mode network, 

frontoparietal and fronto-insular areas, suggesting that heightened perpetual and emotional 

strength of future imagery in BPSD individuals reflect aberrant control over simulation. We 

propose that dysfunctional regulatory circuitry of the social, emotional and planning functions 

of simulation is a mechanism via which mental imagery amplifies emotion in BPDS. Our findings 

also provide preliminary indication that episodic future simulation may be an important 

cognitive process bridging brain dysfunction during emotion regulation and resting state in 

bipolar disorder. Its role in mood instability warrants further investigation. Importantly, in 

keeping with emerging clinical practice, the present results provide evidence that anomalies 

in future imagery can be a tractable target for intervention, and simple perceptual modifica-

tions of such imagery could be a promising emotion regulation technique for BPDS.  
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Tables 

Table 1.  

Demographic characteristics of BPSD and HC groups 

 BPSD (n=20) 
HC  

(n=17) 
X
2 

/ t 

  Sex, male (%) 9 (53) 5 (25) X
2
=.33 p=.26 

  Age, years, M (SD) 29.6 (6.4) 27.7 (3.9) t=1.10, p=.28 

  Educational level, years, M (SD)  17.4 (2.7) 17.4 (3.1) t=.04, p=.97 

  Marital Status, single (%)  15 (75) 10 (58.8) X
2

=.29, p=.24 

  Occupational status   

        Employed full time 5 10 X
2
=.15 

        Employed part time 2 3  

        Unemployed 2 0  

        Student 5 10  

  Ethnicity (% Asian vs White) 3 (17.7) 3 (15) X
2
=.76, p=.55 
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Table 2. Questionnaires  

 
BPDS (n=20) 

Mean (SD) 

HC (n=17) 

Mean (SD) 
t 

 

Affect 

 Quick Inventory Scale for Depression, Self-Report 

(QIDS-SR) 
7.4 (5.3) 1.6  (1.5) t=4.7, p<.0001 

 Altman Self-Rating Scale for Mania (ASRM) 11 (8.1) 1.9 (2.1) t=4.8, p<.0001 

 Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI) 3.6 (2.7) 0.8 (3.1) t=3.1, p=.005 

 Multidimensional Assessment of Thymic States 

(MAThyS) 
104.6 (14.7) 100.3 (5.2) t=1.2, p=.23 

Visual Analogue Scales (VAS, 0-100), before testing  

VAS sad 23.5 (25.6) 9.6 (10.7) t=1.3, p=.19 

VAS irritable 18.3 (26) 9.1 (9.1) t=.46, p=.65 

VAS anxious 31.3 (21.8) 15 (15.1) t=2.6, p=.014 

VAS elated 24 (23.3) 18.4 (19) t=.52, p=.60 

 

Imagery   

Spontaneous Use of Imagery (SUIS)  44 (7) 40.5 (4.8) t=1.7, p=.10 

Emotional Spontaneous Use of Imagery (E-SUIS) 57.1 (11) 54.3 (7.4) t=.9, p=.37 

Vividness of Visual Imagery Questionnaire (VVIQ) 58.7 (10.3) 55.5 (9.8) t=.3, p=.35 

Plymouth Sensory Imagery Questionnaire (Psi-Q) 7.4 (1.3) 7.1 (1.2) t=.5, p=.58 

 Impact of Future Events Scale (IFES) 38.4 (18.1) 19.2 (7.3) t=4.3, p<.0001 
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Table 3. 

Clusters showing significant differences in RSN connectivity comparing the BPSD to the HC group 

across both resting-state acquisitions. 

RS Network Voxels Max value MNI coordi-

nates of peak 
Location of 

peak  

DMN 41 5.27 38 30 20 

Right middle 

frontal gyrus, 

Inferior frontal 

gyrus, pars 

opercularis 

Right FPN/DMN 

  5.2 44 32 20 
Inferior frontal 

gyrus, pars 

triangularis 
Right FPN 

SM 51 4.94 16 48 30 Right frontal 

pole DMN/SM 

  4.76 10 46 30 
Paracyngulate 

gyrus, superior 

frontal gyrus 
DMN 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

 

Figure 1. Episodic Future Simulation Task trial design.  

The figure depicts the structure of each single trial in the Episodic Future Simulation Task. 

Each trial presented: a fixation cross for 1-3 sec, followed by screen-displayed written de-

scriptions of a negative scenario on a grey background screen for 9 sec, an instruction slide 

“close your eyes and imagine” (1 sec), and a blank slide for 8-10 sec during which partici-

pants imagined the scenario with their eyes closed. This was followed by an acoustic signal 

indicating the end of the trial and to open their eyes and instructions to rate the realness 

and unpleasantness of the imagined scenarios on a Likert scale from 0 to 10, using a button 

box. The instructions ‘Imagine’, ‘Repeat’ or ‘Black and White’ appeared at the start of each 

condition block, instructing participants to imagine (episodic future simulation condition), 

turn a previously imagined scenario black and white (perceptual manipulation condition) or 

repeat a previously imagined scenario (control condition). 

 

Figure 2. MRI session task sequence 

The figure depicts every step in the MRI scan procedure with approximate duration. 

 

Figure 3. Heightened neural activity in BPSD vs HC during episodic future simulation 

A whole-brain comparison between bipolar spectrum disorder (BPSD) and healthy control 

(HC) during repeated simulation of negative scenarios (Repeat) vs the first simulation of 

those scenarios (Imagine) reveals a cluster in the right middle frontal gyrus (1522 voxels; 

center of gravity: x=30.8, y=31.6, z=26.2; Z-max=3.47). Activation is thresholded using clus-

ters determined by Z>2.3 (P<0.01) and a (corrected) cluster significance threshold of P=0.05. 

To illustrate where the differences originate from, the graph shows mean activation ex-

tracted from the whole cluster, per group, per task condition. L = Left, R = Right. 
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Figure 1. Episodic future simulation task trial design
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Figure 2. MRI session task sequence 
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Figure 3. Heightened neural activity in BPSD vs HC during episodic future simulation  
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Figure 4. Neural activity of the core simulation network during episodic future imagery across the 

whole sample 
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