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ABSTRACT
A central question in the cognitive sciences is which role embodiment plays for high-
level cognitive functions, such as conceptual processing. Here, we propose that one 
reason why progress regarding this question has been slow is a lacking focus on what 
Platt (1964) called “strong inference”. Strong inference is possible when results from an 
experimental paradigm are not merely consistent with a hypothesis, but they provide 
decisive evidence for one particular hypothesis compared to competing hypotheses. We 
discuss how causal paradigms, which test the functional relevance of sensory-motor 
processes for high-level cognitive functions, can move the field forward. In particular, 
we explore how congenital sensory-motor disorders, acquired sensory-motor deficits, 
and interference paradigms with healthy participants can be utilized as an opportunity 
to better understand the role of sensory experience in conceptual processing. Whereas 
all three approaches can bring about valuable insights, we highlight that the study of 
congenitally and acquired sensorimotor disorders is particularly effective in the case 
of conceptual domains with strong unimodal basis (e.g., colors), whereas interference 
paradigms with healthy participants have a broader application, avoid many of the 
practical and interpretational limitations of patient studies, and allow a systematic 
and step-wise progressive inference approach to causal mechanisms.
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1. INTRODUCTION
According to many modern theoretical accounts, cognition and bodily experience are strongly 
intertwined. Embodied views of cognition propose that the sensory-motor systems are recycled 
for high-level cognitive functions (Barsalou, 1999, 2008; Gallese & Lakoff, 2005; Meteyard 
et al., 2012; Pulvermüller, 2005). Here, we discuss how causal paradigms can evaluate the 
key claim that sensory-motor simulations contribute functionally to high-level cognitive 
processing. Before we begin, two things are in order. First, we need to specify what we mean by 
“sensory-motor simulation”. We view simulation as the activation of sensory-motor processes 
during high-level cognitive processing. Simulations are a constructive process, meaning that 
rather than being re-activations of past sensory states they reflect the context-dependent re-
use of sensory-motor processes (e.g., Barsalou, 1999; Kiefer & Pulvermüller, 2012). As such, 
experiential sensory traces are the ingredients from which simulations can be formed. This 
makes simulations generative; you can think about a dragon even if you have never seen one. 
This view of simulation reflects what we take to be the central proposal of many of embodied 
accounts that have been developed (Barsalou, 1999; Kiefer & Pulvermüller, 2012; Meteyard et 
al., 2012). Second, we need to specify what it means for simulations to “contribute functionally” 
to a task. Simulations are considered functionally relevant for a task if it can be demonstrated 
that the failure to properly simulate leads to a measurable negative effect on task performance. 
We use the term “causal paradigm” to refer to paradigms which test functional relevance. 
Here, we discuss the potential and limitations of three types of causal paradigms: experiments 
capitalizing on congenital sensory-motor disorders, experiments capitalizing on acquired 
sensory-motor disorders, and interference paradigms with healthy participants.

1.1. TOWARDS STRONG INFERENCE

The motivation for this paper was to think about ways in which progress in our understanding 
of the role of sensory-motor processes in high-level cognition can be accelerated. In different 
shapes and forms, it has been recognized by several authors that the field is presently stuck in 
a sort of impasse (Mahon, 2015; Ostarek & Huettig, 2019; Zwaan, 2014). It is likely that multiple 
factors have caused this situation. Here, we concentrate on one factor that we consider 
particularly important, namely the lacking focus on what Platt called “strong inference” (Platt, 
1964). Strong inference relies on the systematic application of a set of steps geared towards 
minimizing the negative effects of researchers’ biases and thereby maximizing scientific 
progress. It includes three main steps: 1) Devising alternative hypotheses. Rather than simply 
focusing on support for hypotheses that one sets out to test, Platt argued that it is crucial 
to focus on hypotheses that can be excluded. 2) Devising a crucial test. Tests are considered 
crucial if they exclude on or more of the alternatives that were generated in the first step. 3) 
Carrying out the experiment(s) properly. These three steps are then repeated in order to refine 
the remaining hypotheses and converge on the most likely conclusion.

In contrast to this ideal scenario, many results that are commonly cited as evidence for embodied 
theories of cognition are equally consistent with amodal accounts (Mahon & Caramazza, 2008; 
Ostarek, Joosen, et al., 2019; Ostarek & Huettig, 2019; Pylyshyn, 1973), making it impossible 
to adjudicate between the two models. This consistency fallacy (i.e. the lacking focus on the 
exclusion of alternative explanations) is apparent, for instance, in congruency effects in many 
behavioral paradigms (e.g., Glenberg & Kaschak, 2002; Stanfield & Zwaan, 2001; Zwaan et al., 
2002), which provide at best indirect evidence for the reenactment of motor and perceptual 
programs, and can equally be accounted for (although they might not have been predicted; 
Barsalou, 1999) by symbolic models of cognition (Fodor, 1975). For instance, in a commonly 
used paradigm (Zwaan et al., 2002), participants process sentences that imply objects to have 
a particular shape (e.g., the ranger saw an eagle in the sky). Just after the sentence, they see a 
picture and have to decide whether it is an object that was mentioned in the sentence or not. 
Crucially, in trials where an object is presented that was mentioned in the sentence (an eagle), 
it either matches (outstretched wings) or mismatches (closed wings) the shape implied in the 
sentence. Researchers typically observe shorter reaction times (RTs) in the shape matching 
condition, which has been cited as evidence that sentence processing involves perceptual 
simulations of objects shapes (Zwaan et al., 2002; Zwaan & Pecher, 2012). In particular, the 
idea is that sentence comprehension activates visual simulations that then facilitate visual 
processing of matching pictures. However, this interpretation relies on a leap of faith because 
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the result of shorter RTs is equally compatible with amodal views (for discussion see Ostarek & 
Huettig, 2019; Ostarek et al., 2019). On such accounts, the shape match effect can simply be 
explained as a priming effect in an amodal conceptual system; shape information extracted 
from the sentences and from the target pictures is processed in an amodal system and 
informational congruency leads to more efficient processing. Congruency paradigms of this 
sort can tell us something about the informational contect that is activated during language 
comprehension and conceptual processing, but they are not decisive when it comes to the 
question of embodiment. The reason why is that they do not exclude any of the contentious 
alternatives.

It is important to note that congruency paradigms do not inherently have these limitations. 
Measures can be taken to avoid situations of interpretational ambiguity. One promising 
solution is to create situations in which stimuli that language is predicted to interact with are 
only processed at the level of interest (Ostarek & Huettig, 2019). For instance, continuous flash 
suppression can be used in a way that probes the influence of words on basic visual processing 
in the absence of conceptual processing of the target picture (Ostarek & Huettig, 2017b).

A useful tool to avoid situations where evidence fails to exclude alternative explanations 
suggested by Platt is that of a logical tree. Logical trees can force us to systematically think 
about alternative hypotheses and come up with crucial tests. For instance, the tree presented 
in Figure 1 starts out with the broad question of whether simulations are at all activated during 
conceptual processing. This question has been addressed extensively with neuroimaging 
methods and there generally appears to be consensus that they often are (e.g., Kiefer & 
Pulvermüller, 2012; Meteyard et al., 2012). For instance, the evidence suggests that words 
referring to actions and visual objects activate the corresponding action and perceptual 
systems (e.g., Fernandino et al., 2016; Hauk et al., 2004; Lewis & Poeppel, 2014; Shtyrov et al., 
2014; Tettamanti et al., 2005).

1.2. ZEROING IN ON THE FUNCTIONAL ROLE OF SIMULATIONS

Once we confirmed the hypothesis that simulations are activated during conceptual processing 
(and excluded the alternative), we can go on to ask whether simulations have functional roles 
in conceptual processing and understand what these are. It is at this level that many theoretical 
accounts differ. For instance, the “distributed neuronal assemblies theory” (Pulvermüller, 1999; 
2005) proposes that links between word forms and sensory-motor states are formed via Hebbian 
learning. Thus, whenever a word (such as kick) is processed, associated (leg movement related) 
motor processes automatically activate and contribute to word comprehension, as they have 
become a part of the neuronal assembly involved in processing the word. Other theories, such 
the “perceptual symbols systems theory” (Barsalou, 1999), instead envision a more flexible 
retrieval mechanism. On this view, perceptual symbols are formed by selectively attending to 
aspects of our sensory-motor experience and are organized in simulators that integrate related 

Figure 1 The first part of a 
logical tree illustrating how 
multiple hypotheses can 
be sequentially explored in 
order to zero in on the most 
important questions.
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perceptual symbols. Simulators construct simulations that are strongly shaped by contextual 
factors that constrain which aspects of conceptual knowledge are activated in a given moment. 
According to the “grounding-by-interaction model” (Mahon & Caramazza, 2008), the functional 
role of the sensory-motor systems for conceptual processing is limited. Here, the idea is that 
concepts are represented in amodal symbols, which are connected to sensory-motor systems 
and interact with them. Due to the flow of information between these different systems, they 
can influence each other. However, conceptual knowledge is not predicted to depend on the 
sensory systems, even though concepts may be “isolated” or “impoverished” when grounding 
is not possible (Mahon & Caramazza, 2008). On the other extreme, fully amodal theories 
(Fodor, 1975; Pylyshyn) propagate a view of the conceptual system that is completely symbolic 
and propositional: Once sensorimotor information is transduced in symbols, only the latter 
constitute the “stuff” of thought.

Without going into the details of each theoretical proposal (which is well beyond the scope 
of this review), the problem of the functional relevance of simulations can be approached 
by means of a logical tree with progressively more specific alternative hypotheses. Once it 
is established that sensorimotor processes are activated during high level cognition, three 
alternative hypotheses are at stake: simulations may be strictly necessary and functionally 
relevant; they may not be strictly necessary but have functional relevance when they are in 
place; or they might be neither necessary nor functionally relevant. By “strictly” necessary, 
we mean that without the ability to simulate conceptual processing is entirely impossible. On 
that view, simulations would be necessary at any level of conceptual processing: e.g., from 
the effortless activation of a word’s meaning, to the delibrate retrieval of conceptual content 
from memory.

Causal experiments based on the consequences of congenital sensory-motor disorders, or 
experiments capitalizing on acquired sensory-motor disorders, as well as interference paradigms 
with healthy participants are priviledged research tools to answer this type of question. At first 
sight, predictions may seem straightforward: if simulations are strictly necessary to understand 
action words, then people with congenital motor impairments should have difficulties with 
them, etc. However, as will become clear from the next section, things are not that simple. 
It will turn out to be surprisingly difficult to convincingly exclude any of the three alternative 
hypotheses of our logical tree based on the results of experiments on individuals with 
congenital sensory-motor disorders. This will however be crucial for the field to advance. The 
analysis below is meant to draw attention to the theoretical potential and the limitations of 
causal paradigms that have been used and more importantly to encite researchers to follow 
the principles of strong inference in future investigations.

2. CAUSAL PARADIGMS
2.1. CONGENITAL SENSORY-MOTOR DEFICITS
2.1.1. Congenital motor disorders

Embodied theories of cognition assume that experience-dependent sensory-motor simulation 
is crucial for high-level cognition. An obvious test of this assumption is the study of individuals 
with atypical sensory-motor experience, such as people born without upper limbs. The rationale 
of many studies was that if sensory-motor experience is crucial for high-level cognition, then 
these individuals should present with measurable deficits in tasks that are predicted to rely 
on sensory-motor simulation. Conversely, if they perform at the same level as healthy control 
participants one can conclude that sensory-motor simulation is not necessary for the task.

One relevant line of research used the hand laterality judgement task (HLJ), a variant of the 
mental rotation paradigm (Cooper & Shepard, 1975). In the HLJ, participants see hands rotated 
at different angles and are asked to decide whether it is a left or right hand. The two crucial 
findings in this paradigm were that 1) RTs are strongly influenced by how hard it would be for 
participants to put their own hand in the displayed position (Parsons, 1987; 1994) and 2) a 
handedness effect is usually observed (right-handers respond faster to rotated pictures of right 
hands). The effect of biomechanical constraints on task performance was taken as evidence 
that participants rely on motor simulations to solve the task. In line with this view, there is 
evidence that effects of biomechanical constraints are not observed in participants with right 
hemiparesis (Craje et al., 2010; Mutsaarts et al., 2007). Furthermore, these patient groups, 
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5as well as individuals born with one or two missing hands (Funk & Brugger, 2008) typically 
respond much more slowly (~1s, using their unaffected hand) than controls (Craje et al., 2010; 
Steenbergen et al., 2007; Van Elk et al., 2010). Finally, responses to pictures of the missing hand 
are often slower than responses to pictures of the preserved hand (Craje et al., 2010; Funk & 
Brugger, 2008; Van Elk et al., 2010). The finding that motor deficits lead to altered performance 
on these tasks suggests that the motor system can be functionally relevant for them.

However, challenging the view that motor simulation is strictly necessary for effects of 
biomechanical constraints to emerge, such effects have been reported in participants with 
congenital hemiparesis (brain damage leading to the inability to move the left or right limbs) 
(Steenbergen et al., 2007) and in individuals born without upper limbs altogether (Funk & 
Brugger, 2008; Vannuscorps et al., 2012; Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2015). Moreover, in tasks 
that are arguably more complex than simply deciding whether one is seeing a left or right hand, 
the evidence points to even smaller consequences of congenital motor disorders. Individuals 
born without hands were found to carry out predictive eye movements when observing hand 
actions (Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2017), and more generally to comprehend and memorize 
hand actions just like typically developed participants do (Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2016b). 
Moreover, in neuroimaging studies they were found to activate a highly similar network of 
brain regions during action observation (Striem-Amit et al., 2017; Vannuscorps et al., 2019; 
Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2016b). One study, however, observed impaired short-term 
memory for actions in this group compared to controls (Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2016a), 
suggesting that without motor simulations it is harder to maintain information about specific 
hand postures in working memory.

In sum, the evidence for the functional relevance of motor simulations in high level cognition 
is mixed: the effects of congenital motor disorders range from making no difference at all 
(Vannuscorps et al., 2012; Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2016b) to completely abolishing effects 
due to biomechanical constraints (Craje et al., 2010; Funk & Brugger, 2008; Steenbergen et 
al., 2007). However, it is clear that the evidence does not support a scenario where motor 
simulation is strictly necessary for action cognition. Crucially for the current analysis, this kind 
of evidence cannot falsify the more general hypothesis that some kind of simulation (not 
necessarily motoric) is strictly necessary for high level cognition. This is because concepts tend 
to be multimodal in the sense that they are associated with experience in multiple modalities 
(e.g. Fernandino et al., 2015). For instance, actions can be associated with one’s own motor 
and somatosensory experience, but also with the visual experience of seeing others performing 
them. In support of this hypothesis, a meta analysis of fMRI studies showed that responses 
in and around visual motion-sensitive, but not premotor and motor regions, are consistently 
observed during action concept processing (Watson et al., 2013; see also Bottini et al. 2020). This 
suggests that even for typically developed individuals, visual experience dominates conceptual 
processing of actions. It is conceivable that in individuals born without arms, spared visual-
spatial computations (which may be enhanced for compensation) can go a long way such 
that behavioral performance is typically affected only slightly (rather than catastrophically). 
After all, experience dependence forms the core of embodied accounts. The things that one 
can simulate are constrained by the things one has experienced. When a particular type of 
experience (e.g., motoric) is not available to a person, that does not mean that others aren’t 
(e.g., visual). From that perspective it would not be surprising if people born without hands 
behave similarly to people with hands in tasks for which visual (or other types of) experience 
can suffice. For instance, there is no a priori reason why mental rotation of hands has to involve 
motor simulations, and it is conceivable that such a task can be solved via visual-spatial 
processes (see Barsalou, 2016 for a similar argument). Thus, studies involving congenital motor 
disorders constitute evidence against the hypothesis that intact motor simulations are strictly 
necessary for high-level action-related cognition (Vannuscorps et al., 2012; Vannuscorps & 
Caramazza, 2016b), but they cannot rule out the more general hypothesis that some kind of 
simulation is.

Thus, although we have made undeniable progresses in defining the scope and implication 
of motoric simulations (Vannuscorps et al., 2012; Vannuscorps & Caramazza, 2016b), we are 
still stuck with all three alternatives in the second level of our logical tree. Can we take the 
next step and provide strong inference at this logical level, based on the study of congenital 
sensorimotor disorders? One possibility consists in studying unimodal concepts. Whereas for 
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multimodal concepts alternative experiential channels are available when one is missing, 
unimodal concepts’ referents can only be directly experienced in one modality. For instance, 
color can only be experienced visually. A clear prediction from the perspective of experience-
based accounts is that differences in conceptual knowledge and/or processing should be 
strongest when sensory experience of unimodal concepts is precluded. Studying unimodal 
conceptual domains is a strong test of the experience-dependence of the conceptual system 
because compensation via alternative modality-specific information can be ruled out. The next 
section discusses whether congenital blindness results in measurable processing differences 
for unimodal vs. multimodal concepts.

2.1.2. Congenital blindness

In De Anima (Hicks, 2015), Aristotle envisioned thought to heavily depend on mental images 
(phantasma) and claimed that it is impossible to think without them. It is a very common 
intuition (of sighted people) that internal visual processes are irreplaceable components of our 
conceptual mental life. The case of congenitally blind individuals is in apparent conflict with 
this intuition. Anecdotally, blind people talk just like sighted people and do not exhibit any signs 
of lacking conceptual knowledge. In line with this idea, they have been reported to acquire 
conceptual knowledge that strongly resembles that of sighted people, including knowledge 
of objects and events that are typically learned via visual experience (Bedny et al., 2019; 
Bedny & Saxe, 2012; Landau, 1983). According to recent evidence, blind people might even 
have enhanced comprehension abilities when it comes to syntactically challenging sentences 
(Loiotile et al., 2019). This can be attributed to the fact that the occipital lobe of congenitally 
blind people is responsive to language and other high-level cognitive functions, such as cognitive 
control, and thus provides additional processing resources for such functions (Bedny et al., 
2011; Loiotile et al., 2019; Van Ackeren et al., 2018). Alternatively, enhanced comprehension of 
unusually complex sentences could be due to more heavy reliance of language as the unique 
cue to the meaning of utterances, in contrast to sighted people who often rely on additional 
(visual) cues (Loiotile et al., 2019).

It is important to note however that a thorough investigation of potential differences between 
blind and sighted people’s conceptual systems and conceptual processing has not yet been 
carried out. Some recent efforts have started to fill this gap. In one study (Bedny et al., 2019), 
blind and sighted participants were asked to rate the semantic similarity of word pairs from 
different categories which crucially included verbs of light emission (to sparkle, to glimmer) 
and visual events (to stare, to peak). The main result was that sighted and blind participants 
were extremely similar in their ratings, suggesting similar knowledge of important aspects of 
these verbs’ meanings. On the basis of this result one may claim that we should abandon 
the branch in the logical tree suggesting that sensorimotor simulations are strictly necessary 
for conceptual processing. However, an alternative possibility is that visual verbs such as “to 
glimmer” or “to stare”, can be easily “remapped” onto nonvisual sensorimotor experience 
because of the correlation between sensory properties. For instance, things that “glimmer” 
are usually smooth and sharp; and “staring” correlates with muscolar effort and attentional 
focus, which are all kinds of sensorimotor experiences available to the blind. Thus, blind 
people may show standard understanding of visual terms because they can remap them 
onto correlated nonvisual experience and run non-visual simulations. Indeed, as shown by 
Bedny and colleagues, semantic similarities across these visual verbs were mostly based on 
the dimensions of intensity (twinkle-blaze) and stability (glow-flicker), which are accessible to 
blind in other modalities (e.g., audition) and can be based on sensorimotor simulations in the 
spared senses.

A better test-bed for the current purposes would be to investigate conceptual domains or 
conceptual properties that are not easily re-mappable to non-visual sensorimotor experience 
and whose meaning is defined by strictly visual properties. A typical example is color. In a study 
investigating knowledge of animal appearance (size, height, skin texture, color), congenitally 
blind and sighted controls performed differently (Kim et al., 2019): Congenitally blind people 
did not appear to know which color animals typically have. Blind people have to learn about 
typical animal colors from sighted people’s language about animals, which turns out to be 
rather unreliable, making it surprisingly difficult to extract knowledge of canonical color from 
sighted people’s utterances (Ostarek, Van Paridon, et al., 2019). Does this result suggest that 
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lack of simulation leads to incomplete conceptual knowledge and that blind individuals have 
no (or empty) color concepts? In other words, should we conclude that simulations are strictly 
necessary for conceptual processing? No, we shouldn’t. In fact, there is evidence suggesting 
that some congenitally blind individuals develop color knowledge that is very similar to that of 
sighted people. For instance, they know which colors are similar to each other: multi-dimensional 
scaling of their similarity ratings yields the typical color wheel observed for sighted participants 
(Saysani et al., 2018). There is recent evidence that blind participants, despite not consistently 
knowing the typical colors of things, have knowledge about how colors work. For instance, 
blind participants (just like sighted participants) knew that instances of the same type of fruit 
(e.g. lemons) tend to have the same color, whereas objects such as cars can have any color 
(Kim et al., 2020). Moreover, for certain categories and items, such as fruits and vegetables, 
relatively robust knowledge about typical object color has been reported (Connolly et al., 2007). 
Indeed it is possible that lower performance in color knwoledge tasks for congenitally blind 
people is (partly) due to lower exposure to or interest in these concepts. This tendency might 
be exacerbated for the domain of animals because knowing the typical color of animals is 
usually inconsequential, as opposed to the domain of fruits where color knowledge is often 
behaviorally relevant (a green banana is not ripe, a black banana might be rotten). The fact that 
blind individuals can reach sighted-like levels of performance in color knowledge tasks shows 
that these limits can be overcome. This suggests that simulations are not strictly necessary for 
conceptual processing (see Figure 2).

Finally, one last alternative hypothesis should be ruled out. Blind people could rely on 
idiosyncratic remapping of color knowledge onto sensorimotor experience. For instance, a 
blind man famously reported by John Locke (1690) described the color “scarlet” as being “like 
the sound of a trumpet”. In principle, blind people could represent abstract color knowledge 
by grounding it in concrete sensorimotor experiences (a mechanism suggested also to 
support abstract knowledge in general; see Borghi et al., 2017). Although the mapping would 
be idiosyncratic and arguably based on particular subjective experience (as for synesthesic 
associations), it may still be important and maybe necessary for the development of conceptual 
representations. At this point, neuroimaging experiments can be helpful to shed some light on 
this conundrum, because they can assess to what extent conceptual representations involve 
sensorimotor cortices in sighted and blind. Two studies have approached this issue directly, 
with convergent results. In one experiment (Bottini et al. 2020) sighted and blind people were 
asked to judge the similarity of color words (e.g., red, yellow, blue) while undergoing fMRI. 
Adaptation analysis showed that color similarity was encoded in the visual cortex in the sighted 
(in a region corresponding to the posterior patch of the V4 complex), whereas it was encoded 
in superior-temporal (language-related) regions in the blind. Another experiment (Wang et al. 
2020) investigated brain regions involved in attributing typical colors to fruits and vegetables. 
Using representational similarity analysis, the authors showed that objects with similar colors 
elicited similar pattern of activity in the anterior superior-temporal gyrus in both sighted and 
blind, whereas the V4 region encoded color similarity only in the sighted. Altogether these 

Figure 2 Logical tree 
illustrating the exclusion of the 
hypothesis that simulations 
are strictly necessary for 
conceptual processing.
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results suggest that, instead of being encoded in sensory-motor regions, color knowledge in 
congenitally blind is consistently encoded in regions that have been associated with amodal/
abstract representations (see also Striem-Amit et al. 2018). Thus, although brain imaging 
studies cannot directly tackle the issue of functional relevance (because they can provide only 
correlational evidence) they can be important to complement performance-based studies 
by clarifying the systems that are activated in a given task in a given population. Moreover, 
they have the intrinsic value of displaying whether different neural architectures are activated 
during conceptual processing as a consequence of sensory deprivation (Bottini et al. 2020; 
Wang et al. 2020).

In sum, these results seem to reasonably exclude the possibility that sensorimotor simulation 
is strictly necessary. Albeit partly based on fMRI data that are correlational in nature and may 
be insensitive to some important individual differences (Elliott et al. 2020), this appears to be 
the strongest inference that we can draw from studies on congenital sensorimotor deprivation, 
allowing us to go a step further in our logical tree. However, to corroborate this inference 
(that sensorimotor simulations are not strictly necessary for conceptual processing), and to 
decide whether simulations are completely epiphenomenal or if they, instead, have functional 
relevance, it will be useful to move beyond paradigms based on congenital sensory deprivation.

2.2. ACQUIRED SENSORY-MOTOR DISORDERS

Acquired sensorimotor disorders, due to brain damage, are an interesting testbed in this context. 
For one thing, when sensory or perceptual regions of the brain are damaged, the possibility of 
compensation or remapping is minimized. The brain can hardly reorganize completely since it 
lacks the plasticity of the newborn brain (Murphy & Corbett, 2009), especially in the acute phase 
of the disorder. Moreover, lack of exposure to a given class of conceptual features (e.g., colors) 
can be reasonably excluded or considered in the range of variability typical of the standard 
(non-sensory deprived) population. In principle, this causal model can allow us to corroborate 
the inference that sensorimotor simulations are not strictly necessary for conceptual processing 
and disclose whether they are, or not, functionally relevant.

For instance, a growing literature has investigated aspects of conceptual action knowledge in 
patients with acquired motor disorders. Parkinson’s disease (PD) is known to disproportionately 
affect the motor system, especially in early stages. Behaviorally, this is reflected in tremors, 
rigidity, and postural instability (Jankovic, 2008). Neurally, this is reflected in altered physiology 
in cortical motor regions and the basal ganglia (Herz et al., 2014). A prediction of experience-
based embodied accounts is that damage to the motor system should result in deficits in 
tasks probing conceptual processing of action-related stimuli. In line with this prediction, many 
studies have reported that motor impairments in PD come hand in hand with action cognition 
deficits reduced motor simulation abilities (Bocanegra et al., 2015, 2017; Boulenger et al., 2008; 
Buccino et al., 2017; Cotelli et al., 2007; Fernandino et al., 2013b, 2013a; Garcia et al., 2018; 
Nisticò et al., 2019; Péran et al., 2003; Roberts et al., 2017; Speed et al., 2017). Importantly, 
deficits have been shown to disproportionately affect action-related stimuli (Boulenger et 
al., 2008; Buccino et al., 2017; Fernandino et al., 2013b), to be specific to the limbs that are 
most affected (Roberts et al., 2017), and they have been observed in patients without general 
cognitive impairments (Bocanegra et al., 2015, 2017).

Similar results (selective action-specific conceptual deficits) have been obtained in stroke 
patient with motor impairments (apraxia) (Buxbaum et al., 2005; Negri et al., 2007; Papeo et 
al., 2010; Pazzaglia, Pizzamiglio, et al., 2008; Pazzaglia, Smania, et al., 2008), in patients with 
motor neuron disease (Bak, 2013; Bak et al., 2001; Bak & Chandran, 2012; Bak & Hodges, 2004), 
in patients with progressive supra-nuclear palsy (Bak et al., 2005; Daniele et al., 2013), and 
in patients with corticobasal degeneration (Cotelli et al., 2006; Silveri & Ciccarelli, 2007; Spatt 
et al., 2002).

However, this pattern can at least partly be accounted for by confounded factors. For instance, 
many studies contrasted verbs and nouns which differ in more ways than just their action-
relatedness (Silveri et al., 2018). A recent registered report with tightly controlled linguistic 
stimuli did not obtain evidence for an action-language deficit in PD (Humphries et al., 2019). 
Moreover, lesions and neuro-degenerative diseases tend to result in rather widespread damage 
(Herz et al., 2014) making it hard to pinpoint which exact region is associated with which kind 
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of deficit, even though statistical lesion-symptom mapping can be employed to mitigate this 
issue (Kemmerer et al., 2012; Riccardi et al., 2019). A small number of studies suggest that focal 
lesions near somatotopic hand motor areas diminish accuracy in the HLJ task (Argiris et al., 
2020; Tomasino et al., 2011) but not in action naming and semantic relatedness judgements 
(Argiris et al., 2020). Unfortunately, RTs were not reported in the latter study which are likely to 
be more sensitive to smaller processing deficits.

Moreover, even though motor execution and action-specific conceptual deficits tend to 
correlate, there are individual cases in which action execution and action knowledge dissociate 
(Negri et al., 2007; Papeo et al., 2010; Rapcsak et al., 1995; Vannuscorps et al., 2016): e.g., 
impaired action execution but spared action knowledge. This result is comptabile with two 
opposing scenarios: 1) Separate systems underlie action production and comprehension (e.g., 
Negri et al., 2007). On this view, associations between the two arise when both the production 
infrastructure and action-specific aspects of the comprehension system are damaged. This 
would be expected to be common if they are proximal to each other, as suggested in the 
“anterior shift hypothesis” (see Mahon, 2015; Thompson-Schill, 2003). Dissociations arise 
in cases where only one of the components is impaired. 2) The action production system is 
functionally relevant for conceptual processing (i.e., production and comprehension systems 
are not separate). However, multiple systems are available to solve tasks tapping conceptual 
processing of actions. For instance, accessing information about visual motion is likely to 
be important for task performance (Watson et al., 2013). There are individual differences 
regarding the dominance of particular sources of information, as well as regarding the ability 
to use alternative sources of information when one is unavailable due to brain damage. Thus, 
some patients with apraxia may achieve good task performance due to the compensatory use 
of alternative processes (see Barsalou, 2016).

One possible way to adjudicate between these two proposal could be, once again, to look 
into conceptual features that are unimodal and hardly re-mappable to alternative types of 
experience, such as color. For instance, a patient with damage in the visual cortex that impairs 
color perception (achromatopsia) but leaves color knowledge unchanged would be hard to 
explain on the bases of the use of alternative simulations that are spared by the brain damage. 
Whereas associations between color perception and color knowledge are common (De Renzi 
& Spinnler, 1967; Farah, 1989), examples of dissociations have been reported, which appear to 
suggest that simulation is not necessary for color knowledge retrieval. In particular, patients 
with intact color perception but impaired color knowledge have been observed (Miceli et al., 
2001; Stasenko et al., 2014), as well as patients with intact color knowledge but impaired color 
perception (Shuren et al., 1996). However, once again, in addition to the inuitive interpretation 
(here, that color perception and knowledge rely on separate cortical substrates), two additional 
alternatives to this conclusion have been proposed (see Figure 3): 1) Patients may appear to 
have normal access to color knowledge even though they do not, if tasks are used in which 

Figure 3 Logical tree 
illustrating alternative 
hypotheses compatible with 
the pattern that acquired 
sensory-motor deficits often 
but not always lead to 
corresponding conceptual 
deficits.
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10lexical associations suffice to solve them (for example, the words grass and green are strongly 
associated). Patients may fail when this strategy is ruled out (Beauvois & Saillant, 1985). 2) 
Dissociations are compatible with a scenario where a color perception region is necessary for 
color perception and access to color knowledge under the following assumption: Disruptions to 
bottom-up inputs to that region lead to color perception deficits and disruptions to top-down 
inputs to the same region lead to color knowledge deficits (De Vreese, 1991; Shuren, Brott, 
Schefft, & Houston, 1996). Simultaneous disruptions to bottom-up and top-down inputs, or 
damage to that region itself, lead to color perception and color knowledge deficits. This sort 
of model can not only account for the general dissociations and associations just described, 
but also for category-specific color knowledge deficits. This would be due to disruptions to 
connections between regions important for a certain category and the color perception region 
(Stasenko et al., 2014). Alternative 1 can be straightforwardly tested by contrasting patients’ 
performance on tasks that can vs. cannot be solved by simply relying on lexical associations. 
Alternative 2 can be addressed with meta-analyses of data from patients mapping out which 
regions and cerebral connections are associated with which behavioral outcomes.

The upshot of all this is that color is a very promising domain to solve the functional role of 
simulations for conceptual processing, but the available empirical data do not answer it yet. 
This is not to say that no progress has been made. To the contrary, patient studies have strongly 
constrained the possibility space such that targeted investigations can hope to come ever closer 
to solving the puzzle of conceptual knowledge and sensory-motor simulation. For instance, 
recent studies presented evidence from a rare patient with damage to the left ventral occipital-
temporal cortex, who has spared color perception, can state which color an object typically has, 
and can tell whether an object is typically colored or not, but has a strong impairment for color 
naming, matching color names to color patches or typically colored objects, and matching a 
color patch to the memory color of a greyscale object (Siuda-Krzywicka et al., 2019a; b). What 
all of the impaired tasks have in common is that it is necessary to abstract color information 
from objects. Thus, for fully-fledged color knowledge perceptual representations might not be 
enough and language (i.e., intact connectivity pathways with anterior-temporal regions) may 
be required for an abstract representation of color that has been suggested to otherwise be 
bound to holistic object representations in the visual system (Siuda-Krzywicka et al., 2019b). 
This very interesting result suggests that certain levels of knowledge cannot be based solely 
onto sensorimotor simulations, and potentially opens a new branch on our logical tree, asking 
what exactly constitutes the non-simulation part of concepts (Figure 4).

In sum, based on the available evidence, acquired sensorimotor disorders due to brain damage 
cannot yet corroborate strong inference regarding the strict necessity of sensory-motor 
simulations for conceptual processing or regarding their functional role. However, they hold 
promise for providing important evidence in the future, especially when unimodal conceptual 
domains are used as a test-bed, and are likely to open up new interesting questions.

Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Figure 4 Third part of the 
logical tree specifying more 
detailed questions on the role 
of simulations.
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2.3. INTERFERENCE PARADIGMS WITH HEALTHY PARTICIPANTS

The previous sections showed that studying the effects of congenital and acquired sensory-
motor impairments can bring valuable and unique insights into the mind and brain. However, 
this approach might not be enough to decide about the functional relevance of simulations 
during conceptual processing. When the possibility of compensation, plasticity or “remapping” 
is minimized (as in the case of color for congenitally blind or achromatopsic patients), 
congenital and acquired sensory deprivation can adjudicate whether or not simulations 
are strictly necessary for conceptual processing, but for now they left open the question of 
their functional relevance when in place. When simulations are possible and used, are they 
functionally relevant for conceptual processing?

Luckily, researchers have a powerful tool at their disposal that can complement patient studies 
and overcome many of their limitations. Interference paradigms with healthy participants have 
the potential to bring about substantial progress. They are much easier to carry out and share 
most of the appealing aspects of patient studies. This makes them ideal from the perspective of 
strong inference because series of studies can feasibly be conducted that progressively exclude 
alternatives until one reaches a clear answer. Yet, in our view their unsystematic use has led 
to rather slow progress to-date. The advantages of interference paradigms are very similar 
to those of patient studies. As Mahon and Caramazza (2008, p. 64) recognized, compared to 
paradigms that test the mere activation of sensory-motor processes, “a stronger test of the 
embodied cognition hypothesis would consist in studying perceptual and conceptual processing 
subsequent to suppression or impairment of the motor system.” This can be achieved with 
TMS or behavioral interference techniques. In comparison to congruency or neuroimaging 
paradigms, which can address whether sensory-motor systems are activated in a given task, 
interference paradigms tap into the crucial question of functional relevance.

Several studies have used simple interference paradigms to test the causal role of motoric 
processes for online conceptual processing. For instance, squeezing a ball was found to slow 
down the naming of tools whose handles are oriented towards the squeezing hand and made it 
less accurate when pictures where presented very briefly (Witt et al., 2010). Similarly, performing 
nonsense actions reduced naming accuracy of manipulable objects (but had no effect on RTs) 
and it reduced accuracy in concreteness judgements to nouns referring to manipulable objects 
(Yee et al., 2013). A robust effect of the same motor interference technique on RTs was recently 
reported in a high-powered experiment (N = 198) using an animacy judgement task, and the 
amount of interference was directly related to the amount of motor experience associated 
with a given concept (Davis et al., 2020, Experiment 2). In contrast, Strozyk et al. (2019) 
found no effects of hand or foot tapping on the processing of corresponding verbs in a LDT. 
This pattern of results is compatible with the view that interference effects were observed in 
semantic tasks that require access to specific referential information. However, this conclusion 
is tentative at this point and it would be useful for researchers to systematically evaluate the 
role of experimental factors (timing, type of interference, task) in order to produce maximally 
interpretable results.

A potential concern with such motor interference paradigms is that squeezing a ball might not 
only engage the motor system, but also high-level conceptual representations. For instance, 
squeezing a ball might activate action concepts, such as SQUEEZE or HAND, influencing 
conceptual processing in a category-specific way. Thus, one might argue that these paradigms 
run into the same interpretational ambiguity we described for classic congruency effects (e.g., 
Glenberg & Kaschak, 2002; Zwaan et al., 2002). However, it is not clear why the activation of 
related concepts would hinder, as opposed to facilitate, processing. In word comprehension, 
negative semantic priming has only been reported in very particular settings, such as in 
selective attention tasks in which target stimuli are embedded in distractor stimuli (D’Angelo 
et al., 2016). These paradigms are very different from the interference paradigms we discussed 
above and it seems unlikely that they are due to semantic interference at an amodal level.

Nevertheless, to avoid this sort of ambiguity it would be ideal to use interference techniques 
that are not associated with (task-relevant) concepts in the first place. This can be achieved in 
the visual domain, where nonsense masks can be used to interfere with visual simulation. The 
visual properties of meaningless masks (visual noise) can be selected so as to interfere with 
particular types of processes in the visual system. Several studies have obtained evidence that 

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139


12Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

interfering with basic visual processes during semantic processing specifically diminishes access 
to information about visual features of word referents. Dynamic low-level visual noise interfered 
with the processing of concrete relative to abstract words in a concreteness judgement task, 
but not in a lexical decision task and a word class judgement task (Ostarek & Huettig, 2017a). 
In the same vein, low-level visual noise reduced the effectiveness of word cues in a word-
picture verification task and it worsened performance in a property verification task probing 
visual (table – is it round?) but not categorical (table – is it furniture?) knowledge (Edmiston 
& Lupyan, 2017). Static masks with visual features that are specifically potent in interfering 
with the visual perception of pictures were shown to also interfere with the categorization of 
a sound as animate or inanimate (Rey et al., 2015). Strikingly, after participants learned to 
associate a tone with such a visual mask, simply hearing the tone interfered with semantic 
categorization of spoken words (animal vs. artifact) as a function of the perceptual strength 
of the word (Rey et al., 2017). Finally, a recent high-powered study further demonstrated the 
experience-dependent recruitment of sensory-motor processes during semantic processing 
(Davis et al., 2020). Participants (N = 205) performed animacy judgements on words that varied 
in the extent to which their referents were associated with visual experience while performing a 
concurrent visual task on nonsense shapes. The key result was that the amount of interference 
that the visual task excerted was proportional to how much visual experience was associated 
with a given concept (Davis et al., 2020, Experiment 1). Thus, in simple paradigms involving 
single word processing, there is extraordinary convergence of evidence strongly suggesting 
that visual processes contribute functionally to conceptual/semantic processing specifically 
when the retrieval of visual information is task-relevant. It is important to note that all the 
studies above used visual noise composed of meaningless shapes. Neuroimaging data suggest 
that such masks selectively activate the visual cortex (Yuval-Greenberg & Heeger, 2013). Thus, 
the issue with typical congruency pardigms, where it is unclear at which level effects arise, does 
not apply.

The highly useful visual noise technique has barely been extended beyond single-word 
processing paradigms. One study (Ostarek, Joosen, et al., 2019) evaluated the functional role of 
visual simulation in sentence processing, relying on the sentence-picture verification paradigm 
(Zwaan et al., 2002). In this paradigm, participants process a sentence implying an object 
to be in a particular shape and then have decide whether a picture appearing immediately 
after the sentence depicts an object that was mentioned or not. Typically, RTs are shorter to 
images that match the shape implied in the sentence. This is often interpreted as evidence for 
visual simulation (Zwaan et al., 2002; Zwaan & Pecher, 2012). The main result was that various 
types of visual noise, ranging from low-level to high-level visual, did not robustly diminish the 
typically observed advantage for targets with shapes congruent with the shape implied in the 
sentence. This suggests that the shape match effect does not depend on visual simulation 
(Ostarek, Joosen, et al., 2019). Clearly, more interference studies are required to elucidate 
whether combinatioral language processing relies on visual simulation.

Behavioral interference paradigms have also been applied to the domain of working memory. 
A behavioral interference study by Shebani and Pulvermüller (2013) suggests that complex 
hand or foot movements can lead to effector-specific interference with working memory 
for corresponding action verbs. Similarly, Downing-Doucet and Guérard (2014) reported that 
opening and closing the hand during encoding interfered with memory for graspable objects 
(see also Lagacé & Guérard, 2015). Moreover, a series of experiments consistently showed that 
the retrieval of manual actions or manipulable objects held in short-term memory was impaired 
when participants had to hold their hands behind the back during encoding, whereas memory 
of non-manual actions or non-manipulable objects was not affected by posture (Dutriaux et 
al., 2019; Dutriaux & Gyselinck, 2016). By contrast, a number of largely similar studies did not 
obtain any evidence that motor interference affects working memory for action-related objects 
(Canits et al., 2018; Pecher, 2013; Quak et al., 2014; Zeelenberg & Pecher, 2016). At this point, 
it is not clear whether or when motor interference causes action-specific working memory 
impairments (Montero-Melis, van Paridon, Ostarek, & Bylund, 2019; Zeelenberg & Pecher, 2016).

Researchers investigating effects of action language on movements are faced with a 
similarly heterogeneous picture that makes it hard to draw firm conclusions yet. A review of 
108 experiments proposes that it is possible to predict whether action language facilitates, 
interferes with, or has no effect on movements based on temporal and task-related factors 
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(García & Ibáñez, 2016). Systematic analyses like this are crucial to reach a situation where 
more and more specific questions can be addressed in new empirical studies.

Transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) is another prominent interference technique. TMS 
pulses are particularly easy to administer to effector-specific parts of the motor cortex, due 
to its somatotopic organization. However, the TMS literature tapping into motor simulation is 
rather small and does not paint a coherent picture. This is particularly striking in the case of 
action language comprehension, where a variety of stimulation protocols have been used and 
a variety of different results have been obtained. Shorter RTs to action verbs were obtained 
in a lexical decision task when two-pulse TMS was delivered online to the hand M1 region 
(Pulvermüller et al., 2005) and when theta-burst TMS was delivered offline to the premotor 
hand area (Willems et al., 2011). Another set of studies, by contrast, observed longer RTs after 
TMS of the motor cortex. In a concreteness judgement task, RTs to action verbs were increased 
after online four-pulse TMS on hand M1 (Vukovic et al., 2017) and after offline repetitive TMS 
on M1 (Repetto et al., 2013). Vukovic et al. observed no effects of TMS when a lexical decision 
task was used. This tentatively suggests that TMS on the motor cortex is more likely to hinder 
processing when action-related information is conducive to task performance, such as in 
the concreteness task or in motor imagery tasks (Tomasino et al., 2008). However, another 
study reported no effects of TMS on M1 when participants were asked to decide whether verbs 
referred to actions or not (Papeo et al., 2009), which arguably directly probes action knowledge. 
A further study found that repetitive TMS on M1 selectively slowed down responses to action 
verbs and action-related nouns in a morphological transformation task (Gerfo et al., 2008). 
Overall, it is interesting that several papers have reported effects of TMS of the motor cortex. 
But it is hard to see which factors determine whether an effect is expected and which sign the 
effect will have. An important challenge will be to reach a situation where specific predictions 
can be made (Ostarek & Huettig, 2019). So far, the literature is very much unlike the ideal 
scenario that Platt envisioned for strong inference (Platt, 1964), where one factor after the 
other (e.g., number, timing, intensity of TMS pulses, task, etc.) is systematically probed until the 
picture becomes clear.

An additional issue is that TMS of a given region can have distant effects on functionally 
connected regions (e.g., Ruff et al., 2009). The logic of many TMS studies is that stimulating a 
given area should only impact processing if the area carries out processes that are functionally 
relevant. However, it is possible that indirect stimulation of a functionally connected region 
accounts for the observed behavioral effects. For instance, there is evidence that the posterior 
middle temoporal gyrus is functionally connected to the motor cortex and that stimulating 
the former can alter processing in the latter (Papeo et al., 2015). Conversely, it is conceivable 
that stimulation of the motor cortex can influence processing in temporal regions. Thus, It will 
be crucial to understand how different nodes of the conceptual system interact. This could 
be addressed with dual-site TMS that stimulates different nodes at different points in time 
(Hartwigsen et al., 2010).

In sum, behavioral interference methods hold great promise to elucidate the functional role of 
sensory-motor simulation for cognitive functions such as language comprehension, but their 
utilization so far does not live up to the potential of the method. They lend themselves rather 
ideally to systematically tackling open questions in the debate about embodiment one by one 
in a highly targeted way, in the spirit of strong inference (Platt, 1964). This should be done in the 
context of pre-registration, to decrease researcher degrees of freedom (Simmons et al., 2011), 
and open science, to alleviate the file drawer problem and make research more reproducible 
(Nosek et al., 2015).

3. CONCLUSION
Research on embodiment has not yet resolved essential issues necessary for the field to take 
the next step. Here, we proposed that this is partly due to the prominent reliance on weak 
paradigms that do not allow for strong theoretical inferences. Causal paradigms can deliver 
strong inference regarding an essential prediction of embodied accounts according to which 
experience-sensitive sensory-motor simulations functionally contribute to cognitive processing.

In discussing the explanatory potential of causal paradigms, we focused on congenital 
sensory-motor disorders, acquired sensory-motor deficits, and interference paradigms with 

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139


14Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

healthy participants. Participants with congenital sensory-motor disorders can provide unique 
insights into the scope and limits of neural plasticity. Comparisons with healthy participants in 
terms of task performance are challenging because it is typically unclear whether equivalent 
performance is due to lacking functional relevance of sensory-motor simulation or due to 
experience-based adaptation/compensation. It is likely to be fruitful to contrastively investigate 
domains where alternative sensory experience is available (blind people can experience tools 
via touch) with those that can uniquely be experienced via the unavailable sense (color can 
only be seen). Experience-based accounts clearly predict processing differences in the latter 
case. Such differences can manifest themselves in behavioral measures and/or in altered 
neural processing which can be tested with modern neuroimaging methods. Studying 
acquired sensory-motor deficits can potentially be revealing about to role of simulations in 
conceptual processing, although at the moment they do not provide strong inference yet. 
Interference paradigms with healthy cohorts have the potential to be decisive in the debate 
about embodiment. They tend to be cheap, can be administered to large samples of healthy 
participants, afford great experimental control, and can be implemented in a large variety of 
tasks. When researchers wish to make claims about embodiment, a general switch from using 
congruency paradigms to using interference paradigms as a default could be a crucial move.

We examined three main alternatives regarding the role of simulations in conceptual processing: 
they are strictly necessary and functionally relevant, they are not srictly necessary but 
functionally relevant, they are neither strictly necessary nor functionally relevant. Our analyses 
suggests that we can reasonably exclude the possibility that simulations ar strictly necessary 
for conceptual processing on the basis of spared color knowledge in some congenitally blind 
individuals. Future research can move on to more fine-grained questions regarding, for instance, 
the extent and origins of color knowledge in congenitally blind people.

Second, we can exclude the possibility that simulations are neither strictly necessary nor 
functionally relevant. This is mainly based on results from interference paradigms, which have 
made a convincing case for the view that experience-based simulations contribute functionally 
to conceptual processing (Davis et al., 2020; Edmiston & Lupyan, 2017; Ostarek & Huettig, 
2017b). This line of research has made a strong case for basic visual processes being functionally 
relevant as a function of the sensory experience associated with a concept and as a function of 
the relevance of perceptual information in a given task. Important open questions are whether 
this pattern also holds in other modalitites (e.g., motor) and whether simulation is functionally 
relevant in typical communication situations (see Ostarek & Huettig, 2019 for discussion).

The main goal of this paper was to illustrate how a focus on strong inference and causal 
paradigms can generally be beneficial. To do so in an amount of pages that we can expect readers 
to tolerate, we painted in rather broad strokes. For instance, ultimately the real challenge is not 
to determine whether simulations contribute functionally to high-level cognition in general, 
but to figure out whether simulations underlie specific functions or domains. In a similar vein, 
the ultimate goal is not to determine whether sensory-motor simulations (of any kind) are 
important, but to understand which exact processes are activated in a given task. Thus, the 
idea of the current paper was not to do all the heavy lifting already, but to propose an approach 
that we deem promising to get a good grip on the question of embodiment. Finer-grained 
questions should follow naturally by going deeper in the logical trees we have sketched, by 
adding new branches etc. We also welcome a discussion of whether the approach based 
on strong inference we presented here can be improved, or whether an altogether-different 
approach is superior.

ETHICS AND CONSENT
Because no human data were collected for this article, no ethical approval was required or 
collected.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We thank Yangwen Xu, Léo Dutriaux, and Guillermo Montero-Melis for comments on an earlier 
draft. RB’s research is supported by the European Research Council (ERC-StG NOAM 804422) 
and the Italian Ministry of Education University and Research (MIUR-FARE RICERCA MODGET 
40103642).

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139


15Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

COMPETING INTERESTS
The authors have no competing interests to declare.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS
Markus Ostarek  orcid.org/0000-0002-1138-7904

Max Planck Institute for Psycholinguistics, Wundtlaan 1, 6525XD Nijmegen, The Netherlands

Roberto Bottini  orcid.org/0000-0001-7941-7762

Center for Mind/Brain Sciences (CIMeC), University of Trento, Italy

REFERENCES
Argiris, G., Budai, R., Maieron, M., Ius, T., Skrap, M., & Tomasino, B. (2020). Neurosurgical lesions to 

sensorimotor cortex do not impair action verb processing. Scientific Reports, 10(1), 1–15. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-57361-3

Bak, T. H. (2013). The neuroscience of action semantics in neurodegenerative brain diseases. Current 

Opinion in Neurology, 26(6), 671–677. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1097/WCO.0000000000000039
Bak, T. H., & Chandran, S. (2012). What wires together dies together: Verbs, actions and 

neurodegeneration in motor neuron disease. Cortex, 48(7), 936–944. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cortex.2011.07.008

Bak, T. H., & Hodges, J. R. (2004). The effects of motor neurone disease on language: Further evidence. 

Brain and Language, 89(2), 354–361. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0093-934X(03)00357-2
Bak, T. H., O’donovan, D. G., Xuereb, J. H., Boniface, S., & Hodges, J. R. (2001). Selective impairment of 

verb processing associated with pathological changes in Brodmann areas 44 and 45 in the motor 

neurone disease–dementia–aphasia syndrome. Brain, 124(1), 103–120. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/
brain/124.1.103

Bak, T. H., Yancopoulou, D., Nestor, P. J., Xuereb, J. H., Spillantini, M. G., Pulvermüller, F., & Hodges, 
J. R. (2005). Clinical, imaging and pathological correlates of a hereditary deficit in verb and action 

processing. Brain, 129(2), 321–332. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh701
Barsalou, L. W. (1999). Perceptions of perceptual symbols. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 22(04), 

637–660. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X99532147
Barsalou, L. W. (2008). Grounded Cognition. Annual Review of Psychology, 59(1), 617–645. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093639
Barsalou, L. W. (2016). On staying grounded and avoiding quixotic dead ends. Psychonomic Bulletin & 

Review, 23(4), 1122–1142. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-016-1028-3
Beauvois, M. F., & Saillant, B. (1985). Optic aphasia for colours and colour agnosia: A distinction between 

visual and visuo-verbal impairments in the processing of colours. Cognitive Neuropsychology, 2(1), 

1–48. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643298508252860
Bedny, M., Koster-Hale, J., Elli, G., Yazzolino, L., & Saxe, R. (2019). There’s more to “sparkle” than meets 

the eye: Knowledge of vision and light verbs among congenitally blind and sighted individuals. 

Cognition, 189, 105–115. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2019.03.017
Bedny, M., Pascual-Leone, A., Dodell-Feder, D., Fedorenko, E., & Saxe, R. (2011). Language processing 

in the occipital cortex of congenitally blind adults. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 

108(11), 4429–4434. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1014818108
Bedny, M., & Saxe, R. (2012). Insights into the origins of knowledge from the cognitive neuroscience of 

blindness. Cognitive Neuropsychology, 29(1–2), 56–84. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2012.
713342

Bocanegra, Y., García, A. M., Lopera, F., Pineda, D., Baena, A., Ospina, P., Alzate, D., Buriticá, O., Moreno, 
L., & Ibáñez, A. (2017). Unspeakable motion: Selective action-verb impairments in Parkinson’s 

disease patients without mild cognitive impairment. Brain and Language, 168, 37–46. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2017.01.005

Bocanegra, Y., García, A. M., Pineda, D., Buriticá, O., Villegas, A., Lopera, F., Gómez, D., Gómez-Arias, C., 
Cardona, J. F., & Trujillo, N. (2015). Syntax, action verbs, action semantics, and object semantics in 

Parkinson’s disease: Dissociability, progression, and executive influences. Cortex, 69, 237–254. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2015.05.022
Borghi, A. M., Binkofski, F., Castelfranchi, C., Cimatti, F., Scorolli, C., & Tummolini, L. (2017). The 

challenge of abstract concepts. Psychological Bulletin, 143(3), 263. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/
bul0000089

Bottini, R., Ferraro, S., Nigri, A., Cuccarini, V., Bruzzone, M. G., & Collignon, O. (2020). Brain Regions 

Involved in Conceptual Retrieval in Sighted and Blind People. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 32(6), 

1009–1025. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn_a_01538

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1138-7904
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1138-7904
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7941-7762
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-57361-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-57361-3
https://doi.org/10.1097/WCO.0000000000000039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0093-934X(03)00357-2
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/124.1.103
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/124.1.103
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh701
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X99532147
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093639
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093639
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-016-1028-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643298508252860
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2019.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1014818108
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2012.713342
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2012.713342
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2017.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2017.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2015.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000089
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000089
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn_a_01538


16Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Boulenger, V., Mechtouff, L., Thobois, S., Broussolle, E., Jeannerod, M., & Nazir, T. A. (2008). Word 

processing in Parkinson’s disease is impaired for action verbs but not for concrete nouns. 

Neuropsychologia, 46(2), 743–756. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.10.007
Buccino, G., Dalla Volta, R., Arabia, G., Morelli, M., Chiriaco, C., Lupo, A., Silipo, F., & Quattrone, A. 

(2017). Processing graspable object images and their nouns is impaired in Parkinson’s disease 

patients. Cortex. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010945217300898. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.03.009

Buxbaum, L. J., Kyle, K. M., & Menon, R. (2005). On beyond mirror neurons: Internal representations 

subserving imitation and recognition of skilled object-related actions in humans. Cognitive Brain 

Research, 25(1), 226–239. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogbrainres.2005.05.014
Canits, I., Pecher, D., & Zeelenberg, R. (2018). Effects of grasp compatibility on long-term memory for 

objects. Acta Psychologica, 182, 65–74. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2017.11.009
Connolly, A. C., Gleitman, L. R., & Thompson-Schill, S. L. (2007). Effect of congenital blindness on the 

semantic representation of some everyday concepts. Proceedings of the National Academy of 

Sciences, 104(20), 8241–8246. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702812104
Cooper, L. A., & Shepard, R. N. (1975). Mental transformation in the identification of left and right hands. 

Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 1(1), 48. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1037/0096-1523.1.1.48

Cotelli, M., Borroni, B., Manenti, R., Alberici, A., Calabria, M., Agosti, C., Arevalo, A., Ginex, V., Ortelli, 
P., & Binetti, G. (2006). Action and object naming in frontotemporal dementia, progressive 

supranuclear palsy, and corticobasal degeneration. Neuropsychology, 20(5), 558. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1037/0894-4105.20.5.558

Cotelli, M., Borroni, B., Manenti, R., Zanetti, M., Arévalo, A., Cappa, S. F., & Padovani, A. (2007). Action 

and object naming in Parkinson’s disease without dementia. European Journal of Neurology, 14(6), 

632–637. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2007.01797.x
Craje, C., van Elk, M., Beeren, M., van Schie, H. T., Bekkering, H., & Steenbergen, B. (2010). Compromised 

motor planning and motor imagery in right hemiparetic cerebral palsy. Research in Developmental 

Disabilities, 31(6), 1313–1322. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2010.07.010
D’Angelo, M. C., Thomson, D. R., Tipper, S. P., & Milliken, B. (2016). Negative priming 1985 to 2015: A 

measure of inhibition, the emergence of alternative accounts, and the multiple process challenge. 

Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 69(10), 1890–1909. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/17470
218.2016.1173077

Daniele, A., Barbier, A., Di Giuda, D., Vita, M. G., Piccininni, C., Spinelli, P., Tondo, G., Fasano, 
A., Colosimo, C., & Giordano, A. (2013). Selective impairment of action-verb naming and 

comprehension in progressive supranuclear palsy. Cortex, 49(4), 948–960. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cortex.2012.03.024

Davis, C. P., Joergensen, G. H., Boddy, P., Dowling, C., & Yee, E. (2020). Making it harder to “see” meaning: 

The more you see something, the more its conceptual representation is susceptible to visual 

interference. Psychological science, 31(5), 505–517. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797620910748
De Renzi, E., & Spinnler, H. (1967). Impaired performance on color tasks in patients with hemispheric 

damage. Cortex, 3(2), 194–217. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-9452(67)80012-1
De Vreese, L. P. (1991). Two systems for colour-naming defects: verbal disconnection vs colour imagery 

disorder. Neuropsychologia, 29(1), 1–18. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0028-3932(91)90090-U
Downing-Doucet, F., & Guérard, K. (2014). A motor similarity effect in object memory. Psychonomic 

Bulletin & Review, 21(4), 1033–1040. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-013-0570-5
Dutriaux, L., Dahiez, X., & Gyselinck, V. (2019). How to change your memory of an object with a posture 

and a verb. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 72(5), 1112–1118. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/1747021818785096

Dutriaux, L., & Gyselinck, V. (2016). Learning is better with the hands free: The role of posture in the 

memory of manipulable objects. PloS One, 11(7). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0159108
Edmiston, P., & Lupyan, G. (2017). Visual interference disrupts visual knowledge. Journal of Memory and 

Language, 92, 281–292. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jml.2016.07.002
Elliott, M. L., Knodt, A. R., Ireland, D., Morris, M. L., Poulton, R., Ramrakha, S., ... & Hariri, A. R. (2020). 

What Is the Test-Retest Reliability of Common Task-Functional MRI Measures? New Empirical 

Evidence and a Meta-Analysis. Psychological Science, 0956797620916786. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/0956797620916786

Farah, M. J. (1989). The neural basis of mental imagery. Trends in neurosciences, 12(10), 395–399. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-2236(89)90079-9
Fernandino, L., Binder, J. R., Desai, R. H., Pendl, S. L., Humphries, C. J., Gross, W. L., ... & Seidenberg, 

M. S. (2016). Concept representation reflects multimodal abstraction: A framework for embodied 

semantics. Cerebral cortex, 26(5), 2018–2034. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhv020
Fernandino, L., Conant, L. L., Binder, J. R., Blindauer, K., Hiner, B., Spangler, K., & Desai, R. H. (2013a). 

Parkinson’s disease disrupts both automatic and controlled processing of action verbs. Brain and 

Language, 127(1), 65–74. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2012.07.008

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.10.007
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010945217300898
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogbrainres.2005.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2017.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702812104
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-1523.1.1.48
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-1523.1.1.48
https://doi.org/10.1037/0894-4105.20.5.558
https://doi.org/10.1037/0894-4105.20.5.558
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2007.01797.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2010.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470218.2016.1173077
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470218.2016.1173077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2012.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2012.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797620910748
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-9452(67)80012-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0028-3932(91)90090-U
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-013-0570-5
https://doi.org/10.1177/1747021818785096
https://doi.org/10.1177/1747021818785096
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0159108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jml.2016.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797620916786
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797620916786
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-2236(89)90079-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhv020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2012.07.008


17Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Fernandino, L., Conant, L. L., Binder, J. R., Blindauer, K., Hiner, B., Spangler, K., & Desai, R. H. (2013b). 

Where is the action? Action sentence processing in Parkinson’s disease. Neuropsychologia, 51(8), 

1510–1517. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2013.04.008
Fodor, J. A. (1975). The language of thought (Vol. 5). Harvard University Press. https://books.google.nl/

books?hl=fr&lr=&id=XZwGLBYLbg4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR7&dq=fodor+1975&ots=_mmkJF1sB-&sig=F_
MpYdOJ2sycxNcCpHxJVWQslIM

Funk, M., & Brugger, P. (2008). Mental rotation of congenitally absent hands. Journal of the International 

Neuropsychological Society, 14(1), 81–89. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617708080041
Gallese, V., & Lakoff, G. (2005). The Brain’s concepts: The role of the Sensory-motor system 

in conceptual knowledge. Cognitive Neuropsychology, 22(3–4), 455–479. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1080/02643290442000310

Garcia, A. M., Bocanegra, Y., Herrera, E., Moreno, L., Carmona, J., Baena, A., Lopera, F., Pineda, D., 
Melloni, M., & Legaz, A. (2018). Parkinson’s disease compromises the appraisal of action meanings 

evoked by naturalistic texts. Cortex, 100, 111–126. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.07.003
García, A. M., & Ibáñez, A. (2016). A touch with words: Dynamic synergies between manual actions 

and language. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, 68, 59–95. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
neubiorev.2016.04.022

Gerfo, E. L., Oliveri, M., Torriero, S., Salerno, S., Koch, G., & Caltagirone, C. (2008). The influence of 

rTMS over prefrontal and motor areas in a morphological task: Grammatical vs. semantic effects. 

Neuropsychologia, 46(2), 764–770. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.10.012
Glenberg, A. M., & Kaschak, M. P. (2002). Grounding language in action. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 

9(3), 558–565. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03196313
Hartwigsen, G., Price, C. J., Baumgaertner, A., Geiss, G., Koehnke, M., Ulmer, S., & Siebner, H. R. 

(2010). The right posterior inferior frontal gyrus contributes to phonological word decisions in the 

healthy brain: evidence from dual-site TMS. Neuropsychologia, 48(10), 3155–3163. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.06.032

Hauk, O., Johnsrude, I., & Pulvermüller, F. (2004). Somatotopic representation of action words in 

human motor and premotor cortex. Neuron, 41(2), 301–307. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-
6273(03)00838-9

Herz, D. M., Eickhoff, S. B., Løkkegaard, A., & Siebner, H. R. (2014). Functional neuroimaging of motor 

control in parkinson’s disease: A meta-analysis. Human Brain Mapping, 35(7), 3227–3237. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.22397
Hicks, R. D. (2015). Aristotle De Anima. Cambridge University Press.

Humphries, S., Klooster, N., Cardillo, E., Weintraub, D., Rick, J., & Chatterjee, A. (2019). From action to 

abstraction: The sensorimotor grounding of metaphor in Parkinson’s disease. Cortex, 121, 362–384. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.09.005
Jankovic, J. (2008). Parkinson’s disease: Clinical features and diagnosis. Journal of Neurology, 

Neurosurgery & Psychiatry, 79(4), 368–376. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.2007.131045
Kemmerer, D., Rudrauf, D., Manzel, K., & Tranel, D. (2012). Behavioral patterns and lesion sites 

associated with impaired processing of lexical and conceptual knowledge of actions. Cortex, 48(7), 

826–848. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2010.11.001
Kiefer, M., & Pulvermüller, F. (2012). Conceptual representations in mind and brain: theoretical 

developments, current evidence and future directions. Cortex, 48(7), 805–825. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.04.006

Kim, J. S., Elli, G. V., & Bedny, M. (2019). Knowledge of animal appearance among sighted and blind 

adults. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 116(23), 11213–11222. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1900952116

Lagacé, S., & Guérard, K. (2015). When motor congruency modulates immediate memory for objects. 

Acta Psychologica, 157, 65–73. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2015.02.009
Landau, B. (1983). Blind children’s language is not “meaningless”. Language Acquisition in the Blind Child: 

Normal and Deficient (pp. 62–76).

Loiotile, R. E., Cusack, R., & Bedny, M. (2019). Naturalistic Audio-Movies and Narrative Synchronize 

“Visual” Cortices across Congenitally Blind But Not Sighted Individuals. Journal of Neuroscience, 

39(45), 8940–8948. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0298-19.2019
Loiotile, R., Omaki, A., & Bedny, M. (2019). Enhanced sentence processing abilities among congenitally 

blind adults. PsyArXiv.

Mahon, B. Z. (2015). What is embodied about cognition? Language, Cognition and Neuroscience, 30(4), 

420–429. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/23273798.2014.987791
Mahon, B. Z., & Caramazza, A. (2008). A critical look at the embodied cognition hypothesis and a new 

proposal for grounding conceptual content. Journal of Physiology-Paris, 102(1), 59–70. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jphysparis.2008.03.004

Meteyard, L., Cuadrado, S. R., Bahrami, B., & Vigliocco, G. (2012). Coming of age: A review of 

embodiment and the neuroscience of semantics. Cortex, 48(7), 788–804. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cortex.2010.11.002

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2013.04.008
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=fr&lr=&id=XZwGLBYLbg4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR7&dq=fodor+1975&ots=_mmkJF1sB-&sig=F_MpYdOJ2sycxNcCpHxJVWQslIM
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=fr&lr=&id=XZwGLBYLbg4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR7&dq=fodor+1975&ots=_mmkJF1sB-&sig=F_MpYdOJ2sycxNcCpHxJVWQslIM
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=fr&lr=&id=XZwGLBYLbg4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR7&dq=fodor+1975&ots=_mmkJF1sB-&sig=F_MpYdOJ2sycxNcCpHxJVWQslIM
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617708080041
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290442000310
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290442000310
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2016.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2016.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.10.012
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03196313
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.06.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.06.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00838-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00838-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.22397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.2007.131045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2010.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1900952116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1900952116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2015.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0298-19.2019
https://doi.org/10.1080/23273798.2014.987791
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphysparis.2008.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphysparis.2008.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2010.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2010.11.002


18Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Miceli, G., Fouch, E., Capasso, R., Shelton, J. R., Tomaiuolo, F., & Caramazza, A. (2001). The dissociation 

of color from form and function knowledge. Nature neuroscience, 4(6), 662–667. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1038/88497

Montero-Melis, G., van Paridon, J., Ostarek, M., & Bylund, E. (2019). Does the motor system functionally 

contribute to keeping words in working memory? A pre-registered replication of Shebani and 

Pulvermüller (2013, Cortex). DOI: https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/pqf8k
Murphy, T. H., & Corbett, D. (2009). Plasticity during stroke recovery: from synapse to behaviour. Nature 

reviews neuroscience, 10(12), 861–872. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2735
Mutsaarts, M., Steenbergen, B., & Bekkering, H. (2007). Impaired motor imagery in right 

hemiparetic cerebral palsy. Neuropsychologia, 45(4), 853–859. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
neuropsychologia.2006.08.020

Negri, G. A., Rumiati, R. I., Zadini, A., Ukmar, M., Mahon, B. Z., & Caramazza, A. (2007). What is 

the role of motor simulation in action and object recognition? Evidence from apraxia. Cognitive 

Neuropsychology, 24(8), 795–816. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290701707412
Nisticò, R., Cerasa, A., Olivadese, G., Dalla Volta, R., Crasà, M., Vasta, R., Gramigna, V., Vescio, B., 

Barbagallo, G., & Chiriaco, C. (2019). The embodiment of language in tremor-dominant Parkinson’s 

disease patients. Brain and Cognition, 135, 103586. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2019.103586
Nosek, B. A., Alter, G., Banks, G. C., Borsboom, D., Bowman, S. D., Breckler, S. J., Buck, S., Chambers, 

C. D., Chin, G., & Christensen, G. (2015). Promoting an open research culture. Science, 348(6242), 

1422–1425. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aab2374
Ostarek, M., & Huettig, F. (2017a). A Task-Dependent Causal Role for Low-Level Visual Processes in 

Spoken Word Comprehension. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 

43(8), 1215. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/xlm0000375
Ostarek, M., & Huettig, F. (2017b). Spoken words can make the invisible visible—Testing the involvement 

of low-level visual representations in spoken word processing. Journal of Experimental Psychology: 

Human Perception and Performance, 43(3), 499. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/xhp0000313
Ostarek, M., & Huettig, F. (2019). Six challenges for embodiment research. Current Directions in 

Psychological Science. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721419866441
Ostarek, M., Joosen, D., Ishag, A., De Nijs, M., & Huettig, F. (2019). Are visual processes causally involved 

in “perceptual simulation” effects in the sentence-picture verification task? Cognition, 182, 84–94. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.08.017
Ostarek, M., Van Paridon, J., & Montero-Melis, G. (2019). Sighted people’s language is not helpful 

for blind individuals’ acquisition of typical animal colors. Proceedings of the National Academy of 

Sciences, 116(44), 21972–21973. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1912302116
Papeo, L., Negri, G. A., Zadini, A., & Ida Rumiati, R. (2010). Action performance and action-

word understanding: Evidence of double dissociations in left-damaged patients. Cognitive 

Neuropsychology, 27(5), 428–461. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2011.570326
Papeo, L., Vallesi, A., Isaja, A., & Rumiati, R. I. (2009). Effects of TMS on different stages of motor and 

non-motor verb processing in the primary motor cortex. PloS One, 4(2). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0004508

Parsons, L. M. (1987). Imagined spatial transformations of one’s hands and feet. Cognitive Psychology, 

19(2), 178–241. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-0285(87)90011-9
Parsons, L. M. (1994). Temporal and kinematic properties of motor behavior reflected in mentally 

simulated action. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 20(4), 

709. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-1523.20.4.709
Pazzaglia, M., Pizzamiglio, L., Pes, E., & Aglioti, S. M. (2008). The sound of actions in apraxia. Current 

Biology, 18(22), 1766–1772. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.09.061
Pazzaglia, M., Smania, N., Corato, E., & Aglioti, S. M. (2008). Neural underpinnings of gesture 

discrimination in patients with limb apraxia. Journal of Neuroscience, 28(12), 3030–3041. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5748-07.2008
Pecher, D. (2013). No role for motor affordances in visual working memory. Journal of Experimental 

Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 39(1), 2. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028642
Péran, P., Rascol, O., Démonet, J.-F., Celsis, P., Nespoulous, J.-L., Dubois, B., & Cardebat, D. (2003). 

Deficit of verb generation in nondemented patients with Parkinson’s disease. Movement Disorders: 

Official Journal of the Movement Disorder Society, 18(2), 150–156. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/
mds.10306

Platt, J. R. (1964). Strong inference. Science, 146(3642), 347–353. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.146.3642.347

Pulvermüller, F. (2005). Brain mechanisms linking language and action. Nature Reviews Neuroscience, 

6(7), 576–582. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1706
Pulvermüller, F., Hauk, O., Nikulin, V. V., & Ilmoniemi, R. J. (2005). Functional links between motor and 

language systems. European Journal of Neuroscience, 21(3), 793–797. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1460-9568.2005.03900.x

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.1038/88497
https://doi.org/10.1038/88497
https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/pqf8k
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2735
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290701707412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2019.103586
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aab2374
https://doi.org/10.1037/xlm0000375
https://doi.org/10.1037/xhp0000313
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721419866441
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1912302116
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2011.570326
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004508
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004508
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-0285(87)90011-9
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-1523.20.4.709
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.09.061
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5748-07.2008
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028642
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.10306
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.10306
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.146.3642.347
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.146.3642.347
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1706
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2005.03900.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2005.03900.x


19Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Pylyshyn, Z. W. (1973). What the mind’s eye tells the mind’s brain: A critique of mental imagery. 

Psychological Bulletin, 80(1), 1. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/h0034650
Quak, M., Pecher, D., & Zeelenberg, R. (2014). Effects of motor congruence on visual working memory. 

Attention, Perception, & Psychophysics, 76(7), 2063–2070. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-014-
0654-y

Rapcsak, S. Z., Ochipa, C., Anderson, K. C., & Poizner, H. (1995). Progressive ideomotor apraxia-evidence 

for a selective impairment of the action production system. Brain and Cognition, 27(2), 213–236. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1006/brcg.1995.1018
Repetto, C., Colombo, B., Cipresso, P., & Riva, G. (2013). The effects of rTMS over the primary motor 

cortex: The link between action and language. Neuropsychologia, 51(1), 8–13. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.11.001

Rey, A. E., Riou, B., Vallet, G. T., & Versace, R. (2017). The automatic visual simulation of words: A 

memory reactivated mask slows down conceptual access. Canadian Journal of Experimental 

Psychology/Revue Canadienne de Psychologie Expérimentale, 71(1), 14. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/
cep0000100

Rey, A. E., Riou, B., Muller, D., Dabic, S., & Versace, R. (2015). “The mask who wasn’t there”: Visual 

masking effect with the perceptual absence of the mask. Journal of Experimental Psychology: 

Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 41(2), 567. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/xlm0000051
Riccardi, N., Yourganov, G., Rorden, C., Fridriksson, J., & Desai, R. H. (2019). Dissociating action and 

abstract verb comprehension post-stroke. Cortex. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.05.013
Roberts, A., Nguyen, P., Orange, J. B., Jog, M., Nisbet, K. A., & McRae, K. (2017). Differential impairments 

of upper and lower limb movements influence action verb processing in Parkinson disease. Cortex, 

97, 49–59. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.09.022
Ruff, C. C., Driver, J., & Bestmann, S. (2009). Combining TMS and fMRI: from ‘virtual lesions’ to 

functional-network accounts of cognition. Cortex, 45(9), 1043–1049. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cortex.2008.10.012

Saysani, A., Corballis, M. C., & Corballis, P. M. (2018). Colour envisioned: Concepts of colour in the blind 

and sighted. Visual Cognition, 26(5), 382–392. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/13506285.2018.1465148
Shebani, Z., & Pulvermüller, F. (2013). Moving the hands and feet specifically impairs working memory 

for arm-and leg-related action words. Cortex, 49(1), 222–231. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cortex.2011.10.005

Shtyrov, Y., Butorina, A., Nikolaeva, A., & Stroganova, T. (2014). Automatic ultrarapid activation and 

inhibition of cortical motor systems in spoken word comprehension. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences, 111(18), E1918–E1923. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1323158111
Shuren, J. E., Brott, T. G., Schefft, B. K., & Houston, W. (1996). Preserved color imagery in an 

achromatopsic. Neuropsychologia, 34(6), 485–489. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0028-
3932(95)00153-0

Silveri, M. C., & Ciccarelli, N. (2007). The deficit for the word-class “verb” in corticobasal degeneration: 

Linguistic expression of the movement disorder? Neuropsychologia, 45(11), 2570–2579. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.03.014

Silveri, M. C., Traficante, D., Monaco, M. R. L., Iori, L., Sarchioni, F., & Burani, C. (2018). Word selection 

processing in Parkinson’s disease: When nouns are more difficult than verbs. Cortex, 100, 8–20. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.05.023
Simmons, J. P., Nelson, L. D., & Simonsohn, U. (2011). False-positive psychology: Undisclosed flexibility in 

data collection and analysis allows presenting anything as significant. Psychological Science, 22(11), 

1359–1366. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611417632
Siuda-Krzywicka, K., Witzel, C., Chabani, E., Taga, M., Coste, C., Cools, N., ... & Bartolomeo, P. (2019a). 

Color categorization independent of color naming. Cell reports, 28(10), 2471–2479. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.celrep.2019.08.003

Siuda-Krzywicka, K., Witzel, C., Taga, M., Delanoe, M., Cohen, L., & Bartolomeo, P. (2019b). When 

colours split from objects: The disconnection of colour perception from colour language and colour 

knowledge. Cognitive Neuropsychology, 1–15. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2019.1642861
Spatt, J., Bak, T., Bozeat, S., Patterson, K., & Hodges, J. R. (2002). Apraxia, mechanical problem solving 

and semantic knowledge. Journal of Neurology, 249(5), 601–608. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/
s004150200070

Speed, L. J., van Dam, W. O., Hirath, P., Vigliocco, G., & Desai, R. H. (2017). Impaired Comprehension of 

Speed Verbs in Parkinson’s Disease. Journal of the International Neuropsychological Society, 23(5), 

412–420. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617717000248
Stanfield, R. A., & Zwaan, R. A. (2001). The effect of implied orientation derived from verbal context 

on picture recognition. Psychological Science, 12(2), 153–156. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-
9280.00326

Stasenko, A., Garcea, F. E., Dombovy, M., & Mahon, B. Z. (2014). When concepts lose their color: A 

case of object-color knowledge impairment. Cortex, 58, 217–238. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cortex.2014.05.013

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0034650
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-014-0654-y
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-014-0654-y
https://doi.org/10.1006/brcg.1995.1018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/cep0000100
https://doi.org/10.1037/cep0000100
https://doi.org/10.1037/xlm0000051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.09.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2008.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2008.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/13506285.2018.1465148
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1323158111
https://doi.org/10.1016/0028-3932(95)00153-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0028-3932(95)00153-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2017.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611417632
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2019.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2019.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2019.1642861
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004150200070
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004150200070
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617717000248
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00326
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00326
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2014.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2014.05.013


20Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

Steenbergen, B., van Nimwegen, M., & Crajé, C. (2007). Solving a mental rotation task in congenital 

hemiparesis: Motor imagery versus visual imagery. Neuropsychologia, 45(14), 3324–3328. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.07.002
Striem-Amit, E., Vannuscorps, G., & Caramazza, A. (2017). Sensorimotor-independent development of 

hands and tools selectivity in the visual cortex. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 

114(18), 4787–4792. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1620289114
Striem-Amit, E., Wang, X., Bi, Y., & Caramazza, A. (2018). Neural representation of visual concepts in 

people born blind. Nature communications, 9(1), 1–12. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-
07574-3

Strozyk, J. V., Dudschig, C., & Kaup, B. (2019). Do I need to have my hands free to understand hand-

related language? Investigating the functional relevance of experiential simulations. Psychological 

Research, 83(3), 406–418. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00426-017-0900-8
Tettamanti, M., Buccino, G., Saccuman, M. C., Gallese, V., Danna, M., Scifo, P., ... & Perani, D. (2005). 

Listening to action-related sentences activates fronto-parietal motor circuits. Journal of cognitive 

neuroscience, 17(2), 273–281. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1162/0898929053124965
Thompson-Schill, S. L. (2003). Neuroimaging studies of semantic memory: inferring “how” from “where”. 

Neuropsychologia, 41(3), 280–292. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3932(02)00161-6
Tomasino, B., Fink, G. R., Sparing, R., Dafotakis, M., & Weiss, P. H. (2008). Action verbs and the primary 

motor cortex: A comparative TMS study of silent reading, frequency judgments, and motor imagery. 

Neuropsychologia, 46(7), 1915–1926. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2008.01.015
Tomasino, B., Skrap, M., & Rumiati, R. I. (2011). Causal role of the sensorimotor cortex in action 

simulation: Neuropsychological evidence. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 23(8), 2068–2078. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2010.21577
Van Ackeren, M. J., Barbero, F. M., Mattioni, S., Bottini, R., & Collignon, O. (2018). Neuronal populations 

in the occipital cortex of the blind synchronize to the temporal dynamics of speech. ELife, 7, e31640. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.31640
Van Elk, M., Crajé, C., Beeren, M. E., Steenbergen, B., Van Schie, H. T., & Bekkering, H. (2010). Neural 

evidence for compromised motor imagery in right hemiparetic cerebral palsy. Frontiers in Neurology, 

1, 150. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2010.00150
Vannuscorps, G., & Caramazza, A. (2015). Typical biomechanical bias in the perception of congenitally 

absent hands. Cortex, 67(147), e150. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2015.02.015
Vannuscorps, G., & Caramazza, A. (2016a). Impaired short-term memory for hand postures in individuals 

born without hands. Cortex, 83, 136–138. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2016.07.019
Vannuscorps, G., & Caramazza, A. (2016b). Typical action perception and interpretation without motor 

simulation. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(1), 86–91. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1516978112

Vannuscorps, G., & Caramazza, A. (2017). Typical predictive eye movements during action observation 

without effector-specific motor simulation. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 24(4), 1152–1157. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-016-1219-y
Vannuscorps, G., Dricot, L., & Pillon, A. (2016). Persistent sparing of action conceptual processing in spite 

of increasing disorders of action production: A case against motor embodiment of action concepts. 

Cognitive Neuropsychology, 33(3–4), 191–219. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2016.1186615
Vannuscorps, G., Pillon, A., & Andres, M. (2012). Effect of biomechanical constraints in the hand laterality 

judgment task: Where does it come from? Frontiers in Human Neuroscience, 6, 299. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.3389/fnhum.2012.00299

Vannuscorps, G., Wurm, M. F., Striem-Amit, E., & Caramazza, A. (2019). Large-scale organization of 

the hand action observation network in individuals born without hands. Cerebral Cortex, 29(8), 

3434–3444. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhy212
Vukovic, N., Feurra, M., Shpektor, A., Myachykov, A., & Shtyrov, Y. (2017). Primary motor cortex 

functionally contributes to language comprehension: An online rTMS study. Neuropsychologia, 96, 

222–229. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.01.025
Wang, X., Men, W., Gao, J., Caramazza, A., & Bi, Y. (2020). Two Forms of Knowledge Representations in 

the Human Brain. Neuron. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2020.04.010
Watson, C. E., Cardillo, E. R., Ianni, G. R., & Chatterjee, A. (2013). Action concepts in the brain: an 

activation likelihood estimation meta-analysis. Journal of cognitive neuroscience, 25(8), 1191–1205. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn_a_00401
Willems, R. M., Labruna, L., D’Esposito, M., Ivry, R., & Casasanto, D. (2011). A functional role for the 

motor system in language understanding: Evidence from theta-burst transcranial magnetic 

stimulation. Psychological Science, 22(7), 849–854. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611412387
Witt, J. K., Kemmerer, D., Linkenauger, S. A., & Culham, J. (2010). A functional role for motor 

simulation in identifying tools. Psychological Science, 21(9), 1215–1219. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/0956797610378307

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1620289114
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07574-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07574-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00426-017-0900-8
https://doi.org/10.1162/0898929053124965
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3932(02)00161-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2008.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2010.21577
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.31640
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2010.00150
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2015.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2016.07.019
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1516978112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1516978112
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-016-1219-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643294.2016.1186615
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2012.00299
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2012.00299
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhy212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.01.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2020.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn_a_00401
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611412387
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610378307
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610378307


21Ostarek and Bottini  
Journal of Cognition  
DOI: 10.5334/joc.139

TO CITE THIS ARTICLE:
Ostarek, M., & Bottini, R. 
(2021). Towards Strong 
Inference in Research on 
Embodiment – Possibilities 
and Limitations of Causal 
Paradigms. Journal of 
Cognition, 4(1): 5, pp. 1–21. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/
joc.139

Submitted: 14 February 2020     
Accepted: 23 October 2020     
Published: 08 January 2021

COPYRIGHT:
© 2021 The Author(s). This 
is an open-access article 
distributed under the terms 
of the Creative Commons 
Attribution 4.0 International 
License (CC-BY 4.0), which 
permits unrestricted use, 
distribution, and reproduction 
in any medium, provided the 
original author and source 
are credited. See http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/
by/4.0/.

Journal of Cognition is a peer-
reviewed open access journal 
published by Ubiquity Press.

Yee, E., Chrysikou, E. G., Hoffman, E., & Thompson-Schill, S. L. (2013). Manual experience 

shapes object representations. Psychological Science, 24(6), 909–919. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/0956797612464658

Yuval-Greenberg, S., & Heeger, D. J. (2013). Continuous flash suppression modulates cortical activity 

in early visual cortex. Journal of Neuroscience, 33(23), 9635–9643. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.4612-12.2013

Zeelenberg, R., & Pecher, D. (2016). The role of motor action in memory for objects and words. 

In Psychology of Learning and Motivation, 64, 161–193. Elsevier. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
bs.plm.2015.09.005

Zwaan, R. A. (2014). Embodiment and language comprehension: Reframing the discussion. Trends in 

Cognitive Sciences, 18(5), 229–234. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2014.02.008
Zwaan, R. A., & Pecher, D. (2012). Revisiting mental simulation in language comprehension: Six 

replication attempts. PloS One, 7(12), e51382. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0051382
Zwaan, R. A., Stanfield, R. A., & Yaxley, R. H. (2002). Language comprehenders mentally represent 

the shapes of objects. Psychological Science, 13(2), 168–171. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-
9280.00430

https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
https://doi.org/10.5334/joc.139
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797612464658
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797612464658
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4612-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4612-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.plm.2015.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.plm.2015.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2014.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0051382
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00430
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00430

