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Decision-making is one of the most critical activities of human beings. To better understand the 
underlying neurocognitive mechanism while making decisions under an economic context, we 
designed a decision-making paradigm based on the newsvendor problem (NP) with two scenarios: 
low-profit margins as the more challenging scenario and high-profit margins as the less difficult 
one. The EEG signals were acquired from healthy humans while subjects were performing the task. 
We adopted the Correlated Component Analysis (CorrCA) method to identify linear combinations 
of EEG channels that maximize the correlation across subjects ( n = 23 ) or trials ( n = 40 ). The inter-
subject or inter-trial correlation values (ISC or ITC) of the first three components were estimated to 
investigate the modulation of the task difficulty on subjects’ EEG signals and respective correlations. 
We also calculated the alpha- and beta-band power of the projection components obtained by 
the CorrCA to assess the brain responses across multiple task periods. Finally, the CorrCA forward 
models, which represent the scalp projections of the brain activities by the maximally correlated 
components, were further translated into source distributions of underlying cortical activity using 
the exact Low Resolution Electromagnetic Tomography Algorithm (eLORETA). Our results revealed 
strong and significant correlations in EEG signals among multiple subjects and trials during the more 
difficult decision-making task than the easier one. We also observed that the NP decision-making and 
feedback tasks desynchronized the normalized alpha and beta powers of the CorrCA components, 
reflecting the engagement state of subjects. Source localization results furthermore suggested 
several sources of neural activities during the NP decision-making process, including the dorsolateral 
prefrontal cortex, anterior PFC, orbitofrontal cortex, posterior cingulate cortex, and somatosensory 
association cortex.

Decision-making, one of the most critical activities of humans, is influenced by a complicated interplay among 
available information, external factors, and internal biases or constraints. Various studies on decision-making 
have focused on unveiling neurocognitive mechanisms while making decisions or identifying the engagement 
of different brain regions in such a process1–5. Functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) has been the most 
popular brain imaging modality for determining different brain areas involved in the decision process6–9. How-
ever, although fMRI can provide high spatial resolution images of cerebral activities, its poor temporal resolution 
limits its application in studies requiring precise information regarding the relative timing of decision signals. 
Other imaging modalities with a better temporal resolution than that of fMRI, including electroencephalog-
raphy (EEG)10–12 and magnetoencephalography (MEG)13,14, are employed to capture the fast neural responses 
underlying decision-making.
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Many studies have utilized EEG concurrently with various decision-based tasks to investigate underlying 
neural mechanisms while making decisions1,10,15–18. Different EEG characteristics were analyzed to assess the 
decision-induced effects. For instance, Wyart et al.1 demonstrated that the delta band’s slow oscillations of EEG 
signals during categorical decisions were strongly correlated with the decision weight on a categorical choice. 
In18, Fink et al. investigated variations of EEG alpha power while subjects were making moving decisions in a 
soccer match. They observed substantial decreases in alpha power of parietal and occipital cortices in subjects 
making more creative moves. Golnar-Nik et al.10 extracted different features from EEG power and demonstrated 
that the customer’s decision to buy a product could be predicted using those features with high accuracy. Besides 
analyzing EEG oscillations of different frequency bands, many EEG studies on risk decision-making focused 
on analyzing event-related potentials (ERPs)19–21. Different ERP components such as Feedback Related Nega-
tivity (FRN), P3, N5, or N20022–24 were investigated to understand the neurocognitive mechanism underlying 
decision-making under risk. Other techniques, including Independent Component Analysis (ICA)25, Linear 
Discriminant Analysis (LDA)11, or Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA)26, were also employed to extract 
event-related salient features. These features can be used to predict people’s future behavior or decisions based 
on the current outcomes10,27.

The newsvendor problem is one of the well-known problems in the field of operations management28,29 and 
behavioral research30–33. Such a problem deals with stocking level decisions in the presence of uncertainty for 
perishable goods (e.g., newspapers). For instance, if the newspaper vendors stock too much (overstocking) and 
are unable to sell all the stocked newspapers, they would have to incur a loss for the production/acquisition 
cost of the unsold newspaper. On the contrary, if the vendors stock too little (understocking), they will lose the 
opportunity to earn more profit. The newsvendor model has been applied to diverse decision-making contexts 
in manufacturing and service industries in operation management34. While traditional NP-based studies focused 
on deriving the optimal decisions to balance overstocking and understocking, recent research gained more inter-
est in investigating human decision behavior in the newsvendor scenario32,35. However, most published papers 
on the NP were based on the behavioral analysis without quantitative interpretation of the mechanism of the 
newsvendor decision.

The goal of this study was to facilitate objective measure and evidence of the cognitive process during news-
vendor decision-making by concurrently recording 64-channel EEG in response to the NP. Specifically, we 
designed an experiment in which two groups of participants faced the same dilemma as the NP, but at two 
difficulty levels for making decisions (and making money) when playing a computer game. Our hypotheses of 
the study included

(1) the attention state of the subjects is significantly correlated and modulated by the more difficult newsv-
endor decision across subjects and trials;

(2) the engagement or newsvendor-decision state of subjects modulates and reduces the alpha and beta-band 
power; and

(3) the neural activities during the NP process involve key cortical regions responsible for working memory, 
effortful attention, and computational and emotional processing.

By the end of this study, the experimental results would facilitate and support the hypotheses given above. 
Figure 1 shows a flowchart outlining the hypotheses, procedural steps, intended results, or conclusion.

Materials and methods
Participants, NP paradigm, and experimental setup.  A total of 31 healthy subjects (mean age ± 
standard deviation (SD) of 26 ± 6.5 years) were recruited from the local community of The University of Texas at 
Arlington for this study. The data were collected only between 10:00 am and 5:00 pm. The experimental protocol 
was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) 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.

All subjects were healthy and did not have any neurological or psychiatric disorder history. Subjects were 
randomly assigned to two groups corresponding to two NP-based scenarios: low-profit margins (LM) and high-
profit margins (HM). In the former, subjects found it hard to earn profit and frequently lose their money. Con-
trarily, in the HM context, subjects could easily gain substantial profit and rarely lost their money. The NP-based 
task protocol was explained to subjects prior to the experiment. Subjects could also try the game a few times 
(maximum 5) before starting the measurement. Participants were paid according to the equivalent accumulative 
profit they earned at the end of the experiment.

The whole experiment for each subject consisted of 30 s of resting-state and 40 consecutive trials as shown 
in Fig. 2A. Each trial included a maximum of 20 s for the decision period, 5 s for resting before receiving 10 
s feedback on the profit, and finally another 5 s of rest before starting the subsequent trial. The decision and 
feedback screens are depicted in Fig. 2B, C. During the decision period, subjects needed to decide the product 
quantity they wanted to buy based on the provided information, including the cost, the price, and the demand 
range of the product. The decision had to be made within 20 s. After 20 s, the product quantity would be set to 
0 automatically, and the software switched to 5 s of the resting period. Feedback on the profit of the last trial 
was then displayed on the feedback screen for 10 s. EEG data were acquired throughout the whole experiment 
using a 64-channel EEG instrument (ActiveTwo, Biosemi, Netherlands). After carefully assessing the EEG data 
quality, we excluded 8 subjects due to the low signal-to-noise ratio, leaving 23 subjects, 12 for the LM and 11 
for the HM groups.

EEG signal preprocessing.  64-channel EEG data were preprocessed using the EEGLAB toolbox36. The 
raw EEG signals were first bandpass filtered between 1-70 Hz to limit the bandwidth and further notch filtered 
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Figure 1.   Flowchart outlining the hypotheses, procedural steps, and intended results for the study of 
64-channel EEG data in response to the NP-based decision-making task.

Figure 2.   Experimental protocol. (A) Diagram of the NP-based experimental protocol. The whole experiment 
consisted of 30 s of rest (baseline) and 40 consecutive trials. Each trial included a maximum of 20 s of decision, 
5 s of the first rest, 10 s of feedback, and 5 s of the second rest. EEG data were recorded throughout the whole 
experiment. (B, C) Computer screens of decision and feedback phases shown to subjects during the NP-based 
task.
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at 60 Hz to remove line noise. Artifacts from eye blinks, eye movements, or jaw clenches were then removed 
using the Independent Component Analysis (ICA) method37. Finally, outlier EEG samples, whose magnitude 
exceeded four standard deviations of the channel’s mean, were replaced by zeros. Steps of the EEG preprocessing 
procedure are depicted in Figure SA.1A of Supplementary Material A.

Correlation component analysis (CorrCA) across multiple subjects or trials.  The first step in our 
EEG data analysis pipeline was to identify spatial combinations of EEG signals that maximize the correlation 
across multiple subjects or trials by using the CorrCA method developed by Dmochowski et al.38,39. The principle 
of CorrCA was similar to PCA, except that the components were computed to maximize the correlation of EEG 
data among multiple subjects or trials. CorrCA helped to convert EEG data from the electrode-by-time format 
to the component-by-time format, in which each component corresponds to an electrode combination. These 
components are sorted in descending order of across-subject or across-trial correlation. Since we kept only a few 
first correlated components, the number of components was much smaller than the number of electrodes, which 
helps mitigate the high-dimensionality problems of EEG data and makes further analysis of data more efficient.

Given our specific experimental design, we opted for the CorrCA in two different data structures to maximize 
the inter-subject or inter-trial correlation (ISC or ITC). The EEG data generation for these two analyses was 
slightly different and is illustrated in Fig. 3.

For the ISC, we defined the trial-aggregated matrix XSm for subject m by concatenating multi-trial data along 
the temporal axis as follows:

where XSm ,Tn is the EEG data for trial n of subject m ( m = 1 . . .M and n = 1 . . .N , where M is the total number 
of subjects and N is the number of trials). XSm ,Tn ∈ R

D×NT , where D is the number of EEG channels, and NT is 
the number of time samples of one trial.

Given M subjects participating in both LM and HM tasks, we had a set of M trial-aggregated EEG data 
{

XS1 , . . . ,XSM

}

 . The between-subject covariance Cb and the within-subject covariance Cw were calculated as 
follows:

(1)XSm =
[

XSm ,T1 XSm ,T2 · · · XSm ,TN

]

(2)Cb =
1

M(M − 1)

M
∑

i=1

M
∑

j=1,j �=i

Cij

(3)Cw =
1

M

M
∑

i=1

Cii

Figure 3.   Illustration of the EEG data generation for the ISC and ITC analyses.
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where Cij = cov(XSi ,XSj ) is the cross-covariance of EEG signals of subject i and subject j across all EEG channels, 
and Cii = cov(XSi ,XSi ) is the auto-covariance of EEG signals of subject i.

The linear combinations of EEG channels that maximize the correlation across multiple subjects were the 
solutions of the generalized eigenvalue problem:

We kept three solutions of equation (4), wk ( k = 1 . . . 3 ), corresponding to the first three largest eigenvalues. The 
ISC I〈p〉m,k of subject m and component k for period 

〈

p
〉

 , including ‘DCS’ for the decision period, ‘R1’ for the first 
rest, ‘FB’ for feedback, and ‘R2’ for the second rest, was estimated as follows:

where the between-subject covariance matrix C〈p〉b,m and the within-subject covariance matrix C〈p〉w,m for subject m 
and experimental period 

〈

p
〉

 were defined as:

where C
〈p〉Tn
im  is the cross-covariance matrix computed from EEG data within period 

〈

p
〉

 of trial Tn for subjects i 

and m; C
〈p〉Tn
ii  is the auto-covariance matrix for subject i computed from EEG data within period 

〈

p
〉

 of trial Tn.
For the case of computing the ITC, we generated the subject-aggregated matrix XTn for trial n by concatenat-

ing multi-subject data along the temporal axis as follows:

The procedure for finding the linear combinations of EEG channels that maximize the correlation across multiple 
trials was similar to the process described above, except the input data, in this case, is a set of N subject-aggregated 
EEG data 

{

XT1 , . . . ,XTN

}

 , where N is the total number of trials of the whole experiment. The between-trial 
covariance Cb and within-trial covariance Cw were calculated using the cross- and auto-covariance of EEG 
signals of trials i and j, i.e., XTi and XTj.

The CorrCA procedure was applied to all subjects to obtain the common linear combinations of EEG chan-
nels that maximize the correlation across multiple subjects or trials. The ISCs or ITCs of the first three Cor-
rCA components were then calculated for each subject and for different experimental periods. Finally, in the 
statistical analysis step, we separated the ISCs and ITCs obtained from subjects participating in LM and HM 
tasks accordingly to investigate the effects of the task difficulty on the ISCs and ITCs of different experimental 
periods between these two groups. Figure SA.1B of Supplementary Material A outlines the steps for CorrCA 
across multiple subjects and trials.

Normalized spectral power of spatially filtered EEG signals.  We sought to analyze further the 
spectral power of spatially filtered EEG signals, namely, CorrCA projection components, to better understand 
cortical synchrony or desynchrony of brain responses evoked through different NP task periods. For example, 
desynchronization in the alpha band was reported being associated with increased attention40, while increased 
alpha oscillations were proposed to reflect an attention suppression mechanism41.

Given the linear combinations wk ( k = 1 . . . 3 ) obtained from the generalized eigenvalue problem in equation 
(4), the projected components yk,Sm of subject m is defined as follows:

where XSm is the trial-aggregated EEG data of subject m, including the first 30 s of baseline. Note that although 
the linear combinations wk can be obtained from ISC or ITC analysis, the time-resolved projection component 
yk,Sm was calculated using the same EEG data for both cases.

For each projection component yk,Sm , we first computed the power spectral density (PSD) of every 1-sec data 
segment to generate a [Nf × Nt ] time-resolved power spectrum, where Nf  is the number of frequencies, and Nt 
is the whole task duration in second with the time resolution of 1 sec. The time-averaged power spectra of four 
periods of the NP task, including decision (DCS), first rest (R1), feedback (FB), and second rest (R2), were then 
calculated from all trials of each subject. We further computed the frequency-band-specific power of each task 
period for five commonly used EEG frequency bands, namely, delta (1–4 Hz), theta (4–8 Hz), alpha (8–13 Hz), 
beta (13–30 Hz), and gamma (30-60 Hz), by averaging the frequency-dependent power within the corresponding 
frequency range. The power during four task periods was also normalized by dividing by the frequency-band-
specific baseline power. Statistical analysis was finally applied to investigate the difference in brain responses 
across four task/rest phases of two decision-difficulty levels. Figure SA.1C of Supplementary Material A outlines 
the steps for analysis of normalized power of CorrCA projection components.

(4)C−1
w Cbw = �w

(5)I
�p�
m,k =

wT
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]
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Sources of maximally correlated neural activity using exact Low Resolution Electromagnetic 
Tomography Algorithm (eLORETA).  As mentioned above, CorrCA led to multiple linear combinations 
of EEG electrodes that maximize the correlation of neural activity among different subjects or trials while per-
forming the decision-making task. The “forward models”, which represent the scalp projections of the brain 
activities by the correlation components, were computed as follows:

where Cw is the within-subject covariance matrix and W is a weight matrix whose columns are K largest eigen-
vectors with wk obtained from equation (4). Each column of A corresponds to a forward model, which depicts 
an approximate spatial distribution of the neural sources.

To investigate further the sources of correlated neural activity defined by the correlation component, we 
employed the eLORETA42,43 to translate the obtained forward models into distributions of underlying cortical 
activity. Compared to standardized LORETA (sLORETA), eLORETA can provide exact localization of deeper 
sources with zero error despite the presence of both measurement and biological noise44,45. As reported in45, 
eLORETA produced more accurate localization of active sources compared to sLORETA.

Statistical analysis.  Two-way factorial ANOVA with NP-based task (LM vs. HM) as between-subjects 
factor and task period (DCS, R1, FB, and R2) as within-subjects factor was first used to investigate the statistical 
significance for both ISC/ITC and projection component’s normalized power. ANOVA assumptions, namely, the 
normality distribution of each group and the homogeneity of variances, were validated prior to performing the 
analysis. Respective results for the Shapiro-Wilk test for normality and the Levene or Bartlett Test of homogene-
ity of variances can be found in Supplementary Material B. Post-hoc pairwise comparisons with FDR adjustment 
for multiple comparisons were then performed to test significant differences between LM and HM tasks within 
each level of task periods, as well as pairwise comparisons of task periods within each task. We report FDR 
adjusted p-values for all analyses involving multiple comparisons.

For the case of normalized power, since no significant difference was found between LM and HM groups 
by the two-way factorial ANOVA, we pooled these two groups and performed one-way repeated-measures 
ANOVA on the pooled data to test the task period effects. We also verified the normality and homoscedasticity 
characteristics of the pooled data to ensure that ANOVA usage was appropriate. Post-hoc pairwise comparisons 
were finally carried out using Tukey adjustment for multiple comparisons to assess significant differences across 
4 task phases (DCS, R1, FB, and R2).

Ethical approval.  The studies involving human participants were reviewed and approved by the Institu-
tional Review Board of the Universityof Texas at Arlington, Arlington, TX, 76019 (IRB protocol #2016-0787, 
initially approved on June 26, 2017). Thepatients/participants provided their written informed consent to par-
ticipate in this study.

Experimental results
Participants in this experiment were randomly assigned to two groups corresponding to the LM and HM sce-
narios. During the experiment, each subject had an initial rest of 30 s before trying 40 consecutive trials. Each 
trial consisted of a maximum of 20 s for the decision period (DCS), 5 s for the first rest (R1), 10 s for the feedback 
period (FB), and finally another 5 s for the second rest (R2) before starting the ensuing trial. After the exclu-
sion of 8 subjects’ data, we had a total of 12 and 11 subjects in the LM and HM group, respectively. The CorrCA 
method was applied to two data structures to maximize the correlation across multiple subjects or trials. We first 
calculated the ISC and ITC of the first three CorrCA components for different task periods.

ISC and ITC modulated by the engagement of subjects.  Figure 4 presents the ISC and ITC results of 
the first three CorrCA components of LM and HM tasks for four experimental periods. We employed two-way 
factorial ANOVA to investigate the statistical significance of ISC/ITC across NP-based tasks (LM and HM) and 
task periods (DCS, R1, FB, and R2). ANOVA assumptions, including the normality distribution of each group 
and the homogeneity of variances, were validated before performing the analysis. Respective results for the 
Shapiro-Wilk test for normality and the Levene or Bartlett Test of homogeneity of variances can be found in Sup-
plementary Material B. Two-way factorial ANOVA revealed significant effects of task period factor for both ISC 
and ITC of the first component ( F = 4.25 , p = 0.008 for ISC and F = 3.56 , p = 0.019 for ITC). No significant 
effects were found for the second and third components.

For the ISC analysis, follow-up pairwise analyses showed significant differences between DCS and R1 peri-
ods ( pFDR = 0.024 , i.e., p-value after FDR correction for 12 comparisons) and between DCS and R2 periods 
( pFDR = 0.023 ) for the LM task. Moreover, although two-way factorial ANOVA did not show a strong effect of 
the NP-based task factor ( F = 0.64 , p = 0.43 ), post-hoc analyses still revealed a significant difference between 
LM and HM tasks only for the DCS period ( pFDR = 0.037 , FDR corrected for 4 comparisons). Overall, the ISC 
of the first component reached the maximum value during the DCS period for the more challenging task (i.e., 
the LM task). In other words, neural responses among subjects were strongly correlated by the attentional state, 
which is depicted clearly in Fig. 4A by the peak value during the DCS period of the LM task. In principle, the DCS 
period of the NP-based task would require the most engagement or attention of subjects compared to the other 
periods. While the HM task allowed the players to gain profit easily, the LM task would force them to engage 
and focus along with the protocol more promptly or concurrently to achieve profitable outcomes. Thus, ISC was 

(10)A = CwW(WTCwW)−1
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significantly stronger during the DCS period for the LM task than the HM task and stronger than during two 
resting periods (R1 and R2) of the same LM task.

Post-hoc pairwise analyses for the ITC case showed a marginally significant difference ( pFDR = 0.0496 , FDR 
corrected for 4 comparisons) between LM and HM tasks during DCS only, similar to the ISC case, as shown in 
Fig. 4D. In addition, another marginally significant difference was found between the DCS and FB periods for 
the HM task ( pFDR = 0.048 , FDR corrected for 12 comparisons).

Alpha‑ and beta‑band power altered by the attentional state of subjects in different task peri‑
ods.  As mentioned in the Materials and Methods section, we first calculated the time-resolved power spectra 
of the projection components. The time-averaged power spectra of 4 task periods were then computed by aver-
aging the power over each task period duration and all trials for each subject. Figure 5 presents the averaged 
power spectral density (PSD) of 4 task periods for the first three ISC/ITC projection components. Note that the 
averaged PSDs were calculated from all subjects of both LM and HM groups ( n = 23 ). For both ISC and ITC 
analyses, we observed the notable lowest spectral peaks of the DCS period within the alpha frequency band (red 
curves). In addition, the PSDs of the R1 period were almost consistently higher than those of other task periods 
within the alpha, beta, and gamma frequency bands.

We further calculated the frequency-band-specific power of each task period for each of the five EEG fre-
quency bands and normalized it with the corresponding baseline power. As mentioned in the statistical analysis 
section, two-way factorial ANOVA with NP-based task as between-subjects factor and task period as within-
subjects factor was first performed to investigate the statistical significance of normalized power of both factors. 
Since no significant difference in normalized power of the CorrCA projection components was found between 
the LM and HM groups by the two-way factorial ANOVA, we pooled these two groups and performed one-way 
repeated-measures ANOVA on the pooled data to assess the task period effects. Figure 6 depicts the normalized 
alpha- and beta-band power of the pooled data for the first three CorrCA projection components across 4 task 
periods: DCS, R1, FB, and R2. Figure 6A, B present power values of the components obtained by the ISC analysis, 
while Fig.  6C, D show those of the ITC analysis. ANOVA assumptions, namely, the normality distribution of 
each group and the homogeneity of variances, were also validated before performing the analysis. Respective 
validation results can be found in Supplementary Material B.

In the case of ISC, one-way repeated-measures ANOVA on the alpha-band normalized power indicated 
a strong effect of the experimental period factor for all three projection components (component 1: F = 35 , 
p = 1.17× 10−13 ; component 2: F = 26.4 , p = 2.45× 10−11 ; component 3: F = 19 , p = 5.45× 10−9 ). Post-
hoc pairwise comparisons with Tukey adjustment revealed significant differences for multiple period pairs, as 
shown in Fig. 6A. Similarly, one-way repeated-measures ANOVA on the beta-band normalized power of the 
ISC analysis also revealed significant differences among four task periods for all three projection components 
(component 1: F = 36.7 , p = 4.45× 10−14 ; component 2: F = 37.3 , p = 3.3× 10−14 ; component 3: F = 39.9 , 
p = 7.7× 10−15 ). Figure 6B show the results of Tukey multiple comparison tests among 4 experimental periods.

Figure 4.   Results of the first three CorrCA components for (A–C) ISC and (E–F) ITC in response to LM (red; 
n = 12 ) and HM (blue; n = 11 ) decision-making tasks during four experimental periods, namely, decision 
(DCS), first rest (R1), feedback (FB), and second rest (R2). Significant differences between a period pair or 
between LM and HM tasks are marked as ‘*’ for p < 0.05 after FDR correction.
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The alpha- and beta-band normalized power computed from the ITC spatial filters also led to results similar 
to those in the ISC case. Briefly, for the alpha-band normalized power, one-way repeated-measures ANOVA 
revealed significant differences among four task periods for all three components (component 1: F = 14.9 , 
p = 1.7× 10−7 ; component 2: F = 22.7 , p = 3.3× 10−10 ; component 3: F = 18.6 , p = 7.6× 10−9 ). Similarly, for 
the beta-band normalized power, the statistical results were as follows: F = 28.1 , p = 7.8× 10−12 for component 
1, F = 32.7 , p = 4.5× 10−13 for component 2, and F = 38.4 , p = 1.8× 10−14 for component 3. The post-hoc 
analysis results are presented in Fig. 6C, D.

Figure 6 clearly shows overall similar trends in normalized powers at both alpha and beta bands for both 
ISC and ITC across four experimental periods. The normalized powers during the DCS phase were lower than 
1 across all 12 cases, meaning that the power during the DCS period decreased compared to the baseline. On 
the contrary, the normalized powers during the R1 period were all higher than 1. For all cases, highly significant 
differences were found between DCS and R1 periods with pTukey < 0.001 . Similarly, the normalized powers 
during FB were significantly lower than those during R1 in all 12 cases (i.e., at alpha- and beta-bands for both 
ISC and ITC). Thus, all these results demonstrate that the more the focus of subjects (i.e., during DCS and FB 
periods), the lower the alpha- and beta-band power. In other words, these results affirm that the engagement 
state of subjects modulated and reduced the alpha- and beta-band power.

For other frequency bands (Delta, Theta, and Gamma), statistical analysis did not reveal any significant differ-
ences across 4 experimental periods and 2 task types. Thus, no report for these frequency bands was presented.

Sources of correlated neural activity for maximally correlated components using eLO‑
RETA.  As mentioned in "Sources of maximally correlated neural activity using exact Low Resolution Elec-
tromagnetic Tomography Algorithm (eLORETA)" section, we would like to investigate further the brain sources 
that are responsible for the scalp projections of the brain activities by the maximally correlated components. 
eLORETA was employed to translate the ISC and ITC forward models into distributions of underlying cortical 
activity. The eLORETA-derived results suggest possible cortical origins of the neural activity while performing 
the tasks.

Figure 7 depicts the results obtained by using LORETA to estimate the neural source distributions from the 
scalp projections obtained by the ISC analysis. The localization results for the first component show one primary 
source in Brodmann Area (BA) 23 (Precuneus, Occipital Lobe), which is involved in memory and emotion46. 
The second component resulted in a significant source corresponding to BA 9 (Medial Frontal Gyrus, Frontal 
Lobe). BA 9 is believed to be involved in cognitive functions such as working memory, planning, and effortful 

Figure 5.   Averaged power spectral density (PSD) of 4 task periods (DCS (red), R1 (blue), FB (pink), and R2 
(green)) for the first three ISC/ITC projection components calculated from all subjects of both LM and HM 
groups ( n = 23 ). Specifically, (A) depicts the PSDs of three ISC projection components, and (B) shows those 
of three ITC projection components. The shade of each curve indicated the standard error of the mean of each 
group.
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attention47. Finally, the source analysis of the third component reveals possible sources from the BA 19 (Precu-
neus, Parietal Lobe) and BA 10 (Superior Frontal Gyrus, Frontal Lobe). While BA 19 is associated with complex 
processing of visual information, BA 10 is also involved in cognitive functions such as task management and 
planning.

Similarly, the source localization results from the forward models of the ITC analysis are presented in Fig. 8. 
For the first ITC component, the source analysis disclosed one primary source in BA 11 (Inferior Frontal Gyrus, 
Frontal Lobe), which is involved in thought and cognitive functions. The second ITC component resulted in one 
primary source from the BA 31 (Cingulate Gyrus, Limbic Lobe) associated with emotion. Finally, the localization 

Figure 6.   Normalized alpha- and beta-band power of the first three CorrCA projection components for ISC 
and ITC under four task periods (DCS, R1, FB, and R2) pooled from HM and LM. Specifically, (A) shows 
normalized alpha-band power of three ISC projection components; (B) normalized beta-band power of three 
ISC projection components; (C) normalized alpha-band power of three ITC projection components; (D) 
normalized beta-band power of three ITC projection components. Statistical results obtained by Tukey multiple 
comparison tests are mark as ‘***’ for pTukey < 0.001 , ‘**’ for pTukey < 0.01 , and ‘*’ for pTukey < 0.05.
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results of the third ITC component revealed one primary source in BA 7 (Precuneus, Parietal Lobe). BA 7 is 
believed to be associated with visual perception.

Discussion
In the present study, we designed a decision-making task based on the principle of NP with two difficulty 
levels. In such a complex business context, decision-making was influenced by external and internal factors3, 
such as provided information, personal experiences, or computational capacity. Neural responses underlying 
decision-making in this scenario were particularly complicated and altered throughout different experimental 
periods and trials. Thus, we adopted the CorrCA method38,39 to identify linear combinations of EEG channels 
that maximized the correlation across multiple subjects or trials. Specifically, we made three hypotheses: (1) the 
attention state of the subjects modulates correlations in EEG signals across subjects and trials; (2) the engage-
ment or newsvendor-decision state of subjects modulates and reduces the alpha and beta-band power; and (3) 
the neural activities during the NP process involves key cortical regions responsible for cognition and emotion. 
To test these hypotheses, we first estimated ISC and ITC of the first three components for different task stages 
under both LM and HM tasks. Then, each spectral power of the three CorrCA-derived projection components 
was also computed to investigate the power alterations induced by the task difficulty. Finally, eLORETA42,43 was 
employed to translate the ISC and ITC forward models into source distributions of underlying cortical activity. 
This final step revealed possible cortical sources while subjects were making decisions through the NP-based task.

Figure 7.   Neural source localization results for the first three ISC components. The scalp projections are 
shown in the leftmost column for respective components. The second column presents the estimated source 
distributions (top view). The remaining plots exhibit three orthogonal slices corresponding to the primary 
sources of the localization results. Full views of 3D source distributions for each component were depicted in 
Figure SC.1 of Supplementary Material C.
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Correlations in EEG signals across multiple subjects or multiple trials are modulated by the 
engagement or attention state.  In order to investigate the correlation in EEG signals across multiple 
subjects and multiple trials, we defined two types of aggregated matrices: (1) trial-aggregated matrix by con-
catenating multi-trial data along the temporal axis and (2) subject-aggregated matrix by concatenating multi-
subject data along the temporal axis. The CorrCA method was then applied to search for the linear combinations 
of EEG channels that maximize the correlation among subjects or trials. The ISCs and ITCs of the first three 
components were computed for different experimental periods of both LM and HM tasks. Both ISC and ITC of 
the first CorrCA component showed significant differences between LM and HM tasks during the DCS period. 
Since the effort and concentration requirements during the DCS period were substantially distinctive between 
LM and HM tasks, the results of ISC and ITC confirmed the modulation of the engagement state of subjects on 
the correlations in EEG signals across multiple subjects or trials.

We observed different trends in the ITC results of the LM and HM groups over different experimental periods 
compared with those from the ISC analysis. Such a difference can be explained as follows. For the case of HM, 
since the player can easily earn the profit without having to think carefully during the decision-making period, 
the subjects’ concentration at this stage decreased more and more throughout multiple trials, which explains 
why the ITC of the HM task during the DCS period had a weaker ITC value. For the HM group, the highest 
ITC occurred during the FB period. This observation indicated that subjects were continuously interested in the 
profits they gained during the game, leading to a higher correlation in the neural signals of the FB period over 
multiple trials than those during the other periods. For the LM group, because participants always had to think 
carefully to make the most profitable decisions, the ITC of the LM task during the DCS stage was much higher 
than that of the HM task. However, although the ITCs of the DCS and FB periods of the LM tasks were higher 
than those of the resting periods, the differences were not significant as in the ISC case. This observation implies 
that the correlation in neural responses among trials was weaker than that among multiple subjects.

Existing studies have employed the CorrCA method to investigate the alteration of ISC while subjects were 
watching movie excerpts38,48 or television episodes and commercials39,49,50. A more recent study assessed neu-
ral correlation during music listening using the same method51. ISC extracted from the EEG signals has been 

Figure 8.   Neural source localization results for the first three ITC components. The scalp projections are 
shown in the leftmost column for respective components. The second column presents the estimated source 
distributions (top view). The remaining plots exhibit three orthogonal slices corresponding to the primary 
sources of the localization results. Full views of 3D source distributions for each component were depicted in 
Figure SC.2 of Supplementary Material C.
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demonstrated to reflect various cognitive and behavioral states of subjects, including audience appreciations38,39, 
memory retrieval48, or top-down attention49. Unlike the mentioned studies that used natural audiovisual stimuli 
to investigate the ISC of EEG responses, we adopted the NP-based decision-making task as a semi-natural stimu-
lus. In this case, subjects had to face a variety of cognitive and emotional states from the decision-making stage 
to the feedback stage. Interestingly, CorrCA demonstrated that the challenge levels of decision making (LM vs. 
HM) modulated and correlated the attentional state of the neural activity of subjects, as represented by the ISC 
or ITC. The harder the NP was, the more correlated subjects or task trials were.

EEG power of alpha and delta frequency bands is modulated by the task difficulty.  Through 
the CorrCA method, we were able to identify linear combinations of EEG channels that maximize the correla-
tion across multiple subjects or trials. The CorrCA projection components were then computed by spatially 
weighting EEG data as spatial filters. We calculated frequency-specific powers of the CorrCA projection com-
ponents for four experimental periods to investigate further the modulation of the decision difficulty on the 
spectral power. Statistical analysis revealed significant differences in normalized alpha and beta powers of the 
three CorrCA components among four task periods. Specifically, the normalized powers during DCS and FB 
periods were significantly decreased compared to the resting period (i.e., R1). As expected, both DCS and FB 
periods would require more attention from subjects. Thus, our results demonstrated synchrony reduction of the 
alpha and beta rhythms by the engagement state of subjects during either DCS or FB.

Our findings were consistent with existing studies in the literature. Various studies have demonstrated cor-
relations between the alpha power of EEG data and the attentional or arousal state of subjects18,21,49,52–55. For 
instance, alpha power can be used to evaluate subjects’ attentional or emotional status while viewing video 
advertisements56. Other studies revealed a decrease of alpha power when people focused on external stimuli49,53 
or tasks18,55. In57, the authors investigated the alpha-power lateralization and found that the relationship between 
alpha-power lateralization and behavioral performance was more complex and depended on baseline alpha 
power levels.

Furthermore, the beta oscillation was also believed to be strongly correlated with the engagement state of 
the human brain in cognitive tasks58–61 or emotional state during feedback/reward processing62–64. For instance, 
existing studies have demonstrated a decrease in beta-band power when people made effort to memorize58,59 or 
process provided information60,61. Moreover, the beta oscillation was assumed to respond to feedback or reward 
events. Several studies sought to investigate the alterations of beta-band power induced by the “gain” or “loss” 
feedback conditions63,64. In our beta power results, significant differences were found not only between DCS 
and recovery periods but also between recovery and FB periods. Our results implied that the beta rhythm was 
strongly correlated among subjects when they received the feedback of gained or lost profit in their last trial 
during the FB phase.

Source analysis suggests cognitive and emotional involvement.  We further applied eLORETA, a 
source localization method, to translate the ISC and ITC forward models into distributions of underlying corti-
cal activity. Although the analysis of the cortical origins for the scalp projections of the maximally correlated 
components could only suggest possible sources of neural activities65,66, it helps to induce hypotheses about 
the spatial origins of neural activities while performing the NP-based task. For the case of maximizing ISC, 
eLORETA results suggested possible sources in the frontal (BAs 9 and 10), parietal (BA 19), and occipital (BA 
23) lobes. BA 9 corresponds to the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC), while BA 10 belongs to the anterior 
prefrontal cortex (aPFC)67,68. Both BAs 9 and 10 are believed to have a significant role in regulating effortful 
attention and working memory47,69,70. Various studies on decision-making using fMRI revealed the activation of 
BAs 9 and 10 during the decision-making process71–73. Our previous study using the same NP-based task with 
fNIRS also disclosed the brain activation within the DLPFC and partial orbitofrontal cortex (OFC) joined with 
the frontal polar area (FPA)33.

Two other potential sources found in the ISC analysis were BAs 23 and 19. BA 23 is considered a part of the 
posterior cingulate cortex (PCC). Some studies found evidence for the involvement of PCC in the control of 
cognition and working memory74–77, while others demonstrated the PCC activation by emotional stimuli78,79. 
In our experiment, subjects had to make a decision on the product quantities they wanted to stock and con-
front a variety of emotional states while receiving feedback on the profits they gained for each trial. Thus, the 
neural activation of BA 23 in our scenario is reasonable. The last potential activated area, BA 19, corresponds 
to the visual association cortex. This area is widely known to be associated with complex processing of visual 
information80–83. Since subjects continuously perceive different information on the computer screen throughout 
the experiment, the activation of this area is understandable.

For the ITC analysis, the source localization resulted in three potential sources: BAs 11, 31, and 7. BA 11 
corresponds to the orbitofrontal cortex (OFC), which has been investigated intensively in various studies relat-
ing to decision-making and emotional processing84–87. For instance, Bechara et al.84 assessed the role of OFC in 
decision-making in a gambling task. Rolls and Grabenhorst85 focused on the activation of OFC in emotional 
processing and decision-making with a variety of rewarding stimuli. Recently, Pelletier and Fellows87 reviewed 
different studies regarding the contribution of OFC to value-based decision-making. Our recent study combin-
ing the NP-based task and fNIRS33 also revealed the activation of OFC during the decision-making process.

The second possible source of the ITC analysis was BA 31, belonging to the PCC. Interestingly, BA 31 and 
BA 23, another potential source found in the ISC analysis, are both subregions of the PCC88. Although there are 
some arguments about the PCC’s precise functions due to its specific location that is highly connected with other 
subcortical regions, some evidence demonstrated that PCC is involved in working memory or computational 
processes76,77,88,89. Finally, the last ITC potential source, BA 7, is a part of the somatosensory association cortex 
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(SAC). The activation of BA 7 may be related to the control of finger movement. Also, BA 7 is believed to be 
responsive to visual and somatosensory input90–92.

Novel analyses, novel findings, and support for our hypotheses.  We applied CorrCA as a novel 
analysis method to our specific EEG data acquired under the newsvendor decision-making at two difficulty 
levels. Two data structures were generated to analyze/maximize the inter-subject and inter-trial correlation (ISC 
and ITC, respectively). We further investigated the normalized power of spatially filtered EEG signals, namely, 
CorrCA projection components, obtained from both ISC and ITC analysis. Finally, the forward models obtained 
by the CorrCA method, which represent the scalp projections of the brain activities by the maximally correlated 
components, were further translated into distributions of underlying cortical activity using eLORETA.

The novel and significant findings of this study were the three supported/proven hypotheses, namely, (1) the 
attention state of the subjects modulated correlations in EEG signals across subjects and trials at two difficulty 
levels of the NP; (2) the engagement or newsvendor-decision state of subjects across different task periods 
modulated and reduced the alpha and beta-band power; and (3) the neural activities during the NP process were 
involved in key cortical regions responsible for cognition and emotion.

Limitations and future work.  First, although subjects were informed to limit their motion before partici-
pating in the study, they still needed to type their chosen value of the product quantity during the DCS period 
for each trial. In addition, subjects could possibly experience a variety of emotional states while receiving feed-
back on the gained profits. Both situations could cause unpredictable and/or uncontrollable body motions of 
subjects during data acquisition. Although pre-processing steps were applied to remove motion artifacts, such 
noise may not be completely removable. Second, the protocol needed human subjects to read and enter numbers 
on a computer keyboard. Those actions would involve or stimulate the visual and sensitometer cortex, which 
should be discriminated from the measured EEG signal for NP-derived correlation analysis. Last, 64-channel 
EEG would not facilitate high-spatial-resolution, source-localization images. To overcome all these limitations, 
a larger subject pool should be planned, while an improved protocol design with less dependence on hand/finger 
movements as well as with a more channel EEG system would be ideal to accurately map neural responses of 
the human brain to NP decision-making task phases. Moreover, further frequency-band-specific analysis of the 
source distribution of neural activities could be considered to better understand the cortical distribution of the 
frequency-dependent neural activities. For instance, the broadband EEG signals could be decomposed into sub-
frequency-band signals before applying the CorrCA method.

Conclusion
The present study sought to investigate the neural mechanisms underlying the newsvendor decision-making 
process with two challenge levels designed to assess the modulation and correlation of the task difficulty on 
subjects’ decision-making engagement. We employed the CorrCA method to identify combinations of EEG 
channels that maximized the correlation across subjects or trials. The ISC and ITC values, which were considered 
the attentional state marker, were computed for different task periods at the two difficulty levels. The frequency-
specific powers of the CorrCA-derived projection components were also calculated. Finally, eLORETA was used 
to translate the forward models obtained by the ISC and ITC analyses to the potential primary sources of the 
human cortex. Experimental results and statistical analysis revealed strong and significant correlations in EEG 
signals among multiple subjects and trials during the difficult decision-making (LM) task than the easier (HM) 
task. Also, the NP decision-making and feedback phases desynchronized the normalized alpha and beta powers 
of the EEG, reflecting the engagement state of subjects. Source localization results also revealed several cortical/
brain areas during the decision-making process, including DLPFC, aPFC, OFC, PCC, and SAC. These potential 
sources of neural activities were consistent with results presented in previous studies on decision-making, espe-
cially the decision-making in the business context.

Data availibility
The data presented in this study are available on request from the corresponding author–because we have not 
set up a public archive platform for data sharing.

Received: 3 March 2022; Accepted: 3 August 2022

References
	 1.	 Wyart, V., de Gardelle, V., Scholl, J. & Summerfield, C. Rhythmic fluctuations in evidence accumulation during decision making 

in the human brain. Neuron 76, 847–858. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuron.​2012.​09.​015 (2012).
	 2.	 Larsen, T. & O’Doherty, J. P. Uncovering the spatio-temporal dynamics of value-based decision-making in the human brain: A 

combined fMRI-EEG study. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B: Biol. Sci. 369, 20130473 (2014).
	 3.	 Kyathanahally, S. P., Franco-Watkins, A., Zhang, X., Calhoun, V. D. & Deshpande, G. A realistic framework for investigating 

decision making in the brain with high spatiotemporal resolution using simultaneous EEG/fMRI and joint ICA. IEEE J. Biomed. 
Health Inform. 21, 814–825 (2016).

	 4.	 Pisauro, M. A., Fouragnan, E., Retzler, C. & Philiastides, M. G. Neural correlates of evidence accumulation during value-based 
decisions revealed via simultaneous EEG-fMRI. Nat. Commun. 8, 15808 (2017).

	 5.	 Hu, Y. et al. Inter-brain synchrony and cooperation context in interactive decision making. Biol. Psychol. 133, 54–62 (2018).
	 6.	 Filimon, F., Philiastides, M. G., Nelson, J. D., Kloosterman, N. A. & Heekeren, H. R. How embodied is perceptual decision making? 

Evidence for separate processing of perceptual and motor decisions. J. Neurosci. 33, 2121–2136 (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2012.09.015


14

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:13800  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17970-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	 7.	 Sarraf, S., Desouza, D. D., Anderson, J. A. E. & Saverino, C. MCADNNet: Recognizing stages of cognitive impairment through 
efficient convolutional fMRI and MRI neural network topology models. IEEE Access 7, 155584–155600. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1109/​
ACCESS.​2019.​29495​77 (2019).

	 8.	 Korucuoglu, O. et al. Test-retest reliability of fMRI-measured brain activity during decision making under risk. Neuroimage 214, 
116759. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​image.​2020.​116759 (2020).

	 9.	 Lawn, W. et al. Value-based decision-making of cigarette and nondrug rewards in dependent and occasional cigarette smokers: 
An FMRI study. Addict. Biol. 25, e12802. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​adb.​12802 (2020).

	10.	 Golnar-Nik, P., Farashi, S. & Safari, M.-S. The application of EEG power for the prediction and interpretation of consumer decision-
making: A neuromarketing study. Physiol. Behav. 207, 90–98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​physb​eh.​2019.​04.​025 (2019).

	11.	 Si, Y. et al. Predicting individual decision-making responses based on single-trial EEG. Neuroimage 206, 116333. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​neuro​image.​2019.​116333 (2020).

	12.	 Truong, N., et al. Analysis of correlation in neural responses across multiple subjects or trials during decision-making for newsv-
endor problem. In 2020 IEEE 20th International Conference on Bioinformatics and Bioengineering (BIBE), 530–537, https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1109/​BIBE5​0027.​2020.​00092(2020).

	13.	 Vecchiato, G. et al. On the use of EEG or MEG brain imaging tools in neuromarketing research. Comput. Intell. Neurosci. 2011, 
643489. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2011/​643489 (2011).

	14.	 Giorgetta, C. et al. Waves of regret: A meg study of emotion and decision-making. Neuropsychologia 51, 38–51. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​neuro​psych​ologia.​2012.​10.​015 (2013).

	15.	 Busch, N. A. & VanRullen, R. Spontaneous EEG oscillations reveal periodic sampling of visual attention. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 107, 
16048–16053. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​10048​01107 (2010).

	16.	 Nunez, M. D., Vandekerckhove, J. & Srinivasan, R. How attention influences perceptual decision making: Single-trial EEG cor-
relates of drift-diffusion model parameters. J. Math. Psychol. 76, 117–130. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jmp.​2016.​03.​003 (2017).

	17.	 Jollans, L. et al. Computational EEG modelling of decision making under ambiguity reveals spatio-temporal dynamics of outcome 
evaluation. Behav. Brain Res. 321, 28–35. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​bbr.​2016.​12.​033 (2017).

	18.	 Fink, A. et al. EEG alpha activity during imagining creative moves in soccer decision-making situations. Neuropsychologia 114, 
118–124. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​psych​ologia.​2018.​04.​025 (2018).

	19.	 Woodman, G. F. A brief introduction to the use of event-related potentials in studies of perception and attention. Atten. Percept. 
Psychophys. 72, 2031–2046. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3758/​BF031​96680 (2010).

	20.	 Tivadar, R. I. & Murray, M. M. A primer on electroencephalography and event-related potentials for organizational neuroscience. 
Organ. Res. Methods 22, 69–94. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​10944​28118​804657 (2019).

	21.	 HajiHosseini, A. & Hutcherson, C. A. Alpha oscillations and event-related potentials reflect distinct dynamics of attribute con-
struction and evidence accumulation in dietary decision making. eLife 10, e60874. https://​doi.​org/​10.​7554/​eLife.​60874 (2021).

	22.	 Polezzi, D., Sartori, G., Rumiati, R., Vidotto, G. & Daum, I. Brain correlates of risky decision-making. Neuroimage 49, 1886–1894 
(2010).

	23.	 Zhang, D. et al. An electrophysiological index of changes in risk decision-making strategies. Neuropsychologia 51, 1397–1407 
(2013).

	24.	 Telpaz, A., Webb, R. & Levy, D. J. Using EEG to predict consumers’ future choices. J. Mark. Res. 52, 511–529. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1509/​jmr.​13.​0564 (2015).

	25.	 Shou, G., Ding, L. & Dasari, D. Probing neural activations from continuous EEG in a real-world task: Time-frequency independent 
component analysis. J. Neurosci. Methods 209, 22–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jneum​eth.​2012.​05.​022 (2012).

	26.	 Al-Shargie, F., Tang, T. B. & Kiguchi, M. Assessment of mental stress effects on prefrontal cortical activities using canonical cor-
relation analysis: An fNIRS-EEG study. Biomed. Opt. Express 8, 2583–2598. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1364/​BOE.8.​002583 (2017).

	27.	 Pornpattananangkul, N., Grogans, S., Yu, R. & Nusslock, R. Single-trial EEG dissociates motivation and conflict processes during 
decision-making under risk. Neuroimage 188, 483–501 (2019).

	28.	 Petruzzi, N. C. & Dada, M. Pricing and the newsvendor problem: A review with extensions. Oper. Res. 47, 183–194. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1287/​opre.​47.2.​183 (1999).

	29.	 Petruzzi, N. C. & Dada, M. Newsvendor Models. In Wiley Encyclopedia of Operations Research and Management Science, https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​97804​70400​531.​eorms​0568(John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2011).

	30.	 Schweitzer, M. E. & Cachon, G. P. Decision bias in the newsvendor problem with a known demand distribution: Experimental 
evidence. Manage. Sci. 46, 404–420. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1287/​mnsc.​46.3.​404.​12070 (2000).

	31.	 Moritz, B. B., Hill, A. V. & Donohue, K. L. Individual differences in the newsvendor problem: Behavior and cognitive reflection. 
J. Op. Manag. 31, 72–85. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jom.​2012.​11.​006 (2013).

	32.	 Yamini, S. Behavioral perspective of newsvendor ordering decisions: Review, analysis and insights. Manag. Decis. 59, 240–257. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​MD-​07-​2019-​0975 (2020).

	33.	 Wanniarachchi, H. et al. Alterations of cerebral hemodynamics and network properties induced by newsvendor problem in the 
human prefrontal cortex. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 14, 598. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fnhum.​2020.​598502 (2021).

	34.	 Su, X. Bounded rationality in newsvendor models. Manuf. Serv. Op. Manag. 10, 566–589. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1287/​msom.​1070.​
0200 (2008).

	35.	 Li, X., Chen, L. G. & Chen, J. Individual and cultural differences in newsvendor decision making. Int. J. Op. Prod. Manag. 39, 
164–186. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​IJOPM-​01-​2018-​0042 (2018).

	36.	 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).

	37.	 Campos Viola, F. et al. Semi-automatic identification of independent components representing EEG artifact. Clin. Neurophysiol. 
120, 868–877. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​clinph.​2009.​01.​015 (2009).

	38.	 Dmochowski, J. P., Sajda, P., Dias, J. & Parra, L. C. Correlated components of ongoing EEG point to emotionally laden attention – A 
possible marker of engagement?. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 6, 112. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fnhum.​2012.​00112 (2012).

	39.	 Dmochowski, J. P. et al. Audience preferences are predicted by temporal reliability of neural processing. Nat. Commun. 5, 4567. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​ncomm​s5567 (2014).

	40.	 Klimesch, W., Doppelmayr, M., Russegger, H., Pachinger, T. & Schwaiger, J. Induced alpha band power changes in the human EEG 
and attention. Neurosci. Lett. 244, 73–76. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0304-​3940(98)​00122-0 (1998).

	41.	 Foxe, J. & Snyder, A. The role of alpha-band brain oscillations as a sensory suppression mechanism during selective attention. 
Front. Psychol. 2 (2011).

	42.	 Pascual-Marqui, R. D. et al. Assessing interactions in the brain with exact low-resolution electromagnetic tomography. Philos. 
Trans. R. Soc. A: Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 369, 3768–3784. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rsta.​2011.​0081 (2011).

	43.	 Aoki, Y. et al. Normalized power variance change between pre-ictal and ictal phase of an epilepsy patient using NAT analysis: A 
case study. In 2013 35th Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society (EMBC), 
437–440, https://​doi.​org/​10.​1109/​EMBC.​2013.​66095​30(2013).

	44.	 Pascual-Marqui, R. D. Discrete, 3D distributed, linear imaging methods of electric neuronal activity. Part 1: Exact, zero error 
localization. arXiv:​0710.​3341 [math-ph, physics:physics, q-bio] (2007).

	45.	 Jatoi, M. A., Kamel, N., Malik, A. S. & Faye, I. EEG based brain source localization comparison of sLORETA and eLORETA. 
Australas. Phys. Eng. Sci. Med. 37, 713–721. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s13246-​014-​0308-3 (2014).

https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2949577
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2949577
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2020.116759
https://doi.org/10.1111/adb.12802
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2019.04.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2019.116333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2019.116333
https://doi.org/10.1109/BIBE50027.2020.00092
https://doi.org/10.1109/BIBE50027.2020.00092
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/643489
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1004801107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmp.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2016.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2018.04.025
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03196680
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428118804657
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.60874
https://doi.org/10.1509/jmr.13.0564
https://doi.org/10.1509/jmr.13.0564
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2012.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.8.002583
https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.47.2.183
https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.47.2.183
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470400531.eorms0568
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470400531.eorms0568
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.46.3.404.12070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2012.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-07-2019-0975
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2020.598502
https://doi.org/10.1287/msom.1070.0200
https://doi.org/10.1287/msom.1070.0200
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOPM-01-2018-0042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2003.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2009.01.015
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2012.00112
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5567
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3940(98)00122-0
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0081
https://doi.org/10.1109/EMBC.2013.6609530
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3341
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13246-014-0308-3


15

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:13800  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17970-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	46.	 Kaas, J. H. & Stepniewska, I. Motor Cortex. In Encyclopedia of the Human Brain (ed. Ramachandran, V. S.) (Academic Press, 2002).
	47.	 Manning, K. J. & Steffens, D. C. Chapter 11 - Systems Neuroscience in Late-Life Depression. In Systems Neuroscience in Depression 

(ed. Frodl, T.) (Academic Press, 2016).
	48.	 Cohen, S. S. & Parra, L. C. Memorable audiovisual narratives synchronize sensory and supramodal neural responses. eNeurohttps://​

doi.​org/​10.​1523/​ENEURO.​0203-​16.​2016 (2016).
	49.	 Ki, J. J., Kelly, S. P. & Parra, L. C. Attention strongly modulates reliability of neural responses to naturalistic narrative stimuli. J. 

Neurosci. 36, 3092–3101. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1523/​JNEUR​OSCI.​2942-​15.​2016 (2016).
	50.	 Poulsen, A. T., Kamronn, S., Dmochowski, J., Parra, L. C. & Hansen, L. K. EEG in the classroom: Synchronised neural recordings 

during video presentation. Sci. Rep. 7, 43916 (2017).
	51.	 Kaneshiro, B., Nguyen, D. T., Norcia, A. M., Dmochowski, J. P. & Berger, J. Natural music evokes correlated EEG responses reflect-

ing temporal structure and beat. Neuroimage 214, 116559. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​image.​2020.​116559 (2020).
	52.	 Aftanas, L. I. & Golocheikine, S. A. Human anterior and frontal midline theta and lower alpha reflect emotionally positive state 

and internalized attention: High-resolution EEG investigation of meditation. Neurosci. Lett. 310, 57–60. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
S0304-​3940(01)​02094-8 (2001).

	53.	 Cooper, N. R., Croft, R. J., Dominey, S. J. J., Burgess, A. P. & Gruzelier, J. H. Paradox lost? Exploring the role of alpha oscillations 
during externally vs. internally directed attention and the implications for idling and inhibition hypotheses. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 
47, 65–74. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0167-​8760(02)​00107-1 (2003).

	54.	 Macdonald, J., Mathan, S. & Yeung, N. Trial-by-trial variations in subjective attentional state are reflected in ongoing prestimulus 
EEG alpha oscillations. Front. Psychol. 2, 82. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fpsyg.​2011.​00082 (2011).

	55.	 Babu Henry Samuel, I., Wang, C., Hu, Z. & Ding, M. The frequency of alpha oscillations Task-dependent modulation and its 
functional significance. Neuroimage 183, 897–906 (2018).

	56.	 Smith, M. E. & Gevins, A. Attention and brain activity while watching television: Components of viewer engagement. Media 
Psychol. 6, 285–305 (2004).

	57.	 Limbach, K. & Corballis, P. M. Alpha-power modulation reflects the balancing of task requirements in a selective attention task. 
Psychophysiology 54, 224–234. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​psyp.​12774 (2017).

	58.	 Hanslmayr, S., Spitzer, B. & Bäuml, K.-H. Brain oscillations dissociate between semantic and nonsemantic encoding of episodic 
memories. Cereb. Cortex 19, 1631–1640. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​cercor/​bhn197 (2009).

	59.	 Waldhauser, G. T., Braun, V. & Hanslmayr, S. Episodic memory retrieval functionally relies on very rapid reactivation of sensory 
information. J. Neurosci. 36, 251–260. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1523/​JNEUR​OSCI.​2101-​15.​2016 (2016).

	60.	 Griffiths, B., Mazaheri, A., Debener, S. & Hanslmayr, S. Brain oscillations track the formation of episodic memories in the real 
world. Neuroimage 143, 256–266. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​image.​2016.​09.​021 (2016).

	61.	 Griffiths, B. J. et al. Alpha/beta power decreases track the fidelity of stimulus-specific information. eLife 8, e49562. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​7554/​eLife.​49562 (2019).

	62.	 Marco-Pallarés, J., Münte, T. F. & Rodríguez-Fornells, A. The role of high-frequency oscillatory activity in reward processing and 
learning. Neurosc. Biobehav. Rev. 49, 1–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neubi​orev.​2014.​11.​014 (2015).

	63.	 HajiHosseini, A. & Holroyd, C. B. Sensitivity of frontal beta oscillations to reward valence but not probability. Neurosci. Lett. 602, 
99–103. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neulet.​2015.​06.​054 (2015).

	64.	 Yaple, Z., et al. Power of feedback-induced beta oscillations reflect omission of rewards: Evidence from an EEG gambling study. 
Front. Neurosci. 12 (2018).

	65.	 Yao, J. & Dewald, J. P. A. Evaluation of different cortical source localization methods using simulated and experimental EEG data. 
Neuroimage 25, 369–382. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​image.​2004.​11.​036 (2005).

	66.	 Akalin Acar, Z. & Makeig, S. Effects of forward model errors on EEG source localization. Brain Topogr. 26, 378–396. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10548-​012-​0274-6 (2013).

	67.	 Garey, L. J. Brodmann’s ‘Localisation In The Cerebral Cortex‘ (World Scientific, 1999).
	68.	 Falk, D. & Gibson, K. R. Evolutionary Anatomy of the Primate Cerebral Cortex (Cambridge University Press, 2001).
	69.	 Koechlin, E., Basso, G., Pietrini, P., Panzer, S. & Grafman, J. The role of the anterior prefrontal cortex in human cognition. Nature 

399, 148–151. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​20178 (1999).
	70.	 Ramnani, N. & Owen, A. M. Anterior prefrontal cortex: Insights into function from anatomy and neuroimaging. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 

5, 184–194. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrn13​43 (2004).
	71.	 Heekeren, H. R., Wartenburger, I., Schmidt, H., Schwintowski, H.-P. & Villringer, A. An fMRI study of simple ethical decision-

making. NeuroReport 14, 1215–1219 (2003).
	72.	 Ahmad, F., Ahmad, I. & Dar, W. M. Identification and classification of voxels of human brain for rewardless-related decision mak-

ing using ANN technique. Neural Comput. Appl. 28, 1035–1041. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00521-​016-​2413-6 (2017).
	73.	 Tannou, T., Magnin, E., Comte, A., Aubry, R. & Joubert, S. Neural activation in risky decision-making tasks in healthy older adults: 

A meta-analysis of fMRI data. Brain Sci. 11, 1043. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​brain​sci11​081043 (2021).
	74.	 Leech, R., Braga, R. & Sharp, D. J. Echoes of the brain within the posterior cingulate cortex. J. Neurosci. 32, 215–222. https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1523/​JNEUR​OSCI.​3689-​11.​2012 (2012).
	75.	 Leech, R. & Sharp, D. J. The role of the posterior cingulate cortex in cognition and disease. Brain 137, 12–32. https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1093/​brain/​awt162 (2014).
	76.	 Aggleton, J. P., Saunders, R. C., Wright, N. F. & Vann, S. D. The origin of projections from the posterior cingulate and retrosplenial 

cortices to the anterior, medial dorsal and laterodorsal thalamic nuclei of macaque monkeys. Eur. J. Neurosci. 39, 107–123. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/​ejn.​12389 (2014).

	77.	 Bzdok, D. et al. Subspecialization in the human posterior medial cortex. Neuroimage 106, 55–71. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​
image.​2014.​11.​009 (2015).

	78.	 Maddock, R. J., Garrett, A. S. & Buonocore, M. H. Posterior cingulate cortex activation by emotional words: fMRI evidence from 
a valence decision task. Hum. Brain Mapp. 18, 30–41. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​hbm.​10075 (2003).

	79.	 Plank, I. S., Hindi Attar, C., Kunas, S. L., Dziobek, I. & Bermpohl, F. Motherhood and theory of mind: Increased activation in the 
posterior cingulate cortex and insulae. Soc. Cognit. Affect. Neurosci.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​scan/​nsab1​09 (2021).

	80.	 Siedentopf, C. M. et al. Functional magnetic resonance imaging detects activation of the visual association cortex during laser 
acupuncture of the foot in humans. Neurosci. Lett. 327, 53–56. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0304-​3940(02)​00383-X (2002).

	81.	 Jaiswal, N., Ray, W. & Slobounov, S. Encoding of visual-spatial information in working memory requires more cerebral efforts than 
retrieval: Evidence from an EEG and virtual reality study. Brain Res. 1347, 80–89. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​brain​res.​2010.​05.​086 
(2010).

	82.	 McKee, A. C. et al. Visual association pathology in preclinical alzheimer disease. J. Neuropathol. Exp. Neurol. 65, 621–630. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1097/​00005​072-​20060​6000-​00010 (2006).

	83.	 Memel, M. & Ryan, L. Visual integration enhances associative memory equally for young and older adults without reducing hip-
pocampal encoding activation. Neuropsychologia 100, 195–206. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​psych​ologia.​2017.​04.​031 (2017).

	84.	 Bechara, A., Damasio, H. & Damasio, A. R. Emotion, decision making and the orbitofrontal cortex. Cereb. Cortex 10, 295–307. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​cercor/​10.3.​295 (2000).

	85.	 Rolls, E. T. & Grabenhorst, F. The orbitofrontal cortex and beyond: From affect to decision-making. Prog. Neurobiol. 86, 216–244. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​pneur​obio.​2008.​09.​001 (2008).

https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0203-16.2016
https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0203-16.2016
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2942-15.2016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2020.116559
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3940(01)02094-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3940(01)02094-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8760(02)00107-1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00082
https://doi.org/10.1111/psyp.12774
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhn197
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2101-15.2016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.09.021
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.49562
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.49562
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2015.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2004.11.036
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-012-0274-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-012-0274-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/20178
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1343
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00521-016-2413-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11081043
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3689-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3689-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awt162
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awt162
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.12389
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.12389
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2014.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2014.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.10075
https://doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsab109
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3940(02)00383-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2010.05.086
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005072-200606000-00010
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005072-200606000-00010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/10.3.295
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2008.09.001


16

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:13800  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17970-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	86.	 Rich, E. L., Stoll, F. M. & Rudebeck, P. H. Linking dynamic patterns of neural activity in orbitofrontal cortex with decision making. 
Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 49, 24–32. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​conb.​2017.​11.​002 (2018).

	87.	 Pelletier, G. & Fellows, L. K. Viewing orbitofrontal cortex contributions to decision-making through the lens of object recognition. 
Behav. Neurosci. 135, 182–191. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​bne00​00447 (2021).

	88.	 Leech, R. & Smallwood, J. Chapter 5 - The posterior cingulate cortex: Insights from structure and function. In Handbook of Clinical 
Neurology, vol. 166 of Cingulate Cortex (ed. Vogt, B. A.) (Elsevier, 2019).

	89.	 Glasser, M. F. et al. A multi-modal parcellation of human cerebral cortex. Nature 536, 171–178. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​natur​
e18933 (2016).

	90.	 Sadato, N., Campbell, G., Ibáñez, V., Deiber, M. & Hallett, M. Complexity affects regional cerebral blood flow change during 
sequential finger movements. J. Neurosci. 16, 2691–2700. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1523/​jneur​osci.​16-​08-​02691.​1996 (1996).

	91.	 Habeck, C. et al. An event-related fMRI study of the neural networks underlying the encoding, maintenance, and retrieval phase 
in a delayed-match-to-sample task. Cogn. Brain Res. 23, 207–220. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cogbr​ainres.​2004.​10.​010 (2005).

	92.	 Zhuo, Z., Cai, S.-M., Fu, Z.-Q. & Zhang, J. Hierarchical organization of brain functional networks during visual tasks. Phys. Rev. 
E 84, 031923. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​PhysR​evE.​84.​031923 (2011).

Acknowledgements
The authors acknowledge the support in part by the seed funding from the College of Engineering and College 
of Business and Administration, the University of Texas at Arlington. The authors are also grateful to Profes-
sor Jacek Dmochowski for his initial guidance and assistance with the application of Correlated Component 
Analysis for this study.

Author contributions
Conceptualization, K.-Y.C., S.N., and H.L.; methodology, H.W., Y.L., X.W., H.L.; validation, H.W., Y.L., X.W., 
N.C.D.T.; formal analysis, N.C.D.T., X.W.; resources, H.L., K-Y. C.; data curation, N.C.D.T, H.W., Y.L., X.W.; writ-
ing-original draft preparation, N.C.D.T; writing-review and editing, K-Y C., S.N., H. L.; visualization, N.C.D.T.; 
supervision, H.L.; project administration, K.-Y. C., S.N., H.L.; funding acquisition, H.L. All authors have read 
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Competing interest 
Kay-Yut Chen has a potential research conflict of interest due to a financial interest with companies Hewlett-
Packard Enterprise, Boostr, and DecisionNext. A management plan has been created to preserve objectivity in 
research in accordance with UTA policy. All other authors had neither competing financial interests nor other 
potential conflicts of interest.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41598-​022-​17970-x.

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) 2022

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2017.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1037/bne0000447
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature18933
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature18933
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.16-08-02691.1996
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogbrainres.2004.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.84.031923
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17970-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17970-x
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Mapping and understanding of correlated electroencephalogram (EEG) responses to the newsvendor problem
	Materials and methods
	Participants, NP paradigm, and experimental setup. 
	EEG signal preprocessing. 
	Correlation component analysis (CorrCA) across multiple subjects or trials. 
	Normalized spectral power of spatially filtered EEG signals. 
	Sources of maximally correlated neural activity using exact Low Resolution Electromagnetic Tomography Algorithm (eLORETA). 
	Statistical analysis. 
	Ethical approval. 

	Experimental results
	ISC and ITC modulated by the engagement of subjects. 
	Alpha- and beta-band power altered by the attentional state of subjects in different task periods. 
	Sources of correlated neural activity for maximally correlated components using eLORETA. 

	Discussion
	Correlations in EEG signals across multiple subjects or multiple trials are modulated by the engagement or attention state. 
	EEG power of alpha and delta frequency bands is modulated by the task difficulty. 
	Source analysis suggests cognitive and emotional involvement. 
	Novel analyses, novel findings, and support for our hypotheses. 
	Limitations and future work. 

	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


