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Despite a growing literature supporting the salutary effects of mindfulness meditation on emotion
regulation, the underlying mechanisms linking neural and subjective changes occurring during the
actual practice of meditation with emotion regulatory effects observed after meditation remains
virtually unexplored. The current study sought to address this gap in knowledge by testing the
hypothesis that adoption of internally-directed focused attention, indexed by increased alpha and
theta spectral power, during brief open monitoring (OM) mindfulness meditation predicts reduced
emotional reactivity, as measured by the late positive potential (LPP). Results revealed that the
OM meditation did not produce demonstrable differences in alpha and theta power but did increase
self-reported sleepiness relative to controls. Follow-up analyses showed that sleepiness uniquely
moderated the effect of meditation on the LPP, such that less sleepiness during meditation, but not
the control audio, corresponded to smaller LPPs to negative images. Change in theta, but not alpha
power, between meditation and rest was positively correlated with the LPP even after controlling
for sleepiness. Although the primary hypothesis was unsupported, the findings demonstrate that
phenomenological and neural changes occurring during OM meditation may modulate its subsequent
“off-the-cushion” effects on emotional reactivity.

Originating from a 2,500-year old Buddhist contemplative tradition, mindfulness has received increased interest
from people around the world. Although definitions of mindfulness vary across time and context!, one of the
most cited contemporary definitions of mindfulness refers to the adoption of a nonelaborative, nonjudgmental
awareness to present-moment experience®*. Driving its rising popularity, a rapidly growing body of research has
shown that adoption and training of mindfulness, and possessing higher dispositional levels of mindfulness, are
related to a wide array of benefits®.

A frequently cited benefit of mindfulness involves its salutary effects on emotion regulation®’, a core self-
regulatory ability involving modulation of the generation, experience, and expression of emotion®. Despite lay
and scientific consensus that mindfulness promotes healthy emotion regulation, little is known about how mind-
fulness confers its emotion regulatory effects. Research into this question is complicated by three factors. First,
emotion regulation is conceptualized as a complex dynamic process that unfolds over time*!°. Consequently,
mechanistic investigations of mindfulness-based emotion regulation may strongly benefit from employing meth-
odologies with temporal sensitivity. Second, mindfulness is a multi-faceted construct differentiable as a state, trait,
and mind-body training modality'"'2. Moreover, mindfulness as mind-body training is itself highly varied, rang-
ing from traditional sitting meditations to a panoply of didactic exercises and integrative interventions'>'*. This
construct heterogeneity complicates operationalization and challenges the ability to draw meaningful inferences
from experimental designs (e.g., discriminating the effects of state mindfulness from meditation). Third, one of
the most perplexing and obvious challenges in mindfulness research involves understanding how mindfulness
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training via meditative practice—arguably the most common form of mindfulness training—produces brain
changes that underlie emotional well-being. Despite its importance, surprisingly few studies have systematically
measured and tested how neural changes occurring during mindfulness meditation relate to “off-the-cushion”
emotion regulation. The purpose of the current study was to address these challenges by elucidating a plausible
mechanism that links meditative neural activity with emotional reactivity during a subsequent picture viewing
task.

The effects of mindfulness meditation on emotion regulation. The intersection between mindful-
ness meditation and emotion regulation has long been an area of considerable interest. Both traditional Buddhist
descriptions!'® and more recent theoretical accounts”!® suggest that mindfulness practice may confer emotional
benefits. Specifically, the training of present-centered attention and nonjudgmental acceptance of perceived
experience has been posited to be foundational towards the development of well-established emotion regulatory
skills such as metacognitive awareness'”!$, narrative self-deidentification'®, voluntary exposure?’, and distress
tolerance?!. Given that emotion dysregulation is a prototypic transdiagnostic feature of psychopathology, sys-
tematic investigations evaluating the effects and underlying mechanisms of mindfulness meditation on emo-
tional regulation hold significant clinical utility and public health relevance.

Indeed, meta-analytic studies support the emotion regulatory effects of mindfulness meditation in reducing
negative emotionality, anxiety, and neuroticism?’. Longitudinal mindfulness-based interventions (MBIs), which
combine didactic instruction with mindfulness meditation, have been shown to improve emotional well-being
across samples ranging from healthy students to clinical patients®. Experimental studies have also demonstrated
that both brief and extended mindfulness meditation practice: (1) lowers the intensity and frequency of negative
affect in response to negative situations®* and aversive stimuli*>?%; (2) decreases self-perceived difficulty in regulat-
ing emotions?; and (3) reduces cognitive interference and autonomic reactivity to emotional stimuli?®. Further,
trait mindfulness has been shown to be robustly correlated with measures of emotional well-being’. Given that
emotion regulation is an essential feature of mental health and normative functioning®, delineating the means
through which mindfulness confers its benefits to emotion regulation is crucial for identifying novel therapeu-
tic targets, streamlining effective interventions, and understanding the mind-brain relationship more broadly.

Research aimed at discerning the neural mechanisms of mindfulness-based emotion regulation has pre-
dominantly involved neuroimaging studies designed to identify pre-post changes in emotion processing brain
activation patterns as a function of mindfulness training. Multiple studies have associated mindfulness training
with increased prefrontal activation and reduced activation of the amygdala in response to emotional stimuli**-**.
Consequently, a popular working hypothesis is that mindfulness training promotes emotion regulation via
strengthening prefrontal cognitive control mechanisms that down-regulate affective processing regions***°. Inter-
estingly, this frontal-limbic activation pattern shares significant overlap with the neural correlates of cognitive
reappraisal, an emotion regulatory strategy involving semantic reinterpretation of emotional stimuli**-*%. Such
similarities challenge theoretical models that clearly differentiate mindfulness-based emotion regulation (obser-
vation and acceptance of emotions without control or action) from cognitive “top-down” regulation strategies
(antecedent-focused voluntary manipulation of affective input)®”'.

Adding further complexity, empirical support for the prefrontal control hypothesis has been equivocal. Holzel
and colleagues found an unexpected shift in the relationship between prefrontal and limbic activation®. Rather
than the increased prefrontal activity corresponding to deceased limbic activity typically observed during top-
down emotion regulation, Holzel et al.** reported decreased prefrontal and limbic activity in participants after
mindfulness training. Such activation patterns introduce the possibility that mindfulness training may promote
implicit (i.e., non-voluntary) emotion regulatory processes rather than voluntary down regulation. Moreover,
activation of frontal-limbic regions is not reliably detected and has been reported more often in samples of
beginning meditators relative to experienced meditators*’. These inconsistencies reflect two key limitations in
this line of work: (1) that voluntary engagement of state mindfulness as an active form of emotion regulation and
mindfulness meditation as a practice that implicitly attenuates emotional reactivity may constitute separate but
interrelated processes within the broader context of mindfulness training; (2) that although changes in regional
brain activity have been associated with mindfulness training, little can be inferred about how such changes
pertain to the actual process of emotion regulation.

The significance of temporality. Indeed, the inability to discern differences between mindfulness-based
emotion regulation and top-down regulation strategies at the neural spatial level has led some researchers to
posit that meaningful insights may instead lie in the temporal domain. One promising method to explore this
possibility is through using event-related potentials (ERPs), electrical scalp signals that measure stimulus-locked
neural activity with millisecond precision. Specifically, the late positive potential (LPP), a central-parietally max-
imal positive deflection that reaches peak amplitude approximately 300-800 ms after the onset of emotional
stimuli, is a well-studied visually evoked ERP measure of emotional processing that has been employed in a
variety of emotion regulation studies*"*2. The LPP is broadly thought to index the motivational significance
of visual stimuli such that its amplitude increases with the level of emotional arousal®*~*. Furthermore, source
localization efforts have linked the LPP to areas in the prefrontal cortex, insula, and amygdala, brain structures
of emotion processing that have consistently been implicated in studies of mindfulness and emotion*’. Early
time windows (300-1,000 ms) of the LPP are considered to reflect bottom-up attention allocation, whereas
later time windows (> 1,000 ms) have been demonstrated to index semantic processing and meaning making***.
Importantly, both time windows appear sensitive to different emotion regulation strategies**-*, and have been
shown to correlate with self-reported changes in emotional arousal®.
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Recent studies involving the LPP have yielded promising insights into the emotion regulatory properties
of mindfulness. Mindfulness has been broadly associated with reduced LPP responses to negative emotionally
evocative stimuli**>2. Sobolewski et al. employed a cross sectional design comparing experienced meditators
to non-meditating controls, finding smaller LPPs elicited by negative stimuli in mediators relative to controls®.
Complimenting these findings, Brown et al.*! found that higher dispositional mindfulness corresponded to
smaller LPP responses to both negative and positive high arousing stimuli, suggesting that trait mindfulness
attenuates broadband emotion processing of motivationally salient stimuli®'. In an experimental study comparing
brief open monitoring (OM) mindfulness meditation® with an active control, Lin et al.** found that meditation
prior to an affective picture viewing task produced a linear reduction in the difference between negative and
neutral LPPs across time®2. Consequently, Lin and colleagues’ findings suggested that brief mindfulness medita-
tion may reduce emotional reactivity—an integral component of emotion regulation commonly operational-
ized as the difference in responsivity between negative and neutral trials over time>>**. Further, the observed
attenuation of the LPP in meditating participants mirrored that of control participants with high dispositional
mindfulness, suggesting that the emotion regulatory effects associated with trait mindfulness can be acquired
through meditative practice. Critically, these findings converge to support the notion that both prolonged*® and
brief”> mindfulness meditation can engender trait-like attenuations to emotional processing occurring on the
order of milliseconds®>*",

Operationalizing the multiple facets of mindfulness. Collectively, these studies underscore the
importance of approaching mindfulness as a multi-faceted construct'!, showing that long-term meditative expe-
rience, brief meditation practice, and high trait mindfulness are all associated with reduced emotional reactivity.
In particular, the distinction between mindfulness as a meditative practice and as an inducible state of mind
is often unaccounted for in mindfulness-based emotion regulation studies—obfuscating the extent to which
detected effects are attributable to meditation training or on-task engagement of state mindfulness. Exemplify-
ing the utility of experimental ERP designs to answer prevailing questions about mindful emotion regulation,
Lin et al.> differentially operationalized mindfulness meditation and state mindfulness, finding that voluntary
engagement in state mindfulness (i.e., instructing participants to view the emotional stimuli mindfully) did not
produce demonstrable changes in emotional reactivity, nor did it moderate the effects of brief meditation®.
Instead, as previously mentioned, it was the practice of meditation itself, that lead to subsequent decreases in
emotional reactivity. In conjunction with Desbordes’ et al.*> observation that participants assuming an ordi-
nary non-mindful state after meditative training exhibited reduced amygdala activity to emotionally aversive
stimuli*?, these findings show that meditation, but not necessarily voluntary engagement of state mindfulness,
attenuated emotional reactivity. Indeed, mindfulness meditation in novice non-meditators appears to confer
implicit emotion regulatory effects and does not seem to promote explicit emotion regulation involving volun-
tary antecedent- or response-focused strategies®®. A critical implication of these findings is to shift investigative
attention toward the role of meditative practice—specifically to the link between the neural processes that occur
during mediation and the observed changes in emotion processing. In other words, it may be fruitful to extend
the aforementioned line of electrophysiological research by examining the extent to which meditative neural
changes relate to the emotion regulatory effects (i.e., reduced emotional reactivity) observed after meditation.

The unique role of meditative practice. Multiple conceptual process models have theorized that the
development of internally-directed nonreactive awareness during mindfulness meditation engenders its well-
documented benefits to emotional well-being'****. However, rigorous testing of these models is limited by the
extent that psychological states can be measured during meditation. One potential solution involves measuring
EEG neural oscillations—electrical scalp activity that occur at varying rhythmic frequencies. Neural oscillatory
activity within specific ranges of frequency (i.e., frequency bands) have been shown to reliably correspond to
a variety of psychological states and processes*>*. Importantly, a substantive line of research aimed at explor-
ing neural oscillations during mindfulness meditation have detected increased activity in the alpha (8-13 Hz)
and theta (4-8 Hz) frequency range. Critically, increased alpha and theta activity (also referred to as increased
alpha and theta power) during meditation have been collectively thought to index internally-directed focused
attention®8,

Although the functional significance of alpha oscillations has been subject to debate, one leading hypothesis
implicates enhanced alpha power in the engagement of internally-directed attention®*-*'. Supporting this view,
alpha power has been detected in non-meditative tasks requiring memory, imagination, mental imagery, and
inhibition of external stimulation®”%2-4, Theta power is widely considered a marker of executive attention, as
increases in theta power have been detected during cognitive tasks involving sustained attention®, attention
switching and orientation®, memory encoding®, and performance monitoring®®.

Interestingly, the concurrent presence of enhanced alpha and theta power during mindfulness meditation
parallels the Theravada Buddhist perspective that development of concentrated internally-directed attention
is vital to cultivating the cognitive and emotional benefits of meditation®. However, surprisingly few studies
have sought to relate meditative neural activity (e.g., alpha and theta power) to dependent measures of emotion
processing (e.g., self-reported emotional intensity, LPP, etc.)—creating a “black box” on what might be a fun-
damental level of analysis toward understanding the emotion regulatory properties of mindfulness meditation.

The purpose of the current study was therefore to elucidate a plausible mechanism linking neural oscillatory
activity during mindfulness meditation with “off-the-cushion” changes in emotional reactivity. Adapting the
experimental procedures described in Lin et al.*%, novice non-meditators were randomly assigned to complete
a guided audio mindfulness meditation or listen to a control audio (collectively referred to as audio induction)
prior to completing an affective picture viewing task®. Continuous EEG was recorded to measure alpha and

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

theta power during the audio induction, and the LPP during the subsequent picture viewing task. Heeding the
repeated calls to adopt a multimodal neuroscientific approach!-***>70, self-report measures of task compliance,
trait mindfulness, and state affect were collected in tandem with neurophysiological data.

In considering the validity of the study design, it must be acknowledged that completion of a brief guided
meditation exercise in novice non-meditators represents at best a “first exposure” to mindfulness training and
should not be conflated with a developed meditation practice. Single-session mindfulness manipulations involv-
ing novice samples are inherently limited, offering a circumscribed yet valuable glimpse into the psychological
and neural underpinnings of novel engagement with mindfulness meditation. Indeed, first exposures to mindful-
ness meditation very likely differ in both process and effect from established long-term practice, rendering unique
reasons to study them. Specifically, with the accelerating global popularity of MBIs, understanding how people
respond to mindfulness meditation for the first time may confer considerable practical value and clinical utility
insofar as such studies may yield measures that predict receptivity and responsivity to mindfulness interventions.

Moreover, to avoid misnomers and semantic ambiguity, we approach the term “mindfulness meditation”
from the purview of contemporary western medicine and psychological science while recognizing its historical
Buddhist influence. That is to say, mindfulness meditation is construed as a set of mental training practices that
is broadly separable into two distinct practices of OM and focused attention (FA; see Lutz et al.®), each of which
comprise a core component of modern MBIs”!. Importantly, the brief mindfulness induction employed in the
current study is by no means of the same as Buddhist contemplative training. We refer to our experimental
manipulation as a “meditation” to broaden accessibility and maintain semantic coherence with wider public
discourse, including other scholars within the increasingly interdisciplinary field of contemplative science.

With these caveats in mind, these measures were used to test the central hypothesis that changes in alpha and
theta power during meditation relative to rest, reflecting engagement of internally directed focused attention,
relates to reduced online emotional reactivity. It was predicted that: 1) meditation-naive participants randomized
to OM mindfulness meditation would exhibit increased alpha and theta power relative to control condition par-
ticipants; 2) participants assigned to the meditation condition would exhibit less emotional reactivity indexed by
reduced LPPs and self-reported negative affect; and 3) the predicted changes in meditative alpha and theta were
expected to correlate with the reductions in the LPP. Confirming these predictions would provide compelling
evidence that meditative-induced changes in alpha and theta contribute to reduced emotional reactivity across
multiple levels of analysis—thereby delineating a plausible mechanism for the salutary effects of mindfulness
meditation on emotion regulation.

Method

Participants. Two hundred and twelve female students were recruited from Michigan State University’s
Human Participation in Research subject pool for course credit (see power analyses described in the ‘Predic-
tions’ section). An all-female sample was recruited to minimize experimental confounds related to gender, and
to replicate the screening criteria of Lin et al.*?>. Importantly, previous studies have demonstrated that relative to
men, women exhibit higher arousal and a greater LPP response to negative stimuli’>’?, employ different emotion
regulatory strategies’, exhibit larger effects of emotion regulation’>’® and possibly respond differently to mind-
fulness meditation”’~”°. Furthermore, because women are more susceptible to mood and anxiety disorders®>*!
and are more likely to adopt a meditation practice®?, recruiting an all-female sample confers unique clinical and
practical value.

Prospective participants were screened for history of neurological illness and meditation experience. All
participants identified as novices, endorsing no prior meditative experience. Consented participants were ran-
domized to either a meditation (n=106) or control group (n=106) involving separate audio inductions. All
participants were naive to group assignments throughout the entire duration of the experiment. One participant
was excluded from all analyses due to having a hairstyle that restricted EEG data collection. The remaining two
hundred eleven participants (control: n= 106, meditation: n=105) had useable data for at least one task of inter-
est, comprising a final sample that ranged in age from 18 to 28 years old (M =19.20, SD = 1.34). The majority of
the sample identified as Caucasian/White (79.7%); the remaining participants identified as African American/
Black (6.9%), Asian (2%), Latino/Hispanic (3.8%), Bi-Racial/Multi-Racial (2.8%), or Other (1.5%).

To maximize data retention, degrees of freedom varied across analyses based on excluded participants. One
participant did not complete the questionnaire battery due to experimenter negligence. Six participants were
removed from analyses involving the resting task: five to excessive artifacts (i.e., more than 50% of total segments)
and one from loss of the data file. Three participants were removed from analyses involving the audio induction
due to excessive artifacts. Nine participants were excluded from analyses involving picture viewing due to exces-
sive artifacts that rendered fewer than 12 trials per valence condition (the minimum number of trials needed to
maintain reliability; see Moran et al.®*). Importantly, analyses involved a minimum of 94 participants per group
and a maximum of 104 participants per group, exceeding the minimum sample size needed for adequate power
(see ‘Predictions’ section below).

Procedural overview. The Institutional Review Board at Michigan State University approved all study
procedures (IRB #14-871) and all participants provided written informed consent prior to participation. Con-
sequently, the methods described herein were carried out in accordance with the relevant guidelines and regula-
tions. Immediately after consenting, participants completed a brief self-report questionnaire on negative state
affect (described in the ‘Measures’ section below). Upon completing the questionnaire, participants were fitted
with an electrode cap for EEG recording. Continuous EEG was recorded during completion of three sequential
tasks: (1) to measure baseline resting EEG as a means to account for individual differences in non-meditative
alpha and theta activity, all participants were instructed to close their eyes and sit quietly for 5 min; (2) partici-
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Figure 1. Diagram summarizing participant flow for recruitment, group assignment, and task procedures.
Note. NAS: negative affect scale; LPP: late positive potential.

pants were then randomly assigned to complete a guided audio meditation exercise or listen to a control audio
clip. To control for differences in EEG activity between eyes-closed and eyes-open conditions®, participants
were instructed to keep their eyes closed during the audio induction; (3) immediately following the induction,
participants completed an affective picture viewing task. Upon finishing the task, participants again completed
the questionnaire on negative state affect before completing a battery of self-report questionnaires and a manip-
ulation check measure (described in the ‘Measures” section below). See Fig. 1 for a visual flow diagram of the
task procedures. To address a separate research question, participants completed an arrow version of the Eriksen
Flanker task to conclude the study visit (these data are reported in Lin et al.*).

Tasks and materials.  Rest condition. Participants were encouraged to sit relaxed with arms and legs in a
comfortable position. Participants were then instructed to close their eyes but not fall asleep and sit quietly after
they heard a tone. After 5 min, participants heard the tone again to indicate the end of the task.

Audio induction. The meditation induction was comprised of a 20-min guided open monitoring (OM) medita-
tion exercise led by Steve Hickman from the University of San Diego Center for Mindfulness®. An OM medita-
tion, as opposed to focused attention (FA) meditation, was selected because of its unique emphasis on fostering
nonreactive awareness of arising internal experience—an ability that has been theorized to engender emotion
regulatory effects®**%”%8, The recording instructed participants to direct their attention inward, taking notice of
present-moment feelings, thoughts, and physical sensations in an open, nonjudgmental manner. Listeners were
directed to orient back to their breath when attention wavered.

The control condition involved an 18-min audio recording of a TED talk by the linguist Chris Lonsdale®.
The recording instructed participants on how to quickly acquire second language fluency. Importantly, the clip
was selected to match the duration, didactic style, gender, and speech of the guided meditation.

Picture viewing task. ~ Stimuli included 60 pictures taken from the International Affective Picture System (IAPS;
Lang et al.”). The images were selected and organized into two equal groups on valence and arousal ratings: 30
negative, high arousing pictures and 30 neutral, low arousing pictures. To maximize cross-study generalizability
and replicability, the images were identical to the ones presented in Lin et al.’2. As described previously™, the
stimuli were presented on a Pentium R Dual Core computer using E-Prime software (Psychology Software Tools,
Inc., Sharpsburg, PA, USA) to control the timing and duration of the images. Each image was displayed in color
on a 19” flat-screen LCD monitor approximately 41” from the participant.

On each trial, a white fixation cross (+) was presented at the center of the screen for 500 ms. A randomly
selected image was displayed on the entire screen for 5,000 ms. The inter-trial interval between image offset
and fixation onset varied randomly between 2000-4,000 ms. Presentation of the 60 non-repeating images were
divided into three blocks of 20 trials, with each block containing 10 negative and 10 neutral images.

Measures. Trait mindfulness. The 39-item Five-Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ)®, a psychomet-
rically validated scale that differentiates dispositional mindfulness into five facets, was used to check for baseline
differences in trait mindfulness between the experimental groups. Accounting for possible group differences in
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trait mindfulness is particularly important because high levels of trait mindfulness have been associated with
reduced emotional reactivity’*2 The five facets include: (a) observing, defined as noticing internal and external
experiences; (b) describing, defined as verbalization of internal experiences; (c) acting with awareness, defined
as attending to the present moment experience; (d) nonjudging, defined as adopting a non-evaluative perspec-
tive toward thoughts and feelings; and (e) nonreactivity, defined as allowing internal experiences to pass without
attachment or elaboration. Participants responded to each item using a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1
(never or rarely true) to 5 (very often or always true).

Negative state affect. The negative affect subscale (NAS) of the Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS)®>
was used to measure state negative affect. Participants responded to each of the 10 items using a 5-point Likert
scale ranging from 1 (very slightly or not at all) to 5 (very much), with higher scores indicating more distress and
experience of a particular negative emotion. The NAS exhibits strong psychometric properties and correlates
with other measures of psychological distress®. Participants were instructed to complete the NAS based on how
they felt in the present moment. The NAS was completed twice: once at the start of the experiment (pre-NAS)
and once immediately following picture viewing (post-NAS).

Manipulation check. Directly replicating Lin et al.*, a post-session manipulation check questionnaire was used

to assess for potential differences in participant engagement and reception to the experimental manipulation
and picture viewing task. Participants rated the extent to which they found the audio induction engaging, inter-
esting, and arousing (1 =not at all, 7 =very). Participants were also asked to indicate their level of comprehension
(1=did not understand, 7= completely understand), emotional reaction (1=very negative, 4=neutral, 7=very
positive) and whether they learned anything (1 =very little, 7= very much). For the picture viewing task, partici-
pants rated their overall engagement, interest, arousal (1=not at all, 7=very), and emotional reaction (1 =very
negative, 4= neutral, 7 =very positive). Specific degree of arousal (1=not at all, 7=very) to neutral and negative
pictures was also assessed.

Sleepiness. Because of the well-established relationship between sleepiness and alpha synchronization, in addi-
tion to previous research showing that novice meditators are particularly susceptible to sleepiness and drowsi-
ness during meditation®, participants were required to report their sleepiness (1 = feeling active, vital, alert, or
wide awake, 8 =1 fell asleep) during the 5-min resting task, audio induction, and picture viewing task separately
using the Stanford Sleepiness Scale®.

Electrophysiological recording and data reduction. As described in our previous studies®***, con-
tinuous EEG was recorded using active Ag/AgCl electrodes (BioSemi ActiveTwo) placed at the left and right
mastoids and 64 scalp sites per the modified 10-20 system. Electrodes placed on the left and right mastoids
served as a reference—the average activity of the mastoids was subtracted from each scalp site to isolate electri-
cal scalp activity. To remove ocular artifacts from the EEG data, the electrooculogram (EOG) activity generated
from eye movement and blinks was recorded from electrodes placed at the outer cathi of each eye, and above
(at site FP1) and below the left eye. The common-mode sense active electrode and the driven right-leg passive
electrode formed the ground during data acquisition. All signals were digitized at 1,024 Hz.

Offline analyses were performed using Brain Vision Analyzer 2 (BrainProducts, Gilching, Germany). The
EEG signals were re-referenced to the average of the left and right mastoids. Ocular artifacts were corrected using
the algorithm developed by Gratton et al.””. All signals were low-pass filtered at 20 Hz and high-pass filtered at
0.01 Hz. An artifact rejection algorithm was applied to automatically reject trials and segments containing exces-
sive movement, facial muscle activity, sweat, and other physiological artifacts based on the following criteria: a
voltage step of more than 50 uV between sample points, a voltage difference of more than 400 uV within 200 ms
intervals, voltage exceeding + 200 uV, and a maximum voltage difference of less than 0.50 uV within 1,000 ms
intervals.

Power spectral analysis. The EEG recorded during rest and the audio induction was partitioned into 2-s
epochs. A fast Fourier transform (FFT), used to convert the data from the temporal to frequency domain, was
then applied to all artifact-free epochs after the data was weighted with a hamming window that tapers the distal
10% of each epoch. The data was then averaged across epochs and integrated spectral power was computed for
the alpha (8-13 Hz) and theta (4-8 Hz) frequency bands. Following the regional division outlined in Lagopoulos
et al.?, spectral power at each electrode site was averaged across 3 regions of interest (ROIs) across the scalp-
frontal (F8, F6, F4, F2, Fz, F1, F3, F5, F7, AF8, AF4, AFz, AF3, AF7, Fp2, Fpz, Fpl, FT8, FC6, FC4, FC2, FCz,
FCl, FC3, FC5, FT7), temporal-central (T8, C6, C4, C2, Cz, Cl, C3, C5, T7, TP8, CP6, CP4, CP2, CPz, CPI,
CP3, CP5, TP7), and posterior (P10, P8, P6, P4, P2, Pz, P1, P3, P5, P7, P9, PO8, PO4, POz, PO3, PO7, 02, Oz,
01, Iz). All values were log transformed to normalize their distribution. Difference values between the audio
induction and rest were computed to capture within-subject changes in alpha and theta power (henceforth
referred to as meditative alpha and meditative theta, respectively).

Picture viewing analysis. For the picture viewing task, EEG epochs of 5,200 ms (200 ms baseline) were
extracted from the continuous data file for analysis. Consistent with prior work®>*, the LPP was partitioned
based on early and late time windows in order to examine the effects of the experimental manipulation on early
automatic attention and later semantic processing, respectively. Adapting the parameters specified in Lin et al.*,
the electrophysiological activity during the early window was termed the early maximal LPP and quantified as
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the average voltage across the 500-900 ms time window (+200 ms from which the LPP was maximally positive
[700 ms]). The late window response was termed the late sustained LPP and quantified as the average voltage
across successive 1,000 ms time windows ranging from 1,000 to 5,000 ms post-stimulus onset. The LPP was
calculated at the electrode site Pz, where its amplitude was maximal. Importantly, the data reduction strategy
(i.e., baseline, time window, and electrode selection) was determined a priori based on previous work and never
altered for re-analysis or exploratory means. Consistent with established guidelines'®, the rationale driving our
approach was to maintain methodological continuity, reduce chance of type 1 error, and enhance cross-study
generalizability.

Predictions. First, we predicted that there would be no baseline group differences in measures of trait mind-
fulness, negative state affect, and sleepiness across the tasks; participant responses to the manipulation check
was expected to replicate Lin et al.>.. FEMQ, pre-NAS, sleepiness ratings, and manipulation check responses
were submitted to independent-samples t-tests with Group (meditation, control) as a between-subject variable.
Given that the audio induction and manipulation check items were identical to Lin et al.*?, manipulation check
responses were expected to replicate. Namely, that participants would rate the control audio to be more interest-
ing and endorse learning more relative to the guided meditation. Other ratings on the manipulation check were
not expected to differ by group.

Second, we predicted that alpha and theta power would increase during the audio induction relative to rest for
meditation participants but not controls. Log-transformed alpha and theta values were subjected to two separate
2 Task (audio, rest) X 3 ROI (frontal, temporal-central, posterior) repeated measures ANOVAs (rANOVAs) with
Group (meditation, control) as a between-subject factor. Based on prior research™, a significant Task X Group
interaction was expected such that both alpha and theta were predicted to uniquely increase during the audio
induction from rest in the meditation relative to control group. Because regional differences in meditative alpha
and theta vary across studies?®!?'~1%%, no specific predictions regarding interactions involving ROI were made.
Independent-sample t-tests were also used to directly compare the log-transformed band power between the
audio inductions (i.e., alpha and theta power during meditation vs. control). It was expected that meditating
participants would exhibit greater alpha and theta power relative to non-meditating controls. A power analy-
sis using an aggregate effect size (d=0.93 for alpha, d=1.21 for theta) from previous studies involving novice
meditators'*2-1% indicated that a minimum sample of 12 participants was needed to detect the within-subject
increase in alpha power between meditation and rest with a power of 0.80. However, because the current study
involved an active control group, a power analysis using a conservative effect size estimate of 4=0.30 indicated
that a minimum sample of 90 total participants was needed to detect the predicted interaction with a power of
0.80.

Third, we predicted that there would be reduced LPP responses and lower ratings of negative state affect in
the meditation but not control group. The primary LPP analysis consisted of two rANOVAs. The early maxi-
mal LPP was submitted to a 2 Valence (negative, neutral) one-factor rANOVA with Group (meditation, con-
trol) as a between-subject factor. The late sustained LPP was submitted to a 2 Valence (negative, neutral) X 4
Time (1,000-2000, 2000-3,000, 3,000-4,000, 4,000-5,000 ms) rANOVA with Group (meditation, control) as a
between-subject factor. Main and interactive effects involving Time and Valence were analyzed using within-
subject contrasts. Greenhouse-Geisser corrections were applied to p-values associated with multiple df repeated
measures comparisons when appropriate. Based on previous work®»!?’, the manipulation was not expected to
modulate the early maximal LPP. However, given that the early maximal LPP is negatively correlated with trait
mindfulness and meditation experience®-2, it was possible that the increased sample size of the current study
could reveal early LPP attenuation in the meditation relative to the control group. Seeking to replicate Lin et al.*2,
it was predicted that there would be a significant Time X Valence X Group interaction, such that the difference
in LPP amplitude by valence would decrease linearly over time for the meditation but not for the control group.
Similarly, an rANOVA involving Time (pre, post) as the within-subject factor and Group (meditation, control)
as a between-subject factor was conducted to test the prediction that the difference between post- and pre-NAS
would be smaller in the meditation group relative to controls. A power analysis using the Lin et al.”* effect size
(d=0.46) indicated that a sample of 48 total participants (24 per group) was needed to detect this effect with a
power of 0.80.

Lastly, predicted increases in meditative alpha and theta (prediction 2) were expected to relate to smaller
differences between the LPP response to negative and neutral stimuli (prediction 3). Importantly, these rela-
tionships were expected to be evidenced in only the meditation but not control group via a Fisher r-to-z test of
independent correlations. This would demonstrate that meditation-induced changes in alpha and theta power
predict attenuation of emotion reactivity. Due to the novelty of this analysis (to our knowledge, no study has
examined relationships between meditative neural oscillatory activity with the LPP), a power analysis using a
medium effect size estimate (q=0.37) suggested that a sample of 188 participants (94 per group) was needed to
detect the proposed effect with a power of 0.80. Because this analysis required the most participants, a total of 188
participants were selected as the minimum target sample size. Given that previous studies relating alpha power
with measures of emotional arousal (self-report arousal'®; self-report arousal and LPP'?®) yielded an aggregate
effect size of r=0.47, the effect estimate was a relatively conservative approximation.

Results

Prediction 1: baseline trait mindfulness, NAS, manipulation check, and sleepiness. Descrip-
tive statistics of questionnaire measures and manipulation check responses by group are presented in Tables 1
and 2, respectively. Importantly, there were no group differences in dispositional mindfulness (five factors, over-
all), or pre-experiment negative affect (¢s <|1.38|, ps>0.169).
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Control N=106 Meditation N=104

Variable Range | M SD Range | M SD

FFMQ overall 86-175 | 124.83 | 17.62 | 86-165 |124.15 | 16.79
FFMQ observe 11-37 2547 | 537 |17-40 2648 | 522
FFMQ describe 9-36 26.25 542 | 12-38 26.08 | 5.69
FFMQ acting with awareness 10-39 27.40 594 | 12-39 26.44 5.72
FFMQ nonjudgment 9-38 25.71 7.12 | 10-38 25.44 6.47
FFMQ nonreactivity 11-34 20.00 | 4.52 |12-30 19.71 3.94
NAS pre-experiment 10-28 11.96 | 3.25 |10-30 11.89 | 2.77
NAS post-experiment 10-42 15.11 542 | 10-41 16.01 5.96
Sleepiness rest 1-7 3.66 141 | 1-6 3.52 1.45
Sleepiness audio 1-6 3.79 142 |1-7 4.35 1.48
Sleepiness picture viewing 1-6 1.90 1.09 | 1-5 1.70 0.92

Table 1. Means and SD of self-report battery by group. FFMQ five factor mindfulness questionnaire (high
scores indicate higher levels of dispositional mindfulness, overall score computed as average of all items); NAS
negative affect scale (higher scores indicate greater negative state affect).

Control Meditation

N=106 N=104
Variable Range | M SD | Range |M SD
Audio engagement 1-7 423 | 142 |1-7 4.18 | 1.59
Audio interest 1-7 454 |1.63 |1-7 3.56 | 1.66
Audio emotional reaction 2-7 476 |1.00 |1-7 4.48 | 1.06
Audio arousal 1-6 3.13 | 153 |1-6 2.80 |1.52
Audio understanding 1-7 537 | 142 |1-7 5.44 | 1.60
Audio learning 1-7 4.65 | 1.39 |1-6 3.52 | 141
Picture viewing engagement 1-7 593 128 |2-7 594 |1.13
Picture viewing interest 1-7 507 (132 |1-7 516 |1.31
Picture viewing neutral arousal 1-7 262 |1.62 |1-7 295 | 1.52
Picture viewing negative arousal 1-7 540 |1.94 |1-7 512 | 1.94
Picture viewing overall arousal 1-7 475 |1.65 |1-7 475 |1.72
Picture viewing emotional reaction 1-6 290 |1.19 |1-6 2.78 | 1.21

Table 2. Means and SD of manipulation check ratings by group. Audio emotional reaction (lower scores
below 4 indicate more negative emotional response, higher scores above 4 indicate more positive emotional
response); Picture viewing emotional reaction ((lower scores below 4 indicate more negative emotional
response, higher scores above 4 indicate more positive emotional response).

Replicating Lin et al.*?, independent-samples t-tests comparing participant responses to the audio recording

revealed group differences in interest (#(1, 208) =4.31, p<0.001), and learning (#(1, 208) =5.85, p <0.001), such
that participants who listened to the control audio rated the induction as more interesting (controls: M =4.54,
SD=1.63, meditation: M =3.56, SD=1.66), and endorsed learning more (controls: M=4.65, SD =1.39, medita-
tion: M=3.52, SD=1.41). The groups also differed slightly in emotional response (#(1, 208) =1.99, p=0.048), such
that participants reacted more positively to the control audio (M =4.76, SD=1.00) than the guided meditation
(M=4.48, SD=1.01). Importantly, there were no differences in engagement, arousal, or understanding (¢s <|1.59|,
ps>0.113), suggesting that participants approached the inductions with equal levels of engagement and compre-
hension. Comparing participant responses to the picture viewing task yielded no group differences. Specifically,
there were no differences in engagement, interest, arousal, and overall emotional response (¢s <|1.52|, ps>0.131).

Lastly, comparing participant ratings of sleepiness across tasks yielded an unexpected group difference during
only the audio induction (#(1, 208) =2.77, p=0.006), such that participants reported higher levels of sleepiness
during the guided meditation (M =4.35, SD =1.48) relative to the control audio (M =3.79, SD=1.42). Sleepiness
did not differ between groups during the rest or picture viewing task (¢s <|1.40|, ps>0.164). This constellation of
sleepiness ratings suggested that the guided meditation may have induced sleepiness and counters the possibility
of a baseline group difference in overall sleepiness.

Importantly, sleepiness has been shown to modulate both alpha and theta activity'!?. Therefore, increased
sleepiness during the guided meditation could have confounded alpha and theta power, and potentially obfus-
cated the testing of both the expected effect (i.e., reduced LPP) and hypothesized neural mechanism. Moreover,
a difference in sleepiness between the experimental conditions may provide a compelling alternative explanation
to the findings of Lin et al.*?, such that increased sleepiness induced during the guided meditation, rather than
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Control rest: N=102, Meditation rest: N=103,

Induction: N=104 Induction: N=104
Variable Range M SD | Range M SD
Rest alpha frontal 0.18-1.06 |0.57 [0.21 |0.17-1.42 |0.61 |0.24
Rest alpha temporal-central 0.18-1.26 |0.64 |0.24 |0.17-1.41 |0.68 |0.25
Rest alpha posterior 0.24-1.61 |0.85 |0.32 |0.18-1.58 |0.89 |0.31
Induction alpha frontal 0.18-1.14 |0.55 |0.21 |0.15-1.41 |0.58 |0.23
Induction alpha temporal-central | 0.14-1.25 | 0.60 | 0.24 | 0.18-1.39 | 0.62 |0.24
Induction alpha posterior 0.17-1.56 |0.77 |0.31 |0.20-1.57 |0.79 |0.29
Rest theta frontal 0.32-.70 0.49 [0.07 |0.34-.69 0.50 |0.07
Rest theta temporal-central 0.27-.70 0.49 |0.08 |0.29-.70 0.50 |0.08
Rest theta posterior 0.18-.72 0.49 |0.09 |0.25-.71 0.51 |0.08
Induction theta frontal 0.50-1.26 |0.72 |0.13 |0.50-1.30 |0.71 |0.13
Induction theta temporal-central 0.50-1.20 |0.70 |0.13 |0.51-1.25 |0.69 |0.13
Induction theta posterior 0.49-1.15 ]0.69 |0.13 |0.50-1.23 |0.69 |0.13

Table 3. Means and SD of log-transformed alpha and theta values as function of task, site, and group. Values
are log-transformed from power spectral density at alpha (8-13 Hz) and theta (4-8 Hz) frequency ranges.

the actual practice of meditation, moderated the LPP. To adequately address these possibilities, mean-centered
audio induction sleepiness ratings were entered as a continuous predictor in the proposed rANOVAs (predictions
2 and 3) and partialled as a control variable in the planned correlations between meditative neural oscillatory
activity and the LPP (prediction 4). When significant effects of sleepiness ratings were detected, follow-up cor-
relational analyses were conducted to aid in interpretation of results.

Prediction 2: alpha and theta power during rest and audio induction. Descriptive statistics of
alpha and theta values are presented in Table 3. To check for baseline differences in resting state alpha and theta
power, log-transformed alpha and theta values across ROI (frontal, temporal-central, posterior) were submitted
to a one-way ANOVA with Group as a between-subject factor. As expected, no group differences emerged across
any region for alpha or theta power during rest (Fs<2.40, ps>0.123).

Alpha. Consistent with the literature comparing alpha power during rest relative to active situations, a main
effect of Task emerged (F(1, 197) =104.86, p <0.001, #°,=0.35), such that alpha power, collapsed across sites, was
greater during rest (M =0.70, SD=0.25) than audio induction (M =0.64, SD =0.24, t(200) =8.80, p <0.001). Also
in line with the well-established link between sleepiness and enhanced alpha power, this main effect was quali-
fied by a significant Task X Sleepiness interaction (F(1, 197) =15.29, p <0.001, #°,=0.07), such that the difference
in alpha power between rest and induction was smaller as induction sleepiness increased (r=-0.28, p<0.001).
There was also a main effect of ROI (F(1.31, 257.98) =410.32, p < 0.001, 1?,=0.68), such that irrespective of task,
alpha power increased linearly from frontal to posterior regions of the scalp (F(1, 197);,=440.81, p<0.001,
#?p=0.69; see Table 3 for mean values). These main effects were qualified by a significant Task X ROI interac-
tion (F(1.49, 292.88) =131.61, p<0.001, #°,=0.40), such that the effect of ROI was greater during rest relative to
audio induction (i.e., the magnitude of alpha power increase from frontal to posterior regions was larger during
rest than audio induction; F(1, 197)y;,x = 162.67, p<0.001, %%,=0.45). Contrary to predictions, there were no
significant interactions involving Group (Fs<0.39, ps>0.589). Similarly, the independent-samples t-tests com-
paring alpha power between meditation and control audio without accounting for rest did not yield significant
group differences across any region (ts<|.92|, ps>0.361).

Theta. Again, consistent with a multitude of past studies showing increased theta during more cognitively
demanding tasks relative to rest, an expected main effect of Task emerged (F(1, 197)=1696.49, p<0.001,
#°p=0.90), such that theta power, collapsed across sites, was greater during the audio induction (M=0.70,
SD=0.12) than rest (M =0.50, SD=0.08, #(200) =41.65, p<0.001). There was also a main effect of ROI (F(1.29,
253.71)=14.77, p<0.001, #°,=0.06), such that collapsing across task, theta power was greatest at the frontal
(M=0.60, SD=0.10) region relative to both temporal-central (M=0.59, SD=0.10; #(200) =4.60, p<0.001) and
posterior (M=0.59, SD=0.10; #(200)=3.73, p<0.001) regions; whereas theta power at temporal-central and
posterior regions did not differ (#(200)=1.27, p=0.206). These main effects were qualified by a significant Task
X ROl interaction (F(1.25,252.41) =53.64, p<0.001, #%,=0.21), such that whereas theta power differed across all
regions during the audio induction (#s>]3.02|, ps<0.003; highest at the frontal region [M=0.71, SD=0.13], fol-
lowed by temporal-central [M=0.69, SD=0.13], and posterior [M=0.68, SD=0.13], respectively), theta power
did not differ by region during the rest task (ts <|1.27|, ps>0.206). No other significant main or interactive effects
emerged, including those involving Group (Fs <1.84, ps>0.176). Independent samples t-tests comparing theta
power between meditation and control audio without accounting for rest did not yield significant group differ-
ences across any region (ts <|.26|, ps>0.797). Together, these results did not support the prediction that medita-
tion would uniquely enhance theta power relative to controls.
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Figure 2. LPP waveforms and topographic head map of all participants. Note. Stimulus-locked grand average
waveforms depicting the LPP (left). Grand average waveforms are computed by averaging each participant’s
waveforms across negative (dark line) and neutral (grey line) trials at electrode site Pz, and then averaging across
all participants. Time 0 represents the onset of the stimulus. Head map provides scalp topography of difference
in response amplitude between negative and neutral trials across the 1,000-5,000 time ms window (right).

Prediction 3: effects of audio induction on LPP and NAS ratings. Grand averaged ERP waveforms
across all participants are presented in Fig. 2. ERP waveforms and amplitudes across the two experimental con-
ditions are presented in Fig. 3 and Table 4, respectively.

Early maximal LPP.  As expected, a main effect of Valence emerged (F(1, 196) =326.65, p<0.001, 7?p=0.63),
such that negative stimuli elicited larger LPP amplitudes (M ="7.20, SD=6.60) than neutral stimuli (M=-0.20,
SD=5.63). Consistent with Lin et al.>?, there was no significant Valence X Group interaction (F(1, 196)=1.06,
p=0.305, 4?,<0.01) or any interactions involving Sleepiness (Fs <0.13, ps>0.717).

Late sustained LPP.  For the late sustained LPP, there were main effects of Valence (F(1, 196) =32.73, p<0.001,
#°p=0.14) and Time (F(1.54, 301.65) =47.17, p <0.001, #°,=0.19), such that the LPP was more positive for nega-
tive stimuli, but reduced in positivity linearly over time irrespective of stimulus valence (F(1, 196);;,=57.61,
p<0.001, #2,=0.23). These main effects were qualified by a Time X Valence interaction (F(1.59, 311.19)=6.94,
p=0.003, #%,=0.03), such that the difference in LPP amplitude by stimulus valence diminished linearly over time
(F(1, 196)jx1in = 8.55, p=0.004, 1?5, =0.04). Notably, the main effect of Valence was also qualified by a three-way
Valence X Group X Sleepiness interaction (F(1, 196) =3.78, p=0.053, #°,=0.02; see Fig. 4). No other significant
interactions emerged (Fs <2.62, ps>0.087).

To parse the three-way Valence X Group X Sleepiness interaction, Time was collapsed across Valence and the
data was split by Group. To test whether the interaction between Sleepiness and Valence differed as a function of
Group, follow-up correlational analyses involving Fisher r-to-z tests were conducted to compare the relationship
between sleepiness and the LPP at each valence across groups. Analyses revealed a significant positive correlation
between sleepiness ratings and the LPP on negative (r=0.25, p=0.014, 95% CI [0.05, 0.45]) but not neutral trials
(r=0.11, p=0.290, 95% CI [-0.09, 0.31]) in the meditation group. In contrast, sleepiness ratings were unrelated to
the LPP on neither neutral (r=0.07, p=0.473, 95% CI [-0.13, 0.27]) nor negative trials (r=-0.10, p=0.313, 95% CI
[-0.30, 0.10]) in the control group. Critically, the Fisher r-to-z tests yielded a significant group difference in only
the correlation between sleepiness and the negative LPP (z=|2.45|, p=0.014), but not the neutral LPP (z=|.24],
p=0.81). Put more simply, less sleepiness during the guided meditation was uniquely related to the predicted
smaller LPP on negative trials; see Fig. 4 for waveforms separated by group and sleepiness.

NAS ratings. 'The rANOVA yielded a main effect of Time (F(1, 206) =135.41, p<0.001, #°,=0.40), such that
across the entire sample, NAS ratings increased from pre (M=11.93, SD=3.02) to post (M=15.56, SD=5.70,
£(209) =11.35, p<0.001). Contrary to expectations, however, there were no significant interactions involving
Group or Sleepiness (F<3.29, ps>0.07).

Prediction 4: relationships between audio induction neural oscillatory activity and LPP. Con-
trary to predictions, meditative alpha, across all regions, was not related to either the early (rs<0.16, ps>0.122)
or late sustained LPP (rs<0.12, ps>0.236). No significant correlations emerged in the control condition (early
LPP: rs<|.15|, ps>0.142; late sustained LPP: rs<|.07|, ps>0.506).
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Figure 3. LPP waveforms and topographic head map by experimental group. Note. Stimulus-locked grand
average waveforms depicting the LPP for control (top left) and meditation (bottom left) groups. Grand average
waveforms are computed by averaging each participant’s waveforms across negative (dark line) and neutral
(grey line) trials at electrode site Pz, and then averaging across group participants. Time 0 represents the onset
of the stimulus. Head map provides scalp topography of difference in response amplitude between negative and
neutral trials across the 1,000-5,000 ms time window.

Control N=100 Meditation N=101

Valence by ERP window | Range M SD | Range M SD

Neutral 500-900 ms -19.65t017.95 | -0.03 |551 |-12.84t015.73 |-0.35 |574
Negative 500-900 ms —16.40 to 20.94 7.79 |6.15 | —20.52t026.34 6.73 | 7.08
Neutral 1,000-2000 ms —16.21t018.48 023 [543 |-13.00t016.04 | -0.33 |5.30
Negative 1,000-2000 ms -15.13t0 15.72 527 |595 | -13.22t023.43 3.73 |7.02
Neutral 2000-3,000 ms —19.60 to 20.65 026 |6.59 |-1494t011.78 | -0.79 |6.00
Negative 2000-3,000 ms —23.69 to 20.37 4.89 |7.58 |-21.43t020.93 3.06 |8.04
Neutral 3,000-4,000 ms -23.19t017.74 | -059 |7.05 |-1428t015.27 |-1.15 |6.42
Negative 3,000-4,000 ms —23.92t020.32 345 |8.17 |-20.14to021.01 1.56 |8.15
Neutral 4,000-5,000 ms -25.06t018.04 | -197 |781 |-2641to14.74 |-1.92 |7.28
Negative 4,000-5,000 ms —23.75t020.41 221 |835 |-19.65t020.22 0.27 |8.27
Neutral 1,000-5,000 ms -20.52t016.63 |-0.52 |6.14 |-13.87t012.79 |-1.05 |5.67
Negative 1,000-5,000 ms —21.62t018.33 395 |7.08 |-16.42to018.64 2.16 |7.50

Table 4. Means and SD for the Late Positive Potential (LPP) by group. Values are in microvolts (uV) extracted
from electrode site Pz and time-locked to stimulus onset.

Unexpectedly, meditative theta exhibited significant positive correlations with the early LPP across all three
regions (frontal: r=0.26, p=0.010, 95% CI [0.07, 0.47]; temporal-central: r=0.25, p=0.013, 95% CI [0.06, 0.46];
posterior: r=0.25, p=0.015, 95% CI [0.05, 0.45]), such that higher meditative theta was associated with a larger
negative-neutral difference in the early LPP response. Meditative theta was not however significantly correlated
with the late sustained LPP across frontal (r=0.19 p=0.068, 95% CI [-0.01, 0.39]), temporal-central (r=0.19,
p=0.062, 95% CI [-0.01, 0.39]), and posterior sites (r=0.19, p=0.062, 95% CI [-0.01, 0.39]). In contrast, no
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Figure 4. LPP waveforms and topographic head map by experimental group and sleepiness. Note. Stimulus-
locked grand average waveforms depicting the LPP for control (left column) and meditation (right column)
groups by high (top row) and low (bottom row) sleepiness separated by median split. Grand average waveforms
are computed by averaging each participant’s waveforms across negative (dark line) and neutral (grey line) trials
at electrode site Pz, and then averaging across group participants. Time 0 represents the onset of the stimulus.
Head map provides scalp topography of difference in response amplitude between negative and neutral

trials across the 1,000-5,000 ms time window. Less sleepiness during the guided meditation, but not control
condition, was uniquely related to a smaller LPP on negative trials.

significant correlations emerged in the control condition for the early LPP (rs <0.08, ps >0.449) or late sustained
LPP (rs <0.13, ps>0.230). Comparing correlations between groups using Fisher r-to-z transformations yielded
trending but nonsignificant differences for the early LPP (frontal: z=|1.52|, p=0.129, temporal-central: z=|1.32|,
p=0.187, posterior: z=|1.18|, p=0.238), and no difference for the late sustained LPP (frontal: z=|.77|, p=0.441,
temporal-central: z=|.57|, p=0.569, posterior: z=|.46|, p=0.646) across the three regions. See Table 5 for full
correlation tables. Although the directionality of the relationships was inconsistent with what was predicted, the
observed correlations between meditative theta and the LPP nonetheless suggest that theta oscillatory activity
may be a promising neural marker of OM meditation in predicting its subsequent effects on emotional reactivity.

Discussion

The present study sought to advance understanding of the emotion regulatory effects of mindfulness meditation.
Specifically, it aimed to discern whether brain changes occurring during meditation reflect mechanisms through
which mindfulness meditation confers its “off-the-cushion” benefits to emotion regulation. Toward this end,
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Control 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Early LPP -

2. Late LPP 0.61** | -

3. Alpha frontal -015 |-007 |-

4. Alpha temporal-central | —0.09 | -0.03 | 0.86** |-

5. Alpha posterior —-0.02 |0.05 0.69** | 0.84* | -

6. Theta frontal 0.05 0.08 0.34*% 1 0.11 -0.05 |-

7. Theta temporal-central 0.07 0.11 0.24* 0.11 -0.02 |0.89** |-

8. Theta posterior 0.08 0.13 0.27** 1 0.19 0.13 0.75%% 10.92%*¢ | -
Meditation 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Early LPP -

2. Late LPP 0.73** | -

3. Alpha frontal 0.16 0.12 -

4. Alpha temporal-central | 0.06 0.05 0.82%% | -

5. Alpha posterior 0.03 0.02 0.74° 10.88* | -

6. Theta frontal 0.26* 0.19 0.40** | 0.28** |0.14 -

7. Theta temporal-central 0.25* | 0.19 0.28** | 0.26** | 0.14 0.92%*% | -

8. Theta posterior 0.25* 0.19 0.27** 1 0.29** 10.19 0.85% 096 | -

Table 5. Partial correlations controlling for sleepiness among early LPP, late LPP, and change in neural
oscillatory activity (audio induction minus rest) separated by group. Early LPP and late LPP quantified as the
average difference in response amplitude between negative and neutral trials across the 500-900 and 1,000
5,000 time ms windows, respectively; Alpha and theta values computed as difference in log-transformed power
spectral density between audio induction and rest (* p <0.05, ** p<0.01).

the study leveraged a multimodal experimental approach adapted from Lin et al.** to test four predictions: (1)
there would be no baseline group differences in trait and state measures and that participant responses on the
manipulation check would replicate Lin et al.*% (2) participants who engaged in guided mindfulness meditation
would uniquely exhibit increased alpha and theta power during meditation relative to rest; (3) meditation would
produce less emotional reactivity (LPP) and self-reported negative affect (NAS ratings); and (4) the predicted
changes in alpha and theta power during meditation would correlate with the predicted reductions in the LPP.
Critically, results revealed mixed support for these respective predictions insofar that: (1) with the key excep-
tion of sleepiness during the audio manipulation, there were no notable group differences in any of the baseline
trait and state measures or manipulation check responses; (2) there were no group differences in alpha or theta
power; (3) self-reported sleepiness during the audio manipulation moderated the predicted effect of meditation
in reducing LPP amplitude, but NAS ratings did not differ by group; (4) increased theta power, but not alpha
power, between meditation and rest was related to larger LPP amplitudes. Collectively, our findings provide an
empirical demonstration that subjective states of vigilance (i.e., sleepiness) and neural activity (i.e., theta power)
during the actual practice of OM meditation may influence its subsequent “off-the-cushion” effects on emotional
reactivity in one of the largest novice non-meditator samples to date.

Main analyses and predicted outcomes. Neural oscillatory activity during OM meditation. Unexpect-
edly, the guided meditation did not produce demonstrable differences in alpha or theta power relative to the
control audio even after accounting for sleepiness. This null finding is inconsistent with previous suggestions
that mindfulness meditation produces increased alpha and theta power relative to rest®!!!. The absence of this
effect in the current study signals the need for careful evaluation regarding the boundary conditions undergird-
ing the ability to detect the spectral power effects reported in the mindfulness literature. Toward this end, three
prescriptive factors long noted in critical reviews of contemplative science appear pertinent to consider: medita-
tion experience, training duration, and meditative technique!1>3>112113,

Indeed, the ability to detect change in meditative neural oscillatory activity may depend on the meditation
experience of the sample, and or the frequency and duration of meditative training. Therefore, one parsimoni-
ous consideration is that the design parameters of the study (i.e., one 20-min session of meditation with novice
participants) may have been insufficient in both frequency and duration to produce group-level differences in
alpha and theta power. This possibility is in line with Tang et al.'!! recent proposal that meditative alpha and theta
activity are moderated by progressive stages of mastery, where the early stage (of which our sample undoubtedly
falls) involves minimal alpha and theta activity but is instead predominated by beta activity reflective of mind
wandering and effortful control. Alpha and theta synchronization is then thought to accompany the transition
to later stages, as practitioners strengthen concentration and expend less effort to maintain internal awareness.

Along these lines, a study-by-study reexamination of Lomas et al.*® systematic review revealed that only
three of twelve studies reporting increased meditative alpha'®>!*!'* and three of fourteen studies reporting
increased meditative theta'®>1°>!!> were comprised of novices completing a single session of meditation; the rest
involved advanced practitioners or weeks-long training intervals. Although this pattern does not demonstrate
that mindfulness meditation is unrelated to alpha and theta power in novice meditators, it nonetheless constitutes
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a valuable observation to inform future work. It also must be noted that very few studies to date have compared
within-subject changes in meditative oscillatory activity to an active control group (none of the novice studies
cited above employed controls; but see Baijal and Srinivasan''® for a controlled study involving experienced
meditators), challenging the extent to which reported changes reflect unique properties of meditation or, as the
current findings suggest, reflect non-meditative components of the task (e.g., listening to an instructive audio
with eyes closed). Indeed, without a control group, we likely would have interpreted our data as a demonstration
of an effect of meditation. Consequently, we strongly advocate the incorporation of active control conditions in
future studies as a foundational step toward parsing apart these competing possibilities.

Moreover, nuanced but potentially meaningful variation in meditation technique may differentially influ-
ence meditative alpha and theta power. Strikingly, all but one of the aforementioned studies reporting increased
meditative alpha and theta in novice practitioners involved a variant of breath focused meditation!'®-105114,
Explicit instructions to monitor the breath via counting or biofeedback manipulation, as opposed to open moni-
toring of arising experience (as instructed in the present study) may preferentially recruit performance moni-
toring of sustained attention to a preselected target object!!”—a process that is known to elicit alpha and theta
synchronization®*''8, Because breath focus is conceptualized as a form of FA meditation®'"®, our null finding is a
reminder that although FA and OM meditation are often subsumed under the term mindfulness meditation, each
may involve unique neural and functional properties®®!17120121 Therefore, it may be prudent to carefully consider
these distinctions during the design of future mindfulness meditation studies. Along these lines, a potentially
fruitful follow-up study is to directly compare alpha and theta power during FA and OM meditation in novices.

In sum, our findings suggest that the functional significance of meditative alpha and theta is rife with nuance
and in need of further clarification. In carrying out this work, it is important to recognize the general challenge
of mapping brain measures to phenomenological states. For example, studies have reported increased alpha and
theta power during states of mind wandering'??'%%, thereby challenging unilateral interpretations of alpha and
theta synchronization as markers of internally-directed concentrated attention. In a convincing demonstration
of this point, Brandmeyer and Delorme'? found that novice meditators did not show dissociable levels of theta
power between meditation and mind wandering, whereas advanced practitioners exhibited enhanced theta
power during meditation relative to mind wandering. To begin addressing these issues, EEG machine-learning
models appear to hold substantial promise toward the development of more refined and precise measures of
subjective mental states'?>!%,

Effect of OM meditation on the LPP: the moderating role of sleepiness. In analyzing the baseline and manipula-
tion check measures prior to testing the predictions involving the effect of OM meditation, we found an unex-
pected difference in sleepiness during the audio induction (not measured in Lin et al.>), such that participants
reported more sleepiness during the guided meditation than the control audio. Importantly, sleepiness differed
only during the audio induction but not during rest and the picture viewing task, suggesting that the guided
meditation may have induced sleepiness and counters the possibility of a baseline group difference in overall
sleepiness. Given the substantial influence of sleepiness on a range of neurobiological functions'#*-'3!, account-
ing for sleepiness in meditation research (particularly in novice samples) may help explain some of the variabil-
ity within the literature.

Directly supporting this suggestion, we found that sleepiness during the guided meditation moderated the
expected effects on the late LPP but not the early LPP. The absence of early LPP modulation replicated Lin et al.>?
and is consistent with another brief mindfulness induction study (Eddy et al.!””). The current finding strongly
supports the prevailing notion that a single-session mindfulness induction is insufficient to modulate bottom-
up attentional mechanisms during early emotion processing*>*>1132, The question remains, however, whether
prolonged OM meditation training can modulate the early LPP. Although cross-sectional studies involving expe-
rienced meditators report smaller early LPP responses relative to novices’>'**, longitudinal studies are needed
to corroborate the assumption that extensive mindfulness training reduces the early LPP.

Expanding upon the prediction that the guided meditation would attenuate the late sustained LPP, the cur-
rent study found that sleepiness during meditation moderated the effect of meditation on the late LPP. Critically,
participants low on sleepiness exhibited a smaller difference between negative and neutral LPP amplitudes,
whereas participants high on sleepiness exhibited a sustained difference between negative and neutral LPPs
similar to the pattern demonstrated in controls. Notably, this effect was driven by a positive correlation between
sleepiness and negative trials (i.e., less sleepiness, smaller negative LPP amplitude), suggesting that the guided
meditation reduced the negative-neutral LPP difference in non-sleepy participants through attenuating the
response to negative pictures. Interpretatively, the emotion regulatory effect of OM meditation appears contin-
gent on whether participants were sufficiently awake and alert to participate in the guided meditation. Moreover,
these findings help rule out the otherwise theoretically tenable possibility that the results of Lin et al.>* were
driven by sleepiness from the meditation rather than the meditation itself. Indeed, we view this as an empirical
demonstration of past suggestions® that a first-time exposure to OM meditation can induce sleepiness in novice
practitioners. Moreover, our findings expand these considerations by showing that sleepiness during meditation
can systematically influence dependent outcome measures and therefore should be adequately accounted for in
future meditation studies.

Despite promising implications, much remains unknown about the underlying mechanisms of mindfulness-
related LPP attenuation. Conservatively speaking, it is rather remarkable that this effect was evidenced in the first
place. First, modulation of the LPP is unlikely to occur by chance. In fact, sustained difference in the LPP response
between negative and neutral stimuli have been shown to persist over time, even after repeated exposure!**13>,
Therefore, that novice non-meditators, after completing a brief session of OM meditation, would exhibit any
measurable change in emotion processing is notable to say the least. With that said, our findings are in line with a
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growing number of electrophysiological studies reporting unique effects of brief mindfulness exercises on a wide
range of psychological functions in novice samples®*#>136-140 raising more questions than answers regarding the
theoretical and empirical boundary conditions distinguishing brief exposure to mindfulness training from an
established meditation practice. Second, whereas many studies have demonstrated LPP reduction in response to
antecedent-focused viewing strategies (e.g., cognitive reappraisal; see Hajcak et al.'*!, for a review), the current
findings replicate Lin et al.* in that LPP attenuation was observed without any explicit viewing instruction and
supports the developing idea that mindfulness meditation engenders implicit non-voluntary down-regulation
of emotional arousal.

Indeed, these considerations echo the growing speculation that mindful emotion regulation may involve
distinct neural mechanisms separable from voluntary “top-down” strategies”*. In this vein, Uusberg and col-
leagues'* elegant demonstration of affective adaptation as a function of state mindfulness provides a compelling
mechanistic framework—namely that mindfulness initially produces an increase in the LPP response followed by
a marked reduction. Despite the key caveat that Uusberg et al.'* findings were derived from a state mindfulness
induction (i.e., participants were instructed to view pictures mindfully over repeated trials), a similar mecha-
nism may extend to the present study insofar that the OM meditation may have promoted affective adaptation
as participants were progressively exposed to more negative high arousing stimuli.

Self-reported affect. Lastly, NAS ratings increased from pre- to post-experiment across the whole sample. Con-
trary to predictions, there were no group differences in post NAS ratings or the pre-post difference. The global
increase in NAS ratings likely reflected the design of the study, such that participants were instructed to rate their
affect after exposure to a series of highly negative arousing images that are known to induce transient negative
affect'®. Parsimoniously, these findings suggest that the guided meditation did not modulate self-reported nega-
tive affect. However, it is also possible that the NAS lacked the sensitivity to detect group differences. Confound-
ing variables (e.g., physical discomfort, boredom) related to the study procedures and lengthy duration between
measurements (NAS was measured before and after completion of the rest, audio induction, and picture viewing
tasks) may have masked or superseded the effect of the experimental manipulation. Furthermore, the NAS is an
aggregate metric comprised of a broad range of feelings such as guilt, hostility, and irritability that may be less
contextually relevant to picture viewing. Put more simply, it was unclear whether the global increase in NAS
ratings reflect a response to picture viewing (what we intended to measure) or the “ancillary” distress associated
with the demands and length of the session more broadly.

Relationships between neural oscillatory activity during meditation and LPP. In examining the relationship
between meditative neural oscillatory activity and the LPP, we found that meditative theta, but not alpha, was
moderately and marginally correlated with the early and late sustained LPP, respectively. Specifically, partici-
pants with higher meditative theta, across all three scalp regions, exhibited larger LPP responses. Comparing the
correlations across group revealed trending differences for the early LPP but not the late sustained LPP. Despite
the lack of statistical significance, the fact that the analyses were preplanned, coupled with the observation that
the magnitude of the correlations were remarkably stable across all scalp regions, suggests that the relationship
between meditative theta and the early LPP is at least worth elaboration.

Curiously, the directionality of the relationship is surprising and seemingly inconsistent with the extant
literature. Given that mindfulness meditation has been associated with increased theta power and reduced
emotional reactivity, it stood to reason that enhanced meditative theta would relate to a reduced, not enhanced
LPP response. The current finding, however, suggests that this line of reasoning needs revision. As previously dis-
cussed, studies involving novice practitioners reporting enhanced meditative theta have primarily utilized breath-
oriented FA meditations. The reported theta synchronization during FA meditation may reflect the recruitment
of sustained attention and cognitive control during counting or active breath monitoring''*!*4. In this light,
enhancement of theta power during FA meditation may functionally reflect the cultivation of concentration,
rather than the fostering of nonreactive awareness typically associated with OM meditation®. Consequently,
because the current study utilized an OM meditation and did not observe a unique increase in meditative theta
(over and above that of the control condition), the functional significance of meditative theta as an individual
difference measure is unclear.

Because enhanced meditative theta and alpha are most often and consistently observed in advanced medita-
tors rather than novices®”, their respective relationship to theoretically relevant constructs may too vary as a
function of meditative experience. Researchers have long cautioned that similar or even identical measures may
reflect different latent constructs and or underlying neural processes depending on the meditation expertise of
the sample! 123145146 Tt appears plausible that the relationships between meditative neural activity (i.e., what
is occurring during meditation) and abilities cultivated through meditation itself (i.e., what is being trained
during meditation) would change with extended meditation training. This possibility is consistent with Cahn
and Polichs™’ conclusion that state changes in meditative oscillatory activity is likely to manifest as trait level
changes with continued practice.

Conclusion

In summary, the predictions received mixed support with notable qualifications: (1) the guided meditation did
not produce demonstrable differences in alpha and theta power relative to controls; (2) sleepiness during the
guided meditation moderated the effect of meditation on the late LPP, such that less sleepiness corresponded
to a smaller difference between negative and neutral LPP amplitudes; (3) NAS ratings did not differ between
groups; (4) meditative theta, but not meditative alpha, was positively correlated with the early LPP, but did not
statistically differ relative to controls. Taken together, the findings call into question whether extant functional
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interpretations of meditative oscillatory activity are applicable to novice practitioners®, and shed light on the
conditions under which brief mindfulness meditation modulates emotion processing. This systematic exten-
sion of Lin et al.>> demonstrates not only the value of large sample replication, but also highlights the need
for incremental research to test previous claims and unexamined assumptions. Equally important, the current
study exemplifies the unique challenge of conducting contemplative science research—namely, that meditation
specific factors (e.g., meditation experience, meditative style, training duration, etc.) can interact with broader
issues concerning operationalization and measurement to complicate the development of sound predictions
and generalizable conclusions.

Echoing Van Dam et al."? sentiments, it would appear that the public media is not the only avenue through
which the benefits of mindfulness meditation are susceptible to exaggeration. Conceptual and methodological
challenges render scientific investigations equally susceptible to the drawing of premature and likewise exagger-
ated conclusions. The validity of the neural correlates and putative neural mechanisms of mindfulness meditation
appears contingent on a host of conceptual, methodological, and sample dependent factors. Given the constel-
lation of mixed and qualified findings from the current study, it must be acknowledged that contrary to past
suggestions, any effect derived from a single brief mindfulness meditation observed in novice non-meditators
is likely dependent on a range of contextual factors including the definition and operationalization of the term
“mindfulness meditation” itself. Furthermore, it remains unclear how meditation related findings from a con-
trolled laboratory setting would generalize to daily life. In this light, efforts aimed at developing any unitary or
holistic framework to explain how mindfulness meditation works appear premature. Perhaps a more tractable
and practical endeavor involves identifying and understanding the contextual factors that undergird the ways
in which mindfulness meditation has been operationalized and previously shown to “work”

Amidst the humbling complexity and mounting skepticism, the current findings inspire new directions
toward understanding the effects of brief mindfulness meditation in novice practitioners. Specifically, it may be
prudent to add sleepiness to the growing list of prescriptive factors for contemplative science—further explora-
tion of its role may help clarify variability in the extant literature and inform the development of future studies.
Given that sleepiness is known to modulate attention and emotion processing'?*!*’, past studies, particularly
those involving meditation novices and brief interventions, may benefit from replication efforts that include
measures of sleepiness. Furthermore, the discovery that meditative theta related to the early LPP sparks novel and
potentially fruitful lines of inquiry. If replicated, the unique directionality of the relationship may lead to valuable
insights about the functional significance of meditative theta in novice practitioners. Moreover, given that the LPP
is a well-established ERP measure of emotion processing, elucidating the nature of its relationship to meditative
theta could be valuable for future studies of mindful emotion regulation. Examining whether meditative theta is
sensitive to change as a function of prolonged OM meditation training may be a foundational step in establishing
a neural index of meditation quality (i.e., a measure that is sensitive to changes that occur acutely during a single
session of meditation and over the course of longer-term meditation practice). Toward this end, employment of
cutting-edge time-frequency'¥’, source mapping'*®, and machine-learning'?>'*” approaches appear particularly
promising. Furthermore, it must be acknowledged that the current study involved an all-female sample, and
therefore it is unknown to what extent the aforementioned considerations generalize to males. Given the recent
proliferation of studies highlighting gender differences in mindfulness research”’~7*!'*, including the very perti-
nent finding that males are underrepresented in mindfulness studies'*’, we strongly encourage future replication
efforts with a large balanced sample.

Although the current study yielded more questions than answers, it did not diminish the intrigue, challenge,
and promise in linking what occurs during meditation with its “off-the-cushion” effects. Given the vast history,
rich intricacy, and prevailing mystery of contemplative practice, there is perhaps no reason to expect anything
less.
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The dataset is available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Received: 30 April 2020; Accepted: 10 August 2020
Published online: 28 August 2020

References
1. Gethin, R. On some definitions of mindfulness. Contemp. Buddhism 12, 263-279 (2011).
2. Baer, R. A. Mindfulness training as a clinical intervention: a conceptual and empirical review. Clin. Psychol. Sci. Pract. 10, 125-143
(2003).
3. Brown, K. W. & Ryan, R. M. The benefits of being present: Mindfulness and its role in psychological well-being. J. Pers. Soc.
Psychol. 84, 822-848 (2003).
4. Keng, S.-L., Smoski, M. J. & Robins, C. J. Effects of mindfulness on psychological health: a review of empirical studies. Clin.
Psychol. Rev. 31, 1041-1056 (2011).
5. Shapiro, S. L. & Carlson, L. E. The Art and Science of Mindfulness: Integrating Mindfulness into Psychology and the Helping Profes-
sions Vol. 9, 194 (American Psychological Association, Washington, D.C., 2009). https://doi.org/10.1037/11885-000.
6. Lutz, A, Slagter, H. A., Dunne, J. D. & Davidson, R. J. Attention regulation and monitoring in meditation. Trends Cogn. Sci. 12,
163-169 (2008).
7. Chambers, R., Gullone, E. & Allen, N. B. Mindful emotion regulation: an integrative review. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 29, 560-572
(2009).
Gross, J. J. The emerging field of emotion regulation: an integrative review. Rev. Gen. Psychol. 2, 271 (1998).
9. Gross, J. J. & Thompson, R. A. Emotion Regulation: Conceptual Foundations. In Handbook of Emotion Regulation 3-24 (The
Guilford Press, 2007).
10. Sheppes, G. & Gross, J. J. Is timing everything? Temporal considerations in emotion regulation. Personal. Soc. Psychol. Rev. Off.
J. Soc. Personal. Soc. Psychol. Inc 15, 319-331 (2011).

*

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7


https://doi.org/10.1037/11885-000

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.
34.

35.
36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.
54.

Vago, D. R. & Silbersweig, D. A. Self-awareness, self-regulation, and self-transcendence (S-ART): a framework for understanding
the neurobiological mechanisms of mindfulness. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 6, 296 (2012).

Van Dam, N. T. et al. Mind the hype: a critical evaluation and prescriptive agenda for research on mindfulness and meditation.
Perspect. Psychol. Sci. 13, 36-61 (2018).

Kabat-Zinn, J. Full Catastrophe Living : Using the Wisdom of Your Body and Mind to Face Stress, Pain, and Illness. (Pub. by Dell
Publishing, a division of Bantam Doubleday Dell Pub. Group, 1991).

Tang, Y.-Y. et al. Short-term meditation training improves attention and self-regulation. PNAS Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 104,
17152-17156 (2007).

Grabovac, A. D, Lau, M. A. & Willett, B. R. Mechanisms of mindfulness: a Buddhist psychological model. Mindfulness 2, 154-166
(2011).

Guendelman, S., Medeiros, S. & Rampes, H. Mindfulness and emotion regulation: insights from neurobiological, psychological,
and clinical studies. Front. Psychol. 8, 220 (2017).

Shapiro, S. L., Carlson, L. E., Astin, J. A. & Freedman, B. Mechanisms of mindfulness. J. Clin. Psychol. 62, 373-386 (2006).
Jankowski, T. & Holas, P. Metacognitive model of mindfulness. Conscious. Cogn. 28, 64-80 (2014).

Lin, Y., Callahan, C. P. & Moser, J. S. A mind full of self: Self-referential processing as a mechanism underlying the therapeutic
effects of mindfulness training on internalizing disorders. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 92, 172-186 (2018).

Treanor, M. The potential impact of mindfulness on exposure and extinction learning in anxiety disorders. Clin. Psychol. Rev.
31, 617-625 (2011).

Nila, K., Holt, D. V., Ditzen, B. & Aguilar-Raab, C. Mindfulness-based stress reduction (MBSR) enhances distress tolerance and
resilience through changes in mindfulness. Ment. Health Prev. 4, 36-41 (2016).

Sedlmeier, P. et al. The psychological effects of meditation: a meta-analysis. Psychol. Bull. 138, 1139-1171 (2012).

Eberth, J. & Sedlmeier, P. The effects of mindfulness meditation: a meta-analysis. Mindfulness 3, 174-189 (2012).

Broderick, P. C. Mindfulness and coping with dysphoric mood: contrasts with rumination and distraction. Cogn. Ther. Res. 29,
501-510 (2005).

Arch, ]. J. & Craske, M. G. Mechanisms of mindfulness: emotion regulation following a focused breathing induction. Behav. Res.
Ther. 44, 1849-1858 (2006).

Erisman, S. M. & Roemer, L. A preliminary investigation of the effects of experimentally induced mindfulness on emotional
responding to film clips. Emot. Wash. DC 10, 72-82 (2010).

Robins, C. J., Keng, S.-L., Ekblad, A. G. & Brantley, J. G. Effects of mindfulness-based stress reduction on emotional experience
and expression: a randomized controlled trial. J. Clin. Psychol. 68, 117-131 (2012).

Ortner, C. N. M, Kilner, S. J. & Zelazo, P. D. Mindfulness meditation and reduced emotional interference on a cognitive task.
Motiv. Emot. 31, 271-283 (2007).

Gross, J. J. & Muioz, R. E Emotion regulation and mental health. Clin. Psychol. Sci. Pract. 2, 151-164 (1995).

Goldin, P. R. & Gross, J. J. Effects of mindfulness-based stress reduction (MBSR) on emotion regulation in social anxiety disorder.
Emot. Wash. DC 10, 83-91 (2010).

Allen, M. et al. Cognitive-affective neural plasticity following active-controlled mindfulness intervention. J. Neurosci. 32, 15601
15610 (2012).

Desbordes, G. et al. Effects of mindful-attention and compassion meditation training on amygdala response to emotional stimuli
in an ordinary, non-meditative state. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 6,292 (2012).

Lutz, J. et al. Mindfulness and emotion regulation—an fMRI study. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 9, 776-785 (2014).

Holzel, B. K. et al. Mindfulness practice leads to increase in regional brain gray matter density. Psychiatry Res. Neuroimaging
191, 36-43 (2011).

Tang, Y.-Y., Holzel, B. K. & Posner, M. I. The neuroscience of mindfulness meditation. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 16, 213-225 (2015).
Ochsner, K. N. et al. For better or for worse: neural systems supporting the cognitive down- and up-regulation of negative emo-
tion. NeuroImage 23, 483-499 (2004).

Banks, S. J., Eddy, K. T., Angstadt, M., Nathan, P. . & Phan, K. L. Amygdala-frontal connectivity during emotion regulation.
Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 2, 303-312 (2007).

Opialla, S. et al. Neural circuits of emotion regulation: a comparison of mindfulness-based and cognitive reappraisal strategies.
Eur. Arch. Psychiatry Clin. Neurosci. 265, 45-55 (2015).

Holzel, B. K. et al. Neural mechanisms of symptom improvements in generalized anxiety disorder following mindfulness train-
ing. NeuroImage Clin. 2, 448-458 (2013).

Taylor, V. A. et al. Impact of mindfulness on the neural responses to emotional pictures in experienced and beginner meditators.
Neurolmage 57, 1524-1533 (2011).

Schupp, H. T, Flaisch, T., Stockburger, J. & Junghéfer, M. Emotion and attention: event-related brain potential studies. Prog.
Brain Res. 156, 31-51 (2006).

Hajcak, G., Weinberg, A., MacNamara, A. & Foti, D. ERPs and the Study of Emotion. The Oxford Handbook of Event-Related
Potential Components https://www.oxfordhandbooks.com/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195374148.001.0001/oxfordhb-97801
95374148-e-016 (2011).

Liu, Y., Huang, H., McGinnis-Deweese, M., Keil, A. & Ding, M. Neural substrate of the late positive potential in emotional
processing. J. Neurosci. 32, 14563-14572 (2012).

Foti, D. & Hajcak, G. Deconstructing reappraisal: descriptions preceding arousing pictures modulate the subsequent neural
response. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 20, 977-988 (2008).

Macnamara, A., Foti, D. & Hajcak, G. Tell me about it: neural activity elicited by emotional pictures and preceding descriptions.
Emot. Wash. DC 9, 531-543 (2009).

Moser, J. S., Hajcak, G., Bukay, E. & Simons, R. E. Intentional modulation of emotional responding to unpleasant pictures: an
ERP study. Psychophysiology 43, 292-296 (2006).

Moser, J. S., Krompinger, J. W., Dietz, ]. & Simons, R. E. Electrophysiological correlates of decreasing and increasing emotional
responses to unpleasant pictures. Psychophysiology 46, 17-27 (2009).

Thiruchselvam, R., Blechert, J., Sheppes, G., Rydstrom, A. & Gross, J. J. The temporal dynamics of emotion regulation: an EEG
study of distraction and reappraisal. Biol. Psychol. 87, 84-92 (2011).

Hajcak, G. & Nieuwenhuis, S. Reappraisal modulates the electrocortical response to unpleasant pictures. Cogn. Affect. Behav.
Neurosci. 6,291-297 (2006).

Sobolewski, A., Holt, E., Kublik, E. & Wrobel, A. Impact of meditation on emotional processing—a visual ERP study. Neurosci.
Res. 71, 44-48 (2011).

Brown, K. W,, Goodman, R. J. & Inzlicht, M. Dispositional mindfulness and the attenuation of neural responses to emotional
stimuli. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 8, 93-99 (2013).

Lin, Y., Fisher, M. E., Roberts, S. M. M. & Moser, J. S. Deconstructing the emotion regulatory properties of mindfulness: an
electrophysiological investigation. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 10, 451 (2016).

Davidson, R. J. Affective style and affective disorders: perspectives from affective neuroscience. Cogn. Emot. 12, 307-330 (1998).
Davidson, R. J. Affective style, psychopathology, and resilience: brain mechanisms and plasticity. Am. Psychol. 55, 1196-1214
(2000).

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7


https://www.oxfordhandbooks.com/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195374148.001.0001/oxfordhb-9780195374148-e-016
https://www.oxfordhandbooks.com/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195374148.001.0001/oxfordhb-9780195374148-e-016

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

55.

56.

57.

59.

60.

61.
62.

63.

64.

65.

67.

68.

69.
70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

Slagter, H. A., Davidson, R. J. & Lutz, A. Mental training as a tool in the neuroscientific study of brain and cognitive plasticity.
Front. Hum. Neurosci. 5, 1-12 (2011).

Gyurak, A., Goodkind, M. S., Kramer, J. H., Miller, B. L. & Levenson, R. W. Executive functions and the down-regulation and
up-regulation of emotion. Cogn. Emot. 26, 103-118 (2012).

Cahn, B. R. & Polich, ]. Meditation states and traits: EEG, ERP, and neuroimaging studies. Psychol. Bull. 132, 180-211 (2006).
Lomas, T., Ivtzan, I. & Fu, C. H. Y. A systematic review of the neurophysiology of mindfulness on EEG oscillations. Neurosci.
Biobehav. Rev. 57, 401-410 (2015).

Cooper, N. R,, Croft, R. ]., Dominey, S. 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.
Off. J. Int. Organ. Psychophysiol. 47, 65-74 (2003).

Ray, W.]. & Cole, H. W. EEG activity during cognitive processing: influence of attentional factors. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 3, 43-48
(1985).

Shaw, J. C. Intention as a component of the alpha-rhythm response to mental activity. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 24, 7-23 (1996).
Jensen, O., Gelfand, J., Kounios, J. & Lisman, J. E. Oscillations in the alpha band (9-12 Hz) increase with memory load during
retention in a short-term memory task. Cereb. Cortex N. Y. N 1991(12), 877-882 (2002).

Cooper, N. R,, Burgess, A. P, Croft, R. J. & Gruzelier, J. H. Investigating evoked and induced electroencephalogram activity in
task-related alpha power increases during an internally directed attention task. NeuroReport 17, 205-208 (2006).
Larson-Prior, L. J. et al. Modulation of the brain’s functional network architecture in the transition from wake to sleep. Prog.
Brain Res. 193, 277-294 (2011).

Ishii, R. et al. Medial prefrontal cortex generates frontal midline theta rhythm. NeuroReport 10, 675-679 (1999).

Dietl, T, Dirlich, G., Vogl, L., Lechner, C. & Strian, F. Orienting response and frontal midline theta activity: a somatosensory
spectral perturbation study. Clin. Neurophysiol. Off. . Int. Fed. Clin. Neurophysiol. 110, 1204-1209 (1999).

Klimesch, W. EEG-alpha rhythms and memory processes. Int. ]. Psychophysiol. Off. J. Int. Organ. Psychophysiol. 26, 319-340
(1997).

Cavanagh, J. E, Cohen, M. X. & Allen, J. J. B. Prelude to and resolution of an error: EEG phase synchrony reveals cognitive
control dynamics during action monitoring. J. Neurosci. Off. J. Soc. Neurosci. 29, 98-105 (2009).

Gunaratana, H. Mindfulness in Plain English (Wisdom Publications, Boston, 2011).

Lutz, A, Jha, A. P, Dunne, J. D. & Saron, C. D. Investigating the phenomenological matrix of mindfulness-related practices from
a neurocognitive perspective. Am. Psychol. 70, 632-658 (2015).

Britton, W. B. et al. Dismantling mindfulness-based cognitive therapy: creation and validation of 8-week focused attention and
open monitoring interventions within a 3-armed randomized controlled trial. Behav. Res. Ther. 101, 92-107 (2018).

Bradley, M. M., Codispoti, M., Sabatinelli, D. & Lang, P. ]. Emotion and motivation II: sex differences in picture processing.
Emot. Wash. DC 1, 300-319 (2001).

Syrjanen, E. & Wiens, S. Gender moderates valence effects on the late positive potential to emotional distracters. Neurosci. Lett.
551, 89-93 (2013).

McRae, K., Ochsner, K. N., Mauss, I. B., Gabrieli, J. J. D. & Gross, J. ]. Gender differences in emotion regulation: an fMRI study
of cognitive reappraisal. Group Process Intergroup Relat. https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430207088035 (2008).

Augustine, A. A. & Hemenover, S. H. On the relative effectiveness of affect regulation strategies: a meta-analysis. Cogn. Emot.
23, 1181-1220 (2009).

Webb, T. L., Miles, E. & Sheeran, P. Dealing with feeling: a meta-analysis of the effectiveness of strategies derived from the process
model of emotion regulation. Psychol. Bull. 138, 775-808 (2012).

de Vibe, M. et al. Mindfulness training for stress management: a randomised controlled study of medical and psychology stu-
dents. BMC Med. Educ. 13, 107 (2013).

Luders, E., Thompson, P. M. & Kurth, E. Larger hippocampal dimensions in meditation practitioners: differential effects in
women and men. Front. Psychol. 6, 186 (2015).

Rojiani, R., Santoyo, J. E, Rahrig, H., Roth, H. D. & Britton, W. B. Women benefit more than men in response to college-based
meditation training. Front. Psychol. 8, 551 (2017).

Seedat, S. et al. Cross-national associations between gender and mental disorders in the World Health Organization World
Mental Health Surveys. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 66, 785-795 (2009).

McLean, C. P, Asnaani, A, Litz, B. T. & Hofmann, S. G. Gender differences in anxiety disorders: prevalence, course of illness,
comorbidity and burden of illness. J. Psychiatr. Res. 45,1027-1035 (2011).

Barnes, P. M., Bloom, B. & Nahin, R. L. Complementary and alternative medicine use among adults and children: United States,
2007. Natl. Health Stat. Rep. 1-23 (2008).

Moran, T. P, Jendrusina, A. A. & Moser, J. S. The psychometric properties of the late positive potential during emotion process-
ing and regulation. Brain Res. 1516, 66-75 (2013).

Barry, R. J., Clarke, A. R,, Johnstone, S. J., Magee, C. A. & Rushby, J. A. EEG differences between eyes-closed and eyes-open
resting conditions. Clin. Neurophysiol. Off. J. Int. Fed. Clin. Neurophysiol. 118, 2765-2773 (2007).

Lin, Y., Eckerle, W. D., Peng, L. W. & Moser, J. S. On Variation in mindfulness training: a multimodal study of brief open moni-
toring meditation on error monitoring. Brain Sci. 9, 226 (2019).

Hickman, S. 20-Minute Seated Meditation.

Perlman, D. M., Salomons, T. V., Davidson, R. J. & Lutz, A. Differential effects on pain intensity and unpleasantness of two
meditation practices. Emot. Wash. DC 10, 65-71 (2010).

Fox, K. C. R. et al. Functional neuroanatomy of meditation: a review and meta-analysis of 78 functional neuroimaging investiga-
tions. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 65, 208-228 (2016).

Lonsdale, C. How to Learn any Language in Six Months.

Lang, P. J., Bradley, M. M. & Cuthbert, B. N. International Affective Picture System (IAPS): Affective Ratings of Pictures and
Instruction Manual (2008).

Baer, R. A., Smith, G. T., Hopkins, J., Krietemeyer, J. & Toney, L. Using self-report assessment methods to explore facets of
mindfulness. Assessment 13, 27-45 (2006).

Watson, D., Clark, L. A. & Tellegen, A. Development and validation of brief measures of positive and negative affect: the PANAS
scales. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 54, 1063-1070 (1988).

Crawford, J. R. & Henry, J. D. The positive and negative affect schedule (PANAS): construct validity, measurement properties
and normative data in a large non-clinical sample. Br. J. Clin. Psychol. 43, 245-265 (2004).

Britton, W. B., Lindahl, J. R., Cahn, B. R., Davis, ]. H. & Goldman, R. E. Awakening is not a metaphor: the effects of Buddhist
meditation practices on basic wakefulness. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1307, 64-81 (2014).

Hoddes, E., Dement, W. & Zarcone, V. The development and use of the Stanford Sleepiness Scale (SSS). Psychophysiology 9, 150
(1972).

Lin, Y., Fisher, M. E. & Moser, J. S. Clarifying the relationship between mindfulness and executive attention: a combined behav-
ioral and neurophysiological study. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 14, 205-215 (2018).

Gratton, G., Coles, M. G. & Donchin, E. A new method for off-line removal of ocular artifact. Electroencephalogr. Clin. Neuro-
physiol. 55, 468-484 (1983).

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7


https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430207088035

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.
116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.
122.

123.
124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

136.

137.

Lagopoulos, J. et al. Increased theta and alpha EEG activity during nondirective meditation. J. Altern. Complement. Med. N. Y.
N15,1187-1192 (2009).

Moser, J. S., Hartwig, R., Moran, T. P, Jendrusina, A. A. & Kross, E. Neural markers of positive reappraisal and their associations
with trait reappraisal and worry. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 123, 91-105 (2014).

Keil, A. et al. Committee report: Publication guidelines and recommendations for studies using electroencephalography and
magnetoencephalography: guidelines for EEG and MEG. Psychophysiology 51, 1-21 (2014).

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 (2001).

Ahani, A. et al. Quantitative change of EEG and respiration signals during mindfulness meditation. J. NeuroEngineering Rehabil.
11,87 (2014).

Takahashi, T. et al. Changes in EEG and autonomic nervous activity during meditation and their association with personality
traits. Int. J. Psychophysiol. Off. J. Int. Organ. Psychophysiol. 55, 199-207 (2005).

Yu, X. et al. Activation of the anterior prefrontal cortex and serotonergic system is associated with improvements in mood and
EEG changes induced by Zen meditation practice in novices. Int. J. Psychophysiol. Off. ]. Int. Organ. Psychophysiol. 80,103-111
(2011).

Kubota, Y. et al. Frontal midline theta rhythm is correlated with cardiac autonomic activities during the performance of an
attention demanding meditation procedure. Brain Res. Cogn. Brain Res. 11, 281-287 (2001).

Chan, A. S, Han, Y. M. Y. & Cheung, M.-C. Electroencephalographic (EEG) measurements of mindfulness-based Triarchic
body-pathway relaxation technique: a pilot study. Appl. Psychophysiol. Biofeedback 33, 39-47 (2008).

Eddy, M. D., Bruny¢, T. T., Tower-Richardi, S., Mahoney, C. R. & Taylor, H. A. The effect of a brief mindfulness induction on
processing of emotional images: an ERP study. Front. Psychol. 6, 1391 (2015).

Balconi, M. & Mazza, G. Brain oscillations and BIS/BAS (behavioral inhibition/activation system) effects on processing masked
emotional cues. ERS/ERD and coherence measures of alpha band. Int. J. Psychophysiol. Off. J. Int. Organ. Psychophysiol. 74,
158165 (2009).

Poole, B. D. & Gable, P. A. Affective motivational direction drives asymmetric frontal hemisphere activation. Exp. Brain Res.
232,2121-2130 (2014).

Strijkstra, A. M., Beersma, D. G. M., Drayer, B., Halbesma, N. & Daan, S. Subjective sleepiness correlates negatively with global
alpha (8-12 Hz) and positively with central frontal theta (4-8 Hz) frequencies in the human resting awake electroencephalogram.
Neurosci. Lett. 340, 17-20 (2003).

Tang, Y.-Y,, Tang, R., Rothbart, M. K. & Posner, M. I. Frontal theta activity and white matter plasticity following mindfulness
meditation. Curr. Opin. Psychol. 28, 294-297 (2019).

Davidson, R. J. & Kaszniak, A. W. Conceptual and methodological issues in research on mindfulness and meditation. Am.
Psychol. 70, 581-592 (2015).

Holzel, B. K. et al. How does mindfulness meditation work? Proposing mechanisms of action from a conceptual and neural
perspective. Perspect. Psychol. Sci. . Assoc. Psychol. Sci. 6, 537-559 (2011).

Milz, P, Faber, P. L., Lehmann, D., Kochi, K. & Pascual-Marqui, R. D. sSLORETA intracortical lagged coherence during breath
counting in meditation-naive participants. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 8, 803 (2014).

Tanaka, G. K. et al. Lower trait frontal theta activity in mindfulness meditators. Arq. Neuropsiquiatr. 72, 687-693 (2014).
Baijal, S. & Srinivasan, N. Theta activity and meditative states: spectral changes during concentrative meditation. Cogn. Process.
11, 31-38 (2010).

Lin, Y., Fisher, M. E. & Moser, J. S. Clarifying the relationship between mindfulness and executive attention: a combined behav-
ioral and neurophysiological study. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 14, 205-215 (2019).

Clayton, M. S., Yeung, N. & Cohen Kadosh, R. The roles of cortical oscillations in sustained attention. Trends Cogn. Sci. 19,
188-195 (2015).

Lee, D. J., Kulubya, E., Goldin, P, Goodarzi, A. & Girgis, F. Review of the neural oscillations underlying meditation. Front.
Neurosci. 12, 178 (2018).

Lippelt, D. P, Hommel, B. & Colzato, L. S. Focused attention, open monitoring and loving kindness meditation: effects on atten-
tion, conflict monitoring, and creativity: a review. Front. Psychol. 5, 1083 (2014).

Manna, A. et al. Neural correlates of focused attention and cognitive monitoring in meditation. Brain Res. Bull. 82, 46-56 (2010).
Qin, J., Perdoni, C. & He, B. Dissociation of subjectively reported and behaviorally indexed mind wandering by EEG rhythmic
activity. PLoS ONE 6, €23124 (2011).

Baldwin, C. L. et al. Detecting and quantifying mind wandering during simulated driving. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 11, 406 (2017).
Compton, R. J., Gearinger, D. & Wild, H. The wandering mind oscillates: EEG alpha power is enhanced during moments of
mind-wandering. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 19, 1184-1191 (2019).

Jin, C. Y., Borst, J. P. & van Vugt, M. K. Predicting task-general mind-wandering with EEG. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 19,
1059-1073 (2019).

Brandmeyer, T. & Delorme, A. Reduced mind wandering in experienced meditators and associated EEG correlates. Exp. Brain
Res. 236, 2519-2528 (2018).

Ahani, A. et al. Change in physiological signals during mindfulness meditation. Int. IEEEEMBS Conf. Neural Eng. Proc. Int.
IEEE EMBS Conf. Neural Eng. https://doi.org/10.1109/NER.2013.6696199 (2013).

Franzen, P. L., Siegle, G. ]. & Buysse, D. J. Relationships between affect, vigilance, and sleepiness following sleep deprivation. J.
Sleep Res. 17, 34-41 (2008).

Lim, J. & Dinges, D. E A meta-analysis of the impact of short-term sleep deprivation on cognitive variables. Psychol. Bull. 136,
375-389 (2010).

Thomas, M. et al. Neural basis of alertness and cognitive performance impairments during sleepiness. I. Effects of 24 h of sleep
deprivation on waking human regional brain activity. J. Sleep Res. 9, 335-352 (2000).

Vgontzas, A. N. et al. Adverse effects of modest sleep restriction on sleepiness, performance, and inflammatory cytokines. J.
Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 89, 2119-2126 (2004).

Olofsson, J. K., Nordin, S., Sequeira, H. & Polich, J. Affective picture processing: an integrative review of ERP findings. Biol.
Psychol. 77, 247-265 (2008).

Reva, N. V,, Pavlov, S. V,, Loktev, K. V,, Korenyok, V. V. & Aftanas, L. I. Influence of long-term Sahaja Yoga meditation practice
on emotional processing in the brain: an ERP study. Neuroscience 281, 195-201 (2014).

Codispoti, M., Ferrari, V. & Bradley, M. M. Repetitive picture processing: autonomic and cortical correlates. Brain Res. 1068,
213-220 (2006).

Ferrari, V., Bradley, M. M., Codispoti, M. & Lang, P. ]. Repetitive exposure: brain and reflex measures of emotion and attention.
Psychophysiology 48, 515-522 (2011).

Bing-Canar, H., Pizzuto, ]. & Compton, R. J. Mindfulness-of-breathing exercise modulates EEG alpha activity during cognitive
performance. Psychophysiology 53, 1366-1376 (2016).

Larson, M. J,, Steffen, P. R. & Primosch, M. The impact of a brief mindfulness meditation intervention on cognitive control and
error-related performance monitoring. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 7, 308 (2013).

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7


https://doi.org/10.1109/NER.2013.6696199

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

138. Norris, C. J., Creem, D., Hendler, R. & Kober, H. Brief mindfulness meditation improves attention in novices: evidence from
ERPS and moderation by neuroticism. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 12, 315 (2018).

139. Saunders, B., Rodrigo, A. H. & Inzlicht, M. Mindful awareness of feelings increases neural performance monitoring. Cogn. Affect.
Behav. Neurosci. 16, 93-105 (2016).

140. Zhang, W., Ouyang, Y., Tang, E, Chen, J. & Li, H. Breath-focused mindfulness alters early and late components during emotion
regulation. Brain Cogn. 135, 103585 (2019).

141. Hajcak, G., MacNamara, A. & Olvet, D. M. Event-related potentials, emotion, and emotion regulation: an integrative review.
Dev. Neuropsychol. 35, 129-155 (2010).

142. Uusberg, H., Uusberg, A., Talpsep, T. & Paaver, M. Mechanisms of mindfulness: the dynamics of affective adaptation during
open monitoring. Biol. Psychol. 118, 94-106 (2016).

143. Wiswede, D., Miinte, T. E,, Goschke, T. & Riisseler, ]. Modulation of the error-related negativity by induction of short-term
negative affect. Neuropsychologia 47, 83-90 (2009).

144. Nigbur, R, Ivanova, G. & Stiirmer, B. Theta power as a marker for cognitive interference. Clin. Neurophysiol. Off. ]. Int. Fed. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 122, 2185-2194 (2011).

145. Davidson, R.J. & Dahl, C. J. Outstanding challenges in scientific research on mindfulness and meditation. Perspect. Psychol. Sci.
J. Assoc. Psychol. Sci. 13, 62-65 (2018).

146. Grossman, P. Defining mindfulness by how poorly I think I pay attention during everyday awareness and other intractable
problems for psychology’s (re)invention of mindfulness: comment on Brown et al. (2011). Psychol. Assess. 23, 1034-1040 (2011)
(discussion 1041-6).

147. Tee, J. L., Phang, S. K., Chew, W. J., Phang, S. W. & Mun, H. K. Classification of meditation states through EEG: a method using
discrete wavelet transform. AIP Conf. Proc. 2233, 030010 (2020).

148. Schoenberg, P. L. A, Ruf, A., Churchill, J., Brown, D. P. & Brewer, J. A. Mapping complex mind states: EEG neural substrates of
meditative unified compassionate awareness. Conscious. Cogn. 57, 41-53 (2018).

149. Kang, Y. et al. Gender differences in response to a school-based mindfulness training intervention for early adolescents. J. Sch.
Psychol. 68, 163-176 (2018).

150. Bodenlos, J. S., Strang, K., Gray-Bauer, R., Faherty, A. & Ashdown, B. K. Male representation in randomized clinical trials of
mindfulness-based therapies. Mindfulness 8, 259-265 (2017).

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank the Mind and Life Institute for their inspiration and continued support and the under-
graduate research assistants of the Clinical Psychophysiology Lab for their help with data collection.

Author contributions

Y.L. and J.S.M. designed the study. Y.L., M.E.F, and W.D.E. supervised data collection. Y.L., M.E.E., WD.E.,
L.M.G., and C.C.L. processed data and conducted data analysis and interpretation. Y.L. wrote the manuscript
and prepared the figures and tables. All authors reviewed the paper and provided feedback across all iterations
of the manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Y.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

Licence, 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://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2020

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:14252 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71122-7


www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	An electrophysiological investigation on the emotion regulatory mechanisms of brief open monitoring meditation in novice non-meditators
	Anchor 2
	Anchor 3
	The effects of mindfulness meditation on emotion regulation. 
	The significance of temporality. 
	Operationalizing the multiple facets of mindfulness. 
	The unique role of meditative practice. 

	Method
	Participants. 
	Procedural overview. 
	Tasks and materials. 
	Rest condition. 
	Audio induction. 
	Picture viewing task. 

	Measures. 
	Trait mindfulness. 
	Negative state affect. 
	Manipulation check. 
	Sleepiness. 

	Electrophysiological recording and data reduction. 
	Power spectral analysis. 
	Picture viewing analysis. 
	Predictions. 

	Results
	Prediction 1: baseline trait mindfulness, NAS, manipulation check, and sleepiness. 
	Prediction 2: alpha and theta power during rest and audio induction. 
	Alpha. 
	Theta. 

	Prediction 3: effects of audio induction on LPP and NAS ratings. 
	Early maximal LPP. 
	Late sustained LPP. 
	NAS ratings. 

	Prediction 4: relationships between audio induction neural oscillatory activity and LPP. 

	Discussion
	Main analyses and predicted outcomes. 
	Neural oscillatory activity during OM meditation. 
	Effect of OM meditation on the LPP: the moderating role of sleepiness. 
	Self-reported affect. 
	Relationships between neural oscillatory activity during meditation and LPP. 


	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


