Task-dependent recruitment of modality-specific and multimodal regions during
conceptual processing
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increasingly abstract representations [2,3]

 event-related fMRI
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Interaction analyses:

 both motor & non-motor activations significantly * both auditory & non-auditory activations significantly * correspond to “heteromodal” regions engaged
stronger during action judgments than other tasks stronger during sound judgments than other tasks during conceptual processing in general [2,3]
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* Retrieval of perceptual-motor features is strongly task-dependent

* Significant activations for sound or action feature selectively when task-relevant
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 Significantly stronger activity for a specific feature when task-relevant (vs. other tasks) N
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— Conceptual processing relies on a flexible, multilevel architecture grounded in the perceptual-motor systems
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