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Event-related potentials and the
study of memory retrieval

A critical review

Antonio Jaeger', Maria Alice de Mattos Pimenta Parente'

Abstract — Memory retrieval has been extensively investigated by a variety of techniques and methodological
approaches. The present article reports a critical review on the research investigating this subject by means of
event-related potentials (ERP). The main goal is to elucidate the key contributions of this technique regarding
episodic memory retrieval, as well as to perform a critical analysis taking into account its major advantages
and limitations in the framework of current cognitive neuroscience. Considerations concerning its theoretical
contributions and implementation in national universities are also discussed.
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Potenciais relacionados ao evento e o estudo de recupera¢ao da memoria: uma revisao critica

Resumo — A recuperagdao de memorias tem sido extensivamente pesquisada por uma variedade de técnicas e
abordagens metodoldgicas. No presente artigo, é conduzida uma revisao critica das pesquisas que investigaram este
tema através da utilizagdo da técnica denominada potenciais relacionados ao evento (PRE). O objetivo principal
¢ elucidar as principais contribui¢des proporcionadas por esta técnica referente aos processos de recuperacdo de
memorias episédicas, assim como realizar uma analise critica levando em consideragao as principais vantagens e
limitagoes desta abordagem dentro do contexto atual da neurociéncia cognitiva. Um balanco de suas contribuigoes

tedricas e de sua utilizagdo em universidades nacionais é por fim desenvolvido.

Palavras-chave: memoria, recuperacao, potenciais relacionados ao evento.

The study of memory retrieval has undergone dramatic
change over the last few decades."

A significant improvement in memory retrieval re-
search was made possible by the development of techniques
that enabled scientists to monitor, directly and indirectly,
brain activity during the process of retrieval. In contrast
to neuroimaging techniques such as Functional Magnetic
Resonance Imaging (fMRI) and Positron Emission Tomog-
raphy (PET), which provide spatially accurate images of
brain activities during periods of 2 to 3 seconds, Event-
related potentials (ERP) provides “real time” monitoring
of electrical activities of the brain.”

Therefore, the present article aimed to demonstrate
how ERPs are elucidating essential assumptions related to
the process of memory retrieval. A first discussion out-
lines the specific advantages and limitations of ERP over

other cognitive neuroscience procedures. Subsequently, the
particularities and specificities of memory retrieval will be
focused on to achieve the main objective of this study: How
can results in ERP studies on memory retrieval be inter-
related to particular methodological variables (such as type
of stimuli and timing)? And how, taking into account these
methodological aspects, can ERP contribute to theoretical
debates on different processing and neural bases involved
in memory retrieval?

Following this analytic review, a broader critical analy-
sis on these ERP contributions and potential is included
in the critical analysis section, and considering the massive
attention that has been dedicated to fMRI by the scientific
community, some considerations on the specificities of
both techniques are subsequently included.

In order to address the aforementioned questions and
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to properly analyze the data, a broad search in the literature
was performed between January and July 2008. The fol-
lowing online databases were consulted during this period:
Pubmed, Medline, Psychinfo and Scielo. The key words
employed in this search were the combinations between
Retrieval, Memory, ERP, Event-related potentials, and Elec-
trophysiological. All research reports found on ERP and
retrieval memory were included. There were no constraints
concerning the year of publication.

ERP

The electroencephalogram (EEG) consists basically
of electrical fields recorded continuously over the human
scalp. These electrical fields result in oscillatory waveforms
which are largely employed in neurology as a technique for
the diagnosis of neurological disorders.’ Although ERP em-
ploys the same brain electrical fields as the EEG, the former
records electrical fields resulting from discrete events, that
is, the electrical fields generated by brain activity associated
to the presentation of specific experimental stimuli.* There-
fore, each stimulus presentation elicits a specific waveform.
After being averaged, the waveforms belonging to the stim-
uli classes of interest (for example, emotional vs. neutral
stimuli) are analyzed considering their voltage differences.

The differences in voltage generated by each distinct
group of stimuli indicate that different electrophysiological
brain activities were elicited by each class of stimuli.? The
voltage differences may be observed over time (millisec-
onds) from the moment each stimulus is presented. The
data analysis normally includes the time-course of these
differences as well as their topographical distribution over
the scalp.®

The ERP signal is generated by the synchronized and
cooperative activity of a large-scale neuronal network, on a
time scale similar to that of single-neuron activity.* These
electrical fields are generated mainly over the dendrites,
and are resultant of the sum of extra cellular fields gener-
ated by the post-synaptic activity of the cortical pyrami-
dal cells.® These currents flow through the cell membrane
and over the intra and extra cellular spaces, and when a
large group of neighboring neurons are simultaneously
activated, the field potentials may be recorded over the
scalp, yielding the ERP signal.* In order to generate a field
potential strong enough to be recorded over the human
scalp, the neurons have to be distributed in a particular
geometric configuration, that is, they should be distributed
in such a way that their individual potential fields can be
summed. This generates a ‘dipole moment, which consists
of a current movement provoked by positively and nega-
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tively charged fields. This geometric arrangement of neu-
rons is called ‘open field” and constitutes a large number
of neurons distributed in parallel, as typically occurs with
cortical pyramidal cells.*”

Therefore, one of the main limitations of the ERP
technique is that only sufficiently strong potentials gen-
erated synchronically by open fields are recordable across
the scalp. Certain important electrical activities are prob-
ably not recorded in this case, e.g. activities occurring in
groups of neurons located deep in the brain or occurring
in asymmetrically distributed neurons.® Consequently, the
neo-cortex emerges as the main structure involved in the
generation of ERPs. Approximately 70% of its neuron net-
work is composed of pyramidal cells in which the dendrites
extend from more deeply located somas towards more su-
perficial cortical layers.’

Recording and analyzing ERPs is currently one of the
most useful procedures employed by cognitive neurosci-
ence researchers to investigate the process of retrieval.' Its
capacity to directly demonstrate the electrophysiological
brain activity elicited by discrete experimental events makes
this procedure a major approach in this field, together with
fMRI and PET techniques. Although a technique called
magnetoencephalography (MEG) also provides accurate
time-course data and is slightly more precise regarding
spatial resolution than ERP,'' its instrumentation costs are
extremely high compared with ERP, representing a major
limitation to its implementation.'

ERP and memory retrieval

The process of retrieval may be divided into three main
stages:! pre-retrieval processes, when an external stimulus
(cue) is initially processed;? retrieval process (also known
as an ecphoric moment), when the interaction between
an external stimulus and a memory trace is held; and’
post-retrieval processes, when the retrieved memory is
monitored and evaluated.*'* Below, we review the major
literature concerning each retrieval stage.

Pre-retrieval processes

Memory retrieval processes usually involve interaction
between an external cue and a specific memory representa-
tion or memory trace."* The quality of the cue-trace inter-
action and consequently its capacity to retrieve a memory
successfully, vary according to the way in which the external
cues are initially processed.”” According to some authors,"
the possibility of varying the way a cue is initially processed
depends on the adoption of a specific “retrieval orienta-
tion”, which may be defined as a pre-retrieval cognitive state
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that influences the cue processing in order to facilitate the
retrieval of a specific type of memory trace. In other words,
the retrieval orientation determines the particular form of
processing that should be employed for the recovery of a
particular type of information.'® For example, individuals
adopt a different retrieval orientation according to whether
a memory test requires the retrieval of pictorial or verbal
information. The neural activities elicited by this kind of
processing are revealed when research subjects are required
to remember different types of stored information (e.g.
pictures versus words)."”

This operation is essential for the recollection process.
When individuals attempt to remember a specific episode,
enormous quantities of interfering episodes and environ-
mental information must be rejected in order to recover
the desired information. This suggests that remembering
also relies on a variety of control and planning mecha-
nisms held before the retrieval of a memory trace. The
pre-retrieval process, called retrieval orientation, is also
responsible for determining the specific type of processing
that should be applied to a retrieval cue in order to make a
given memory retrieval possible, avoiding the interference
of undesired information."

The first ERP research which clearly revealed this pro-
cess'® found that people employed different retrieval ori-
entations while attempting to remember ‘shallow’ versus
‘deeply’ encoded words. The words presented after the
shallow encoding elicited waveforms with more positive
voltages than the deeply encoded words. This voltage dif-
ference was maximal over central and frontal scalp regions
between 200 and 600 ms post-stimulus onset. The employ-
ment of semantic versus phonological stimuli"® revealed
that a certain level of difficulty is needed to induce the ex-
pected retrieval orientation ERP effects. These results were
challenged later® by the demonstration that a remarkable
ERP difference according to the nature of the target mate-
rial (words/pictures) was present, regardless of difficulty.
The ERP effect elicited when participants attempted to re-
member pictures instead of words consisted of topographi-
cally widespread electrical negativity with an onset of
around 250 ms post-stimulus and sustained for more than
1000 ms.'**

The utilization of pictures versus words as stimuli to
study orientation retrieval was present in some subsequent
experiments,'” which demonstrated that the magnitude of
the ERP effect elicited by orientation retrieval is propor-
tional to the difference between the encoded stimuli and
the external cues involved in the retrieval task, suggest-
ing that these effects might reflect the cognitive processing
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necessary to improve the overlap between external stimuli
and internal memory traces. A subsequent study?' investi-
gating direct (yes/no) versus indirect (semantic judgment)
tests verified that when direct tests were used, a replication
of previous findings was evident,'” but when indirect tests
were employed, a much weaker ERP effect was induced,
leading the authors to conclude that ERP correlates of re-
trieval orientation are restricted to direct tests, correspond-
ing exclusively to explicit episodic retrieval operations.

Further studies?? demonstrated that ERP effects elicited
by a picture/word exclusion tasks,” onset earlier and offset
later, suggesting that participants adopt different retrieval
orientations strategies according to the demands of the
retrieval task. These authors also demonstrated in a later
study that distinct retrieval orientation ERP effects elicited
by words and pictures become absent when subjects are
instructed to switch their strategy on a trial basis. They
concluded that retrieval orientation tends to be a tonically
sustained activity and the adoption of a given retrieval ori-
entation strategy develops over multiple trials rather than
on a trial by trial basis.*

Two further studies approached the interactions of
retrieval orientation with other memory concepts. The
first® suggested that the ERP correlates of ‘heuristic dis-
tinctiveness, a response mode in which participants expect
to make the recognition decision based on vivid details of
objects, are similar to the ERP correlates of retrieval ori-
entation. Regarding possible interactions between retrieval
orientation and conceptual versus perceptual memory, the
second study”® showed that there are specific ERP signa-
tures related to the retrieval orientation for each of these
types of memory.

Retrieval processes

Currently, there are two main theoretical perspec-
tives which seek to explain the process of retrieval. The
perspective of the single process models, which conceives
recognition as a one-dimensional scalar value of memory
strength;?” and the perspective of the dual process models,
which posits that recognition is served by two independent
processes: recollection and familiarity.”® Akin to the single
process perspective, the dual process models also suggest
that recognition judgments are supported by a strength-
like type of information, referred to by this perspective
as familiarity. However, this perspective suggests that rec-
ognition is also supported by recollection, a second and
functionally distinct type of recognition memory which
involves the retrieval of qualitative information from the
encoded episode.” A useful example of familiarity is the
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situation in which we meet a person and even though we
might be confident that we know this person, there is no
retrieval of any specific information, such as their name or
where we have met previously. An example of recollection,
on the other hand, is when we meet a person and more
detailed information is remembered such as the name, pro-
fessional position or place of abode of the person.

Even though dual process models remain controver-
sial, they have been increasingly supported by behavioral,”
animal,” amnesic patients,” functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI),** and ERP findings."* ERPs, which pro-
vide the timing and scalp distribution of brain processes
that are regularly associated with stimulus processing,”
can be employed as a powerful tool to doubly dissociate the
recollection and familiarity processes, as well as to examine
the manifestations of each process separately.

Initial ERP studies aiming to explore electrophysiologi-
cal correlates of retrieval, employed old-new recognition
tasks, that is, they contrasted the activity induced by cor-
rectly classified old versus correctly classified new items.
The studies employing this approach demonstrated dif-
ferent ERP activity induced by these distinct conditions,"
consisting in a more positive polarity for old versus new
items. Considering the dual process model however, the
simple contrast between old and new items was proven
problematic, since it does not discriminate recollection
from familiarity. Alternative experimental designs were em-
ployed to address this limitation. These designs entailed in-
structing participants to allocate experimental items as ‘Re-

membered’ versus ‘Known’;***

contrasting accurate versus
inaccurate source memory judgments;**? associative ver-
sus item recognition;* deep versus shallow encoding;'® and
contrasting recognition of old items versus false alarms.**

The ERP studies based on the designs cited above dem-
onstrated that two major effects are produced during the
recognition task. The positive-going and predominantly
frontal effect, called the ‘mid-frontal old/new effect, which
onsets around 300-400 ms post-stimulus onset and is
thought to reflect familiarity, and a positive-going effect
over the parietal sites called ‘left parietal old/new effect),
which onsets around 400-500 ms post-stimulus, frequently
more prominent over the left hemisphere and is assumed to
be a correlate of recollection.”” The functional significance
of the mid-frontal effect remains uncertain. Although some
authors hold the view that it simply represents priming
rather than familiarity, this remains a question for future
research. The left parietal effect, as supported by fMRI
findings,* reflects the involvement of the parietal cortex
in attentional activity related to recollection or the neural
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activity that could contribute causally to recollection-based
memory judgments."

Post-retrieval processes

The process of retrieval is assumed to be followed by
post-retrieval operations attempting to monitor and evalu-
ate the information recovered. Post-retrieval processes are
important to manipulate the products of retrieval accord-
ing to current behavioral goals (e.g. keep the representa-
tion of a studied episode in the consciousness to make a
decision). There is evidence that right frontal areas of the
brain could be involved in this process. More specifically, as
demonstrated by fMRI data, the right dorsolateral prefron-
tal cortex is at least partially involved in this process.'

ERP research has corroborated the involvement of
these regions in post-retrieval activity. The ‘right frontal
old/new effect” is a positive ERP effect (old items eliciting a
more positive voltage than new items) reaching a peak over
the right frontal electrodes.*' This effect onsets at around
800 ms and is often sustained for more than one second,
suggesting that it reflects a relatively slow process. This is
congruent with the idea that post-retrieval processes are
slower, onsetting later than pre-retrieval or retrieval opera-
tions. This effect was demonstrated by studies employing a
variety of memory retrieval tasks.'840-4247-51

Currently, the view that the right frontal effect is a cor-
relate of post-retrieval processes has been challenged by
two fMRI studies.*>*® Their findings suggested that the right
frontal activity is primarily a correlate of decision-making
operations held during the retrieval task. A current ERP
study corroborated this data by demonstrating that this
effect was also elicited by semantic judgments, even when
the participants did not retrieve the previously learned
stimuli,* that is, this effect was also elicited when partici-
pants were instructed to make a semantic judgment with
objects shown for the first time in the test (new objects).

Critical analysis

This review of the literature regarding memory retrieval
and ERP revealed some important issues for debate. Initially
in this session we shall criticize the theoretical assumptions
generated by the ERP research concerning each memory
retrieval process. The study then addresses more instru-
mental problems, including what ERP can actually offer
over and above alternative procedures, and the feasibility
of conducting ERP research in national research centers.

Considering retrieval orientation, the data reviewed
above demonstrated consistent differences in brain activ-
ity according to type of stimuli retrieved. Moreover, these

Event-related potentials and memory retrieval 251



Dement Neuropsychol 2008 December;2(4):248-255

activity differences were not material-specific, i.e., findings
were replicated in experiments employing a variety of mate-
rial as stimuli.’** These ERP differences were mostly mea-
sured around 200-250 milliseconds post-stimulus onset
and present at most electrodes,'® corroborating the idea that
this reflects fast pre-retrieval operations. These ERP differ-
ences were modulated by cognitive demands,* difficulty
level,'” and were induced mainly by direct memory tests.”!

Perhaps the most important data generated by retrieval
orientation studies is the time-frame within which the pre-
retrieval process occurs. Since pre-retrieval operations are
assumed to take place before retrieval, it is a remarkably
fast process. By employing ERPs, it was possible to reveal
the retrieval orientation brain activity in short time-frames
that cannot be investigated by any other cognitive neurosci-
ence instrument. Although some retrieval orientation stud-
ies employing fMRI were later conducted,** they drew on
previous ERP findings. Without the above-mentioned re-
trieval orientation ERP studies, it would be difficult to show
the timing or even the existence of such an early process.

As mentioned previously, a current issue in retrieval
memory research is the debate concerning single versus
dual process models.?”** Single process models of recogni-
tion have been the most commonly employed theoretical
approach to recognition in the last decades,”” and although
the model remains widely used, increasing evidence has
demonstrated that recollection and familiarity might con-
sist of functionally and behaviorally different processes,*
lending credence to dual process models.

The debate concerning these two models does not seem
to be nearing consensus. ERP research seeking to dissociate
recollection and familiarity have been providing evidence
in favor of dual process models, demonstrating distinct
ERP correlates of recollection (parietal old/new effect)
and familiarity (midfrontal old/new effect).'®***" Despite
the time-course and topographical differences between
these models, a strong double dissociation between them
has not yet demonstrated. The reason for this lies in the
experimental difficulty of getting participants to perform
recollection-based recognition, without them also engaging
in familiarity-based processing.” It is a challenging issue to
be pursued by future research.

After the retrieval of stored information, evaluative and
monitoring operations take place which have been linked
to a later frontal ERP effect elicited at around 800 ms post-
stimulus." New and compelling evidence has suggested that
this effect is probably a result of decision-making processes
required in most recognition memory tasks (e.g. deciding
whether an object is old or new).**
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While more research is needed to identify which cogni-
tive processes are indeed correlated with this late ERP ef-
fect, this debate exemplifies the interplay between ERP and
fMRI data towards the investigation of a specific issue. In
this case, the ERP data* supports the fMRI data,”>> adding
further information to the latter, showing for example, that
the allegedly frontal brain correlate of decision-making
processing onsets at around 800 ms post-stimulus.

It is important to note that the three stages of memory
retrieval outlined above were, to a large extent, initially
demonstrated by ERP data.”” The ERP findings demon-
strated a time-line ranging from a more initial cue pro-
cessing stage, named pre-retrieval (evident after 200 ms),
including the retrieval processing itself, between 300-500
ms, and processes maintained after retrieval, beginning at
around 800 ms and often lasting for 1000 ms. These data
show the importance of an instrument capable of measur-
ing brain activations with such time precision. This is the
reason why it has also been employed in the investigation of
a variety of cognitive processes in which time is an impor-
tant issue, such as language,® perception,” priming,* etc.

Despite its timing advantages, a limitation of the ERP
technique is its lack of spatial precision, i.e., electrical activi-
ties elicited in deep locations in the brain as well as in asym-
metrically distributed neurons, are not able to be recorded
at the scalp.® Even electrical activity generated in the neo-
cortex is not recorded with the same precision as the fMRI
data (see 61 for an example of advances in this approach).

These characteristics of the data provided by ERPs,
namely, time precision and spatial limitation, raises ques-
tions about what is actually important when correlating
brain activity with cognition. A possible answer for this
may involve further questions, such as which cognitive
process is one aiming to study? Which aspects of a given
process are intended to be investigated? Is the goal to reveal
the time-course of a given cognitive process or to point out
specific brain areas involved in it?

In the present article the advantages of ERP in the study
of memory retrieval are clear. Its capability to establish the
time-course of different ‘sub-operations’ involved in the
process of retrieval is not achievable by alternative imaging
techniques, exemplifying the unique and important data
this approach can generate.

It is also true that the fMRI data provided by earlier
studies have made important contributions toward the
understanding of retrieval, and often, information that
can be provided only by this technique.*® Therefore, an
important approach to this time/space problem is the
attempt to integrate the data generated by both sources.
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Clearly, due to electromagnetic reasons, it is not possible
to use both techniques simultaneously in the same sub-
ject, but the same experimental paradigm may be adopted
for both techniques.®>®* This association may represent a
further advance in the understanding of brain and cogni-
tion, providing more accurate data concerning timing and
structural activity.

Research in cognitive neuroscience is often an expen-
sive investment, because it usually involves the acquisition
of cutting-edge technology to enable scientists to observe
the brain activity related to cognitive activity. The funds
needed to acquire an fMRI scanner for example is up to
one million U.S. Dollars. It is also expensive to conduct
experiments, given each scanning hour may cost between
400-600 U.S. Dollars. The acquisition and usage costs of
the ERP apparatus, on the other hand, are much lower.
A thirty-three channel apparatus, for example, costs little
more than twenty to thirty thousand U.S. Dollars, and
there is no further extra costs to conduct experiments.

Considering the important data ERP devices provide,
they seem a viable alternative for Brazilian laboratories.
Currently, there are only a few laboratories in Brazil em-
ploying ERP in their research, and even less applying it
within the modern cognitive neuroscience framework (see
58 for an outstanding example). This might be explained
by the lack of scientists with the appropriate skills to con-
duct such experiments, where a possible solution might be
to forge links with foreign researchers who conduct this
kind of study.

As a final point, it is important to highlight that al-
though ERPs have already been used in research for some
four decades,* they remain routinely used world wide.
New advances in data analysis® and electrode montages*®!
have been made. Its timing advantage makes this low-cost
technique an exceptional way to explore brain-cognition
interaction in humans. It represents an important route
towards a broader conception of the human mind as well
as its brain representations.

References

1. Tulving E, Thomson DM. Encoding specificity and retrieval
processes in episodic memory. Psychol Rev 1973;80:352-373.

2. Handy TC. Event-related potentials:a methods handbook.
New York: The Bradford books; 2005.

3. Niedermeyer E, Lopes da Silva E. Electroencephalography:basic
principles, clinical applications, and related fields, 5™ ed. New
York: Lippincott Willians & Wilkins; 2004.

4, Bressler SL. Event-Related Potentials. In: MA Arbib, editor.

Jaeger A, Parente MAMP

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

The handbook of brain theory and neural networks. Cam-
bridge: MIT Press; 2002:412-415

. Wilding EL. On the practice of rescaling scalp-recorded event-

related potentials. Biol Psychol 2000;72:325-332.

. Lopes da Silva F. Dynamics of EEGs as signals of neuronal

populations:models and theoretical considerations. In: E Nie-
dermeyer, F Lopes da Silva, Editors. Electroencephalography:
basic principles, clinical applications, and related fields, 5%
ed., New York: Lippincott Willians & Wilkins; 2004:76-92.

. Kutas M, Dale A. Electrical and magnetic readings of men-

tal functions. In: MD Rugg, Editor. Cognitive Neuroscience.
Cambridge: The MIT press; 1997:197-242

. Coles MGH, Rugg MD. Event-related brain potentials:an in-

troduction. In: MD Rugg, MGH Coles, Editors. Electrophysi-
ology of mind:event-related brain potentials and cognition.
Oxford: Oxford University Press; 1995:1-26.

. Nunez PL, Srinivasan R. Electric fields of the brain: the neu-

rophysics of EEG. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2006.
Rugg MD, Curran T. Event-related potentials and recognition
memory. Trends Cog Sci 2007;11:251-257.

Dhond RP, Witzel T, Dale AM, Halgren E. Spatiotemporal
brain maps of delayed word repetition and recognition. Neu-
roimage 2005;28:293-304.

Williamson SJ, Lu ZL, Karron D, Kaufman L. Advantages
and limitations of magnetic source image. Brain Topogr
1991;4:169-180.

Rugg MD. Retrieval processing in human memory: Electro-
physiological and fMRI evidence. In: MS Gazzaniga, Editor.
The cognitive neurosciences III, 3 ed. New York: The MIT
press; 2005.

Tulving E. Ecphoric processes in episodic memory. Philos
Trans R Soc 1983;302:361-371.

Rugg MD, Wilding EL. Retrieval processing and episodic
memory. Trends Cog Sci 2000;4:108-115.

Herron JE, Rugg MD. Retrieval orientation and control of
recollection. ] Cogn Neurosci 2003;15:843-854.

Hornberger M, Morcom AM, Rugg MD. Neural correlates of
retrieval orientation: effects of study-test similarity. ] Cogn
Neurosci 2004;16:1196-1210.

Rugg MD, Allan K, Birch CS. Electrophysiological evidence
for the modulation of retrieval orientation by depth of study
processing. ] Cogn Neurosci 2000;12:664-678.

Dzulkifli MA, Sharpe HL, Wilding EL. Separating item-related
electrophysiological indices of retrieval effort and retrieval
orientation. Brain Cogn 2004;55:433-443.

Robb WGK, Rugg MD. Electrophysiological dissociation of
retrieval orientation and retrieval effort. Psychon Bull Rev
2002;9:583-589.

Hornberger M, Rugg MD, Henson RN. ERP correlates of re-

Event-related potentials and memory retrieval 253



22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

254

Dement Neuropsychol 2008 December;2(4):248-255

trieval orientation:direct versus indirect memory tasks. Brain
Res 2006;1071:124-136.

Johnson JD, Rugg MD. Modulation of the electrophysiological
correlates of retrieval cue processing by the specificity of task
demands. Brain Res 2006;1071:153-164.

Jacoby LL. A process dissociation framework:separating
automatic from intentional uses of memory. ] Mem Lang
1991;30:513-541.

Johnson JD, Rugg MD. Electrophysiological correlates of
retrieval processing:effects of consistent versus inconsistent
retrieval demands. ] Cogn Neurosci 2006b;18:1531-1544.
Budson AE, Droller DBJ, Dobson CS, et al. Electrophysiologi-
cal dissociation of picture versus word encoding:the distinc-
tiveness heuristic as a retrieval orientation. ] Cogn Neurosci
2005;17:1181-1193.

Stenberg G, Johansonn M, Rosén 1. Conceptual and percep-
tual memory:retrieval orientations reflected in event-related
potentials. Acta Psychol 2006;122:174-205.

Wixted JT. Dual-process theory and signal-detection theory
of recognition memory. Psychol Rev 2007;114:152-176.
Yonelinas AP. Receiver-operating characteristics in recogni-
tion memory:evidence for a dual-process model. ] Exp Psy-
chol Learn Mem Cogn 1994;20:1341-1354.

Yonelinas AP. Components of episodic memory:the contribu-
tion of recollection and familiarity. Philos Trans R Soc Lond
B Biol Sci 2001;356:1363-1374.

Brown CM, Aggleton JP. Recognition Memory:what are the
roles of the perirhinal cortex and hippocampus? Nat Rev
Neurosci 2001;2:51-61.

Holdstock JS, Mayes AR, Roberts N, Cezayirli E, Isaac CL,
O’Reilly RC, Norman KA. Under what condition is recogni-
tion spared relative to recall after selective hippocampal dam-
age in humans? Hippocampus 2002;12:341-351.

Yonelinas AP, Otten L], Shaw KN, Rugg MD. Separating the
brain regions involved in recollection and familiarity in rec-
ognition memory. ] Neurosci 2005;25:3002-3008.

Curran T, Tepe KL, Piatt C. Event-related potential explora-
tions of dual process in recognition memory. In: HD Zimmer,
A Mecklinger, U Lindenberger, editors. Binding in human
memory: a neurocognitive approach. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press; 2006:467-492.

Wolk DA, Schacter DL, Lygizos M, et al. ERP correlates of Re-
member/Know decisions: association with the late posterior
negativity. Biol Psychol 2007;75:131-135.

Duarte A, Ranganath C, Winward L, Hayward D, Knight RT.
Dissociable neural correlates for familiarity and recollec-
tion during the encoding and retrieval of pictures. Brain Res
2004;18:255-272.

Woodruff CC, Hayama HR, Rugg MD. Electrophysiological

Event-related potentials and memory retrieval

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

dissociation of the neural correlates of recollection and famil-
iarity. Brain Res 2006;1100:125-135.

Vilberg KL, Moosavi RF, Rugg MD. The relationship between
electrophysiological correlates of recollection and amount of
information retrieved. Brain Res 2006;1122:161-170.

Curran T. Effects of attention and confidence on hypothesized
ERP correlates of recollection and familiarity. Neuropsycho-
logia 2004;42:1088-1106.

Johnson JD, Minton BR, Rugg MD. Content dependence of
the electrophysiological correlates of recollection. Neuroim-
age 2008;39:406-416.

Duzel E, Yonelinas AP, Mangun GR, Heinze H, Tulving E.
Event-related brain potentials correlates of two states of con-
scious awareness in memory. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 1997;
94:5973-5978.

Wilding EL, Rugg MD. An event-related potential study of
recognition memory with and without retrieval of source.
Brain 1997;119:889-905.

Trott CT, Friedman D, Ritter W, Fabiani M. Item and source
memory:differential age effects revealed by event-related po-
tentials. Neuroreport 1997;8:3373-3378.

Donaldson DI, Rugg MD. Recognition memory for new ass
ociations:electrophysiological evidence for the role of recol-
lection. Neuropsychologia 1998;36:377-395.

Wiese H, Daum I. Frontal positivity discriminates true and
false recognition. Brain Res 2006;1075:183-192.

Wolk DA, Schacter DL, Lygizos M, et al. ERP correlates of
recognition memory:effects of retention interval and false
alarm. Brain Res 2006;1096:148-162.

Vilberg KL, Rugg MD. Dissociation of the neural correlates
of recognition memory according to familiarity, recollection,
and amount of recollected information. Neuropsychologia
2007;45:2216-2225.

Allan K, Wilding EL, Rugg MD. Electrophysiological evidence
for dissociable processes contributing to recollection. Acta
Psychol 1998;98:231-252.

Senkfor AJ, Van Petten C. Who said what? An event-related
potential investigation of source and item memory. J] Exp Psy-
chol Learn Mem Cogn 1998;24:1005-1025.

Van Petten C, Senkfor AJ, Newberg WM. Memory for draw-
ings in location:spatial source memory and event-related
potentials. Psychophysiology 2000;37:551-564.

Trott CT, Friedman D, Ritter W, Fabiani M, Snodgrass JG.
Episodic priming and memory for temporal source:Event-
related potentials reveal age-related differences in pre-frontal
functioning. Psychol Aging 1999;14:390-413.

Ullsperger M, Mecklinger A, Muller U. An electrophysiologi-
cal test of directed forgetting:the role of retrieval inhibition.
J Cogn Neurosci 2000;12:924-940.

Jaeger A, Parente MAMP



52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

Dement Neuropsychol 2008 December;2(4):248-255

Dobbins IG, Han S. Isolating rule- versus evidence-based pre-
frontal activity during episodic and lexical discrimination:a
functional magnetic resonance imaging investigation of de-
tection theory distinctions. Cereb Cortex 2006;16:1614-1622.
Fleck MS, Daselaar SM, Dobbins IG, Cabeza, R. Role of pre-
frontal and anterior cingulated regions in decision-making
processes shared by memory and nonmemory tasks. Cereb
Cortex 2006;16:1623-1630.

Hayama HR, Johnson JD, Rugg MD. The relationship be-
tween the right frontal old/new ERP effect and post-retrieval
monitoring:specific or non-specific? Neuropsychologia (in
press).

Woodruff CC, Uncapher MR, Rugg MD. Neural correlates of
differential retrieval orientation:sustained and item-related
components. Neuropsychologia 2006;44:3000-3010.

Parks CM, Yonelinas AP. Moving beyond pure signal-de-
tection models: comment on Wixted (2007). Psychol Rev
2007;114:188-202.

Curran T, DeBuse C, Woroch B, Hirshman E. Combined
pharmacological and electrophysiological dissociation of fa-
miliarity and recollection. ] Neurosci 2006;26:1979-1985.

Jaeger A, Parente MAMP

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

Franga AI, Lemle M, Cagy M, Constant P, Infantosi AFC.
Discriminating among different types of verb-complement
merge in brazilian portuguese: an ERP study of morpho-
synthatic sub-processes. ] Neurolinguistics 2004;17:425-437.
Handy TC, Soltani M, Mangun GR. Perceptual load and
visuocortical processing: Event-related potential reveal sen-
sory-level selection. Psychol Sci 2001;3:213-218.

Pickering EC, Schweinberger SR. N200, N250r, and N400
event-related brain potentials reveal three loci of repetition
priming for familiar names. J Exp Psychol Learn Mem Cogn
2003;6:1298-1311.

Makeig S, Westerfield M, Jung TP, et al. Dynamic brain sourc-
es of visual evoked responses. Science 2002;295:690-693.
Smith APR, Dolan RJ, Rugg MD. Event-related potentials
correlates of the retrieval of emotional and nonemotional
context. ] Cogn Neurosci 2004;16:760-775.

Smith APR, Henson RN, Dolan R], Rugg MD. fMRI correlates
of the episodic retrieval of emotional contexts. Neuroimage
2004;22:868-878.

Sutton S, Braren M, Zubin J, John ER. Evoked-potentials cor-
relates of stimulus uncertainty. Science 1965;150:1187-1188.

Event-related potentials and memory retrieval 255



