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Figure 1: The sequence of events in each trial
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Figure 2 Fz Cz Pz ERP
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Table 1: Mean reaction times (ms) and SDs and mean error

rates (%) in each experimental condition
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Figure 2: Grand mean (N = 12) ERPs for prime stimulates at Fz, Cz

and Pz sites. The waveforms are overlapped for the gazed and the

averted face conditions. Negativity is up.

Figure 3: Grand mean (N = 12) ERPs at Fz, Cz, and Pz. The

waveforms are overlapped for congruent and incongruent condi-

tions and depicted for the gazed and the averted face conditions.

Negativity is up.
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