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1ITHIRZHRY Theta WEFRE TEEIE
R R G K MR T A

N 1,2,3 /4 4 5 ~ )06 > 1,2
i g weHEt gEE wEES X W
(" E R 2R BE O BRI IT BT AT N R R SRR A, JEET 100101) C P EBABE R F O B2 R, LI 100049)
CHERIERFAZE e, i 430074) (CHIL 2RO 24 B SCAL IR 55 58 B 24 Be, 2RI 430079)
CIABERER 5B ARMEEE, BRIE 519031) T M K¥AHE F B OB R/MW S IANMEE PG, 77 510006)

i E  Theta R 5INMEHIE VIS, DRI LI theta 1R3% 2 5 53 18 B 0h 28 5 KOS of 2 (N T2, SR,
theta $i% 3% 5 253 TR 9 S0 ph e BE 22 [ R DG 2R H RTINS AE o ARBHFE RPN Stroop 1155, 456G HA =
IR 73 BEAS AT R RAE 7 X R A TR ST o 2 R IR A 55 AR DI R Jon T AR 52 A 55 JE S S )
PEASEIR o AT 55 TCOCHE S AT 45 A DGR Rl i i 28 i, SRR R 45 AR DGR A I T A theta; 4F 550G
A PSS, RMGILL alpha S5HEIN TAT S5 AHDCRIEL . BeAh, DFFCRIE, ZEWTSEAE45h, SO g BEAE AL
W S35 5 B [ [ B (Stimulus Onset Asynchrony, SOA) FR I theta $ik%; TEMSEAT S5, R PRIREZTE SOA
LRI theta %35 . HETLER RV PSRN TAEATH LRIV WEAE, 875 T theta kY% 5 b RIFEZ MICR, 1
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TERAY AR RS Y R B A IR ) (14 v 5 T4

KR RS, RIehSE, MR, 1789RY, Theta

SES Bs42

1 55

AT R AR LA PRI A8, 240k A AN
A PE B NEAR B, ST TSI,
AT S F A S = A 4 7EAT o BRI
AR SR IR A AR R ARG N . FE TN T HUE B
IF, DR ey figf e v 58, — B A A ) ST 5
A . Stroop 1155 42 5 S HIFE I BIL ] 710 28
59755 (Stroop, 1935), FE{f—id] Stroop 5, %
SRS T BB A AT RN, T M E YT L 4
H R Y T BT SORNED i) 8 A — 35, 2377 2k i ge
BT, BN —BUFAF 0 SO I RIS DR 3 L — L
M o REAFFE R Stroop 1145 & fil i nh 2 5
S 1 5€ S L B B (Augustinova et al., 2018;
Burca et al., 2021; De Houwer, 2003; van Veen &

W H 3: 2025-05-15

Carter, 2005; Zhang & Kornblum, 1998). 7£#ili
fERY B, AT 55 ToKRAR B (F I SO RAEFE 55 AH
RAF B (1 BRI 230 €5, ) 1) 3R AE 7E [7) — 18 3G W
(BN, YRR ORTRIE, 7 AR B 58
TESCS RN B, S i o SORIEI A S0TE 1 AH B Y 2
A B - D A% N 1 L5 SR 8 - a VAL L S NS 1
T 08 A K s g B B I L, i AT RE S AE AR
Z M H 35 e 0y ) OR By A B A O
(Nieuwenhuis & Yeung, 2005),

Theta #R3%(4~8 Hz)fE 0h 2N T & 5 35 S
EH, H it theta % w0 5 IA MG D) 6E
FEUIFHC . IR RWIEIT theta fE XTI HITE 6T
SRAURR, BEAE B ih 58 W DU 0 v 5 fif e ik # (Cohen
& Cavanagh, 2011; Cohen & Donner, 2013)., & 5.
10 T AL R, —SEAIE Y R B o 5 B R

* 8 5 AR S 4 ol o R B S/E T H (62061136001/DFG TRR-169, project B4), HVE R % A2 b s g A S A BTl 45 9% & 15

% 4:(37301/CZQ25016) % Bl
HAE1E#: X, E-mail: liux@psych.ac.cn
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L

FRETE T A theta HE#E (Haciahmet et al., 2021;
Jiang et al., 2015; Nigbur et al., 2012), {HAHF5TIL
WAL F L W e X) theta B & 19§l /E ] (Haciahmet
et al., 2023), SRJIBSE EI TR, WFFE R BAET
b AT 55 v (R % I 9 s I 17T 728 s AR i K0,
HA RN M358 7% theta HE 1 (Xu, Yang,
Géoschl, et al., 2024); MIAEM AT 55 (BT L0
SRR TG 22 s W i SRR ), A TR o g 5 T
% theta AE & (Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), 4T
T T e 5 FRLE E AL i S I 25 SR A R TR], (HIX
BERfF Y — BER A theta PR7% -5 I h 28 1R L
PSRN TR YA OC . SR, Fili FL A 5 32 250 5 4%
48] theta BB AIXTEL, H%% theta RGBS ST
o 5 ROV SR T, SRZ X theta Hiki% 5
1T RIS RREARIY . R — Lo i
AHRHTHRVE T theta $iR¥% 517 AR IZ YA G
P (Jiang et al., 2015; Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024),
HE KRB RAEHE theta P17 -5 150 18 F B 0P
TN PR FE Z R

17 R IR A R IR M &4k 54T R
I Z B R P2 TR A o A7 R IR 45031
METEAT R E RIS S %, 2019;
F/NPE AR, 2021), WA RS KNG N R 2 o SR R
A I T 45 5 (Helfrich et al.,, 2018; Kienitz
etal., 2022), K TG 517 MR Z
KR, WFEHE T KL ZE-BHniu(Huang et al.,
2015; Landau & Fries, 2012), %G =0 &R
SR R N PR e 2 iR T A L, BE S TR
F14) FsF 1] 6] By PN 52 8 — > E BRI o |h A (] A 1)
I BRI T 2R R [R AR A B,
2B T R R R YRR B T R
KRS Bir gl Z M SOA, %5 42 Hb #8195 i
FEARIE SOA AT R, M 2 47 Sk 2 Bt
B SOA sl BIRTEIFH o KB ] 7 50) a4 7 el L
ATl DIAS R R RGNS, S AR
SIThRRZMBETR . RAXFITE, Rk
AL FINT B2 1 X 2 (7 L R AR S5 R T AE 0
F B I, Ll theta o alpha 7 £ & Pk A fk
(Fiebelkorn et al., 2013; Landau & Fries, 2012; Mo
et al., 2019; Pléchl et al., 2022; Song et al., 2014), %t
TAT M A A 5T 45 5, Fiebelkorn il Kastner
(QO19)$&H T BT HEIERS . ZHEIRIN TR
W25 %) theta P37 38 Lo Jo SO0 e 8 i) s 48 M 1 15 )k
W R BGE B e R Z R DR e, SCEE AR

S5 AHSCL B AR S . (AT IR,
T RIRG I theta 5 EEAUAAAE T R0 AR R
FISRAE L, WARILAE A AN T (Huang et al.,
2015; Pomper & Ansorge, 2021). E.78 W57 = B K i
X — BRI — B 45 09 0 v UM AE AT 2R 1 R B
theta §& %% (Huang et al., 2015), %53, 7E TAEiCiZ
PREEB B, AT 2 30 ki %o PR 4 bt A A R A1 1
HORTERT ] UERE | DA theta 15 sh A48k (Pomper &
Ansorge, 2021) HH F TAEICAZ A FA ] i) — A%
LT (Miller & Cohen, 2001), iX— 45 UG A 4T
FYRZ R theta 5 A AT e IF A H R BR T B,
A AT REWS SOE M N = dil 2458, B, 170
PG theta 15 AR A AAAE T INFIFEHI A ph 5 n T
AT 2 o

g b, AR MNAT MR G AL AR, R
theta PR 7 5t 18 18 ) 8 o 9 1 o7 o9& i i 2 [
MIRFR. CA M R, BERM B iE &
SR theta PRV 7515 380 18 J1E v 58 5 5O wh o fin 1.
R & A B By (Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024; Xu,
Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), 3&F b, AT T AT
F SR, Ay IAENT AT 55 (S DAL AT 55 (52 5
2)H %42 theta Hik 17 5 M9 IR BE Z (0] 1) 5C & o S Hi A
FER AT ARG 7, fEHEE (Mo et al., 2019;
Senoussi et al., 2019), 1% il (Huang et al., 2015)
FTAEIEIZ(Pomper & Ansorge, 2021)%5403 % #i,
AMRPAT R E B 5 ARG AR5, 2
Fe T A7 MR 2 M & 4R35 7E 4T R J2 T M HE SR
B ix — W 45 (Helfrich et al., 2018; Kienitz et al.,
2022) PEut, FRATEEH DU RS : 7617 M )21, theta
PR 7 1) A B B 55 i L 5 T L5838 | o B — Bk
BARKRI . TEWT AL 55, theta HR 35 ) BLAE S 8
T8 SR 2 T By (Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al.,
2024), F Iy 538 18 S R R EEE SOA LA
theta AL WIPEAR 1k, FERLGEATE 55, theta $iR 75 i
B 5 38 8 3 b 2 B BE(Xu, Yang, Wu, et al.,
2024), R I 8 B R P R IEEEAE SOA E L
theta 15 At A VENR 1 o AWTFEAEDT AL A FNBE IS |
HAQFM:: FEFA L, BT IR ik
AN H A wh 2 T AT, AR T DAFE i Fi AT
FEF BRI theta PRi7IE S 5 RIS BN v
&/ N T.(Nigbur et al., 2012; Xu, Yang, Goschl, et
al., 2024; Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), ASHF5iH it
ZEL IR EERE SOA MBS E Mk, #37R theta k7%
550 p 5 N S ph S B Z M A B AR G R . FERE
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Wb, AW TERE A B PR At T RS a1 b
FEMN TR SRR, FF % BRI A4 1 I8 RT3
R B TN 25 AT TR 2 e A R R 4 i 2 T
R

2 SEES 1. WrEAT S5 theta IRV S5
5 31 S IR v 2 T s o 1 S8 R R
Z IR &

21 FHik
211 #k

B TAT MR BN A M SR G AT By
F P (Helfrich et al., 2018), & T 7E47 A L4 5]
theta #R¥7, AR H T AH R 8 =X A9 i Ao AF 5 10 B
I H (N = 40) (Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024), L4
1 RIS 40 29k 52 1 H3E 55 T 43 Al
T 3 A8 2 — AR B IE#f R AL T 55%,
LA 3 2R EIR AN A ST, Bl h
40 (A% 23 £ 2.4 %, 154 B340 B B A fdE B, G
JCAORS g, 00 S8 IERR ) IE R, W ) IE
VIR T wolTESc i 2% 17 g R A, I
TE 58 S50 I A4S — 2 AR
212 ZWRIEMSHR

SCEG NI PsychoPy3 B4 8. #iliE =
7N 4 (1920x1080 1R %, WlBr % 60 Hz, F&Ji&h
48 cm)57 cm, MLBERFHOR R AT, L, B,
CHETL gk, B g —Fh, BEE K
/N 6.9 em x 6.9 em BYKEIETTIE I, KN
2.2 cm x 2.2 em, HLAAK 2.2° Wr bk B0k 55 M
M XCE LAY TE #, 45 H“hong” “huang” ., “lan”
“Iv i —Rh SISO S DA A H B 5 Y S
6 90138 A [ (Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024).,
213 XWigit5R®E

FESCE 1, BT T B O N, 22 A
I (L A “hong” Al “lan™He“F 4, “huang” FI“lv"#%
“TUEE) o AR R RS RN 2 R B O R, R
SR 4 FhIEAY . —E 4 (Congruent, CO): 5 il
WS W R — B A E Bl S, T
“lan”; HPE A —E KA (Stimulus Incongruent, SI):
A S0 55 T R R SOAS — B5CE X g AR ] A9 4
BN, WA B <L, WrE“lan™; ROV A—E
%14 (Response Incongruent, RI): #1555 Wr 3¢ Hill i A
— 5, I H AT SO N AS [F] A He S s Ny, L AR
Bl W ) “lan” (53— IR FCR F 2«0 3|
“lan”); HPEZ 4 (Neutral, NEU): A58 Hl i by <5

g, WrsE A “hong” | “huang” | “lan” Fll“lv”
HE—Fh, LI LA 038 v 2 s B Sk oA — B %
15— SRR ZE0E, RO S IR B SRy S AN —E
M5 R — BRI 226 . AT R Z ] 1
SOA A 254~7K3F-, M—200 ms 51| 200 ms A 16.67 ms
KA, FUEAFRAE S TC R 2, IE(E
BTSSR B I, XAEBEE SOA AMA
R s — 2 DA 3R B T o) i 2 A A 55 4 G
FZ M2 )5 200 ms AUFEHEN, EBREXTAT 55 A1
KRN AT, 72 A 5 38 4 %8 (Donohue et al.,
2013)., I, —200 ms F) 200 ms 75 Bl PN Y SOA #B
REFR I 2 M 2€ . — /& SOA (=200 ms 5] 200 ms) i
FEI 7 55 T theta #27% (4~7 Hz, J&H 143~250 ms)fY
SEREFAI . Rtk FRATET T 25 4~ SOA %17 k3K
PR AT 25 £ SR A R 38 k1 1Y) o 5 i B B BT[] 7
Ao

o IR 7 0T 1 75 U R €0 s W 9 5
BT E N =, B2 20 NiAK . 2R
— HUA LR, Wl Re S R R AR
SR, 2L B Wi e PRk, < qE gk,
Y] — H AW, R T B T B R
FREE N, “hong”BY “lan” ¥ “F 4, “huang”m{ “1v’#%
“IURE . AEZR 2T =, AT SRR ) B[R] ) B A
SOA, Bl A AT 55 42 X AT 5 SR 33 IS 7 117 72 s R s, )
W, N S 2] — . AR, 7EHE AR SLER
ZH, B SR ) IE A R TG 2k F 85% LA b, TEIE
KELgh, Bl I e 17 4, [ 16 44
120 MKWk, 55 17 A3 80 MK, &> SOA 4%
AR 20 R, SRR AN
Fook: —805cE o SR o RIS — B0
RNA—F &M =1:1:1: 1, BT EE N
2000 MK

SR AWME 1C pin, FELEAER -
100~300 ms FYEM A, 1245 52 IS ) R T o
3% 450 ms, LT KSR I AR R B A SOA, i
Ja I 1000~1200 ms AUTEM AL . Wrac B2 IS,
B R AR IS 1550 ms B9 RO e %, T
1550 ms WA W AR IR B AR 10 R A R IR IR (X,
Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024),
214 HESH

PR, gk . BRIk,
I (reaction time, RT)ALTF 3 MRt 2 oh, DA
RT /T 200 ms e . WO 7E BRI A |
A SOA T IARORREIIE R 18 (SD =0.36). K
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—E ok MR RBA
A K K BURE SR
® = a 2

4h“lan” @ 49 “lan” P 99 “lan” b ) “lan”

ki’ “hong” / “lan” “huang” / “Iv”’
—3 ik FHA—  REA—
P33 P33 K& A
% ® % %

45 “lan” @ 49 “mo” (P 49 “hong” (b 4 “Iv” (b
AR 3 EANS3 /4

J "

+ 100~300ms

\ i “lan” &b 450 ms
lan” o

SOA

T 200:16.67:200 ms

I 1]

2. 450 ms

s 1000~1200 ms

Bl 1 525G 1 5525 2 M SEa e A A 1
e EBAL B AU SEAT S5 RS AT &5 1 SE S TR, B C A SRR AR
FEARFTRAE S TR e 2 B, EEAGRAE S5 ARG 2B, SOA: Stimulus Onset Asynchrony.

TR IS v 5 5 BNy vl SR R A W, RS
ZMETH SOA G If, ARG XK A (— Bk,
HPESR AR, RO — SRS R0 S A — B4 ) i
AT AR R AN 05 22 00 #

A, X T RT 8, 7ERalN Xt
TrhndEfl, Bl N ir AR il— oA, 1t
BRI Z 5080 dntfedb 2o 1 Ldsipdialal i
T2 gl 0 ok B9 R4S 5 (Huang et al., 2015). #2
FE M NoiseTools T.EH AL 53 Bl X4 A~ i vk FE Y gk
17 %S (detrend, i ] i 20005 7%) (De
Cheveigné & Arzounian, 2018), 53|45 MRk ZEAY
() (trend ) BUHE o H2E K Bk Y Z (R0 2%
SOA A FXTRLAY trend {E, 53450k 25 #4
JE BEHE . FEHIE S T R s L S SRk AT
FERUN A2 (Fiebelkorn et al., 2013; Huang et al.,
2015; Wang et al., 2020). 5o Mri 3k F e s
R o

il bk R U B R N A T
(aggregate subject data analysis) /5 ¥E X 45k 2k
AU ] 2 50 A TAI03E 3 A7 o X TRl e Al
B SOA, M urfAwal iyl B 28—, a4
A~ SOA FIFME; 3 1F 400 ms BT [E] 751 b XF
AR RS AT B nh A8 . (Liu & Luo, 2019;
Tomassini et al., 2017), 2 T A6 56/ [F] 45 2 g 8 19 31
FUEAREAL, FRATHEAT T EAL . BT
BlE b, o TR AL, B pln SOA B
MLAcHk, SRIGH% SOA B Ty Bl il A vk i e 51—

e, THEAE SOA NIBME, JFF AT B AR 4
XA 1000 IR, g —PRIEACAR BIAS [R5 38505 ]
AR AEL o X T BI04, 13 2] —1~ 1000 U1 R AE 73
Ao KBS BRAIAEAE 1000 YR 4340 H B9 AL B 27
KPR E ., RIERKSEPRE p [EAEMR | #1T FDR
BFIE, o 24 0.05,

R TR S AR B RS A3 AT B 45 R 7 AT A,
TAME AT 53 —Fh a7 it 47 50, Rk e
7 5 (single-trial liner model approach) (Tomassini
et al., 2017) X FEANBIRIEAR, 9L, B
W0 £ 12.5 Hz, DL 0.5 R24K), Ml — ML e
AU Ty B AR AT HAS . B sine AT cosine
753 21 B AR 7 ABLAE Sk T80 051 PR~ (1 55 4 G 30 35 42 PR
ZN (O AR R 2mxfxt (F R 1E 5% BOA0 %, t AR 55 A
IR HHARR TAT: 55 T0 5 R 2 PR s D)), XA
RIR G RT B T B0 . AR i S AE T
BARXN:

TIE = B} +B3

TR AR E R BT3B Jacknife J77%(Efron &
Gong, 1983). FEZH/KF- L, ffiFHXAS i Hotelling’s
Tsquare ¥ 5 beta ZEX (B, F B, 53514 sine F1 cosine
FREFOIMES 0 ZMMER AR ECLZELL
B IE),

R R 5 &R RASTE S 4. o TS 2
Phh 58 5 R vh 5E R B AE )R 30 B iR G 1R
P 3 N N 5 o | 7 = A5 g N W o
SOA 1T By M vl o€ 5 [ i wh oS iR B2, BPAE 5%
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P2z 8 i) 22 55 AT 1l BL A8 4 (Fiebelkorn et al.,
2013). HF HAETEB /K BB b 5
o MR L, PRI, X T v e 5 R v g€ A A
B A S AR s 2 B ik BDAE K OF I,
BT WK A A SOA 7K R AU I A8 51—k,
A SOA THHMAE, SRJE 4 mx il b 5
S S W ) B[] 7 910 2R A 7 R L I A 48
22 #£R

&3 SOA EHI RT &R : AJf SOA Fm&1
IRUCEAIE RT &5 58 ULE 24 3R A (—Bsc 4,
bR SR, RO — SR A RS — SR Y
PALDA R A I Uy 22 A A A R R W, iR R
BN R #, F(3, 117) = 171.80, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.82,
P LL B 45 R R, — B (M = 685 ms, SE =
16.13) 8 E R T A —E MM = 744 ms, SE =
16.78), t(39) = —12.10, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.59,
95% CI = [-72.92, —45.68], iHA Rl o i & il
WM —BFMFRENRTRMA—HEMHM =
770 ms, SE = 15.65), t(39) = —9.64, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = —0.25, 95% CI = [-32.72, —18.08], i
BN thoe w3 . BbAh, —BUER M BT rh b
(M = 735 ms, SE = 15.47), t(39) = —13.35, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.49, 95% CI = [-60.35,
—39.55], AR A —EEME, t(39) = -15.72, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.84, 95% CI = [-99.67,
—69.73] . H MRS W A TR BOR — B,
t(39) = —3.35, p = 0.011, Cohen’s d = —0.09, 95%
CI=[-17.12, =1.59], VARSI AR—EERME, 1(39) =
—13.77, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.34, 95% CI =
[-41.76, —=27.74], S RUL, & JF SOA J5 RT 445
SRR, B 5 5 B oS H 3 o

MR EBHIME D TER: D OKR A RE

SOA 2L ZR ILIF 3 (A-B). 45 F MR AR RT
Bt SOA 8 K K (K 3A). & 3B /Ryt ki
BIF AR RT (EFIZE 0 L Fiksh, AT
R g0 Fp s sh LR B9 A theta JRG1E R, FRAT
i FH S AR A B 0 A 1 R TR e Pk S
RIEATIRE AT o AR R 53 BT B AR S AT 4
WL 3C, —BUE M AR — B2 M 1 2 i
E45% 4y 3.8 Hz (ps < 0.001), S A—F 40k 8 3
B ARIFN 7.5 Hz (p < 0.001), Hik S0 i i
{EA5R 9.4 Hz (p < 0.001), FrA Ny p (H#AZ T FDR
Bk .

PR R M EEA 5 vk 5 R AR R B 4 BT Y
SER L R SR M AR A AT o BT 45 SR DL 1
3D, /K Y Hotellig T-square statistics 5 5645
RANF : —BEAFUREAS — SR ik 2 i W (B
FH SHz (pEAHH: p=0.004, p<0.001), N
AN i W IE(E % 7.5 Hz (p < 0.001),
rh PR AR 2 I (E AT %R 7.5 Hz (p = 0.038),

RIB RS KN RSTIE SRS R HHA
— B E — BRI R AN R B R 1 22 5 ORI
Ppsg), LLRR AN — B 5 SN — SR
FrRUEfe 2 a5 5 1 25 5 (R th 5B SOA 1Y 72
L ILIE 4A BT AT I 25 5 R, R 22 4k 5
WA WL, p > 0.05; SO hoe ik 2 A I (B I K
3.8 Hz (p = 0.048, FDR corrected) (L5 4B).

2.3 itig

ST 1R 2-1 BT Stroop 1145, 454 m5 it
STHERIIT R RFE T, RV RS theta R
Vo 5 B0 T 3 SR I SRR R T G R
4 I SOA J& 1) RT 25 R 3= W vh 28 5 2 g ph 58 45
B, HE T UM S (X, Yang, Goschl,
etal., 2024), 7EIRRISH b, BARGHLE G 431 Fn

A 1000 - B 800
900 - ‘-f o L
ol® oe® ... 700
gsoo L }I' e o R E oo
;‘3 ‘i o.‘E. 5:5 ': EGOO oo
= e s [ t L = oels sell
i 70 .se o3y oo L3 X T [ees R
g t.e8 *olee T 500 |eboe]| [0S0 HIE §
600 v$gsd * ':li:‘. 2 T3
bd l hjii!-. ‘N obe
e — e AR R goRi REER WA WK
— & & N —EXZ TER V.
BORAE AL —8&H —B&HF —B&M  —B&M

K2 S5 1 (A)SH%E 2 (B)G I SOA JG /Y RT &5



472 L i 2 Eitd % 58 &
B
A 850 = 02
42‘
g s
£ 750
= % 0
Emo i
=
-0.1
650 =
&
ool Rl
2200-150-100 =50 0 50 100 150 200 =200 —150-100—50 0 50 100 150 200
SOA (ms) SOA (ms)
—4
c g0 D 005 — —BAM RIS S
— RS —— RRA—B
6 0.04
=
g = 0.03
HE 4 =S
R 0.02
= A= — X =
2r =7 N 0.01 ' T~
7 —
0 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
i (Hz) HF (Hz)

K3 S8 1 PRI RIE RT FE SOA 1728 1k K o3 #r 45 5
e S 1 SEAE 558 MR IR SRS SOA AR LIy th£R1B1(A-B): JFUUA RT H(A), FrifEfb R L3RI RT {EH(B). & MR
ARG ST 245 R (C-D) . BB BER T 75 (C), ARG B3 ARG 5L 5 (ps < 0.05, FDR corrected); Hf iRk E @5 7715 (D). SOA
FEREAIE S, SOA IEEACRYT MR LM, BB AT, FF.

A
% o)
=
@ 0.1

I I
% ° Ay / \
Z 01 %
3
22l o, .
€ -200 -150-100-50 0 50 100 150 200
SOA (ms)

c
05 2
=
= | |
R 0! [ A /\\
ﬁ /\ [\
& O \/ \ J\| \ [
s VN
= 01 ‘
3
ﬁi,j 02l .
<< 200 -150-100-50 0 50 100 150 200

SOA (ms)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
B (Hz)

—— JUFR

g8 10 12 14

0 2 4 6
Bz (Hz)

Bl 4 SC8 1 59050 2 I 58 5 RO P SR AR HEAL N 5 35 19 RT KATE 4 #r 45 %
M SEE 1 UTHEE S5 (A-B), SEE 2: ST 55 (C-D). HELRACFER B3 MG A 5. (ps < 0.05, FDR corrected).

PAGIR 2 ME AT VA R B 2 SRR, — 30k
L R — BA R AR — B L) theta
(4~7.5 Hz) iR, M504 LL alpha (9.4 Hz)
TR . DT ARG AT 50K theta I BEE X

“Jy 4~8 Hz (Fiebelkorn et al., 2013), K, AHF5544
7.5 Hz & X theta 85 Bt o Rl SIS0 58 5 [ i
BT A AT s R, RN AR BE LA theta
(3.8 Ho)W KR, WA & IR b2 i B ER %
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WA, X —ZE RS T 1 AR R, RIAENT
WAESS T, RO SR BE LA theta 5534875

FEWT S AT 55 v, AT 5 e N o 5 B AE
SOA ¥ theta #1777 . Theta #i7 ¥ & A 76 15 18 18 J
N h 5T T B SR A A R B 9T 4 AR — 3 (X,
Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024), H H Tk H BF 5% (Xu,
Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024), 4HiHF5E K HEA 85
B[] 53 HER AT SRR DT I, E—2 /R T theta
P75 ph MR B Z R R o AT RGO R
EMAIRGET N LRI (Kienitz et al., 2022),
WATHEMAT R R theta 7% T RE/R ML T
NN R Y theta 31 3% % h 2 8 FE A4 &) 3037 80 1) 1
F o YETAFFT UL T AT R A sh g TAE TR
FEI AR o A0 SR R B G i e T AN g o A
i TA S, AR AT 55 P EA T R
WM EEH theta & o TEEAE S5, SEHi i LA 5% 78
PRE T I theta 7% 55 e 1A 30 P v 28 in T
(Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), SR, 7E47 M )21, &
T T ) v S MR T S S theta TR
NG . S8 2 KAEMSEAE S5, %48 theta
P37 5 i 30 T v S MR Z T G &R

3 52 2. MHATSS P theta PR S
1255 388 T8 I P o€ A RN v SRR
ZE )RR

31 Ak
311 #ik

S5 2 MR AR T S S0 1 AR IR, AR RS
T AEREIVE =AY i B, 58 (Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024),
SEEy 2 IS 40 A, CH 2 RS T 40 4
BOARGERE . 22+2.4 %, 17 BB B B AR,
TCHABKE pipes, S IEAL I IE R, W I IEH,
PINA AT gORTESL R & E T g RS, IO
TE 58 ML 5 A — 2 B
312 LIRS HR

SEES IR RS 525 1 AT
313 XWiZIt5RE

FESCES 2 h, BB AR N, 22 W T i
k. 595G 1 AHIR], AR A S BN 2 (a] ) g
KR, IR 4 FP2EA . — 50 P
FT 58— B0 RIBOR — 3% LS T
B R AN — SO 1 A [ )4 5 s 1 5 s By AN
— B AT SRR — 2, I H T
X AN [R) e S g R S W 3R “mo”

B Gie”, PG A LT | HW | i gk )
—FP(LIE 1B), SOA £5 25 1/KF, M—200 ms %
200 ms Pk 16.67 ms K KAME, FERERITS T
KB (VT e e 2 B, BB AT 55 AR OB
(FLBE e R M. 5250 2 MSCi Rt 590 1 28
I, WK 1C, NFZATET, MR, B
R I AT 1550 ms B R IR0 5,
1550 ms VAT S AR B A 1 o 8 i IR IR (X,
Yang, Wu, et al., 2024),
314 HIESH

XA, A%k R . RT
b F 3 kRiEZEZ A, LU RT /N 200 ms 5
POAFE R AR ISR . B SOA TR EL
PHEH 19 (SD = 0.29) T R A dE 3t i f2 5 50
¥ 1 MF. &SI SOA Ja By Rl e 5
N PSSR RS 2, SRS TEAR AL R L i S 2L
P EAEAT IR | 3 v 2 5 R 1 9 R ) A5
I o
32 #R

&3 SOA FEMI RT &% : &I SOA J5, &1
IR SR RT 4550 0L 2B, IR M (— B &A1,
HPE S, IO — SR A R R AN — BUR A 1Y
PR TR 2 A Uy 22 A s AR R, R SR =
RO 3, F(3, 117) = 38.85, p< 0.001, n; = 0.50,
W ME R B R, —84& MM = 513 ms, SE =
827 E T R —F KM = 521 ms, SE =
8.67), t(39) = =7.71, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.15,
95% CI = [-10.79, —5.07], &34 o k2 )
PIAS—BORA W T RN A—3 & (M = 527 ms,
SE = 8.93), t(39) = —5.32, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
—0.11, 95% CI = [-9.04, —2.83], Vil I I % i,
oAb, — 8B E T R R (M = 522 ms,
SE = 8.22), t(39) = —6.78, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
-0.15, 95% CI = [-11.51, —4.82], LA Kz i A—3%%
2%, t(39) = —8.69, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =—0.26,
95% CI = [~18.30, —9.43]; " 5545 A — 2k
S 25 SR B3, 1(39) = 0.20, p = 1.000, Cohen’s
d = 0.004, 95% CI = [-3.03, 3.50]; k&M B EHh
TR —F &AM, t39) = —3.72, p = 0.004,
Cohen’s d = —0.11, 95% CI = [—9.96, —1.44], & H%K
Ui, A JF SOA J5 1Y RT &5 5%, Ml b5 R h
AR

MR EBWIMESTER: FLE 1, £t
WA JEG RT (A 5FRMElL . BRI H RT 4
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Bl SOA HZEfb L WK 5 (A-B). 7EREI SA W, %%
AR S R I A AT 55 0 G K e 2 0 B4 55 A G
F e R, OV AR, SRIF R, FE
Kl 5B, iR 2 3E A IR R ALY RT
HFEZeE 0 LR Ush. R T k4 Ak B 1) ik
HREEEAIRGER, A58 a0
GY AT 1 TN B R 4R M A 1 X 45 AR vk 28 AR
BEATHRE A, S5 ILIE 5 (C-D). BARBHR B R 4>
BEOT 15 B AR E rAr 4l R DL IR 5CL S5 R R, —B4
P 5 B I (AR 28 K 5.6 Hz (p < 0.001); LW A—
BAA WL E (AR N 5.6 Hz (p < 0.001); Pk
S BEIE(ERIE N 9.4 Hz (p < 0.001); HA
— R KR E AR, p> 0.05, FTAR p
{HERZ 0 FDR HFIE . sk 26 Pk @bty ik i At
SIHTEE R WIE 5D, 4KF E /Y Hotellig T-square
statistics KIRZERCRBFIE)NT . — B &AM B ED
WA A5 5 Hz (p < 0.001), BN —B 41 %
(BTN 5 Hz (p = 0.034), JZ B A—Bac A
EIEEARZE N 5 Hz (p < 0.001), HPE4F B
W& B A% K 10 Hz (p < 0.001),

R RE R BHRBSTIG SR A
— B S — B AR A 2B S 1R 25 5 Ol
Wb 58), LA BN — SR 5 RO — BUR A

A B

FrRUEAL A a5 5 1Y 22 S (SN i 52 )BE SOA Y78
R ZE UL 4C, Hal 98 5 R v 58 A A i 43 A
S5 VLI 4D S5 IR, I v oS 3 Y I (E AT R
9 5.6 Hz (p < 0.001, FDR corrected)., 3% 7 & B I v
IS L E R, ps > 0.05,
3.3 itig

SEH 2 ERLEAE S5, H 5 theta $ik 5 5 15 1 1E
Sl ol 5 RIS R SRR Z A K R o XA IF SOA
JE B RT B HEAT 50 0T, k90 05 38 3 R vp 28 R
N RS IR B . EAT RIRG AR B, 50K 1
KIBEERAR, —BUEME . A —BOE A
WA —F &AL theta (5~5.6 Hz) W IR, i Pk
ZF L) alpha (9.4~10 Hz) Witk % . (HAE AV,
S 2 AE A GEAT 55 v S P 30 A 35 v M R S PR
theta (5.6 Hz) 15 k1% . Theta §& 7% & A 7 #5118
Wb 2 TR B 5 DA AT 55 19 i Hl AF 5% & B
—3((Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), ¥ 45 TR TAOHF
FEMRE . SCE 1 50K 2 R A BRI R, 7E
W B2 RN AR B AT 45 v 2 e BRI 3 A o 2 e R R B
theta PRy, F&WIDNKNFE A vh 5 T2 ] g5 i 2
A M T

DAAEAIF T A B0 B 30 3 vt 2 25, EL AT AN X AR,
LV il < S e 7 L U 1 e 7 AN

560 - =
421
01 ,&Wf \/ﬁ/ e
E 50l ALKV Y A
=
 s00 iy -
T
480/ v =01
2
460 . <2 . v
—200 —150-100-50 0 50 100 150 200 —200 —150-100-50 0 50 100 150 200
SOA (ms) SOA (ms)
C - D
1.5 X107 0.05
0.04 — — B
g 10 —
= & 0.03 — RS
= 2 — BRSO
B s 0.02 -
BN W ootr /7
02 = < /
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 % 2 24 6 8 10 12 14
i (Hz) Hi# (Hz)

B 5 S2Ey 2 A RISEA RT B SOA B34k KA1 43 A 4
W S5 2(LEAT 55) A MR IR ST B SOA ZEfL I HIZR(A-B): JRIA RT {(A), FrAEfb I #HUS 1 RT H(B), 4 MRy
B A4 e (C-D) . BARBE I EE H 5 :(C), MELAREE B2 A IR B 45 (ps < 0.05, FDR corrected); HLi ik Z6 M H A (D). SOA

FAEREWTFESE 2 I, SOA IEHARFMMEHHLE R,
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(Donohue et al., 2013) o A FEFEAS [A] BBz #9 w2 i
TR T X RS FRYE,  REUT S8 AT 55 o A0 5
TE I b 9E 55 B 1 5 R A Sk 2 K T AT 55
(WL A1) ix —45 5 515 A5 AN A], Chen F1 Zhou
(2013) A PR 15 388 JE 1 op 5 vy, A0 5 % T o 1) T
E7 R AR RS RN U B/ N (S (B o3 BT VRULEN
o, MZRIA R . SEEBETTH AR [E] AT B 2 T AN A
S22 4L . Chen 1 Zhou (2013)AFF 5 o A R
Wy [6] INf 52 BE(SOA = 0)Z& 4, Tl 4 Al iF 52 % I 1Y
SOA U425 7200 ms | 200 ms MFEHE . A7
AN [F) SOA W] HE2s 5 M AN [F] B B wh 98 75 15 38 18
IR L AT FRYE o B A B 5E AT DX 3 — (7] 5t
HATIRAIRS

SCHS 1 N PP ZERY theta S 3(3.8 Hz)IK T4
55 2 Rl 52 1Y theta S1%6(5.6 Hz) o AH HE T 3%
MaE, SN I IR MR JRE BT R (4 SR DL SR ), R
LY 259 P VAUIENT 0D 3 iy N 3 L A NS B
Ml 72K o FRATHEM, theta SR AE SNt 5 v LG
g/, TREIR BT theta A5 FE & A I 7
SR HE R/ o X —HED 5 DA A 5T R B — 3L
(Senoussi et al., 2022), Senoussi 5§ A (2022)# #i 11
AR LL S DMAEAT R MU AT 2 SR, 4 A
il Y theta 5 HEREE 1T 55 75 2K A9 el 28 T A8 46 3 d5e pt
WA b BEARFIR AL 55 MR e R, B
theta JZEAT BAF AT R 3R BL; 10 S 4E 55 ME BE LU 3R
RIS, BRI theta BAF BAFAIAT R, I,
MR AT HIRG I EESCRE T theta SR BE %
55 75 5K B ST ] {4 theta I % A9 OUL A o

R

AR 2-1 YWF Stroop 1155, 4565 HA &
INFIR] 73 B AT AR AL DTV, HR9T theta R 555
T TR v N SN i MR FE Z TR G R o SRR
B, TG TEWT 3t 55 ik R AE AT 55, AR5
TG R 5 AT 55 AR IO [R] (— B SR R B 28
ORI — BRI F RN AN — BUA A s, R AT
5 AL AN TAEAT A 3R B theta (4~7.5 Hz)
W U AT 55 T ORI M (b PR SR R I
KM X AT 55 A0 S AN B T AE AT B3R B alpha
(9.4~10 Ho)¥R¥% . M4k, BT KB, TEWr AT 55,
5308 3 5 1 p 5 FEAE SOA 2 BEHY theta (3.8 Hz)
PG, FERDEAT 55 b, B )35 v 28 i 2 A
SOA S theta (5.6 Hz)PR iz ol S F AT AT 40,
METE S B R AEAT R 2 T A BT O ] Y wh e

INTAEAT N FRB T A e . AWFSE4H8 T theta
A SRR N SUEE I NFORULENY Y A EI NP
R, VR T IEEATERERS, I T AT AR
PRI theta $i& 3 DL A LA
41 KEXMESHEXBENRBMINESE

e SRR G

AHFFEAENT 58 -5 AT 55 8 R I, AT —
BURNT « R — B R AR S AN — B A 0 T
TEAT N BRI theta $R¥, X —45 RS LIER W
T AR SC B AT R IR P 9T — 3. Huang 55 A(2015)
it W Ja Sk B — R 5 A — BRI
[N TE SOA [ RBLH theta T AR . AT
Z I, AT 55 AR DI SR AEAT 55 TR Z IS
EE I, ST theta PR35 3B A A
T AR . MTEAWFIE R, AT 55 A ST B
TEUE TAES RRI R, Hitk, AFRAETTH
ORI theta TR KNG TN AL FE, B4R
BT R IN TR BT ARG Y theta 5 AT
TET S R wm b

AR, BFFE A B S FE alpha (9 Hz)¥ Bt
¥R . Alpha T EAEAT ARG T IT o R
R 4] IR e T2 O T A Y R nE SR R R
(Dugué & VanRullen, 2017; Michel et al., 2022), |~
ZAFAE T I5E (Jia et al., 2022)F1WF 48 H0 T 1 (Ho
etal., 2019), S —%, ABFH PRI ESS
TERMPEAFBOAF R, SIEFFH R AT
Tadr, B, PSRN YE R IR R AT,
T2V AN Tk . FRATHEN alpha $%3% A &
S e Y W 6 AT 55 BORE S AT 55 TP R RE e 2 X 55 A
O3 T IR ) B N T

TR, BAPHERAE SOA FEH
th alpha ARG B, HALAR/TTE SOA EEIH
theta ARG, S PERMAAMLL, —BE:E,
SRS — B5C2% A S A — BSR A BR m T# v0 Je
TR E I . A4 R SR 75 LL alpha 75
BEREE, M E LA theta T ALREEMI IS (Dugué &
VanRullen, 2017; Michel et al., 2022), Dugué Fi
VanRullen (2017)42 H W5 Bz 2 LA A5 19 alpha 5
FAEIEAT B IR AL 38 B = U X Y HR
JEERT, BN XaET theta 3R R ETE (R B
B R Z, EEBGEER alpha T, MRAEE
SR E, F7 RPN alpha T EE W] BE LB theta 7
AT, MIMTEIT R LRI theta P55 o 1R
AEFLISHE— L, theta 5T RE SO T /55 ik
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DX J8% i e S22 Bz gl B )2 Y R Ak R AR T
(Fiebelkorn & Kastner, 2019), T FIRFES, FAT
I - 55— S B TR R R 2 ) R
YR, iDL alpha WA REE. BRI
IR, SR 5 — ARSI (M AR ),
TAVW RO IR/ BE, 1 ZU DX X e j7 )23
Rk, e Bz SR AkLE L alpha T ERIEATRAE, R,
SR EAE T BRI alpha AR . WRE
A S AN A A D (— B
FIPEA — B AP Bl WA —BUR ), W A dE =
e U5 AE AN [R) 0 3 B (R B Ny R R 2 A Y 43 BT
(Nigbur et al., 2012), i X i@t theta $i ¥ %o
B JEalis 2 e )= A TR ], RS 2 2 1Y alpha
I, TEAT R LRI theta $ik¥7 .
4.2 BEIRERR P RIEE 5 A it SR8 E 7E SOA

EEM theta &%

AT —B, FEWT AT 55, 85
7 b SR BEAE SOA B theta RGN, 7EHLHE
fE55 , Bl E R R IR E SOA E2 3] theta
PRGBE . Theta Hiki% 70858 B vh 5 in T iy &R
B Bz 5 DL i FELBF 9T 45 2 — B((Xu, Yang, Géschl,
etal., 2024; Xu, Yang, Wu, et al., 2024), 7§ 747
SRy 35 2 K A IR R AT R I —
W5 (Helfrich et al., 2018; Kienitz et al., 2022), K
P24 T B S5 R R W oh SN TAERE #H X theta
HE 1 [ 19 5% (Cohen & Cavanagh, 2011; Cohen &
Donner, 2013; Nigbur et al.,, 2012; Nigbur et al.,
2011)0 R Hh, SO o 00 gk A Bt o A e X5 A
g, DL X 5iz sl IX Z[E] theta AHAZ [R5
4 ) B8 5 (Nigbur et al., 2012; Xu, Yang, Goéschl,
et al., 2024), i b9 B g DRl BE -5 %5 P DCRI S
THHR AN X [ theta L HEE 44 5% 4 X (Nigbur et al.,
2012), HETAT ARG S ARG Z LR
(Helfrich et al., 2018; Kienitz et al., 2022), F{ T4
W Wr et 55 vh, B5 8 SN S IR BEFE SOA i
I theta #iz3%, WIHES ML T4 X theta $i 7 % Sl
A DL Kz 2 DX SR v R AR T AT 55
955 300 T R R S IR BEAE SOA I 2 BE theta $R3%, 7T
RESCB T X theta IR % 5 TOUHT AN X174 Jis] 30 1
P

AW E IRAEAT N Z AR T IA R 6 A ol
RN THAETE theta R 99 HRVEFRRE . LIAEAFSY
RE RS RRAEIT R BRI theta TTHHIRG S
(Fiebelkorn et al., 2013; Jia et al., 2017; Landau &

Fries, 2012; Re et al., 2019; Song et al., 2014), J&T
X e & B, Fiebelkorn A1 Kastner (2019)#2H T i =
AR, BRI RS theta Y
HE B AT MR AL, 178 BRI theta
AT g SR TR R DX R v B 2 el s Bl B 2
B E T B A PLT] (Fiebelkorn & Kastner,
2019). ST4Ek, WFFCUESR#E—L R, TAEICIZ
M TAEAT R ERIFE R theta 779 (Pomper &
Ansorge, 2021), $#&/R17 R0 MY theta 154 AT GEL
W AATE T 2R Tl R rh o AR5 R 18538
oI THEE, FEARRATE 55 34 A B T 5 3 1A o
THEERY theta TWEIRGIIS . X — K I AN HIHE ]
() 5 0 T AR B A Y AR PR AL T B R AT R
o FEMPRINTAFE T, whoS e B AR E AR
BTN N il BE ) # 2% (Egner, 2008), ASHFFE AT R
J2 T B DA A A A T E Y, TR sh AR Y,
RGN HEE i 0 3 28 0 AL SR AL TR i A 5
A SRR, ASHIFSE A R ] A A T
Pt AT M BB SRR, RS R EE T
ISP Z AN T A v 5 N T

AR EEEE B AR, theta HiR5 & A7 8518
TR AR T o B . BARRI R . Wraett 55,
theta R 7 A& A= 7 15 38 18 S0 v o< T/ By Ao
fE55h, theta ¥RV & A= 7 5 38 18 b 28 hn T By
Bt LIRS HL IR FH A i BRIS i B theta i
D AE RN 5 5 B v € 1 4 % Az B Bt (Haciahmet
et al., 2023; Xu, Yang, Goschl, et al., 2024), ZH i
N, RIGTEAL BRAM A SR T ] — 7 i A 75 =X
XHE SRR | I8 SR SOM G RHIE R T A,
It LA A 2o Ty 20K 3 SRR AR R AR AE FF SO
(event file) o QA BB Hhy 3G 8 i) P B S 7 R AT,
] AH 3 R = A SO G O AREAE ) G b, T S e
TE R ORRAE S B RFAE A9 1 5 (Hommel,, 2019),
A RZ M theta IR % 09 & A B B SR, FEARMFGEH,
T AL 55 38 =T v AE 55, AF 45 To I Y 2 30
Fof () AT BB T B e AT 55 AH OGS . PRk, Y HiTit
GEME LA S B0 BT b A DU ik 328 498 P b 3 5 1
BURFIE IR & SN HFFAE, NITTSENE T theta 4R35 7E b
ST AR B Ht, FF i Hie A FEfR
I b B U TR A R . ARSI R i — 2D AR
ANFE M BT 55520 theta PR 77 76 15 38 18 34
9 5 S i g€ v A B Be i ELARAIL T
43 MRRRERZE

RUEYHTFE /R T theta IR 5 PR IRE 2
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DGR, B ny A she Y 2 1A
) o 5N A5 (HJ, Y ETRF AN A — SR
UG BATTHEDN theta P35 AT BE S B T 45 Hh X Xk 3
X B3z g X Rz J2 04 JEL S TR VR FH, (Y iAo
L. Jee) B 785 e DX ] ) 285 ] L ER e IX Bz sl X, AT
TEAT N B theta TTAHRG M ph 28300 . Ak
5T AT R A i L R, 45 s B ) o BE R A 7
KSRFE T, K — ) LA T R AR

AN, ARBFZERY SOA W R4S THES
X S 5 P (SOA < 0)FIAT: 55 4H 56 1 8k o 5 71
(SOA > 0)MFh 251, HA5 R HeAs [a] T &% 5
— B FE(SOA > 0 5 SOA < )W LK. &
BT R I B R 7E R H] SOA (=200 ms =
200 ms)Z5 1 T H L op g in TR A R AL HI, &
5 WM FE AR (S — B, Nine) F1 P S DL dE bR
(B 9 1E % 43, LPC)7E A [l SOA T ¥ 77 7F
(Appelbaum et al., 2014), FIAJH SOA &4 TFHY
SN o] BE L AR LA A S wIHLH] . T,
FRATHEM TR AT 55 TR SE R a5 2B, #RAT
AETE SOA LRI ISR theta T3 HEIRY
%o SR, DAAERFSE Bon, S5 0 28
AH L e 5 8 45 7 AR T K Y o 28 B2 (Donohue
etal.,, 2013), #&/R P& 7RI il 75 5k A7 7 22
5o DAV EINFIEGIN theta THESBEE N
S I SR 3 KM IR theta i F% (Senoussi et al.,
2022), P, FATHEMAE 5 Jo M e R B S
T I AT REAE theta BRARAY K/ FAFAEZE S
M ARG AT 55 e R e R R 2
SOA {E [l HA7 200 ms, ANfge 2 55 theta k3% 1Y
—ANJE(~250 ms), L, SHTHFIE IO X —HfE
D HEATBIE o A B G AT 4353 % 55 T S i ol 22
PG SIS AT T IR G R 5E, DLk — 204K
T ARG T2 5

5 ZH5ie

MHTHFSE R 2-1 T Stroop 1155, 454 =it
[ A3 BER AT R RAE T %, BRI AT 55, B3
T8 SV 0P 2 IR BEFE SOA I PH theta RIHH; M
WAL S5, B E R P R IR EEFE SOA R
theta $ig P A2 o 30 46 & B3R BT il n T 247>
RN, AMUER T theta PRy 5 #5 Wi
L2 A S N s AR Z A e R, R T
BT ARG,

Bt B BRI IR K R A HE S HT
FELHHE, BRIRE L FRAF G ALIR

B EFER
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Abstract

Theta oscillations are closely associated with cognitive control. Accumulating evidence indicates their
involvement in processing both cross-modal stimulus conflict and response conflict. However, the relationship
between theta oscillations and the magnitude of these conflicts remains unclear. Research on behavioral
oscillations, which shows that theta rhythms are linked to periodic patterns in behavioral performance, provides
a novel perspective for investigating how theta oscillations are related to the magnitude of cross-modal stimulus
conflict and response conflict.

To address this issue, we used an audiovisual Stroop task with a 2-to-1 stimulus-response mapping and a
time-resolved behavioral approach. Given previous evidence that sensory modality modulates theta oscillations
during cross-modal stimulus conflict and response conflict processing, we conducted two experiments. In
Experiment 1 (N = 43), participants responded to auditory stimuli while ignoring visual distractors (auditory
task). In Experiment 2 (N = 40), participants responded to visual stimuli while ignoring auditory distractors
(visual task). This design allowed us to investigate the relationship between theta oscillations and the magnitude
of cross-modal stimulus and response conflicts in the auditory and visual tasks, respectively.

The results demonstrated that the rhythmic processing of task-relevant stimuli was modulated by
task-irrelevant stimuli. When the task-irrelevant stimuli were either the same as or different from the
task-relevant stimuli (including both stimulus and response incongruency), response times exhibited rhythmic
fluctuations in the theta band (4~7.5 Hz). In contrast, when task-irrelevant stimuli were neutral, the processing
was characterized by oscillations in the alpha band (9.4~10 Hz). Furthermore, we found that the magnitude of
the cross-modal response conflict fluctuated rhythmically at a theta frequency (3.8 Hz) in the auditory task,
whereas the magnitude of the cross-modal stimulus conflict fluctuated rhythmically at a theta frequency (5.6 Hz)
in the visual task.

In summary, the present study demonstrates that cognitive control processes exhibit theta oscillations at the
behavioral level, which directly modulate the magnitude of cross-modal stimulus conflict and response conflict.
These findings elucidate the relationship between theta oscillations and conflict magnitude, and extend the
rhythmic theory of attention to the domain of cognitive control in conflict processing.

Keywords cross-modal, stimulus conflict, response conflict, behavioral oscillation, theta
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