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Transcranial photobiomodulation 
and thermal stimulation induce 
distinct topographies of EEG alpha 
and beta power changes in healthy 
humans
Xinlong Wang1,3, Hashini Wanniarachchi1,3, Anqi Wu1, F. Gonzalez‑Lima2 & Hanli Liu1*

Our recent study demonstrated that prefrontal transcranial photobiomodulation (tPBM) with 
1064‑nm laser enables significant changes in EEG rhythms, but these changes might result from 
the laser‑induced heat rather than tPBM. This study hypothesized that tPBM‑induced and heat‑
induced alterations in EEG power topography were significantly distinct. We performed two sets 
of measurements from two separate groups of healthy humans under tPBM (n = 46) and thermal 
stimulation (thermo_stim; n = 11) conditions. Each group participated in the study twice under true 
and respective sham stimulation with concurrent recordings of 64‑channel EEG before, during, and 
after 8‑min tPBM at 1064 nm or thermo_stim with temperature of 33–41 °C, respectively. After 
data preprocessing, EEG power spectral densities (PSD) per channel per subject were quantified and 
normalized by respective baseline PSD to remove the power‑law effect. At the group level for each 
group, percent changes of EEG powers per channel were statistically compared between (1) tPBM vs 
light‑stimulation sham, (2) thermo_stim vs heat‑stimulation sham, and (3) tPBM vs thermo_stim after 
sham exclusion at five frequency bands using the non‑parametric permutation tests. By performing 
the false discovery rate correction for multi‑channel comparisons, we showed by EEG power change 
topographies that (1) tPBM significantly increased EEG alpha and beta powers, (2) the thermal 
stimulation created opposite effects on EEG power topographic patterns, and (3) tPBM and thermal 
stimulations induced significantly different topographies of changes in EEG alpha and beta power. 
Overall, this study provided evidence to support our hypothesis, showing that the laser‑induced heat 
on the human forehead is not a mechanistic source causing increases in EEG power during and after 
tPBM.

Photobiomodulation (PBM), also known as low-level laser therapy (LLLT) in clinical applications, utilizes red to 
near-infrared (NIR) light to stimulate mitochondrial respiration in a wide range of cells and tissues in the human 
 body1–4. Transcranial photobiomodulation (tPBM) is a type of PBM that delivers NIR light/laser to the human 
brain, which has shown promising outcomes in treating psychiatric and neurological  disorders5, such as depres-
sion and  anxiety6, and traumatic brain  injuries7,8. Recent studies have reported that tPBM with a 1064-nm laser 
can enhance human cognitive performance on a variety of cognitive tasks using sham-controlled  experiments9–13. 
Furthermore, we have recently demonstrated that 1064-nm tPBM enabled significant upregulation in concentra-
tions of hemoglobin oxygenation ([HbO]) and oxidized cytochrome-c-oxidase ([CCO]) during and after tPBM 
on the human right forehead with high reproducibility and  robustness14–16. These findings supported and vali-
dated the hypothesized mechanism of action that tPBM can photo-oxidize CCO, the key mitochondrial enzyme 
for cellular oxygen metabolism, to boost the metabolic activities of  cells17, especially  neurons1,18. In addition, 
we investigated the thermal impact of tPBM on measured alterations in [HbO] and [CCO], confirming that the 
heat-induced warm sensation on the forehead would not give rise to the same increases in [HbO] and [CCO] 
as those seen by  tPBM19.
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There has been much less understanding and observation of electrophysiological responses to tPBM in the 
human brain. Our recent results revealed that tPBM is effective in enhancing EEG alpha and beta rhythms in 
the human brain during eyes-opened resting state, measured by 64-channel scalp EEG from healthy  humans20,21. 
Similar observations on EEG responses to tPBM were reported by other groups while using different experimen-
tal  protocols22–24. All these studies consistently indicated that tPBM can also modulate neuronal or electrophysi-
ological synchronization and connectivity in the human brain.

It is expected and often experienced that a sizeable optical beam used for tPBM may produce a warm sensation 
on the subject’s forehead. Since the scalp EEG signal is sensitive to ambient temperature or thermal stimulation 
of the subject’s  head25, the warmness created by the light/laser illumination during tPBM can potentially affect 
or contaminate the net EEG signal induced only by tPBM. Thus, an essential reservation or question on the 
action mechanism of tPBM would be whether the EEG power or rhythm alteration might result from, at least 
partially, thermal effects caused by light or laser illumination delivered on the subject’s forehead. To address 
this important question, we hypothesized in this study that tPBM-induced and heat-induced alterations in EEG 
power topography at alpha and beta oscillations were significantly distinct or different.

In this study, we investigated both tPBM and thermal stimulation (thermo_stim) conditions using an experi-
mental protocol similar to that in our previous  studies9,14,21,26. Specifically, we performed two sets of measure-
ments from two separate groups of healthy humans, namely, tPBM group (n = 49) and thermo_stim group 
(n = 14). Each group participated in the EEG measurements twice under true and respective sham conditions. 
A 64-channel EEG unit was used for concurrent data collection before, during, and after 8-min active or sham 
stimulations for each (of tPBM and thermo_stim) measurement under the eyes-closed resting state. Alterations 
in baseline-normalized EEG power at five frequency bands (delta, theta, alpha, beta, and gamma) and topo-
graphical patterns induced by each of tPBM and thermo_stim were then computed and compared. By the end, 
all these observations provided evidence to support our hypothesis, as progressively presented in the following 
sub-sections.

Materials and methods
Participants. For the sham-controlled tPBM condition, a group of 49 healthy human subjects (30 males, 19 
females; 26 ± 8.8 years of age) were enrolled from the local community of the University of Texas at Arlington. 
For the sham-controlled thermo_stim condition, another group of 14 human subjects (8 males, and 6 females; 
29 ± 8.8 years of age) were recruited from the same community. However, 3 subjects from the tPBM measure-
ments and 3 subjects from the thermo_stim measurements were removed from the dataset due to self-reported/
observed tiredness and/or sleepiness during the EEG measurements, which resulted in 46 participants for tPBM 
and 11 participants for thermo_stim in further data analysis. There was no significant age difference between 
the two experimental groups, nor age difference between two genders in each group (with a two-tailed t-test, 
p > 0.1). Exclusion criteria of participants: (1) previous diagnosis with a psychiatric disorder, (2) history of neu-
rological disease, (3) history of severe brain injury, (4) history of violent behavior, (5) prior institutionalization 
or imprisonment, (6) current intake of any psychotropic medicine or drug, (7) history of smoking, (8) excessive 
alcohol consumption, (9) pregnancy, and (10) previous diagnosis with diabetes as required by the manufacturer 
of the laser (Cell Gen Therapeutics LLC, Dallas, Texas). All the participants were told to avoid any caffeine bev-
erages 2–3 h before EEG measurement. All experimental procedures were approved by the Institutional Review 
Board of the University of Texas at Arlington; all methods were performed in accordance with the relevant 
guidelines and regulations. Informed consent was obtained from each participant prior to all measurements.

Experimental setup and protocols. As shown in Fig. 1a, a continuous-wave (CW) 1064-nm laser (Model 
CG-5000 Laser, Cell Gen Therapeutics LLC, Dallas, TX, USA), cleared by the Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA), was utilized to conduct tPBM and the corresponding sham EEG measurement in this study. This was the 
same device used in our previous  studies11,19,20,26. This laser was able to deliver a collimated beam in a diameter 
of 4.2 cm. We conducted tPBM with a total power of 3.5 W, which led to a power density of ~ 0.25 W/cm2 and 
a total energy dose of 1680 J over 8 min of tPBM (3.5 W × 480 s = 1680 J) on the right forehead, as indicated in 
Fig. 1b. For the sham measurement, the laser device was on but set to be 0.1 W during the 8-min stimulation 
time. In addition, a black colored cap was used to block the laser aperture. As a result, the power density under 
the sham stimulation was further confirmed to be 0 W/cm2 by a sensitive power meter (Model 834-R, Newport 
Corp., Andover, MA, USA) to ensure the complete impediment of laser light. The participants were instructed 
to maintain their eyes closed with a minimal level of motion during the EEG measurements. Subjects were also 
directed to give minor hand gestures in response to the experiment operator for verifying that they were not 
asleep during the measurement. At the end of the measurement, each participant was asked to confirm that he/
she was awake without much drowsiness and sleepiness during the entire experimental period.

A Biosemi (64-channel) 10–10 EEG system was employed for data collection. Before each EEG measurement, 
electrical gel was applied on each electrode to improve the conductivity and signal to noise ratio of the data 
acquisition. The stimulation protocol (see Fig. 1c) consisted of a 2-min baseline, an 8-min tPBM, and a 3-min 
recovery period. Under both sham and active tPBM measurement conditions, the laser aperture was pointing at 
the right forehead near the electrode locations of FP2 and AF8. Both the participant and operator wore protec-
tion goggles to prevent any stray laser light from entering their eyes. While the EEG data were acquired at either 
256 Hz or 512 Hz, all the 512 Hz data were down sampled to 256 Hz during data preprocessing for consistency. 
This down-sampling process would not alter the measures of frequency  powers27,28 since our high end of gamma 
band was at 70 Hz, 3.66 times less than 256 Hz, obeying the Nyquist sampling theorem.

Designed as a single-blind, cross-over study, each subject took both sham and active tPBM EEG measure-
ments within a period of 1 week, with a minimum of 3 days between the two measurements. The order of the 
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sham or tPBM condition was randomly assigned. After each experiment, every participant was asked whether 
they perceived any heat sensation on the stimulation site and felt drowsiness during the EEG measurement. A 
thermal stimulation condition was also designed to explore the impact of tPBM-associated heat sensations on 
human EEG signals.

Under the thermo_stim condition, a heat stimulator (Pathway model ATS, Pain and Sensory Evaluation sys-
tem, Medoc Advanced Medical Systems, Israel) was employed (see Fig. 1d) to replicate and induce the thermal 
stimulation on the human forehead through an ATS mode probe. The ATS thermode can deliver temperatures 
ranging from 0 to 55 °C with a maximum rate of 8 °C/s for the alteration of temperature. The time-dependent 
temperature increases on the subject’s forehead induced by active tPBM were remeasured in this study using 
an infrared clinical thermometer (Medical Head and Ear Thermometer, Metene, England) over several human 
subjects; the group-averaged results were very consistent with those reported  previously14,19.

Under the thermo_stim condition, the thermode was placed at the same place as where the tPBM was on the 
right forehead to simulate/mimic the thermal effect induced by tPBM, as marked in Fig. 1e. The same 64-channel 
EEG device (as that used under the tPBM condition) was employed to concurrently record electrophysiological 
responses to the thermal stimulations. Figure 1f shows the experimental protocol: It included a 2-min baseline 
and an 8-min thermal stimulation, followed by a 2-min recovery period. The temperature of the thermal stimula-
tor remained at 33 °C during the 2-min baselines for both sham and active thermo_stim. For the active stimula-
tion, the temperature of the thermode increased from 33 to 41 °C following the tPBM-equivalent thermal  rate19 
and was maintained at 41 °C during the remaining stimulation period. Then we removed the thermode from the 
forehead during the 2-min recovery period. For the sham condition, we maintained the thermode’s temperature 
at 33 °C throughout the 8-min period before removal of the thermode from the forehead while EEG recording 
lasted the entire 12-min period. Under either true or sham stimulation conditions, subjects were asked to keep 
their eyes closed throughout the whole measurement time.

Data analysis. Each collected EEG dataset contained 64-channel time series corresponding to the collected 
large-scale neural activities at 64 scalp locations. A total of 46 pairs (from 46 subjects) of EEG data under both 
sham and active tPBM and a total of 11pairs (from 11 subjects) of EEG under both sham and thermo_stim were 
included for further data processing.

Data preprocessing for EEG time series. The EEG data were preprocessed using  MATLAB29,30 and a MATLAB-
based, open-source software  package31,  EEGLAB32. First, the acquired 64-channel EEG raw data were bandpass 
filtered at 1–70 Hz using EEGLAB’s “filtfilt” function. A notch filter was applied to eliminate line noise at 60 Hz. 
Re-referencing was performed by subtracting the average of voltage signals across all the 64 electrodes from 
each of the EEG time series. Second, robust principal component analysis (rPCA)33,34 was used to identify and 
remove major signal outliers and artifacts from EEG signals. Then, independent component analysis (ICA)35,36 
was performed to find noise and  artifacts37,38, such as eye movements, saccades, and jaw clenches; specifically, we 
employed “kICA” which implements ICA as the projection of the data that maximizes  kurtosis36. Then, the two 
most common noisy components, namely, eye blinks and saccades, were subjectively determined and removed 
using ICA process for each of the EEG time series.

Figure 1.  Experimental setups and protocols for concurrent tPBM/EEG and thermo_stim/EEG measurements. 
(a) Photo of FDA-cleared, 1064-nm, continuous-wave laser (Model CG-500). (b) Schematic diagram of the 
experimental setup: 64 electrodes of an EEG device were attached to an international 10–10 standard EEG cap, 
while the subject was wearing a pair of safety goggles and retained in eye-closed resting state during the sham or 
active tPBM condition. The laser aperture was pointed at the right forehead of the subject with 2-cm away from 
the skin. (c) The experimental protocol including a 2-min baseline, 8-min stimulation (with a laser power of 
3.5 W for tPBM and 0 W for sham), and a 3-min recovery period. (d) Picture of the thermal stimulator system 
(Pathway model with ATS thermode). (e) Schematic diagram of the EEG setup used when the subject retained 
eye-closed during the sham or active thermo_stim condition. The thermode was attached at the right forehead 
of the subject to produce heat mimicking that created in tPBM. (f) The experimental protocol for thermal 
stimulation: a 2-min baseline, 8-min thermo_stim, and a 2-min recovery period.
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To better quantify dose-dependent responses to tPBM/sham, we divided each artifact-free time series into 
four temporal segments: (1) the last 60 s of the 2-min baseline before the onset of tPBM/sham stimulation, (2) the 
first 4 min (0–4 min) of the tPBM/sham, (3) the second 4 min (4–8 min) of tPBM/sham, and (4) the first 2-min 
recovery. The preprocessed data were then used to perform further analysis for each of the temporal segments. 
Likewise, the EEG data under the thermo_stim were preprocessed following the same four temporal segments 
for both sham and active thermal stimulations.

EEG power spectral density and respective percent changes in power. The EEG power spectral density (PSD) 
of artifact-free time series from each of 64 channels was quantified using Pwelch (with a 4-s window and 75% 
 overlap39) in EEGLAB, an open source software package. Our PSD frequency range was selected to be 1–70 Hz, 
covering delta (1–4 Hz), theta (4–8 Hz), alpha (8–13 Hz), beta (13–30 Hz), and gamma (30–70 Hz) bands. To 
remove the power-law effect for more sensitive  comparison27, we calculated percent changes of PSD as power 
normalization with respect to the last one min of its own baseline within three other temporal segments (i.e., 
0–4 min, 4–8 min, and 8–10 min) at five frequency bands, respectively. Because of this normalization step, a 
bandwidth-averaged percent change in  PSD27 is also equal to a bandwidth-averaged percent change in power 
(ΔmPower in %) for a given band, as shown below:

where subscripts of “stim” and “base” represent the stimulation and baseline conditions for the measurement, 
fband denotes the bandwidth of a chosen frequency (e.g., 1–4 Hz for delta band), and PSDstim and PSDbase indicate 
bandwidth-averaged PSD values. Accordingly, Eq. (1) leads to Eqs. (2a) and (2b) that represent ΔmPower in 
response to active and sham tPBM conditions at each of the 5 frequency bands in each of the three temporal 
segments, while Eqs. (3a) and (3b) represent ΔmPower in response to active and sham thermo_stim conditions 
for respective spectral bands and time periods:

where P stands for bandwidth-averaged PSD or Power; i represents the three temporal segments; f specifies 5 
different frequency bands; subscripts of “base” indicate the last 1-min baseline segment; subscripts of “tPBM,” 
“tPBM_sham,” “thermo_stim,” and “thermo_sham” denote stimulation types (i.e., tPBM vs. thermal) and condi-
tions (i.e., stimulation vs. sham). These signal processing steps reflected by Eqs. (2a), (2b), (3a), and (3b) were 
repeated for all 64-channel time series under both tPBM and thermo_stim conditions, respectively, enabling 
us to form topographies of mean power (or PSD) changes for 5 frequency bands in the three time periods for 
each human subject.

Next, we calculated sham-subtracted, tPBM-induced percent changes in ΔmPower (SS_ΔmPower) by sub-
tracting Eq. (2b) from Eq. (2a) and arrived at Eq. (4a):

Similarly, we obtained sham-subtracted, thermo_stim-induced percent changes in ΔmPower by subtracting 
Eq. (3b) from Eq. (3a) and arrived at Eq. (4b):

where all the symbols in Eqs. (4a) and (4b) signify the same as those given in Eqs. (2) and (3). These calculations 
were carried out easily based on the results from Eqs. (2) and (3) and repeated for all 64 channels for sham-
subtracted tPBM and sham-subtracted thermo_stim conditions, respectively, enabling us to form topographies 
of sham-subtracted mean PSD power changes for 5 frequency bands in the three time periods for each subject.
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Since our PSD power calculations were based on ratios of the active/sham period values to the baseline 
period values, we needed to verify that there were no pre-existing differences between groups or EEG baseline 
power  offsets40. Namely, we conducted statistical analysis by (1) first quantifying bandwidth-averaged PSD for 
each of the five frequency bands during the last 1-min baseline period right before starting tPBM, tPBM_sham, 
thermo_stim, or thermo_sham, and (2) performing one-way ANOVA to compare these baseline PSDs for each 
frequency band across the four conditions. Since all the ANOVA results gave rise to p > 0.05 (See Supplemen-
tary information A), we ensured that our forthcoming results were not driven or affected by significant baseline 
differences.

Statistical analysis. We performed three sets of statistical analysis to compare significant changes in ΔmPower 
between (1) tPBM and sham effects as determined by Eqs. (2a) and (2b), (2) thermo_stim and sham effects 
as determined by Eqs. (3a) and (3b), and (3) sham-subtracted tPBM and sham-subtracted thermal effects as 
quantified by Eqs. (4a) and (4b). First, non-parametric permutation  tests41–43 were taken at the individual elec-
trode level to determine p values for all 64 channels in each of the three sets. Specifically, for the first two sets 
of analysis, ΔmPower values were compared between tPBM (or thermo_stim) and its sham conditions in n = 46 
(or n = 11) subjects at each of the five frequency bands and in the three temporal segments. The permutation 
tests were repeated and returned p values for all 64 electrodes at each frequency band. For the third set of analy-
sis, ΔmPower values were compared between sham-subtracted tPBM and sham-subtracted thermo_stim, also 
resulting in 64 p values. Next, the 64 p values were further statistically tested with the false discovery rate (FDR) 
correction for multi-electrode comparisons to minimize type I errors among the 64 EEG electrodes at the topog-
raphy level. A value of α = 0.05 was selected as the FDR threshold for all three comparison sets while α = 0.01 
was also used for set 3 to observe improved spatial resolution of significance. Finally, multiple topographies of 
significant changes in ΔmPower were obtained for all three sets of comparisons at 5 frequency bands during the 
three time periods.

Moreover, due to the unbalanced sample sizes between the tPBM and thermo_stim groups, the effect size 
(ES) at each electrode was calculated for the comparison between sham-subtracted tPBM and sham-subtracted 
thermal stimulation. ES is also called Cohen’s d, which is defined as the difference between two means divided 
by the standard or pooled standard deviation of the two groups. In general, d (or ES) = 0.2, 0.5, 0.8, and 1.2 are 
considered a small, medium, large, and very large effect size, respectively. Given our unbalanced sample size 
between the tPBM (n = 46) and thermo_stim (n = 11) groups, it was necessary and informative to evaluate ES for 
statistical relevance of sham-subtracted percent changes in ΔmPower between the two groups. This is because “… 
effect size is independent of sample size. Statistical significance, on the other hand, depends upon both sample 
size and effect size.”44. Also, “The primary product of a research inquiry is one or more measures of effect size, 
not P values.”45.

Results
We reported results based on three sets of statistical comparisons at the single- and 64-electrode levels. In “Mean 
percent changes in PSD per electrode”, at the individual-electrode level, we presented percent changes in PSD, 
mean percent changes in power, ΔmPower (%), followed by the statistical significance (i.e., p values) on ΔmPower 
values between the active and sham stimulations in each of five frequency bands. In “Topographic changes in 
ΔmPower between active and sham stimulations”, at the 64-electrode level, we reported statistical differences 
between ΔmPower topographies induced by active (i.e., tPBM and thermo_stim) and sham stimulations at 
the same five frequency bands and during the three temporal periods. In “Distinct topographies of ΔmPower 
between tPBM and thermal stimulations”, we evaluated statistical differences between the sham-subtracted tPBM 
(i.e., SS_�mPower

f
i−tPBM ) versus sham-subtracted thermal (i.e., SS_�mPower

f
i−thermo ) effects for the respective 

frequency bands and time periods.

Mean percent changes in PSD per electrode. Since PSD profiles of EEG time series have power-law 
effects, we took a power normalization approach per channel by calculating percent changes in  PSD27,28 for 
the three sets of comparisons and statistical analyses, as shown in Fig. 2. As an example, Fig. 2a plots percent 
changes of PSD at Fp2 during 4–8 min of tPBM [red trace; based on Eq. (2a)] and sham [black trace; based on 
Eq. (2b)] stimulations with respect to the last 1-min baseline averaged over all of 46 subjects. With the same 
plot format, Fig. 2b illustrates percent changes of PSD at Fp2 in response to thermo_stim [blue trace; based on 
Eq. (3a)] and corresponding sham [black trace; based on Eq. (3b)] conditions (n = 11), while Fig. 2c provides the 
comparison between percent changes of PSD caused by sham-subtracted (SS) tPBM [red trace; n = 46; based on 
Eq. (4a)] and SS-thermo_stim [blue trace; n = 11; based on Eq. (4b)]. To be frequency-specific, Fig. 2d–f sum-
marize bandwidth-averaged percent changes in power, after averaging percent changes of PSD within each of 
the 5 frequency bands during the 4–8 min period of the EEG measurement for the respective three sets of result 
comparisons. The results shown in Fig. 2 is a representative of quantifications and comparisons of ΔmPower for 
one EEG channel. While the normalized PSD traces seem to be noisy in all three cases (i.e., Fig. 2a–c), quantifi-
cations of bandwidth-averaged ΔmPower values (in Fig. 2d–f) enabled us to observe group-level differences in 
ΔmPower at Fp2 during 4–8 min between active vs. sham stimulations for both tPBM (n = 46) and thermo_stim 
(n = 11) groups.

Topographic changes in ΔmPower between active and sham stimulations. The processing pro-
cedures used to obtain Fig. 2f were repeated for all 64 channels to determine topographic changes in ΔmPower 
under SS-tPBM and SS-thermo experimental conditions, following Eqs. (4a) and (4b), at five frequency bands 
and during three time segments. For tPBM, Fig. 3 presents five sub-panels for the five frequency bands; each 
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Figure 2.  Comparisons of percent changes in PSD at Fp2 during the 4–8 min temporal segment between (a) 
tPBM vs. sham (n = 46), (b) thermo_stim vs. sham (n = 11), and (c) sham-subtracted (SS) tPBM (n = 46) vs. 
SS-thermo (n = 11) experimental conditions. The frequency bands are defined as delta (1–4 Hz), theta (4–8 Hz), 
alpha (8–13 Hz), beta (13–30 Hz), and gamma (30–70 Hz) bands. Furthermore, (d)–(f) show comparisons 
of ΔmPower (%) at Fp2 averaged over each of the 5 frequency bands during the 4–8 min segment between 
(d) tPBM vs. sham, (e) thermo_stim vs. sham, and (f) SS-tPBM vs. SS-thermo experimental conditions. “*” 
indicates statistical significance at p < 0.05 after non-parametric permutation tests. See “Topographic changes in 
ΔmPower between active and sham stimulations” for details.

Figure 3.  (a) Outlines the protocol timing: 2-min baseline, 0–4 min and 4–8 min temporal periods for tPBM/
sham, and 8–11 min recovery (only 8–10 min used for analysis). (b)–(d) show topographies of group-averaged 
(n = 46), sham-subtracted ΔmPower (SS_ΔmP) and FDR-corrected p-value maps based on paired permutation 
tests between SS_ΔmP values under tPBM vs sham conditions during 0–4 min tPBM/sham, 4–8 min tPBM/
sham, and 8–10 min recovery, respectively, at five frequency bands. In the p-value maps, the red dots correspond 
to SS_�mPower

f
i−tPBM > 0, marking the electrodes where tPBM created significant increases in ΔmPower 

(FDR corrected p < 0.05) compared to the sham condition (see Eq. (4a)). In contrary, the blue dots with 
SS_�mPower

f
i−tPBM < 0 mark the electrodes where tPBM induced significant reduction in ΔmPower (FDR 

corrected p < 0.05) compared to the sham condition.
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left column in each panel shows three topographies of group-averaged, sham-subtracted ΔmPower during (b) 
0–4 min tPBM/sham, (c) 4–8 min tPBM/sham, and (d) 8–10 min recovery at five frequency bands. After per-
forming paired permutation tests on each pair of ΔmPower values under tPBM and tPBM_sham conditions and 
obtaining respective p values from all 64 channels for respective temporal periods and frequency ranges, we were 
able to produce p-value maps after the false discovery rate (FDR) correction for respective statistical compari-
sons, as shown in each sub-panel of Fig. 3 for all five frequency bands during the three temporal segments. Fig-
ure 3 shows clearly that ΔmPower topographic values in alpha and beta frequencies after sham subtraction were 
significantly enhanced during the last 4 min of tPBM. Specifically, the sham-excluded enhancement of alpha 
ΔmPower exhibited an anterior–posterior pattern, while the sham-excluded enhancement of beta ΔmPower 
appeared mainly at the central region of the head/brain. Moreover, enhanced alpha ΔmPower remained during 
the recovery period, while the delta ΔmPower was significantly reduced during the recovery period.

Following Eq. (4b) and the same data presentation style as that in Fig. 3, Fig. 4 illustrates the baseline-
normalized, group-averaged (n = 11), sham-subtracted topographies of ΔmPower (%) by thermo_stim at all five 
frequency bands. This figure clearly demonstrates that sham-excluded ΔmPower in alpha and beta frequencies 
were significantly reduced, particularly during the last half period of thermal stimulation relative to the sham 
condition, which is clearly opposite to the patterns seen in the tPBM case (see Fig. 3). Specifically, an ante-
rior–posterior reduction took place in the sham-subtracted alpha ΔmPower, while global decreases occurred 
in the sham-subtracted beta ΔmPower. The fact that no red dots are shown in any of the topographies at any 
temporal segment and frequency band implies that thermo_stim would not generate any increase in EEG powers 
across the whole head and major frequency bands over an 8-min heating/thermal-stimulation time as compared 
to those of sham stimulations. Furthermore, sham-subtracted theta and gamma bands did not show any signifi-
cant changes in ΔmPower under thermo_stim.

Distinct topographies of ΔmPower between tPBM and thermal stimulations. As shown above, 
Figs. 3 and 4 have quantified group-level topographies of sham-subtracted ΔmPower (or SS_ΔmP) under tPBM 
and thermo_stim conditions, respectively, for five frequency bands and three time periods. Next, to observe 
topographical differences of SS-ΔmP between the two stimulation conditions, we calculated group-averaged dif-
ferential topographies between them, as defined by Δ(SS_ΔmP) = SS_�mPower

f
i−tPBM − SS_�mPower

f
i−thermo , 

and shown by the left-most column of each of the two sub-panels for alpha and beta bands in Fig. 5. Furthermore, 
we conducted two-sample permutation tests between corresponding topographies of SS_ΔmP given in Figs. 3 
and 4 at all five frequency bands and time periods. This analysis resulted in the two middle columns of each sub-
panel in Fig. 5, illustrating the significant difference of the baseline-normalized, sham-subtracted spatial dis-
tributions of EEG alpha and beta power changes between tPBM and thermal stimulations (i.e., Eqs. (4a)–(4b)) 
during (b) 0–4 min tPBM/sham, (c) 4–8 min tPBM/sham, and (d) 2-min recovery. Specifically, Fig. 5 includes 
two sets of p-value maps at α = 0.05 and 0.01 significance levels after FDR corrections, as well as topographies 
of effect sizes (ES) between SS-tPBM and SS-thermo_stim effects. Since no significant differences in SS_ΔmP 

Figure 4.  (a) Outlines the protocol timing: 2-min baseline, 0–4 min and 4–8 min temporal periods for thermo_
stim/sham, and 8–10 min recovery. (b)–(d) show topographies of group-averaged (n = 11) SS_ΔmP and p-value 
maps with FDR correction based on paired permutation tests between SS_ΔmP values under thermo_stim vs 
sham conditions during 0–4 min thermo_stim/sham, 4–8 min thermo_stim/sham, and 8–10 min recovery, 
respectively, at five frequency bands. In the p-value maps, the blue dots with SS_�mPower

f
i−thermo < 0 mark the 

electrodes where thermo_stim induced significant reduction in ΔmPower (FDR corrected p < 0.05) compared 
to the sham condition. No red dots are shown in any of the topographies at three temporal segments and 5 
frequency bands.
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values were found between tPBM and thermo_stim conditions at delta, theta, and gamma bands, the respective 
topographies are given only in Supplementary Information B.

As seen in Figs. 3 and 4, thermal stimulation created opposite effects on sham-subtracted ΔmPower or SS_
ΔmP spatial distributions in alpha and beta bands with respect to those by tPBM. This opposite effect gave rise 
to larger differential changes (i.e., ΔSS_ΔmP) between the two stimulation conditions, as further supported by 
large effect sizes (ES > 0.8) shown also in Fig. 5. Since ES is independent of sample  size44,45, Fig. 5 illustrated that 
tPBM-induced ΔmPower changes were significantly higher than those by thermo_stim in the anterior–posterior 
regions for the alpha band and in the central-posterior regions for the beta band during the 8-min stimulation 
and 2-min post-stimulation period.

Discussion
In this study, we recorded scalp EEG before, during, and after tPBM/sham from a group of 49 human subjects and 
thermo_stim/sham from another group of 14 human subjects under the eyes-closed resting state. Percent changes 
in EEG powers with respect to the baseline were compared between the active and its sham measurements for 
each of the two groups. The sham-subtracted ΔmPower topographies from the tPBM group (n = 46) were com-
pared with the sham-subtracted ΔmPower topographies from the thermo_stim group (n = 11). In this way, we 
rigorously (1) characterized the sham-excluded changes in brain EEG powers under tPBM and thermo_stim 
conditions, respectively, and (2) presented the evidence that the thermal stimulation did not generate the same 
alpha and beta power changes as those by tPBM.

tPBM‑induced alterations in EEG ΔmPower at alpha, beta, and delta bands. Figure 3 illustrates 
that tPBM significantly enhanced ΔmPower values during the last half period of tPBM in the anterior–posterior 
regions for alpha oscillations and in the central region for beta oscillations under eyes-closed resting state. These 
results are in good agreements with those taken under eyes-open resting state, as we reported  before15,16. The 
alpha power is believed to be related to  wakefulness46, cognition-related brain functions (memory encoding, 
attention, and brain network synchronization)47–49, and collaboration of thalamocortical and cortico-cortical 
interactions 50. Previous studies have demonstrated that 1064-nm laser enabled significant behavioral improve-
ments in cognitive functions using the same experimental  protocol3,9–11,51. Putting all these results together, we 
speculate that improvement of human cognition by tPBM may be associated with alpha power increases and 
potential stimulation to the anterior–posterior network, which is an executive network that assists rapid instan-
tiation of new tasks by interacting with other control and processing  networks52.

Several studies have also presented evidence that improved beta waves are a sign of better cognitive 
 capacity53,54. In our case, we observed increases of beta ΔmPower near the central cortex covering the soma-
tosensory region, especially left side (Fig. 3). However, this enhancement of beta ΔmPower would not result from 
laser heating based on the topographies derived from thermo_stim (Fig. 4). There must exist another action 
mechanism of tPBM being able to increase beta power, which is beyond the scope of this study. Furthermore, 
tPBM reduced delta power significantly during the 8-min intervention. But this reduction could result from laser 
heating since no significant difference in delta power was found between tPBM and thermal effects (as shown 
in Supplementary Information B).

Figure 5.  (a) Outlines the protocol timing: 2-min baseline, 0–4 min and 4–8 min temporal periods for tPBM/
thermo_stim, and 8–10 min recovery. (b)–(d) show group-averaged differential topographies of Δ(SS_ΔmP) 
(see text for definition) between tPBM and thermo_stim conditions, p-value maps after FDR correction at 
significance levels of 0.05 and 0.01 based on two-sample permutation tests, and effect size (ES) maps between 
SS-thermo and SS-tPBM conditions during 0–4 min tPBM/thermo_stim, 4–8 min tPBM/thermo_stim, and 
8–10 min recovery, respectively, at alpha and beta frequency bands. In the p-value maps, the red dots denote 
the electrodes where tPBM created significant increases in sham-excluded ΔmPower compared to those with 
thermal stimulation. No blue dots are shown in any of the p-value topographies at three temporal segments of 
alpha and beta bands.
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Thermo_Stim‑induced alterations in EEG ΔmPower at alpha and beta bands. Figure 4 shows 
that the thermal stimulation, following the equivalent temperature rise given by tPBM, induced significant 
decreases in alpha powers across frontal-parietal regions and in beta powers globally, meaning significant desyn-
chronizations of alpha and beta waves across the scalp. These observations are consistent with previous EEG 
studies using non-noxious55 and noxious thermal  stimuli56,57, but most of thermal stimulation sites were on 
peripheral  locations55,57–60. One study on tonic pain using continuous EEG to predict subjective pain perception 
observed significant decreases in alpha (7–10 Hz) power during the stimulation and suggested that this decrease 
was due to an augmented activity of cortico-cortical and thalamocortical feedback  loops60. There are numerous 
EEG-based publications to investigate mechanisms of pain, but they are beyond the focus of this study. The key 
feature drawn from Figs. 3 and 4 was that the topographic patterns of percentage changes in EEG ΔmPower 
induced by thermo_stim were opposite to those by tPBM at alpha and beta bands. These results confirmed 
unambiguously that the percentage changes in alpha and beta powers by 1064-nm tPBM could not stem from 
the thermal impact of the laser used in tPBM.

Significant distinction in ΔmPower topography between tPBM and thermal effects. As shown 
in Fig. 5, tPBM enabled as large as 30% increases with respect to thermo_stim in differential topographies of 
sham-excluded ΔmPower with large effect sizes of > 0.8 in an anterior–posterior pattern (p < 0.01) for the alpha 
band and in a central-posterior pattern (p < 0.01) at the beta band, particularly during the 4–8 min tPBM and 
post stimulation period. This finding is in excellent agreement with one of our previous studies, which presented 
that the thermal effect was independent and opposite to the tPBM impact on cerebral hemodynamic oxygena-
tion (Δ[HbO]) and metabolic oxidation (Δ[CCO]) near the tPBM  site19. Taking all these observations together 
emphasized that 1064-nm tPBM created significant distinctions in alterations of alpha ΔmPower across frontal-
parietal regions and beta ΔmPower globally, Δ[HbO] locally, and Δ[CCO] locally, with respect to those by the 
thermal stimulation. In addition, the laser/thermal stimulation applied in this study has been proven safe, non-
painful, and often little perceptible to human subjects at the laser power density of ~ 250 mW/cm2 or lower. A 
study conducted on a rabbit brain using CW and pulsed lasers demonstrated that the heat generated by a laser 
with less than 750 mW/cm2 does not cause tissue  damage61.

Since the thermo_stim given in this study generated equivalent heating on the subject’s forehead, it does not 
rule out heating of the brain as a mechanism. However, a recent study by Dmochowski et al. employed magnetic 
resonance thermometry to measure brain temperature during 10-min tPBM (n = 20) with 808-nm laser and 
found no significant temperature differences between active and sham  stimulation62. Another group conducted 
computer simulations of motor cortex tPBM with 500 mW/cm2 at three wavelengths (630 nm, 700 nm, and 
810 nm)63. They found a temperature increase in the scalp below 0.25 °C and a minimal temperature increase in 
the gray matter less than 0.04 °C at 810 nm. Similar heating was found for 630 nm and 700 nm used for tPBM, 
so photothermal effects are suggested to be unlikely in the brain  tissue63. While no photothermal effect on the 
human brain by transcranial 1064-nm laser at ~ 250 mW/cm2 has been reported, it is reasonable to believe that 
1064-nm laser would give rise to heating effects similar to other tPBM lasers.

Frontoparietal network. As shown, our results presented significant enhancement by tPBM in EEG alpha 
power or synchronization for frontal-parietal oscillations. It is  acknowledged52 that the frontoparietal network 
is a flexible hub for cognitive control and “a distinct control network, in part functioning to flexibly interact 
with and alter other functional brain networks. This network coordination likely occurs in a 4 Hz to 13 Hz θ/α 
rhythm, both during resting state and task state.” Thus, it is reasonable to speculate that the ability of tPBM to 
effectively modulate or synchronize alpha and beta oscillations in the frontoparietal network may be closely 
associated with or serves as the electrophysiological mechanism of action that tPBM is able to significantly 
improve human cognition observed by our  group3,9,11,12 and  others4,7,8,24.

Moreover, according to Ref.52, “precision mapping of individual human brains has revealed that the func-
tional topography of the frontoparietal network is variable between individuals, underscoring the notion that 
group-average studies of the frontoparietal network may be obscuring important typical and atypical features.” 
This notion explains why the observed spatial distribution of enhanced EEG alpha and beta ΔmPower was rather 
spread across frontal-parietal regions, in addition to a systematic backwards shift of the EEG cap.

Limitations and future work. This study also had several drawbacks and thus leaves opportunities for 
future work. First, the two sample sizes for tPBM and thermo_stim experimental conditions were too unbal-
anced with the thermal group having too fewer participants (n = 11 used for data analysis), which may cause 
inaccurate or insufficient statistical conclusions. Second, the international 10–10 EEG cap system in this study 
was not strictly placed on the human head since a clear area with 4 cm in diameter was needed for tPBM light 
delivery on the right forehead. Thus, the EEG cap was shifted about 1–2 cm backwards, creating a systematic 
shift of electrode locations given in Figs. 3, 4 and 5 with respect to the standard 64-electrode locations. Third, we 
used the FDR correction as a relatively simpler approach to perform multi-channel comparisons for the percent-
age changes of sham-subtracted EEG powers. As for future work, we will recruit more human subjects for the 
thermal stimulation experiment to confirm the findings of this paper. We will utilize cluster-based permutation 
tests to analyze multi-channel EEG time series for more rigorous statistical  analysis64. Also, a 3-dimensional 
digitizer will be utilized to quantify exact locations of the 64 electrodes on each subject’s head for correction of 
the EEG power topography. Last, more quantitative analysis on network connectivity and directional informa-
tion flow will be taken to substantiate our expectation that tPBM indeed modulates the frontoparietal network 
significantly during and post tPBM.
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Conclusion
This study demonstrated that baseline-normalized, sham-subtracted tPBM with a 1064-nm laser given on the 
right forehead of healthy human subjects neuromodulated delta, alpha, and beta oscillations in eyes-closed rest-
ing state. Moreover, we demonstrated that thermal stimulations would generate opposite percentage changes in 
alpha and beta oscillation powers with respect to those by tPBM. After careful two-sample permutation tests and 
FDR correction, we provided evidence to support our hypothesis that tPBM-induced and heat-induced altera-
tions in EEG power topography at alpha and beta oscillations were significantly distinct during the eyes-closed 
resting state. The observed significant enhancement on alpha and beta powers by tPBM in the anterior–poste-
rior regions may be the underlying electrophysiological mechanism of action to explain why tPBM enables to 
improve human cognition.

Received: 24 March 2021; Accepted: 24 August 2021

References
 1. Chung, H. et al. The nuts and bolts of low-level laser (light) therapy. Ann. Biomed. Eng. 40, 516–533. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 

s10439- 011- 0454-7 (2012).
 2. Wong-Riley, M. T. T. et al. Photobiomodulation directly benefits primary neurons functionally inactivated by toxins: Role of 

cytochrome c oxidase. J. Biol. Chem. 280, 4761–4771 (2005).
 3. Gonzalez-Lima, F. & Barrett, D. W. Augmentation of cognitive brain functions with transcranial lasers. Front. Syst. Neurosci. 8, 36. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fnsys. 2014. 00036 (2014).
 4. Hamblin, M. R. In Photobiomodulation in the Brain (eds Hamblin, M. R. & Huang, Y. Y.) (Academic Press, 2019).
 5. Rojas, J. C. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Neurological and psychological applications of transcranial lasers and LEDs. Biochem. Pharmacol. 

86, 447–457. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. bcp. 2013. 06. 012 (2013).
 6. Cassano, P., Petrie, S. R., Hamblin, M. R., Henderson, T. A. & Iosifescu, D. V. Review of transcranial photobiomodulation for major 

depressive disorder: targeting brain metabolism, inflammation, oxidative stress, and neurogenesis. Neurophotonics 3, 031404. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1117/1. NPh.3. 3. 031404 (2016).

 7. Naeser, M. A., Saltmarche, A., Krengel, M. H., Hamblin, M. R. & Knight, J. A. Improved cognitive function after transcranial, 
light-emitting diode treatments in chronic, traumatic brain injury: Two case reports. Photomed. Laser Surg. 29, 351–358. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1089/ pho. 2010. 2814 (2011).

 8. Naeser, M. A. et al. Significant improvements in cognitive performance post-transcranial, red/near-infrared light-emitting diode 
treatments in chronic, mild traumatic brain injury: Open-protocol study. J. Neurotrauma 31, 1008–1017. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1089/ 
neu. 2013. 3244 (2014).

 9. Barrett, D. W. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Transcranial infrared laser stimulation produces beneficial cognitive and emotional effects in 
humans. Neuroscience 230, 13–23. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. neuro scien ce. 2012. 11. 016 (2013).

 10. Blanco, N. J., Saucedo, C. L. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Transcranial infrared laser stimulation improves rule-based, but not information-
integration, category learning in humans. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 139, 69–75. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. nlm. 2016. 12. 016 (2017).

 11. Blanco, N. J., Maddox, W. T. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Improving executive function using transcranial infrared laser stimulation. J. 
Neuropsychol. 11, 14–25. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jnp. 12074 (2017).

 12. Vargas, E. et al. Beneficial neurocognitive effects of transcranial laser in older adults. Lasers Med. Sci. 32, 1153–1162. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s10103- 017- 2221-y (2017).

 13. O’Donnell, C. M., Barrett, D. W., Fink, L. H., Garcia-Pittman, E. C. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Transcranial infrared laser stimulation 
improves cognition in older bipolar patients: Proof of concept study. J. Geriatr. Psychiatry Neurol. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 08919 
88720 988906 (2021).

 14. Wang, X. et al. Up-regulation of cerebral cytochrome-c-oxidase and hemodynamics by transcranial infrared laser stimulation: 
A broadband near-infrared spectroscopy study. J. Cereb. Blood Flow Metab. 37, 3789–3802. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 02716 78X17 
691783 (2017).

 15. Wu, Q., Wang, X., Liu, H. & Zeng, L. Learning hemodynamic effect of transcranial infrared laser stimulation using longitudinal 
data analysis. IEEE J. Biomed. Health Inform. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1109/ JBHI. 2019. 29517 72 (2019).

 16. Pruitt, T. et al. Transcranial photobiomodulation (tPBM) with 1,064-nm laser to improve cerebral metabolism of the human brain 
in vivo. Lasers Surg. Med. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ lsm. 23232 (2020).

 17. Karu, T. Primary and secondary mechanisms of action of visible to near-IR radiation on cells. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B 49, 1–17. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S1011- 1344(98) 00219-X (1999).

 18. Rojas, J. C. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Low-level light therapy of the eye and brain. Eye Brain 3, 49–67. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2147/ EB. S21391 
(2011).

 19. Wang, X. et al. Impact of heat on metabolic and hemodynamic changes in transcranial infrared laser stimulation measured by 
broadband near-infrared spectroscopy. NPh 5, 011004. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1117/1. NPh.5. 1. 011004 (2017).

 20. Wang, X. et al. Transcranial photobiomodulation with 1064-nm laser modulates brain electroencephalogram rhythms. NPh 6, 1. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1117/1. NPh.6. 2. 025013 (2019).

 21. Wang, X., Dmochowski, J., Husain, M., Gonzalez-Lima, F. & Liu, H. Proceedings #18. Transcranial infrared brain stimulation 
modulates EEG alpha power. Brain Stimul. 10, e67–e69. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. brs. 2017. 04. 111 (2017).

 22. Spera, V. et al. Transcranial near-infrared light: Dose-dependent effects on EEG oscillations but not cerebral blood flow. bioRxiv 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1101/ 837591 (2019).

 23. Berman, M. H., Hamblin, M. R. & Chazot, P. In Rhythmic Stimulation Procedures in Neuromodulation (eds Evans, J. R. & Turner, 
R. P.) 97–129 (Academic Press, 2017).

 24. Zomorrodi, R., Loheswaran, G., Pushparaj, A. & Lim, L. Pulsed near infrared transcranial and intranasal photobiomodulation 
significantly modulates neural oscillations: A pilot exploratory study. Sci. Rep. 9, 6309. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 019- 42693-x 
(2019).

 25. Yao, Y., Lian, Z., Liu, W. & Shen, Q. Experimental study on physiological responses and thermal comfort under various ambient 
temperatures. Physiol. Behav. 93, 310–321. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. physb eh. 2007. 09. 012 (2008).

 26. Wang, X., Tian, F., Soni, S. S., Gonzalez-Lima, F. & Liu, H. Interplay between up-regulation of cytochrome-c-oxidase and hemo-
globin oxygenation induced by near-infrared laser. Sci. Rep. 6, 30540. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ srep3 0540 (2016).

 27. Cohen, M. X. Analyzing Neural Time Series Data: Theory and Practice (The MIT Press, 2014).
 28. Cohen, M. (Accessed May 2021–July 2021); http:// mikex cohen. com/ lectu res. html (June 2021 (linked)).
 29. (Accessed January 2021); https:// www. mathw orks. com/ help/ insta ll/ ug/ downl oad- witho ut- insta lling. html.
 30. (Accessed January 2021); https:// www. mathw orks. com/ produ cts/ matlab. html?s_ tid= hp_ produ cts_ matlab.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-011-0454-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-011-0454-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnsys.2014.00036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2013.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.NPh.3.3.031404
https://doi.org/10.1089/pho.2010.2814
https://doi.org/10.1089/pho.2010.2814
https://doi.org/10.1089/neu.2013.3244
https://doi.org/10.1089/neu.2013.3244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2012.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2016.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1111/jnp.12074
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10103-017-2221-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10103-017-2221-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891988720988906
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891988720988906
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271678X17691783
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271678X17691783
https://doi.org/10.1109/JBHI.2019.2951772
https://doi.org/10.1002/lsm.23232
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1011-1344(98)00219-X
https://doi.org/10.2147/EB.S21391
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.NPh.5.1.011004
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.NPh.6.2.025013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brs.2017.04.111
https://doi.org/10.1101/837591
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42693-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep30540
http://mikexcohen.com/lectures.html
https://www.mathworks.com/help/install/ug/download-without-installing.html
https://www.mathworks.com/products/matlab.html?s_tid=hp_products_matlab


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2021) 11:18917  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-97987-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 31. (Accessed January 2020); https:// sccn. ucsd. edu/ ~scott/ ica. html.
 32. Delorme, A. & Makeig, S. EEGLAB: An open source toolbox for analysis of single-trial EEG dynamics including independent 

component analysis. J. Neurosci. Methods 134, 9–21. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jneum eth. 2003. 10. 009 (2004).
 33. Wright, J., Ganesh, A., Rao, S. & Ma, Y. Robust principal component analysis: Exact recovery of corrupted low-rank matrices via 

convex optimization. Coordinated Science Laboratory Report UILU-ENG-09-2210, DC-243. (2009).
 34. Candès, E. J., Li, X., Ma, Y. & Wright, J. Robust principal component analysis?. J. ACM (JACM) 58, 1–37 (2011).
 35. Hyvarinen, A. & Oja, E. Simple neuron models for independent component analysis. Int. J. Neural Syst. 7, 671–687 (1996).
 36. Li, H. & Adali, T. A class of complex ICA algorithms based on the kurtosis cost function. IEEE Trans. Neural Netw. 19, 408–420. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1109/ TNN. 2007. 908636 (2008).
 37. Jung, T. P. et al. Removing electroencephalographic artifacts by blind source separation. Psychophysiology 37, 163–178 (2000).
 38. Lehmann, D. & Skrandies, W. Reference-free identification of components of checkerboard-evoked multichannel potential fields. 

Electroencephalogr. Clin. Neurophysiol. 48, 609–621 (1980).
 39. Allen, J. J., Coan, J. A. & Nazarian, M. Issues and assumptions on the road from raw signals to metrics of frontal EEG asymmetry 

in emotion. Biol. Psychol. 67, 183–218. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. biops ycho. 2004. 03. 007 (2004).
 40. Curran-Everett, D. Explorations in statistics: The analysis of ratios and normalized data. Adv. Physiol. Educ. 37, 213–219. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 1152/ advan. 00053. 2013 (2013).
 41. Manly, B. F. J. Randomization, Bootstrap and Monte Carlo Methods in Biology 3rd edn, Vol. 480 (Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2007).
 42. (Accessed May 2021–July 2021); https:// www. mathw orks. com/ matla bcent ral/ filee xchan ge/ 63276- permu tation- test (Mathworks, 

2021).
 43. (Accessed May 2021–July 2021); https:// www. mathw orks. com/ matla bcent ral/ filee xchan ge/ 29782- mult_ comp_ perm_ t29781- data-

n_ perm- tail- alpha_ level- mu- repor ts- seed_ state (Mathworks, 2021).
 44. Sullivan, G. M. & Feinn, R. Using effect size—or Why the P value is not enough. J. Grad. Med. Educ. 4, 279–282 (2012).
 45. Cohen, J. Things I have learned (so far). Am. Psychol. 45, 1304–1312 (1990).
 46. Cantero, J. L., Atienza, M. & Salas, R. M. Human alpha oscillations in wakefulness, drowsiness period, and REM sleep: Different 

electroencephalographic phenomena within the alpha band. Neurophysiol. Clin. 32, 54–71. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ s0987- 7053(01) 
00289-1 (2002).

 47. Palva, S. & Palva, J. M. New vistas for alpha-frequency band oscillations. Trends Neurosci. 30, 150–158. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
tins. 2007. 02. 001 (2007).

 48. Hanslmayr, S., Gross, J., Klimesch, W. & Shapiro, K. L. The role of alpha oscillations in temporal attention. Brain Res. Rev. 67, 
331–343. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. brain resrev. 2011. 04. 002 (2011).

 49. Klimesch, W. EEG-alpha rhythms and memory processes. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 26, 319–340. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ s0167- 8760(97) 
00773-3 (1997).

 50. Steriade, M., Gloor, P., Llinas, R. R., Lopes de Silva, F. H. & Mesulam, M. M. Report of IFCN committee on basic mechanisms. 
Basic mechanisms of cerebral rhythmic activities. Electroencephalogr. Clin. Neurophysiol. 76, 481–508. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
0013- 4694(90) 90001-z (1990).

 51. Hwang, J., Castelli, D. M. & Gonzalez-Lima, F. Cognitive enhancement by transcranial laser stimulation and acute aerobic exercise. 
Lasers Med. Sci. 31, 1151–1160. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10103- 016- 1962-3 (2016).

 52. Marek, S. & Dosenbach, N. U. F. The frontoparietal network: Function, electrophysiology, and importance of individual precision 
mapping. Dialogues Clin. Neurosci. 20, 133–140 (2018).

 53. Hosťovecký, M. & Babušiak, B. Brain activity: Beta wave analysis of 2D and 3D serious games using EEG. J. Appl. Math. Stat. Inform. 
13, 39–53. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1515/ jamsi- 2017- 0008 (2017).

 54. Ray, W. J. & Cole, H. W. EEG alpha activity reflects attentional demands, and beta activity reflects emotional and cognitive processes. 
Science 228, 750–752. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. 39922 43 (1985).

 55. Lv, B., Su, C., Yang, L. & Wu, T. Effects of stimulus mode and ambient temperature on cerebral responses to local thermal stimula-
tion: An EEG study. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 113, 17–22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ijpsy cho. 2017. 01. 003 (2017).

 56. Bechtereva, N. P. Psychophysiology: Today and Tomorrow (Elsevier, 2013).
 57. Huishi Zhang, C., Sohrabpour, A., Lu, Y. & He, B. Spectral and spatial changes of brain rhythmic activity in response to the sustained 

thermal pain stimulation. Hum. Brain Mapp. 37, 2976–2991. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ hbm. 23220 (2016).
 58. Bromm, B. & Lorenz, J. Neurophysiological evaluation of pain. Electroencephalogr. Clin. Neurophysiol. 107, 227–253. https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 1016/ s0013- 4694(98) 00075-3 (1998).
 59. Kazarians, H., Scharein, E. & Bromm, B. Laser evoked brain potentials in response to painful trigeminal nerve activation. Int. J. 

Neurosci. 81, 111–122. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 00207 45950 90153 03 (1995).
 60. Nir, R.-R., Sinai, A., Moont, R., Harari, E. & Yarnitsky, D. Tonic pain and continuous EEG: Prediction of subjective pain perception 

by alpha-1 power during stimulation and at rest. Clin. Neurophysiol. 123, 605–612. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. clinph. 2011. 08. 006 
(2012).

 61. Chen, Y., De Taboada, L., O’Connor, M., Delapp, S. & Zivin, J. A. Thermal effects of transcranial near-infrared laser irradiation on 
rabbit cortex. Neurosci. Lett. 553, 99–103. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. neulet. 2013. 07. 049 (2013).

 62. Dmochowski, G. M., Shereen, A. D., Berisha, D. & Dmochowski, J. P. Near-infrared light increases functional connectivity with a 
non-thermal mechanism. Cereb. Cortex Commun. 1, 1–12 (2020).

 63. Bhattacharya, M. & Dutta, A. Computational modeling of the photon transport, tissue heating, and cytochrome C oxidase absorp-
tion during transcranial near-infrared stimulation. Brain Sci. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ brain sci90 80179 (2019).

 64. Popov, T., Oostenveld, R. & Schoffelen, J. M. FieldTrip made easy: An analysis protocol for group analysis of the auditory steady 
state brain response in time, frequency, and space. Front. Neurosci. 12, 711. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fnins. 2018. 00711 (2018).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported in part by the National Institute of Mental Health/National Institutes of Health under 
the BRAIN Initiative (RF1MH114285).

Author contributions
X.W., H.W., and H.L. designed the experimental protocol. H.W., X.W., and A.W. conducted the study, including 
human subject recruitment, instrument setup and calibration, data collection, and data analysis. X.W. and H.W. 
prepared the manuscript draft with important intellectual input and supervision from H.L. H.L. and F.G. edited 
and finalized the manuscript. All authors approved the final manuscript. The National Institute of Mental Health 
provided funding for the study to H.L. and F.G.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

https://sccn.ucsd.edu/~scott/ica.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2003.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNN.2007.908636
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2004.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1152/advan.00053.2013
https://doi.org/10.1152/advan.00053.2013
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/63276-permutation-test
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/29782-mult_comp_perm_t29781-data-n_perm-tail-alpha_level-mu-reports-seed_state
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/29782-mult_comp_perm_t29781-data-n_perm-tail-alpha_level-mu-reports-seed_state
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0987-7053(01)00289-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0987-7053(01)00289-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2007.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2007.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresrev.2011.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-8760(97)00773-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-8760(97)00773-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-4694(90)90001-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-4694(90)90001-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10103-016-1962-3
https://doi.org/10.1515/jamsi-2017-0008
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.3992243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2017.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.23220
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0013-4694(98)00075-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0013-4694(98)00075-3
https://doi.org/10.3109/00207459509015303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2011.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2013.07.049
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci9080179
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2018.00711


12

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2021) 11:18917  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-97987-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1038/ s41598- 021- 97987-w.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to H.L.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2021

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-97987-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-97987-w
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Transcranial photobiomodulation and thermal stimulation induce distinct topographies of EEG alpha and beta power changes in healthy humans
	Materials and methods
	Participants. 
	Experimental setup and protocols. 
	Data analysis. 
	Data preprocessing for EEG time series. 
	EEG power spectral density and respective percent changes in power. 
	Statistical analysis. 


	Results
	Mean percent changes in PSD per electrode. 
	Topographic changes in ΔmPower between active and sham stimulations. 
	Distinct topographies of ΔmPower between tPBM and thermal stimulations. 

	Discussion
	tPBM-induced alterations in EEG ΔmPower at alpha, beta, and delta bands. 
	Thermo_Stim-induced alterations in EEG ΔmPower at alpha and beta bands. 
	Significant distinction in ΔmPower topography between tPBM and thermal effects. 
	Frontoparietal network. 
	Limitations and future work. 

	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


