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Experiment 1: Introduction

« The social N40O effect is an enhancement of the small amplitude of the N400
ERP that i1s evoked by semantically primed words. This enhancement occurs
when participants know that a person next to them did not receive the semantic
priming information [1,2,3].

 Prior social N4OO studies Interpret this enhancement as an increase in the

Experiment 1. Results Experiment 2: Introduction

Measures
 ERP mean voltages within the time-windows of the N300 (200-350 ms), of the N400 (350-550 ms) and of the LPP
(650-900 ms)
Analyses
 Repeated measures ANOVAs for each time-window, using social context (group) as a between-subjects factor.
« post-hoc (independent sample t-test) at Pz between alone and friends to find the source of interaction between group and

Following the experiment 1 results, we aimed at testing whether inhibition differed within the friends
group who ‘felt together’ (FT) in the presence of their friend and those who ‘felt alone’ (FA) despite
that presence. We predicted that FT subgroup will have larger N300 and N400 i.e., more inhibition
processes due to greater impact of social contexts on cognitive processes than in the FA subgroup.
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