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Fig.l1 A stimulus sequence used in Takahashi &
Hatakeyama (2012).
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Fig. 2 The results of individual differences in VVIQ
(High vividness group: n = 25; Low vividness group:
n = 26). Error bars denote the standard errors of
means.
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Figure 3. Stimulus sequence used in the study of
Takahashi & Yasunaga (2012). S1 and S2 mean the

stimulus 1 and stimulus 2, respectively.
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Fig. 4 Diagram of electrode locations in the 10/20

sites.
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Fig. 5 Mean topographies between the High (n = 10)

and Low (n = 8) vividness of visual imagery groups.
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