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ABSTRACT

Background: Empirical knowledge about the prevalence and potency of reminders several
years post-trauma, and how experiences with reminders relate to mental health and
functioning, is scarce.

Objective: The aim of this study was threefold: (1) systematically describe the type and
frequency of trauma reminders experienced by survivors 8.5 years after a terrorist attack; (2)
explore the intensity and duration of reactions evoked by various reminders; and (3)
examine whether experiences with trauma reminders are associated with psychological
distress and level of functioning almost a decade post-trauma.

Method: 289 survivors (51.2% females, M age = 27.7, SD = 4.6) of the 2011 massacre on Utgya
island, Norway, were interviewed 8.5 years post-terror. Participants were presented with a list of
ten potential trauma reminders and asked to rate how frequently they had experienced each
one in the past month, and the intensity and duration of the reactions evoked. Current
posttraumatic reactions were measured using the UCLA PTSD-RI and the HSCL-8.
Associations between experiences with reminders, psychological distress, and functioning,
were analysed by linear regressions.

Results: At 8.5 years post-terror, approximately 90% of the participants had experienced
trauma reminders within the past month (35.6% often or very often). Almost 30% had
become distressed, afraid, sad, or experienced bodily reactions to a great or very great
extent. The vast majority reported that the reactions only lasted for a few minutes or hours.
Frequency of exposure to reminders, and the intensity of the reactions evoked, were
significantly associated with psychological distress. Frequency of exposure to trauma
reminders was negatively related to the survivors’ level of functioning.

Conclusions: Trauma reminders can still be a central source of psychological distress and
impaired functioning among survivors almost a decade post-trauma. While everyone who is
directly exposed to a terrorist attack does not need psychotherapy, most would probably
benefit from psychoeducation about reminders.

Prevalencia y potencia de los recordatorios de trauma 8.5 aios después
de un ataque terrorista

Antecedentes: El conocimiento empirico sobre la prevalencia y la potencia de los
recordatorios del trauma varios afos después de ocurrido, y cémo las experiencias con los
recordatorios se relacionan con la salud mental y el funcionamiento, es escaso.

Obijetivo: El objetivo de este estudio fue triple: (1) describir sistematicamente el tipo y la frecuencia
de recordatorios de trauma experimentados por los sobrevivientes 8,5 aflos después de un ataque
terrorista; (2) explorar la intensidad y duracién de las reacciones evocadas por varios recordatorios;
y (3) examinar como las experiencias con recordatorios de trauma se asocian con angustia
psicoldgica y nivel de funcionamiento casi una década después del trauma.

Método: 289 supervivientes (51.2% mujeres, edad M = 27.7, DE = 4.6) de la masacre de 2011 en la
isla de Utgya, Noruega, fueron entrevistados 8.5 afos después del evento terrorista. A los
participantes se les present6 una lista de diez posibles recordatorios de trauma y se les pidid
que calificaran con qué frecuencia habian experimentado cada uno en el ultimo mes, y la
intensidad y duracién de las reacciones evocadas. Las reacciones postraumadticas actuales se
midieron utilizando el UCLA PTSD-RI y el HSCL-8. Las asociaciones entre las experiencias con
recordatorios, la angustia psicoldgica y el funcionamiento se analizaron mediante regresiones
lineales.

Resultados: A los 8.5 afnos posteriores al evento terrorista, aproximadamente el 90% de los
participantes habian experimentado recordatorios de trauma en el Ultimo mes (35.6% a
menudo o muy a menudo). Casi el 30% se habia angustiado, asustado, entristecido o
experimentado reacciones corporales en gran o muy gran medida. La gran mayoria informé
que las reacciones solo duraron unos pocos minutos u horas. La frecuencia de exposicién a los
recordatorios y la intensidad de las reacciones evocadas se asociaron significativamente con la
angustia psicoldgica. La frecuencia de exposicion a los recordatorios del trauma se relaciond
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negativamente con el nivel de funcionamiento de los sobrevivientes.

Conclusiones: Los recordatorios de trauma aun pueden ser una fuente central de angustia
psicoldgica y deterioro del funcionamiento entre los sobrevivientes casi una década después
del trauma. Si bien todos los que estdn directamente expuestos a un ataque terrorista no
necesitan psicoterapia, la mayoria probablemente se beneficiaria de la psicoeducacién sobre los
recordatorios.
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For months, sometimes years, after a traumatic event,
physical or emotional stimuli that relate to the traumatic
experience can evoke involuntary, intrusive and distres-
sing feelings, thoughts, or mental images of the original
trauma (Glad et al., 2017). These phenomena are known
as trauma reminders (also referred to as ‘cues’ or ‘trig-
gers’) (Glad et al., 2017). In the literature, two different
channels for exposure to reminders have been described:
external and internal cues (Layne et al., 2006). External
trauma cues are things we hear, see, taste, touch, and
smell in the external environment; while internal trauma
cues are internal phenomena, such as thoughts, dreams,
bodily sensations, images and emotions (Layne et al,
2006). Empirical knowledge about the prevalence and
potency of reminders several years post-trauma, and
how experiences with trauma reminders relate to mental
health and functioning, is scarce (Glad et al., 2016). This
paper investigates experiences with trauma reminders
among nearly 300 survivors of the terrorist attack on
Utgya island, Norway, almost a decade after the attack.

Though trauma reminders are explicitly included in
the fifth edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical Man-
ual of Mental Disorders (DSM-5) diagnostic criteria
for posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD), few have
empirically examined trauma reminder character-
istics, how frequently trauma reminders are experi-
enced, and how exposure to reminders is related to
PTSD (i.e. Glad et al, 2016, 2017; Goenjian et al.,
2011; Howell et al., 2015; Pynoos et al., 1993; Scrimin
etal., 2011). In brief, findings from the existing studies
suggest that distressing reminders are relatively com-
mon in the first few years post-trauma (particularly
sensory-based cues, such as auditory reminders), and

that exposure to trauma reminders may drive PTSD
symptom development and chronicity. Of note, in
our previous longitudinal study on psychological dis-
tress and exposure to trauma reminders among survi-
vors of the terrorist attack on Uteya island (up to 2.5
years post-terror), we found that the relationship
between frequency of exposure to trauma reminders
and symptoms of PTSD became stronger over time,
suggesting that the role of reminders in PTSD may
increase rather than decrease over time (Glad et al.,
2017). That said, because most studies have been con-
ducted relatively soon after the traumatic event (i.e.
one to three years post-trauma), knowledge about
the prevalence and intensity of reminders several
years post-trauma is scarce. A noteworthy exemption,
is the recent qualitative study by Adebiack et al. (2022),
on reminders nine years after the disaster among
adults who as children or adolescents had been
exposed the tsunami in Southeast Asia in 2004. Ade-
béck et al. interviewed 17 heavily exposed survivors
and found that everyone experienced trauma remin-
ders nine years after the tsunami, including internal
(e.g. dreams) and external (sounds, smell, the feeling
of water) reminders. Also, a few case studies have illu-
minated how trauma reminders may evoke strong
post-traumatic reactions and impair functioning sev-
eral years, even decades, post-trauma (e.g. Hilton,
1997; Kaplow et al., 2006; Vermetten & Bremner,
2003). For example, Hilton (1997) described how an
old war veteran experienced intrusive wartime mem-
ories, loss of interests in activities, and poor appetite,
after the media commemoration the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the end of World War II. Similarly, in another



case study, Kaplow et al. (2006) noted how a young
girl, who witnessed the murder of her mother by her
father at the age of 19 months, experienced re-experi-
encing, avoidance and hyperarousal symptoms, after
being exposed to a trauma reminder ten years after
the murder. This caused clinically significant impair-
ment for the young girl, including feeling ‘shaky’ all
the time, loss of appetite, and being unable to be
alone in a room in the house, even for a minute
(Kaplow et al., 2006).

In summary, while the existing findings indicate that
the presence and potency of trauma reminders may be
high for a long time after a traumatic experience, this
has not been explored quantitatively, in a larger popu-
lation. Also, of note, while trauma reminders can evoke
strong emotional and behavioural responses that
impair functioning among trauma survivors, to our
knowledge, only one empirical study has explored the
association between exposure to reminders and post-
trauma functioning (i.e. Glad et al.,, 2017). Here, the
authors found that individuals who experienced remin-
ders often functioned worse in their everyday life
(including school/work, leisure activities, and interper-
sonal relationships), compared to those who reported
experiencing reminders less frequently. Given the
large amount of people who have experienced a poten-
tially traumatic event and whom may be troubled by
distressing reminders in their daily life, more knowl-
edge about trauma reminders and how they are related
to daily functioning could improve our ability to help
trauma exposed individuals.

The aim of this study was to systematically describe
the type, frequency, intensity, and duration of trauma
reminders experienced by survivors 8.5 years after a
terrorist attack. We also wanted to examine whether
experiences with trauma reminders are associated
with psychological distress and level of functioning
almost a decade post-trauma.

1. Method

The Utegya Study (2011-2020) is a comprehensive
longitudinal interview study designed to determine
the level of posttraumatic stress reactions and poten-
tial predictors of PTSD among survivors of the terror-
ist attack on Uteya island, Norway, in 2011. The study
consists of four data collection waves, conducted at 4-
5 months (T1), 14-15 months (T2), 30-32 months
(T3), and 8.5 years (T4) post-terror. The current
paper uses data from T4.

1.1. The terrorist attack

On 22 July 2011, two terrorist attacks in Norway were
conducted by one perpetrator. First, a bomb was deto-
nated in central Oslo, outside the executive government
quarter. Less than two hours later, the perpetrator
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opened fire at a summer camp hosting members of the
Norwegian Labor Party’s youth organisation on Uteya.
At the time of the shooting, almost 600 people were gath-
ered on the small island, mostly adolescents and young
adults. For over one hour and 20 min, the perpetrator
shot, killed, and wounded those he came across. Sixty-
eight people were killed in the attack on Uteya, one
died later in the hospital, and many more were injured
(The Norwegian Directorate of Health, 2012). For a
more elaborate description of the attack and its after-
math, see Dyb et al. (2014) and Glad et al. (2021).

1.2. Participants and procedure

In total, 502 people survived the massacre on Utgya
and all were invited to participate in the Utgya
Study at T4. A postal information letter was sent out
to all potential participants with information about
the rationale, design and other relevant aspects of
the study. Subsequently, they were telephoned by an
interviewer and asked if they were willing to partici-
pate. In total, 289 (57.6%) of the survivors agreed to
participate at T4; the remaining declined or could
not be reached. Participants were aged between 22
and 65 years (M =27.7, SD =4.6), 51.2% females.
Approximately 8.5 years after the terrorist-attack
semi-structured face-to-face interviews were conducted
by health care personnel (mostly psychologists, medical
doctors, and nurses) who attended a one-day training
programme. Interviewers also assessed unmet needs
among the participants, and if identified they were
instructed to arrange for assistance. Eighteen partici-
pants, who were not able to attend a face-to-face inter-
view, responded to the same measures in an online
questionnaire. The study was based on written consent
and was approved by the Regional Committee for
Medical and Health Research Ethics in Norway.

1.3. Measures

Trauma reminders. In the Utegya Study, exposure to
trauma reminders was measured using a list of eight
reminders, developed by the authors based on data
collected at an earlier timepoint (for more infor-
mation, see Glad et al.,, 2016). At T4, two new remin-
ders were added: (1) Films/documentaries etc. about
the terrorist attack 22nd of July, and (2) other terrorist
attacks in Norway or abroad. Participants were pre-
sented with the list 8.5 years after the terrorist attack
and asked to report how frequently each reminder
had reminded them about the attack and made them
distressed, on a 5-point scale ranging from 1 (never)
to 5 (very often) in the last month. Participants were
also asked to report to what extent they had become
very distressed, afraid, sad, or experienced bodily reac-
tions, on a five-point scale ranging from 1 (not at all)
to 5 (to a very great extent); and how long it took for
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them to calm down again, on a four-point scale ran-
ging from 1 (a few minutes), 2 (a few hours), 3 (a
few days) to 4 (a few weeks).

Posttraumatic stress reactions. Posttraumatic stress
reactions over the past month were measured using
the University of California at Los Angeles PTSD Reac-
tion Index (UCLA PTSD-RI) (Pynoos et al, 1998;
Steinberg et al., 2004). To cover the diagnostic criteria
in the fifth edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual of Mental Disorder (DSM-5; APA, 2013), the
index was customised in collaboration with the authors
of the original instrument in preparation for the first
data collection of the Utgya Study in 2011. The measure
comprises 20 items, with subscales to assess symptoms
of the four diagnostic criteria for PTSD: Re-experien-
cing (five items), avoidance (two items), negative altera-
tions in cognitions and mood (seven items), and
arousal and reactivity (six items). Each question is
explicitly related to the attack, and responses were
endorsed on a 5-point scale, ranging from 0 (never)
to 4 (almost all the time). The mean score was calcu-
lated using all 20 items. The Cronbach’s alpha of the
total scale was .92 at T4.

Symptoms of depression and anxiety. To measure the
participants’ level of depression and anxiety within the
past two weeks, an eight-item version of the Hopkins
Symptom Checklist-25 was used (HSCL-8; Solberg
et al,, 2011). Each item was rated on a scale from 1
(not at all bothered) to 4 (very much bothered). Short
versions of the HSCL have previously been used in Nor-
wegian population surveys and have shown high corre-
lations with the 25-item scale and good psychometric
properties (Strand et al., 2003; Tambs & Moum, 1993).
The mean score was calculated using all eight items.
The Cronbach’s alpha of the total scale was .90 at T4.

Level of functioning. To determine participants’
level of functioning, survivors were asked to report
to what degree they were back to normal functioning
in the following five areas: School/studies/work,
leisure time, relationship with friends, relationship
with the family, and domestic work (duties in the
house, laundry, etc.). Each item was rated on a five-
point scale, ranging from 1 (not at all) to 5 (totally
back). The mean score was calculated using all five
items. The Cronbach’s alpha of the scale was .84 at T4.

1.4. Statistical analysis

Means and standard deviations were calculated for
reminder variables. A single variable for each metric
of trauma reminders (i.e. frequency of exposure;
intensity of reactions to reminders; and duration of
reactions to reminders) was created by collapsing
across all the reminder types (i.e. auditory, emotional,
visual, situational, other terrorist attacks, films/docu-
mentaries, bodily reactions, pain, olfactory and tactile)
and using the maximum score given by each

participant for at least one reminder type. Separate lin-
ear regression models were then used, with these
scores, to investigate the associations between the
trauma reminder metrics and (1) symptoms of
PTSD (n=245), (2) symptoms of anxiety/depression
(n=245), and (3) level of functioning (n=244).
Each model was adjusted for sex and age. A linear
regression model was also used to explore the associ-
ation between age, sex, and frequency of exposure to
reminders (n=289). Linear regression models were
performed in R version 4.1.2 (The R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) and all ana-
lyses included all complete cases.

2. Results

Of the 289 survivors who participated 8.5 years after
the terrorist attack on Uteya in 2011, 259 (89.6%)
reported that they had experienced reminders within
the last month, and 103 (35.6%) reported having
experienced at least one reminder often or very often
during this time period. Auditory reminders were
experienced most frequently; 202 survivors (69.9%)
reported that they had experienced such reminders
within the last month; 48 (16.6%) often or very often
(Table 1). Olfactory and tactile reminders were experi-
enced least frequently.

In terms of the intensity of the reactions evoked, 82
(28.4%) participants reported that they had become
distressed, afraid, sad, or experienced bodily reactions
to a great or very great extent after having encoun-
tered one, or more, reminder(s) within the last
month. Bodily reminders were reported to evoke the
highest level of distress, followed by tactile and audi-
tory reminders, respectively (Table 2). The reminders
evoking the least reactions, at a group level, were
visual reminders and pain.

In terms of the duration of the distress, fear, sadness,
or bodily reactions evoked by each reminder, the vast
majority reported that it only lasted for a few minutes
or hours (Table 2). For example, more than 70%
reported that the reactions evoked after experiences
with olfactory, visual and auditory reminders only
lasted for a few minutes, and less than 2% reported
that it lasted for days or weeks. That said, about 10%
of the participants who had experienced any of the fol-
lowing four reminders: emotional, bodily reactions,
films/documentaries about the 22nd of July terrorist
attack and other terrorist attacks, reported being dis-
tressed for days or weeks afterwards (Table 2).

Both frequency of exposure to reminders, and the
intensity of the reactions evoked, were significantly
associated with symptoms of PTSD and anxiety/
depression (Table 3). The duration of the reactions
evoked was not associated with posttraumatic psycho-
pathology. Only frequency of exposure to trauma
reminders (not intensity or duration of reactions
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Table 1. Table displaying the frequency of trauma reminders experienced the last month on a scale from 1 to 5 (N =289).

Never Rarely Sometimes Often Very Total sample
Reminder % % % % often % Mean (SD)
Auditory (e.g. gunshots, screams, sharp noises, fireworks, alarms, sirens, 30.1 26.6 26.6 10.0 6.6 2.36(1.20)
helicopter)
Emotional (e.g. feeling sad, scared, stressed, emptiness, fear) 37.2 28.1 18.4 12.8 35 2.15(1.16)
Visual (e.g. pictures, newspaper articles, uniforms, police, weapons, 36.1 326 215 73 24 2.07(1.04)
Facebook profiles/ updates)
Situational (e.g. running, crowds of people, certain places, buildings/tents, 46.9 28.8 12.5 7.3 45 1.94(1.14)
the AUF', nature (islands, water, the woods, rain))
Other terrorist attacks in Norway or abroad 453 30.4 17.6 5.2 14 1.87(0.97)
Bodily reactions (e.g. palpitations, difficulty breathing) 60.2 17.0 10.0 10.0 2.8 1.78(1.14)
Films/documentaries etc. about the terrorist attack 22nd of July 61.1 23.2 10.0 3.1 24 1.62(0.96)
Pain 86.5 4.8 55 1.4 1.7 1.27(0.77)
Olfactory (e.g. smell from gunshot, blood, hospital, perfume, the forest, 86.9 8.0 3.8 1.0 0.3 1.20(0.58)
rocks)
Tactile (e.g. contact with water, bodily contact) 89.3 5.5 2.8 1.7 0.7 1.19(0.63)

TAUF = Norwegian Labor Party’s youth organisation.

Table 2. Table displaying the level and duration of the distress evoked by the various trauma reminders in the last month, on a

scale from 1 to 5.

Level of distress

Duration of distress

Not at Alittle Some  Much Very Mean Minutes  Hours  Days  Weeks
Reminder N all % % % % much % (SD) N % % % %
Auditory 202 74 44.6 29.2 15.3 35 2.63(0.95) 187 71.1 26.7 1.0 0.5
Emotional 181 83 459 28.7 12.2 5.0 2.60(0.98) 166 47.6 41.0 8.4 3.0
Visual 184 11.4 53.8 26.6 7.1 1.1 2.33(0.81) 163 73.0 252 1.2 0.6
Situational 153 14.4 41.2 26.1 13.7 4.6 2.53(1.05) 131 59.5 344 4.6 1.5
Bodily reactions 115 8.7 28.7 383 14.8 9.6 2.88(1.08) 105 48.6 41.0 9.5 1.0
Pain 39 20.5 38.5 28.2 12.8 - 2.33(0.96) 31 45.2 484 6.5 -
Olfactory 38 10.5 60.5 13.2 10.5 53 2.39(1.00) 34 735 26.5 - -
Tactile 31 12.9 355 29.0 9.7 129 2.74(1.21) 27 63.0 29.6 74 -
Films/documentaries etc. about 112 17.9 40.2 23.2 134 54 2.48(1.10) 92 46.7 1.3 10.9 1.1
the terrorist attack 22nd of July
Other terrorist attacks in Norway 158 13.3 48.7 259 9.5 25 2.39(0.92) 152 58.4 29.9 1.7 -

or abroad

TAUF = Norwegian Labor Party’s youth organisation.

Table 3. Linear regression analyses displaying associations between symptoms of PTSD (n = 245), anxiety and depression (n =
245), level of functioning (n = 244), and experiences with reminders.

PTSD symptoms’ Anxiety/depression’ Functioning’
Coeff Cllower Clupper p-value Coeff Cllower Clupper p-value Coeff Cllower Clupper p-value
Reminder frequency ~ 5.98 4.28 7.67 <.001 0.19 0.09 0.29 <.001 —0.20 -0.33 —0.07 0.003
Reminder intensity 3.80 1.89 5.70 <.001 0.15 0.04 0.27 0.007 —0.08 —0.23 0.07 0.278
Reminder duration 1.76 —-0.25 3.76 0.085 0.12 —-0.00" 0.24 0.051 —0.09 —-0.25 0.07 0.255

"Adjusted for sex and age.

evoked) was significantly related to the survivors’ level
of functioning (school/work, leisure activities, and
interpersonal relationships) post-terror (Table 3).
Women reported experiencing trauma reminders sig-
nificantly more often than men (p <.001). There was
no significant relationship between age and exposure
to reminders (p = .448).

3. Discussion

The aim of the present study was to explore the type,
frequency, intensity and duration of trauma reminders
experienced by survivors 8.5 years after a terrorist
attack. We also wanted to examine the association
between experiences with trauma reminders, psycho-
logical distress, and daily functioning. We found that
most participants were still struggling with reminders

almost a decade post-trauma. Approximately 90%
reported that they had experienced trauma reminders
within the past month (35.6% often or very often), and
almost 30% had become distressed, afraid, sad, or
experienced bodily reactions to a great or very great
extent. Auditory reminders were experienced most
frequently, and bodily reminders elicited the highest
level of distress. The vast majority reported that the
reactions evoked by the reminders only lasted for a
few minutes or hours. Both frequency of exposure to
reminders, and the intensity of the reactions evoked,
was significantly associated with symptoms of PTSD
and anxiety/depression at 8.5 years post-trauma, but
not the duration of the reactions evoked. Frequency
of exposure to trauma reminders was negatively
related to the survivors’ level of functioning post-
terror.



6 K. A. GLAD ET AL.

Even though almost a decade had passed since the
terrorist attack on Uteya, experiences with distressing
reminders were highly prevalent. Only 10% of the par-
ticipants reported that they had not experienced any
reminders within the last month, suggesting that the
attack is still very much present in most of the survi-
vors’ daily lives. Clinically, it is perhaps not surprising
that after having been directly exposed to such a trau-
matic experience as the massacre on Uteya island
(including significant life threat via human-made
trauma, and witnessing people being injured or killed),
most will be distressed when internal or external cues
remind them of it, even though several years have
passed. Rather, this illustrates how, while the traumatic
event itself can be relatively brief, the effects can last a
lifetime, and based on the findings in the present
study, distressing responses to reminders seem to be
one such lasting psychological consequence.

Results from the current study also showed that dis-
tressing reminders post-terror encompassed several
different aspects of the survivors’ internal and external
environment, and were perceived through all five sen-
sory systems, but that auditory reminders were particu-
larly frequent. This is in line with our previous findings
from two prior studies on the survivors from Uteya (i.e.
Glad et al, 2016, 2017). More specifically, auditory
reminders were reported to be experienced most fre-
quently, with similar rates of survivors reporting such
reminders occurring often or very often 2.5 years after
the attack (Glad et al., 2017) as we have found in this
study 8.5 years after the attack (i.e. 15% and 17%,
respectively). These findings suggest that the frequency
of exposure to auditory reminders in this group is highly
stable, and even has increased slightly the last six years
post-terror. The dominance of auditory reminders is
probably strongly related to the loud and persistent
sound of gunshots that the survivors were exposed to
during the attack, combined with the inescapable nature
of loud and sudden noises in daily life (Glad et al., 2017).
However, given that PTSD is characterised by alterations
in arousal and reactivity, it is possible that survivors in
general, who struggle with post-trauma reactions, are
particularly wary of loud and sudden noises in their
daily life, independent of the type of event they have
been exposed to. If so, informing patients that it is com-
mon to experience distressing reactions to loud and sud-
den noises post-trauma may be a useful addition to the
psychoeducation provided to trauma patients, but
more research is warranted.

Interestingly, we also found that the mean fre-
quency of each reminder type reported 8.5 years
after the attack was very consistent with those reported
2.5 years after for all reminders (five had slightly
increased, two slightly decreased, and one was identi-
cal). In fact, the order for the most to least frequent
reminder was identical (with auditory reminders
being experienced most frequently and tactile least

frequently). Again, this suggests that the frequency
of exposure to reminders in this group is highly stable,
from 2.5 years to 8.5 years post-terror.

Whereas the variation was relatively low for the
level of distress evoked by each reminder, we found
that bodily reminders elicited the highest mean level
of distress, followed by tactile and auditory, respect-
ively. In terms of the duration of the distress elicited
by each reminder, the vast majority reported that it
lasted for only minutes or hours. However, about
10% of the participants who had experienced either
of the following four reminders: emotional, bodily
reactions, films/documentaries about the 22 July ter-
rorist attack, and other terrorist attacks, reported
being distressed for days or weeks afterwards. Given
that both films/documentaries about the terrorist
attack 22 July and other terrorist attacks are so directly
related to the traumatic event they had experienced, it
is perhaps not surprising that the reactions evoked by
these reminders last longer. These reminders were
included in the study because several movies about
the attack have been released (and received a lot of
media attention), and because terrorist attacks from
time to time are covered by the news, but we know lit-
tle about how this affects the survivors. For example,
in 2018, about one year prior to our data collection,
three movies (including one documentary) about the
terrorist attack on Uteya were released. Based on the
results from the present study, it appears that when
movies about a traumatic event are released, it is
important to notify and prepare the directly affected.

In previous studies on this sample, we found that
the survivors reported auditory reminders to be the
worst (i.e. the most distressing) (ie. Glad et al,
2016, 2017). While we did not ask the participants
which reminder they experienced to be the worst at
8.5 years post-terror, we found that auditory remin-
ders were experienced most often and were among
the reminders which elicited the highest level of dis-
tress. However, it is interesting to note that less than
2% experienced the distress to last for a long period
of time (i.e. for days or weeks). This might suggest
that it is the frequency of exposure, and the intensity
of reactions evoked, that makes auditory reminders
so taxing for survivors, not the duration of their reac-
tions. In line with this hypothesis, we found that
psychological distress (i.e. symptoms of PTSD and
anxiety/depression) at 8.5 years post-terror was sig-
nificantly associated with both frequency of exposure
to and intensity of reactions evoked by trauma remin-
ders, but not the duration of the reactions.

In terms of daily functioning, we found that only
frequency of exposure to trauma reminders (not
intensity or duration of reactions evoked) was related
to the survivors’ level of functioning almost a decade
post-terror. That is, survivors who reported experien-
cing trauma reminders more frequently functioned



worse in their daily life (including school/work, leisure
activities, and interpersonal relationships). This is in
line with earlier findings (Glad et al., 2017), and
suggests that simply experiencing distressing remin-
ders frequently in daily life (notwithstanding the
intensity and duration of the reactions evoked) may
lead to functional impairment in survivors for a very
long time post-trauma. Of note, although the link
between impaired functioning and PTSD is well docu-
mented (see Rodriguez et al., 2012), it is important to
note that relatively few people fulfil the PTSD diagno-
sis after exposure to a traumatic event. Many more are
distressed by reminders in their daily life and may
struggle to function normally post-trauma. Empiri-
cally demonstrating that there is an association
between exposure to trauma reminders and functional
impairment almost 10 years post-trauma is of signifi-
cance, because it strongly suggests many survivors
probably could benefit from receiving help handling
these distressing reminders.

3.1. Study strengths and limitations

This is the first large scale study to explore trauma
reminders among survivors almost a decade after a ter-
rorist attack, and the first to describe the type, fre-
quency, intensity and duration of (reactions to)
reminders post-trauma. The study was also strength-
ened by the inclusion of nearly 60% of the survivors
of the attack, even after nearly a decade; as many
males as females (males are often underrepresented in
such studies); and low levels of missing data. Further-
more, the validity of the study is enhanced as interviews
were performed face-to-face by trained professionals.
Special care was taken to protect the study participants
and interviewers due to the sensitive nature of the inter-
views: survivors in need of professional help were given
advice and help in contacting health and social services
and interviewers were provided supervision from the
research team throughout the data collection.

While this study adds importantly to our understand-
ing of the nature, prevalence, and potency of trauma
reminders after a terrorist attack, the findings should
be considered in light of several limitations. First, the
participants were asked about their experiences with
reminders within the past month. Given the 8.5 year
time-lag since the event, this is a relatively short time-
frame. From the interviews, we learned that some par-
ticipants had experienced distressing reminders recently,
just not within the past month. As such, it is possible that
the reports of reminders are underreported in the pre-
sent study, and that future studies of late reminders
should have a longer timeframe. Second, although
based on previous qualitative data of reminders collected
at an earlier timepoint, participants may have experi-
enced reminders other than those included in the list
provided. Third, the generalisability of these findings
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to other traumatic events and/or other traumatised
populations is unknown.

3.2. Clinical implications and future directions

The clinically noteworthy finding in the present study is
that trauma reminders can still be a central source of
distress and impaired functioning among survivors
many years post-trauma. We believe that increased
awareness and more knowledge among clinicians
about the importance of trauma reminders for patients’
post-traumatic mental health and functioning may help
them become more effective in working with people
who are struggling after experiencing a highly distres-
sing life event. For example, if clinicians become better
at identifying reminders in the patients’ history and
understand how their patients’ reactions to reminders
are connected to what they have experienced, clinicians
will be better able to help their patients see the historical
reference behind their (often) exaggerated and see-
mingly absurd reactions in harmless situations (Glad
et al, 2016). This is important, because it may not
only reduce the patients’ fear reactions, but also pro-
mote self-empathy and reduce feelings of shame.
Further, as pointed out by Layne et al. (2006), trauma
reminders have broad clinical utility, including ‘estab-
lishing a therapeutic alliance based on recognition of
the ongoing impact of the past trauma; psychoeduca-
tion regarding distress reactions and the cues that elicit
them; developing coping strategies’ (p. 251). That said,
as noted by Glad et al. (2016), while everyone who is
directly exposed to a terrorist attack does not need psy-
chotherapy, most would probably benefit from psy-
choeducation about trauma reminders. Also, based on
our results, we recommend that directly affected are
notified and prepared when movies or documentaries
about a traumatic event are to be released.

In a future study, to get a better understanding of
the relationship between experiences with trauma
reminders and psychopathology over time, it would
be interesting to explore the direction of the relation-
ship between experiences with trauma reminders and
posttraumatic psychopathology (i.e. whether higher
levels of symptoms make survivors susceptible to
experiencing reminders more often and more inten-
sely, or if the high frequency of exposure to and
high intensity of reactions drive their symptoms).
Given that trauma reminders are explicitly included
in the DSM-5 criteria for PTSD, it may be questioned
whether post-traumatic stress reactions and distres-
sing reminders are distinguishable constructs. To
examine this, Layne et al. (2003, as cited in Layne et
al., 2006, p. 261) conducted an exploratory factor
analysis on PTSD symptoms and frequency of
exposure to reminders among war-exposed youth in
Bosnia. Their results provided preliminary evidence
that distressing reminders and post-traumatic stress
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reactions are empirically distinct constructs, but more
research is warranted. It would also be interesting to
ask which reminder(s) they experience as the worst
and why, and to explore what the trauma reminders
primarily evoke so many years after the traumatic
event (e.g. fear, distress, bodily reactions, or some-
thing else?). Finally, another important topic for
future research is to explore the type, frequency, and
potency trauma reminders after other type of traumas.

Acknowledgements

We would like to sincerely thank everyone who participated
in the Utgya Study.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

ORCID

Kristin A. Glad (@ http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9965-8595

References

Adebick, P., Lundh, L., & Nilsson, D. (2022). Late remin-
ders nine years post disaster in adults who as children
or adolescents were exposed to the 2004 Southeast
Asian Tsunami. Child Care in Practice, 28(3), 290.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13575279.2020.1723066

American Psychiatric Association. (2013). Diagnostic and
statistical manual of mental disorders (5th ed.).
American Psychiatric Publishing.

Dyb, G., Jensen, T., Nygaard, E., Ekeberg, O., Diseth, T,
Wentzel-Larsen, T., & Thoresen, S. (2014). Post-traumatic
stress reactions in survivors of the 2011 massacre on
Uteya Island, Norway. British Journal of Psychiatry, 204
(5), 361-367. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.113.133157

Glad, K. A., Hafstad, G. S., Jensen, T. K., & Dyb, G. (2017). A
longitudinal study of psychological distress and exposure
to trauma reminders after terrorism. Psychological
Trauma: Theory, Research, Practice, and Policy, 9(1),
145-152. https://doi.org/10.1037/tra0000224

Glad, K. A,, Jensen, T. K., Hafstad, G. S., & Dyb, G. (2016).
Posttraumatic stress disorder and exposure to trauma
reminders after a terrorist attack. Journal of Trauma &
Dissociation, 17(4), 435-447. https://doi.org/10.1080/
15299732.2015.1126777

Glad, K. A., Stensland, S@, & Dyb, G. (2021). The terrorist
attack on uteya island: Long-term impact on survivors’
health and implications for policy. Perspectives on
Terrorism, 15(3), 60-74. https://www.jstor.org/stable/
27030882.

Goenjian, A. K., Roussos, A., Steinberg, A. M., Sotiropoulou,
C., Walling, D., Kakaki, M., & Karagianni, S. (2011).
Longitudinal study of PTSD, depression, and quality of
life among adolescents after the Parnitha earthquake.
Journal of Affective Disorders, 133(3), 509-515. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2011.04.053

Hilton, C. (1997). Media triggers of post-traumatic stress dis-
order 50 years after the second world war. International
Journal of Geriatric Psychiatry, 12(8), 862-867. https://

doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1166(199708)12:8<862::AID-
GPS595>3.0.CO;2-C

Howell, K. H., Kaplow, J. B., Layne, C. M., Benson, M. A,
Compas, B. E., Katalinski, R., Pasalic, H., Bosankic, H.,
& Pynoos, R. (2015). Predicting adolescent posttraumatic
stress in the aftermath of war: Differential effects of cop-
ing strategies across trauma reminder, loss reminder, and
family conflict domains. Anxiety, Stress, & Coping, 28(1),
88-104. https://doi.org/10.1080/10615806.2014.910596

Kaplow, J. B., Saxe, G. N., Putnam, F. W., Pynoos, R. S., &
Lieberman, A. F. (2006). The long-term consequences
of early childhood trauma: A case study and discussion.
Psychiatry: Interpersonal and Biological Processes, 69(4),
362-375. https://doi.org/10.1521/psyc.2006.69.4.362

Layne, C. M., Warren, J. S., Saltzman, W. R,, Fulton, J. B.,
Steinberg, A. M., & Pynoos, R. S. (2006). Contextual influ-
ences on posttraumatic adjustment: Retraumatization and
the roles of revictimization, posttraumatic adversities and
distressing reminders. In L. A. Stein, H. I. Spitz, G. M.
Burlingame, & P. R. Muskin (Eds.), Psychological Effects of
Catastrophic Disasters: Group Approaches to Treatment
(pp. 235-287). the Haworth Press.

Pynoos, R. S., Goenjian, A., Tashjian, M., Karakashian, M.,
Manjikian, R., Manoukian, G., Steinberg, A. M., &
Fairbanks, L. A. (1993). Post-traumatic stress reactions
in children after the 1988 Armenian earthquake. British
Journal of Psychiatry, 163(2), 239-247. https://doi.org/
10.1192/bjp.163.2.239

Pynoos, R. S., Rodriguez, N., Steinberg, A. M., Stuber, M., &
Frederick, C. (1998). UCLA PTSD Index for DSM-IV.
UCLA Trauma Psychiatry Program.

Rodriguez, P., Holowka, D. W., & Markx, B. P. (2012).
Assessment of posttraumatic stress disorder-related func-
tional impairment: A review. The Journal of
Rehabilitation Research and Development, 49(5), 649-
666. https://doi.org/10.1682/JRRD.2011.09.0162

Scrimin, S., Moscardino, U., Capello, F., Alto¢, G., Steinberg,
A. M, & Pynoos, R. S. (2011). Trauma reminders and
PTSD symptoms in children three years after a terrorist
attack in Beslan. Social Science ¢ Medicine, 72(5), 694—
700. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2010.11.030

Solberg, O., Dale, M. T., Holmstrom, H., Eskedal, L. T., Landolt,
M. A, & Vollrath, M. E. (2011). Long-term symptoms of
depression and anxiety in mothers of infants with congenital
heart defects. Journal of Pediatric Psychology, 36(2), 179-187.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsq054

Steinberg, A. M., Brymer, M. J., Decker, K. B., & Pynoos, R.
S. (2004). The University of California at Los Angeles
post-traumatic stress disorder reaction index. Current
Psychiatry Reports, 6(2), 96-100. https://doi.org/10.
1007/5s11920-004-0048-2

Strand, B. H., Dalgard, O. S., Tambs, K., & Rongerud, M.
(2003). Measuring the mental health status of the
Norwegian population: A comparison of the instruments
SCL-25, SCL-10, SCL-5 and MHI-5 (SF-36). Nordic
Journal of Psychiatry, 57(2), 113-118. https://doi.org/10.
1080/08039480310000932

Tambs, K., & Moum, T. (1993). How well can a few ques-
tionnaire items indicate anxiety and depression? Acta
Psychiatrica Scandinavia, 87(5), 364-7.

The Norwegian Directorate of Health. (2012). Learning for
Better Emergency Preparedness: The Medixal Response to
the Terrorist Incidents of 22 July 211 (IS-1984).

Vermetten, E., & Bremner, D. (2003). Olfaction as a trau-
matic reminder in posttraumatic stress disorder: Case
reports and review. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 64(2),
202-207.


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9965-8595
https://doi.org/10.1080/13575279.2020.1723066
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.113.133157
https://doi.org/10.1037/tra0000224
https://doi.org/10.1080/15299732.2015.1126777
https://doi.org/10.1080/15299732.2015.1126777
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27030882
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27030882
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2011.04.053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2011.04.053
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1166(199708)12:8%3C862::AID-GPS595%3E3.0.CO;2-C
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1166(199708)12:8%3C862::AID-GPS595%3E3.0.CO;2-C
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1166(199708)12:8%3C862::AID-GPS595%3E3.0.CO;2-C
https://doi.org/10.1080/10615806.2014.910596
https://doi.org/10.1521/psyc.2006.69.4.362
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.163.2.239
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.163.2.239
https://doi.org/10.1682/JRRD.2011.09.0162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2010.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsq054
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-004-0048-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-004-0048-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/08039480310000932
https://doi.org/10.1080/08039480310000932

	Abstract
	1. Method
	1.1. The terrorist attack
	1.2. Participants and procedure
	1.3. Measures
	1.4. Statistical analysis

	2. Results
	3. Discussion
	3.1. Study strengths and limitations
	3.2. Clinical implications and future directions

	Acknowledgements
	Disclosure statement
	ORCID
	References

