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Brain activity during persuasive-information processing:
A study using NIRS.
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Abstract

The present study investigated brain activity while the participants were thinking about
issues, using Cacioppo et al.(1982)'s and Ito & Ishida(2004)’s experimental procedure.
Twenty-five participants were asked to think about either pro-attitudinal or counter-
attitudinal issues during a period of 20 seconds. We recorded changes in oxygenated
hemoglobin (O2Hb) level from participants who were thinking about issues. In all
conditions, each O2Hb levels were enhanced in both pro-attitudinal and counter-
attitudinal issues. This result did not support findings reported by Ito & Ishida(2004)
that EEG activity was enhanced during thinking about counter-attitudinal issues The
significance and limitations of the present findings, and the utility of psychophysiological

approaches in persuasion research were discussed.
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