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Main question 

 Do multiple concurrent conflicts result in a 

simultaneous or sequential conflict resolution? 
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Purpose 

 What is the neural time course of resolving multiple 

concurrent conflicts? 

 

 Using event-related potentials (ERPs)  
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Take-home Message 

Sequential conflict resolution  

when multiple conflicts are presented concurrently 

 



The question arises… 

Why do we observe an interaction  

between flanker and Stroop conflicts in the RTs  

while no interaction was found in the ERP components? 
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