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within subjects™ 4p J ' Aroused » Arousal (and valence) do play a role in ERP

‘ i responses to facial expressions

IS * Which component Is impacted by ratings
Original

=

* The P2>° and enhanced posterior
negativity (EPN)’ are sensitive to these
faces, potentially due to their arousal
and valence.
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* No one has empirically tested this
assumption

P2 effects are seen in anger contrasts® (not

Arousal fear®13) but do not relate to ratings.
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