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Within-subjects design Does gamma have a role in multimodal integration?

If theta plays a role in long-distance interactions * Data C%'(')eodl_eld with 256-channel EEG (EGI) » Although prior literature links gamma to integration (e.g., Schneider et
between cell assemblies in multimodal integration: N=19 cap at z . -
g o Preprocessing and analysis in Fieldtrip aI., 2008, YuvaI—Greenberg & Deouell, 2007), our StUdy d|ffered by

 Congruent visual and auditory information should Participants

oroduce more theta (relative to incongruent), and » Average reference and FASTER channel controlling for things like response congruency between stimuli in
this increase should be greater/more sustained 200 Non- 200 Lexical gpa'r ana 'C;A fUd”Ct_'tf;]”S (';i_(t)'a” et a'_-t’h2010) incongruent conditions, which may contribute to our failure to
. . . . - i : « Gamma analyzed with multitapers wi . .y
yv?en tht'e auditory stimulus includes lexical el itelis Trials windows of 200ms observe increased gamma for congruent conditions.
InNformation.
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