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Abstract

:

After the Fukushima nuclear power plant accident, numerous evacuees reported poor mental health status and high-risk perceptions of the health effects of radiation. However, the temporal associations between these variables have not yet been examined. Using data from the Fukushima Health Survey, we examined changes in risk perception of the health effects of radiation over time and assessed the effects of mental health on such changes using logistic regression analysis. Risk perception for delayed effect pertains a brief on health effect in later life (delayed effect), whereas that of genetic effect pertains a brief on health effect of future children and grandchildren (genetic effect). We found that many participants showed consistently high or low-risk perceptions over all three study years (2011–2013) (for delayed effect: 59% and 41% of participants were in the low and high-risk perception groups, respectively; for genetic effect: 47% and 53%, respectively). Stronger traumatic reactions (≥50 on the PTSD Checklist–Specific) significantly affected the odds of being in the high-risk perception group for the delayed and genetic effects, with the associations being strongest soon after the disaster: The adjusted ORs (95%CIs) were 2.05 (1.82–2.31), 1.86 (1.61–2.15), and 1.88 (1.62–2.17) for the delayed effect in 2011, 2012, and 2013, respectively, and 2.18 (1.92–2.48), 2.05 (1.75–2.40), and 1.82 (1.55–2.15) for the genetic effect. As initial mental health status had the strongest impact on later risk perceptions of radiation, it should be considered in early response and communication efforts.
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1. Introduction


The Great East Japan Earthquake struck the northeastern part of Japan on 11 March 2011, and resulted in a partial meltdown of the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Plant (NPP), which in turn compelled local residents to evacuate. Although the actual radiation exposure to evacuees was limited [1], the risk and health consequences of exposure remain a serious public concern. Following the disaster, the Fukushima prefectural government launched a health survey—the Fukushima Health Management Survey—to monitor the health status of residents, including their mental health and risk perceptions of the health effects of radiation. Early research using data from this survey revealed that a greater number of people with poor mental health believed that they would experience the health effects of radiation compared to others, and that psychological distress was associated with a higher risk perception one year after the disaster [2]. These findings accord with lessons learnt from the Chernobyl accident—that is, mental health is an important public health issue in the long term after a disaster [3].



Risk perception can be defined as people’s subjective judgments about the characteristics and severity of risks. Such judgments are generally intuitive, and are often shaped by individuals’ own experience, news media, or cultural worldview [4]. In the classic theory of risk perception, such perceptions are shaped by two factors: dread risk and unknown risk [5]. Dread risk refers to hazards that people perceive as lacking controllability and having catastrophic or fatal consequences; unknown risk, on the other hand, pertains to hazards that people perceive as new and that may have a delayed manifestation of harm. NPP accidents are characterized by strong dread and unknown risk, and are therefore considered to provoke high-risk perception [5]. Risk perception influences people’s behaviors (e.g., whether to evacuate during a disaster) [6], daily activities (e.g., food consumption) [7], and job leave [8]. A strong initial risk perception can have an equally strong impact, particularly on how people obtain information related to the risk: If the obtained information is consistent with their original beliefs, people tend to believe in the accuracy of that information, and if not, people might dismiss the information as untrustworthy [5].



Recent research has suggested that emotional experiences during a hazardous event can influence individuals’ evaluation of that event’s negative outcomes [9]. Moreover, early review showed that previous studies on risk perception have examined individuals’ reactions, including their emotional and cognitive responses, to environmental events [10]. These studies found that radiation is one hazard triggering a pronounced psychological response [11]. According to the classic theory of risk perception and symptom reporting, events induce a physical reaction, including a stress reaction, while social context (which is highly related to risk perception) attributes meaning to one’s exposure to the event [12]. However, the longitudinal relationship between the psychological consequences of an event and risk perception has not yet been clarified, because most of previous studies on risk perception and psychological consequences have focused on cross-sectional relationships.



Regarding the Fukushima NPP accident, previous studies have found that risk perception is particularly influenced by the degree of disaster exposure, such as whether house damage was experienced, whether individuals were evacuated, and whether family or relatives died. Other contributing factors include being female; being older; having a spouse, children, or grandchildren; lower educational attainment; and distance from the NPP [2,13]. However, the longitudinal changes in risk perception, and the effect of mental health status on such changes, have yet to be examined in relation to the Fukushima NPP. Several studies did examine the relationship between risk perception and psychological reactions, but were limited by their cross-sectional [2] or cohort design [14,15,16]. Alternatively, there is some research showing that affect influences risk perception in general [9]. In the aftermath of an NPP accident, intense emotional experiences, such as traumatic reactions, might help shape people’s perception of risk. As such, these emotional reactions might serve as an effective target of psychological intervention. In the present study, we tested the hypothesis that psychological reactions to the Fukushima NPP accident have an impact on risk perception. The particular aims were as follows: (1) To explore the pattern of change in risk perception in the first three years after the disaster (fiscal year [FY] 2011, 2012, and 2013), and (2) to assess the magnitude of the effects of mental health status on changes in risk perception over these three years.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Study Design


This longitudinal study was conducted as part of the Fukushima Health Management Survey, which follows the residents of the evacuation zone in Fukushima to monitor their health status after the Great East Japan Earthquake [17]. We analyzed data from the first three years of this survey.




2.2. Study Setting


The survey was administered to residents in municipalities under the evacuation order designated by the Japanese government following the Fukushima NPP accident, including Hirono, Naraha, Tomioka, Kawauchi, Okuma, Futaba, Namie, Katsurao, Iitate, Minamisoma, Tamura, and part of Date City. All municipalities were in Fukushima prefecture, Japan. Self-administered questionnaires were mailed out to all members of the target population in January 2012, January 2013, and February 2014 for the FY 2011, 2012, and 2013 assessments (which were 10, 22, and 35 months after the disaster), respectively. We mailed reminders of the survey, but did not offer any incentive for participation because this was part of a public health project conducted by Fukushima prefecture.




2.3. Study Population


The target population included all residents at least 15 years old as of the onset of the disaster in 11 March 2011, and who were registered in the municipalities designated above. Because this survey was part of a health project aimed at monitoring the residents who used to live within the evacuation zone, we prioritized trying to reach all these individuals over using preliminary sample size calculations. The response rates of the FY 2011, 2012, and 2013 surveys were 40.7%, 29.4%, and 25.0%, respectively (Figure 1).




2.4. Assessments


The outcome variable in this study was risk perception of the health effects of radiation. We measured these risk perceptions using the following questions: (i) “What do you think is the likelihood that you will experience harm to your health (e.g., cancer onset) in later life as a result of your current level of radiation exposure?” (hereafter, “delayed effect”); (ii) “What do you think is the likelihood that the health of your future (i.e., as yet unborn) children and grandchildren will be affected as a result of your current level of radiation exposure?” (hereafter, “genetic effect”) [18]. These items were translated into Japanese and then back-translated to English, after which they were modified through discussion with the questionnaire developers. Participants were asked to respond to each question on a four-point Likert scale, as follows: 1 = very unlikely, 2 = unlikely, 3 = likely, and 4 = very likely.



The predictor variable was mental health status, which was assessed in terms of traumatic reaction. To measure this, we used the PTSD Checklist-Specific (PCL-S), the Japanese version of which has been validated [19,20]. The PCL-S is a 17-item self-report checklist of post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) symptoms, with a focus on specific traumatic experiences (which, in this study, means the Great East Japan Earthquake, and following tsunamis and the NPP accident). Each item on the PCL-S is rated on a scale of 1 (not at all) to 5 (extremely). The total score (which ranges from 17 to 85) is obtained by summing the item scores. In line with previous studies, we designated a total score of ≥50 as indicative of ‘probable PTSD’ [21,22]. This scale showed adequate internal consistency in this study at all three assessment points (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.95–0.96).



The following variables were included in the analysis as possible confounding factors. First, we collected data on individual characteristics, including age, gender, educational attainment (categorized as ‘elementary school or junior high school’, ‘high school’, ‘vocational college or junior college’, and ‘university or graduate school’), and history of mental illness. Age was categorized as 15–49 years (i.e., reproductive age) [23], 50–64 years, and 65 years or older. Second, we collected information on participants’ level of exposure to the disaster at the FY 2011 assessment, including experience of the earthquake, tsunami, and NPP accident (defined as hearing the hydrogen explosion, which was chosen in order to limit the traumatic nature of the exposure), and bereavement (yes/no). Finally, we collected information on secondary stressors after the disaster to control for the potential confounding effects of certain disaster-related stressors in the early phase, including living place (in or out of Fukushima prefecture), family separation (living away from family due to the disaster or not), and number of relocations up to FY 2013 (divided into categories of 0, 1–4, 5 and more, after checking the distribution). We also obtained information on participants’ economic circumstances in the FY 2013 assessment, which we defined as ‘well off/relatively well off/normal’ and ‘poor/relatively poor’.




2.5. Analysis


To explore the distinct trajectories of risk perception, we used the k-means clustering method for longitudinal data (performed via the kml package of R) [24]. This clustering method does not assume a trajectory shape or require normality within clusters. We examined 2- to 6-cluster solutions, and the appropriate number of clusters was selected using the Calinski and Harabasz criterion. Missing values for the risk perception items (n = 2824 for the delayed effect, and n = 3069 for the genetic effect) were imputed via the copyMean method, which is the default imputation algorithm of the kml package.



After the trajectory analysis, we examined the factors associated with trajectory class membership via a logistic regression analysis (conducted using the glm function of R). The included factors were traumatic stress, basic characteristics (gender, age, educational status), disaster exposure (tsunami, NPP accident, bereavement), and secondary stressors (living in another prefecture, family separation, number of relocations, living circumstances). We assessed the multicollinearity of the factors using the generalized variance inflation factor (VIF), calculated using the VIF function in the car package [25] of R. Odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals were calculated, and an alpha level of 0.05 was used to denote significance.



This survey was approved by the ethics review committee of Fukushima Medical University (No. 1316) and the National Center of Neurology and Psychiatry (No. A2017-012).





3. Results


3.1. Participants


Figure 1 depicts the study flow and number of participants. To examine the change in risk perception over the study period, we excluded participants who responded to only one or two of the three assessments (n = 39,189 and 26,077, respectively), resulting in a sample of 27,744 participants (29.8% of all respondents over the three survey years). We also excluded the data of people who did not answer the risk perception items themselves (n = 4238).




3.2. Trajectory Analysis


When comparing models with different numbers of trajectories, we found that the two-cluster models best fit the data for both the delayed and genetic effects. These trajectories are show in Figure 2.



The trajectories of risk perception were quite similar for the delayed and genetic effect, and were distinguished by whether they had scores consistently above or below the average level of risk perception (high or low group, respectively). For the delayed effect, 59% of participants were classified as the low group, and their mean risk perception scores were 1.84, 1.60, and 1.67 at FY 2011, 2012, and 2013, respectively. Conversely, 41% of participants were classified as the high group, and had mean risk perception scores for the delayed effect of 3.36, 3.21, and 3.15 at 2011, 2012, and 2013, respectively. As for the genetic effect, 47% of participants were classified as the low group (mean scores of 1.99, 1.64, and 1.71 at 2011, 2012, and 2013, respectively) and 53% were classified as the high group (mean scores of 3.50, 3.25, and 3.17).




3.3. Logistic Regression Analysis for Predicting High-Risk Perception


We coded participants according to their trajectory (high = 1, low = 0), and conducted a logistic regression analysis to determine the factors predicting membership in the high-risk perception group (Table 1). The VIF indicated no problem of multicollinearity (mean VIF = 1.05 [range: 1.02–1.12] for the delayed effect, mean VIF = 1.06 [range: 1.02–1.16] for the genetic effect). A higher degree of traumatic stress was associated with greater odds of being in the high-risk perception group; the strength of the effect of traumatic stress was greater the closer in time the respondent was to the disaster. Women had higher odds of being in the high-risk perception group than did men, while people of reproductive age had higher odds than did individuals aged 50–64 years old. As for educational attainment, compared to high school, respondents in junior high school had greater odds, while individuals in college or higher had lower odds of high-risk perception. Experience of the NPP accident (i.e., witnessing the hydrogen explosion), bereavement, family separation, frequent relocation (≥5), and perceiving oneself to be economically poor all increased the odds of high-risk perception. The association patterns were similar between the two risk perceptions (i.e., genetic and delayed effects). Distribution of basic characteristics, mental health status, exposure to and secondary stressors of the disaster according to risk perception pattern for the delayed effect and genetic effect is presented in Supplement Tables S1 and S2, respectively.





4. Discussion


The majority of people who lived in the evacuation area of the NPP accident had consistently high or low-risk perception of the health effects of radiation over the entire study period, for both the delayed and genetic effects. More specifically, 59% of people had a consistently low-risk perception of the delayed effect, and 41% had consistently high-risk perception, whereas 47% and 53% had consistently low and high-risk perceptions for the genetic effect, respectively. Among the predictive factors of these trajectories of risk perception, a strong traumatic reaction was associated with higher odds of high-risk perception for the delayed and genetic effect, with the association being strongest within the first year after the disaster. Taken together, the results support the hypothesis that mental health status has a strong association with later risk perception patterns. Independent of mental health status, experience of the NPP accident (i.e., witnessing the hydrogen explosion) and economically poor life circumstances were significantly associated with odds of high-risk perception. Below is our interpretation of these associations.



4.1. Trajectories


We found that the majority of people held onto their initial beliefs about the health effects of radiation in the first three years after the Fukushima NPP accident. The most common perception patterns were consistently answering ‘relatively unlikely’ for the delayed health effect (59%) and ‘relatively likely’ for the genetic effect (53%). In the past, no study has examined the patterns of change in risk perception in general or specifically related to radiation among individuals who were directly affected by an NPP accident, to our knowledge. Nevertheless, our results empirically support the anecdotal statement that ‘strong initial beliefs persist’ [5].




4.2. Impact of Traumatic Reaction on Change in Risk Perception


Stronger traumatic reactions were associated with consistently high-risk perception, which is in line with a previous study showing that negative emotions can shape negative cognitions [26]. It also aligns with findings that affect influences people’s beliefs about the negative outcomes of a hazard [9]. Previous studies examining the opposite directionality to this study—namely, that risk perception influences mental health—among those who experienced the Fukushima NPP accident showed that high-risk perception did not affect mental health for either the delayed or the genetic effect [14], and that high-risk perception does not appear to affect recovery from traumatic reactions (although low risk perception was associated with the absence of a traumatic reaction) [15]. As such, it seems that while traumatic reaction has an impact on risk perception, the opposite is not true.



An initially strong traumatic reaction (i.e., having a strong traumatic reaction in FY 2011) had a stronger effect on the odds of having a high-risk perception (for both the delayed and genetic effects of radiation). This finding implies the necessity of early and continuous care for people with severe psychological reactions. Traumatic reactions can be interpreted as an immediate psychological reaction to dread risk, based on Slovic’s model. This is perhaps because this particular type of risk perception is closely associated with traumatic reactions immediately after a traumatic event.




4.3. Associated Factors of Risk Perception Pattern


We must be equally attentive to the finding that experience of the NPP was associated with high-risk perception, independently from traumatic reaction. Experience of the NPP might have led to stronger dread risk perception, followed by the evacuation and potentially an intense traumatic reaction [13]. Risk perception is reportedly related to the characteristics of the event, with events of higher severity, short latency [27], and hazard (i.e., greater potential risk rather than actual risk) being associated with greater risk perception [9]. Experiencing the hydrogen explosion might be seen as a combination of these factors. Moreover, the Japanese might have a unique attitude toward nuclear power, as sentinel surveys on risk perception have revealed that NPPs were perceived as having greater risk than any other risk events, which could not be explained by a risk-perception model that balanced risk and benefit [28]. This is perhaps due to the atomic bombings in Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which may have caused the Japanese population as a whole to perceive greater symbolic meaning in nuclear power, which in turn could lead to their having a naturally higher risk perception of it.



Perceived economically poor living circumstances was another factor that increased the odds of having high-risk perception. This finding accords with past findings that work and economic conditions were associated with greater risk perception of long-term effects [2]. Note that economic situation was based on a self-report assessment in FY 2013; thus, the causality of this relationship—whether economic situation led to greater risk perception or vice versa—is unknown. It is also possible to argue that economically difficult situations after a disaster generated a more general negative belief in one’s future prospects, which moderated the relationship between risk perception of health effects and economic situation. Given that both the experience of the NPP accident and poor living circumstances increased the odds of having high-risk perception, regardless of mental health status, it is important to pay closer attention to these factors when examining individuals who have a persistently high-risk perception of the health effects of radiation.



The finding that poor mental health status is associated with high-risk perception informs us in how to communicate with people who are considering whether to return to their hometown after an evacuation order. People with a stronger traumatic reaction might have avoided returning to their hometown, which could be a situational reminder of their trauma. Now that the evacuation order has been released [29], people must decide on whether to return, which might have a range of influences on their affect, cognition, behavior, and later life decisions. Mental health care from the earliest stages of a disaster is necessary, especially for those with severe traumatic reactions, as there are evidence-based interventions [30]. In particular, consistently high-risk perceptions might limit individuals’ options on returning to their home town, which suggests the need for continuous support of these individuals, including mental health care. Incorporating mental health care into risk communication efforts would particularly benefit those who experienced the NPP accident, and is consistent with risk communication activities after the Fukushima accident, which aimed to promote overall public health as well as support people’s decisions [31]. Given the finding that traumatic reactions early on after the disaster have a stronger effect on high-risk perception, early and ongoing care for traumatic reactions might be helpful in helping individuals decide on whether to return.




4.4. Limitations


This is the first study to examine the longitudinal patterns of risk perception of the health effects of radiation, and the association of these patterns with mental health status. This study might guide professionals in how to approach and communicate with people who are affected by NPP accidents. However, some limitations should be considered when interpreting the results. First, the response rate of each survey was not high, which might have led to selection bias in the results. Specifically, the respondents—particularly those who responded to all three surveys—might be more health conscious and trusting of authority (e.g., prefectural governments or universities). Second, although our focus was on the relationship between risk perception and mental health, risk perception can be influenced by other factors, such as information source [13,32], sense of trust or interest, quality of information, and attitude toward information [33], none of which were accounted for in this study. Therefore, further research incorporating these factors is needed. Third, mental health status and risk perception might be intrinsically related concepts, as seen by the strong relationship between lower risk perception and lower traumatic reactions in the most recent year (FY 2013). Scientifically, a distinction between the two is necessary to analyze the directionality of the relationship over time; however, in practice, it is difficult to distinguish one from the other, and health workers tend to focus on both mental health and risk perception at the same time. Finally, we cannot generalize these findings to other disasters or ordinary settings, because each disaster is unique and disasters have specific features that distinguish them from ordinary life. However, this description of the pattern of changes in risk perception and its associated factors can serve as a reference point for nuclear disasters in the future.





5. Conclusions


The majority of people who lived in the evacuation area as of the NPP accident had a consistently high or low-risk perception of the health effects of radiation over the three study years for both the delayed and genetic effects. Furthermore, having a higher degree of traumatic reaction increased the odds of having a high-risk perception for the delayed and genetic effect, with the associations being stronger nearer to the disaster. Because initial mental health status, specifically traumatic reactions, appears to have a major impact on the trajectory of risk perceptions of radiation, it should be considered in early response and communication efforts.








Supplementary Materials


The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/15/6/1219/s1, Table S1: Distribution of basic characteristics, mental health status, exposure to and secondary stressors of the disaster according to risk perception pattern for the delayed effect; Table S2: Distribution of basic characteristics, mental health status, and exposure to and secondary stressors of the disaster according to risk perception pattern for the genetic effect.





Author Contributions


M.M. (Masaharu Maeda) and Y.S. conceived the original idea for the study. Y.S., M.H., and Y.T. analyzed the data and drafted the manuscript. S.Y., M.M. (Michio Murakami), H.Y., T.O., A.O., and S.N. offered critical comments on the manuscript. All the authors approved the final version.




Funding


This study was supported by the national ‘Health Fund for Children and Adults Affected by the Nuclear Incident’.




Acknowledgments


We thank the chairpersons, other expert committee members, advisors, and staff of the Fukushima Health Survey Group for conducting this survey and for their support in this study. We also thank Maiko Fukasawa (Department of Mental Health, Graduate School of Medicine, The University of Tokyo) for her helpful advice.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest. The founding sponsors had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the decision to publish the results.




References


	



United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation. Chapter III. Scientific finding. In Sources, Effects and Risks of Ionizing Radiation; UNSCEAR 2013 Reports to the General Assembly with Scientific Annexes; United Nations: New York, NY, USA, 2014; ISBN 978-92-1-142291-7. [Google Scholar]

	



Suzuki, Y.; Yabe, H.; Yasumura, S.; Ohira, T.; Niwa, S.; Ohtsuru, A.; Mashiko, H.; Maeda, M.; Abe, M. Psychological distress and the perception of radiation risks: The Fukushima health management survey. Bull World Health Organ 2015, 93, 598–605. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



World Health Organization. Chapter 6 Non-cancer and non-thyroid health effects. In Health Effects of the Chernobyl Accident and Special Health Care Programmes. Report of the UN Chernobyl Forum Expert Group; World Health Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2006; pp. 69–97. ISBN 92-4-159417-9. [Google Scholar]

	



Kahan, D.M.; Braman, D.; Gastil, J.; Slovic, P.; Mertz, C.K. Culture and identity-protective cognition: Explaining the white-male effect in risk perception. J. Empir. Legal Stud. 2008, 5, 645. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Slovic, P. Perception of risk. Science 1987, 236, 280–285. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Orita, M.; Hayashida, N.; Urata, H.; Shinkawa, T.; Endo, Y.; Takamura, N. Determinants of the return to hometowns after the accident at Fukushima Dai-Ichi Nuclear Power Plant: A case study for the village of Kawauchi. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 2013, 156, 383–385. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Orita, M.; Hayashida, N.; Nakayama, Y.; Shinkawa, T.; Urata, H.; Fukushima, Y.; Endo, Y.; Yamashita, S.; Takamura, N. Bipolarization of risk perception about the health effects of radiation in residents after the accident at Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0129227. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Takeda, S.; Orita, M.; Fukushima, Y.; Kudo, T.; Takamura, N. Determinants of intention to leave among non-medical employees after a nuclear disaster: A cross-sectional study. BMJ Open 2016, 6, e011930. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Siegrist, M.; Sutterlin, B. Human and nature-caused hazards: The affect heuristic causes biased decisions. Risk Anal. 2014, 34, 1482–1494. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Page, L.A.; Petrie, K.J.; Wessely, S.C. Psychosocial responses to environmental incidents: A review and a proposed typology. J. Psychosom. Res. 2006, 60, 413–422. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Petrie, K.J.; Sivertsen, B.; Hysing, M.; Broadbent, E.; Moss-Morris, R.; Eriksen, H.R.; Ursin, H. Thoroughly modern worries: The relationship of worries about modernity to reported symptoms, health and medical care utilization. J. Psychosom. Res. 2001, 51, 395–401. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



MacGregor, D.G.; Fleming, R. Risk perception and symptom reporting. Risk Anal. 1996, 16, 773–783. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Murakami, M.; Nakatani, J.; Oki, T. Evaluation of risk perception and risk-comparison information regarding dietary radionuclides after the 2011 Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant accident. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0165594. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Miura, I.; Nagai, M.; Maeda, M.; Harigane, M.; Fujii, S.; Oe, M.; Yage, H.; Suzuki, Y.; Takahashi, H.; Ohira, T.; et al. Perception of radiation risk as a predictor of mid-term mental health after a nuclear disaster: The Fukushima Health Management Survey. Int J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2017, 14, 1067. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Oe, M.; Takahashi, H.; Maeda, M.; Harigane, M.; Fujii, S.; Miura, I.; Nagai, M.; Yabe, H.; Ohira, T.; Suzuki, Y.; et al. Changes of posttraumatic stress responses in evacuated residents and their related factors. Asia Pac. J. Public Health 2017, 29, 182S–192S. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lima, M.L. On the influence of risk perception on mental health: Living near an incinerator. J. Environ. Psychol. 2004, 24, 71–84. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yasumura, S.; Hosoya, M.; Yamashita, S.; Kamiya, K.; Abe, M.; Akashi, M.; Kodama, K.; Ozasa, K.; Fukushima Health Management Survey Group. Study protocol for the Fukushima Health Management Survey. J. Epidemiol. 2012, 22, 375–383. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lindell, M.K.; Barnes, V.E. Protective response to technological emergency: Risk perception and behavioral intention. Nucl. Saf. 1986, 27, 457–467. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Weathers, F.W.; Litz, B.T.; Herman, D.S.; Hushka, J.A.; Keane, T.M. The PTSD Checklist (PCL), Reliability, Validity, and Diagnostic Utility; The Annual Meeting of International Society for Traumatic Stress Studies: San Antonio, TX, USA, 1993. [Google Scholar]

	



Iwasa, H.; Suzuki, Y.; Shiga, T.; Maeda, M.; Yabe, H.; Yasumura, S. Psychometric evaluation of the Japanese version of the posttraumatic stress disorder checklist in community dwellers following the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Plant incident-The Fukushima Health Management Survey. SAGE Open 2016, 6, 1–11. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



McDonald, S.D.; Calhoun, P.S. The diagnostic accuracy of the PTSD checklist: A critical review. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 2010, 30, 976–987. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Suzuki, Y.; Yabe, H.; Horikoshi, N.; Yasumura, S.; Kawakami, N.; Ohtsuru, A.; Mashiko, H.; Maeda, M. Mental health group of the Fukushima Health Management Survey. Diagnostic accuracy of Japanese posttraumatic stress measures after a complex disaster: The Fukushima Health Management Survey. Asia Pac. Psychiatry 2017, 9, e12248. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sexual and Reproductive Health. Infertility Definitions and Terminology. Available online: http://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/topics/infertility/definitions/en/ (accessed on 9 March 2018).

	



Genolini, C.; Alacoque, X.; Sentenac, M.; Arnaud, C. kml and kml3d: R packages to cluster longitudinal data. J. Stat. Softw. 2015, 65, 1–34. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fox, J.; Weisberg, S. An R Companion to Applied Regression, 2nd ed.; Sage: Thousand Oaks, CA, USA, 2011; ISBN 978-1412975148. [Google Scholar]

	



Peters, E.M.; Burraston, B.; Mertz, C.K. An emotion-based model of risk perception and stigma susceptibility: Cognitive appraisals of emotion, affective reactivity, worldviews, and risk perceptions in the generation of technological stigma. Risk Anal. 2004, 24, 1349–1367. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rehani, M.M. Radiation effects and risks: Overview and a new risk perception index. Radiat. Prot. Dosim. 2015, 165, 7–9. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kanda, R.; Tsuji, S.; Yonehara, H. Perceived risk of nuclear power and other risks during the last 25 years in Japan. Health Phys. 2012, 102, 384–390. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fukushima Revitalization Station. Available online: http://www.pref.fukushima.lg.jp/site/portal-english/ (accessed on 9 March 2018).

	



National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence. Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder: The Management of PTSD in Adults and Children in Primary and Secondary Care; National Collaborating Centre for Mental Health (UK); Gaskell: Leicester, UK, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Murakami, M.; Sato, A.; Matsui, S.; Goto, A.; Kumagai, A.; Tsubokura, M.; Orita, M.; Takamura, N.; Kuroda, Y.; Ochi, S. Communicating with residents about risks following the Fukushima nuclear accident. Asia Pac. J. Public Health 2017, 29, 74S–89S. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vyncke, B.; Perko, T.; Van Gorp, B. Information sources as explanatory variables for the Belgian health-related risk perception of the Fukushima nuclear accident. Risk Anal. 2017, 37, 570–582. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Turcanu, C.O.; El Jammal, M.H.; Perko, T.; Baumont, G.; Latre, E.; Choffel de Witte, I. Satisfaction with information about ionising radiation: A comparative study in Belgium and France. J. Radiol. Prot. 2016, 36, S122–S1242. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]








[image: Ijerph 15 01219 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Flowchart of the participants. 
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Figure 2. Trajectories of risk perception for the delayed and genetic effects. High group = risk perception score of 3 or more at all three time points; Low group = risk perception score of 2 or less at all three time points. 
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Table 1. Predictors of being in the high-risk perception group for the delayed and genetic effects based on logistic regression analysis.
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Delayed Effect

	
Genetic Effect






	
Traumatic reaction (ref: 17–49 on PCL-S)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	
FY2011

	
OR

	
95% CI

	
OR

	
95% CI




	

	

	
≥50

	
2.05

	
1.82

	
2.31

	
2.18

	
1.92

	
2.48




	

	
FY2012

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
≥50

	
1.86

	
1.61

	
2.15

	
2.05

	
1.75

	
2.40




	

	
FY2013

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
≥50

	
1.88

	
1.62

	
2.17

	
1.82

	
1.55

	
2.15




	
Basic characteristics (FY2011)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	
Gender (ref: Men)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Women

	
1.27

	
1.18

	
1.36

	
1.30

	
1.22

	
1.40




	

	
Age (Ref: 50–64)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
15–49

	
1.52

	
1.40

	
1.65

	
1.12

	
1.03

	
1.21




	

	

	
≥65

	
0.97

	
0.88

	
1.06

	
1.08

	
0.99

	
1.18




	

	
Education (ref: High school)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Junior high school

	
1.11

	
1.00

	
1.23

	
1.11

	
1.01

	
1.23




	

	

	
College or higher

	
0.88

	
0.81

	
0.95

	
0.82

	
0.76

	
0.89




	
Exposure to the disaster (FY2011)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	
Tsunami (ref: No)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Yes

	
0.99

	
0.91

	
1.08

	
1.03

	
0.95

	
1.12




	

	
NPP accident (ref: No)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Yes

	
1.30

	
1.21

	
1.40

	
1.35

	
1.26

	
1.45




	

	
Bereavement (ref: No)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Yes

	
1.26

	
1.16

	
1.37

	
1.24

	
1.14

	
1.35




	
Secondary stressors (FY2013)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	
Living in other prefecture (ref: No)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Yes

	
1.03

	
0.94

	
1.13

	
0.92

	
0.84

	
1.01




	

	
Family separation (ref: No)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
FY2012 or FY2013

	
1.21

	
1.08

	
1.35

	
1.21

	
1.08

	
1.36




	

	

	
FY2012 & FY2013

	
1.11

	
1.03

	
1.20

	
1.16

	
1.08

	
1.26




	

	
Number of relocations (ref: 0–2)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
3–4

	
1.07

	
0.98

	
1.17

	
1.08

	
0.99

	
1.17




	

	

	
≥5

	
1.19

	
1.09

	
1.30

	
1.20

	
1.10

	
1.31




	

	
Living circumstances

	

	

	

	

	

	




	
(ref: well off/relatively well-off/normal)

	

	

	

	

	

	




	

	

	
Poor/relatively poor

	
1.85

	
1.72

	
1.98

	
1.84

	
1.71

	
1.97








OR: odds ratio; 95% CI: 95% confidence interval; NPP: nuclear power plant; FY: fiscal year; PCL-S: PTSD Checklist–Specific. In the adjusted model, mean VIF = 1.05 [range: 1.02–1.12] for delayed effect, mean VIF = 1.06 [range: 1.02–1.16] for genetic effect. The predictors were traumatic reactions, and all the other variables were simultaneously controlled for.
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