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Abstract 

Changes in the corticospinal (CSE) and cortico-cortical (CCE) excitability of the 

primary motor cortex (M1) may underlie the effect of mental fatigue on physical 

performance. To date, research on this subject has predominantly focused on the 

examination of CSE, with limited exploration of effects of mental fatigue on CCE. This 

study aims to investigate the influence of mental fatigue induced through prolonged 

cognitive activity on both CSE and CCE. Fifteen healthy adults (aged 29.13±7.15 

years) participated in assessments of CSE (Motor evoked potential - MEP amplitude) 

and CCE (Intracortical facilitation - ICF, short-interval intracortical inhibition - SICI, and 

long-interval intracortical inhibition - LICI) before and after a 60-minute Stroop task 

(experimental condition) or watching a documentary (control condition). Subjective 

mental fatigue was measured using the mental fatigue visual analogue scale (M-VAS), 

and workload associated with the tasks was assessed using the National Aeronautics 

and Space Administration (NASA) task load index. Objective mental fatigue was 

defined by the time-related decline in Stroop task performance. The study results 

revealed no significant differences in M-VAS, CSE and CCE between the two 

conditions. Stroop task performance did not exhibit significant changes over time. 

However, participants perceived the Stroop task to be more mentally demanding and 

effortful than watching the documentary (p<0.05). Further analysis of Stroop task 

performance at individual participants level identified two sub-groups of participants: 

one exhibiting deteriorating performance with time (fatigued subgroup) and the other 

showing improved performance (non-fatigued subgroup). Descriptively, cortical 

inhibition increased (reduced SICI and ICF values) from pre to post Stroop task in the 

fatigued subgroup, while the non-fatigued group displayed an opposite pattern. The 
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findings suggest that mental fatigue may lead to increased cortical inhibition, 

highlighting the need for further investigation with a larger sample size. 
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1. Introduction 

Modern society is characterized by various activities which require prolonged 

engagement in intense or monotonous cognitive tasks demanding sustained attention 

(1, 2). Many tasks including social activities such as the use of social media and video 

gaming, occupational activities, sports, and other day to day activities involve one form 

of cognitive engagement or another (3-7). These lifestyle factors lead to considerable 

complaints of mental fatigue in the modern society (1, 4-6, 8-12). Mental fatigue is a 

psychobiological state characterized by a sensation of mental tiredness or exhaustion 

and a decrease in cognitive performance, following a prolonged or sustain cognitive 

activity (13, 14). In addition to the mental fatigue caused by lifestyle factors, many 

chronic diseases including stroke, Multiple Sclerosis, Parkinson’s disease, as well as 

mental illnesses such as depression and anxiety present with mental fatigue, further 

contributing to the burden of this condition in the society (15-19). A distinctive feature 

of mental fatigue is its effect on cognitive performance, which can have serious 

consequences on both productivity and safety at work, as well as overall daily 

functioning of the affected individuals (12, 13, 20). Moreover, studies have shown that 

mental fatigue can also affect physical performance in activities such as whole-body 

endurance (aerobic performance), muscular endurance (isometric and dynamic 

resistance), motor skills performance and postural balance, in addition to its effect on 

cognitive performance (21-25). Therefore, prior cognitive exertion leading to mental 

fatigue may affect human physical performance during professional or recreational 

sports, social, occupational, or other day-to-day activities that require aerobic fitness, 

muscular endurance, or motor skills (21). Additionally, mental fatigue may predispose 

people to falls and fall-related injuries through its effect on the postural balance (26, 

27).  
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Consequently, there is increased interest in understanding the brain mechanisms 

underlying the effects of mental fatigue on physical performance (28). This is of utmost 

importance as it will establish a critical foundation for future research aimed at 

investigating both pharmacological and non-pharmacological interventions to mitigate 

the impact of mental fatigue on physical performance. As the primary structure that 

generate the motor commands to the muscles for various physical tasks, changes in 

the excitability of the primary motor cortex (M1) may underlie the impaired motor 

performance that developed due to mental fatigue (28, 29). Over the years, several 

studies have investigated the changes in the excitability of the M1 following prolonged 

or sustained cognitive exertion leading to mental fatigue (28, 30-33). However, the 

findings of these studies are inconsistent with some studies showing an increase in 

corticospinal excitability (32), while others found a decrease (33) or no change (28, 

30, 31). In addition to methodological differences, all the studies have primarily 

focused on changes in transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) evoked motor evoked 

potentials (MEPs) peak-to-peak amplitude which is an index of corticospinal 

excitability (CSE). The CSE is a product of the excitability of various neuronal 

structures and circuits including the excitatory and inhibitory circuits in the M1 (cortico-

cortical excitability-CCE), the spinal motor neurons and the corticospinal tract (34). 

Intracortical facilitation (ICF), short interval intracortical inhibition (SICI), and long 

interval intracortical inhibition (LICI) are important metrics of CCE that contribute to the 

overall CSE (35). An elevation in the ICF parameter signifies heightened facilitation 

within the cortex, whereas an increase in SICI and LICI parameters suggests reduced 

inhibition. Both alterations can result in an increase in CCE and consequently the CSE. 

Conversely, a decline in ICF parameter signifies diminished cortical facilitation, 

whereas decreased SICI and LICI parameters indicate heightened inhibition within the 



 6 

cortex. Both changes can lead to a reduction in CCE and subsequently the CSE (36, 

37).  

As a phenomenon principally arising from cognitive task performance, effects of 

mental fatigue may primarily affect the cortical circuits, which may then bring about 

changes in other peripheral structures in a top-down manner (38, 39). Hence, 

examining the changes in measures of CCE within the M1 may provide better 

information about the potential neural mechanisms underlining the effect of mental 

fatigue on physical performance. This was not examined in any of the previously 

published studies. The primary aim of this study is to investigate the effects of 

prolonged cognitive activity on subjective and objective mental fatigue, and any 

potential effect thereafter on CSE and underlying inhibitory and facilitatory CCE 

mechanisms. 

2. Methodology 

2.1. Participants 

Fifteen healthy adults (11 males, 4 females; mean age 29.13±7.15 years) took part in 

the study. All participants were right-handed as determined by the short form of 

Edinburgh Handedness Inventory (40). Exclusion criteria were having a neurological, 

musculoskeletal, psychiatric, visual or sleep disorder. People taking medications that 

could alter their level of physical or cognitive functions were similarly excluded. Written 

informed consent was obtained from all participants. The study was approved by the 

local ethics committee of Monash University, Melbourne, Australia (Project ID: 27394). 
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2.2. Study design 

The study was based on a randomized, counterbalanced, cross-over design. 

Experiments were conducted in the Non-invasive Brain Stimulation and 

Neuroplasticity Laboratory, Department of Physiotherapy, Monash University, 

Melbourne, Australia. Participants were assigned to attend the laboratory for data 

collection on two separate occasions, once for the experimental session, involving 

mental fatigue, and once for the control session, involving watching a documentary 

(Figure 1). The order of these sessions was randomized for each participant. A 

minimum of three days elapsed between the two sessions to facilitate proper washout 

and mitigate any potential carryover effects. 

 

Figure 1. Study design 

Participants were instructed to ensure adequate sleep (at least 7 h) the night before; 

refrain from consumption of caffeine or alcohol 12 h before; and not to engage in 

rigorous physical exercise 24 h before each of the sessions. To control circadian 

effects, both the experimental and control sessions were carried out at the same time 

of the day. In each session, evaluations of CSE and CCE were conducted both before 
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and after the interventions (either the experimental or control sessions) using TMS. 

Before application of the TMS, participants completed a TMS safety questionnaire (41) 

to ensure that they were safe to undergo stimulation using this technique.  

2.3. Experimental and Control Interventions 

2.3.1. Experimental Intervention 

In the experimental condition, where the aim was to induce mental fatigue due to 

prolonged cognitive activity, the intervention involved performance of a Stroop task 

(42). The task contained 1500 Stroop trials, 75% of which are incongruent, while the 

remaining trials were congruent. The congruent and incongruent trials were presented 

at random, continuously without a break until the last trial, and the overall task duration 

was about one hour (mean task duration: 59.5 minutes; Standard deviation (SD): 

3.26).  

In the incongruent trial, one of four coloured words ("red," "yellow," "green," or "blue") 

was presented on a computer screen. The meaning of the word and the colour of the 

ink it was printed in were different (e.g., the word "green" printed in "red" ink), and 

participants were instructed to ignore the meaning of the word and respond based on 

the colour of the ink. The response was carried out via computer-linked foot switches, 

by pressing the particular foot switch labelled with the letter matching the initial letter 

of that colour using the lateral aspect of the right clenched fist (e.g., "R" for red or "G" 

for green) (43) (Figure 2).  This setup was implemented to prevent activity, and 

potentially physical fatigue, in the target muscle for transcranial magnetic stimulation 

(first dorsal interossei) that might occur if the participants respond by pressing the 

corresponding letters on the computer keyboard using the fingers.  
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Figure 2. Image showing the computer-linked foot switches used for providing response during the 

Stroop task. 

For the congruent trials, the meaning of the word and the colour of the ink it was printed 

in were the same, and participants responded by pressing the foot switch 

corresponding to the presented coloured word (43). In each trial, the coloured word 

remained on the computer screen for 2000 milliseconds, and if the participant couldn't 

respond within this time frame, the trial was automatically recorded as a missed trial 

(43). Otherwise, the time between the presentation of the stimulus and the participant's 

response was automatically recorded as the reaction time for that trial. Similarly, 

incorrect responses were automatically recorded as errors, and feedback indicating 
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correct or incorrect responses appeared on the computer screen after each trial before 

the next trial was presented (43). Participants were instructed to respond as quickly 

and accurately as possible. Before starting the Stroop task, participants performed a 

practice task containing 80 Stroop trials to familiarize themselves with the task.  

The Stroop task was conducted using the Psytoolkit platform, a free-to-use toolkit for 

demonstrating, programming, and running cognitive experiments (44, 45). 

2.3.2. Control Intervention 

The control intervention entailed watching an engaging, but emotionally neutral 

documentary (“When we left earth-the NASA missions” by Discovery entertainments, 

2008) for the same duration as the experimental intervention. This has been commonly 

used in previous mental fatigue studies (42, 46). The duration of the control 

intervention was based on a pilot study which showed that the participants completed 

the 1500 Stroop trials within about an hour.  

2.4. Subjective Assessments 

The mental fatigue visual analogue scale (M-VAS) was used to assess the subjective 

feeling of mental fatigue before and after each intervention. The subjective mental and 

effort demands of the experimental and control interventions were assessed after each 

intervention using the relevant sub-sections of the National Aeronautics and Space 

Administration (NASA) Task Load Index.  

2.5. Objective Assessment of Mental Fatigue 

To assess objective mental fatigue (i.e., time related decrease in Stroop performance), 

the 1500 trials were divided into three blocks, each containing 500 trials during 

analysis. Measures of cognitive performance and executive functioning including the 

overall processing speed (overall reaction time-RT), and conflict cost were compared 

across the blocks. Conflict cost refers to the difference in reaction time, number of 
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errors and number of missed trials between incongruent (high conflict) and congruent 

(low conflict) Stroop trials (47). Higher conflict cost is an indicator of lower executive 

function (47), and we expected the conflict cost to increase across the blocks as the 

participants become increasingly mentally fatigued. Similarly, the overall processing 

speed is expected to decrease (i.e., increase in overall reaction time) across the blocks 

as the participants become mentally fatigued. 

2.6. Assessment of CSE and CCE  

 CSE and CCE were evaluated by measuring MEPs induced from M1 using single-

pulse and paired-pulse TMS, respectively (48). This was achieved through the 

following procedure. 

2.6.1. Participants Positioning and Electromyography  

The participants were seated comfortably on an adjustable chair, with their head well 

supported on the head rest, and the right arm relaxed in a pronated position on the 

arm rest of the chair (48). The first dorsal interosseous (FDI) was the muscle chosen 

for recording the MEP through surface electromyography (EMG) based on the strong 

corticospinal projection to spinal motor neuron pool innervating this muscle, and 

therefore the ease of stimulation and quality of the EMG signals (34). The location of 

the FDI was determined through palpation during a manually resisted abduction of the 

second digit by the participants (41). After determining the FDI location, the skin over 

the muscle was prepared by gently abrading the skin using medical grade sandpaper 

and then cleaning it using alcohol wipes, before placing the EMG electrodes. This was 

to ensure good surface contact and minimize skin resistance (41). The skin over the 

dorsum of the right hand was prepared in the same way. Two pre-gelled self-adhesive 

bipolar Ag/AgCl disposable surface electrodes were then placed over the FDI with an 

inter-electrode distance of 2 cm and a ground electrode was placed over the dorsum 
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of the hand. EMG signals were filtered (10–500 Hz), amplified (× 1000) and sampled 

at 1000 Hz. All data were recorded on PC using LabChartTM software 

(ADInstruments, Australia) via a laboratory analogue-digital interface (PowerLab, 

ADInstruments, Australia) for later off-line analysis. 

2.6.2. Identifying hotspot and determination of the resting motor threshold  

To locate the hotspot for the stimulation of the right FDI using TMS, the vertex (i.e., 

the Cz in the 10-20 electrode system) on the participants head was first located by 

measuring the mid-point between the nasion and the inion and the two preauricular 

areas using a soft tape measure (49). This was indicated with a non-permanent 

marker, followed by measuring 5cm laterally to the left of this marked point (49). This 

point was also marked, and the centre of TMS coil was then placed directly over the 

scalp on this area with its horizontal plane parallel to the participant’s head. A 70 mm 

figure of eight magnetic coil (MagVenture, Denmark), connected to a MagPro R30 

stimulator (MagVenture, Denmark) was used for this study. The centre of the figure-

of-eight coil was placed over the target area for effective stimulation, while its handle 

was aligned at approximately 45 degrees to the parasagittal plane and pointing 

backward (49, 50). Stimulations were then applied to elicit MEP with peak-to-peak 

amplitude of between 0.5-1millivolts (mV) in the target muscle (right FDI). The coil was 

carefully moved in each one of these four directions (i.e., anteriorly, posteriorly, 

medially, and laterally) eliciting 3 MEP in each site and taking note of the size of the 

MEP. The site that consistently produced largest MEPs was noted, marked, and used 

as the hotspot for the stimulation (49). The RMT, defined as the lowest TMS intensity 

that elicited MEP with a peak-to-peak amplitude of at least 50 microvolts in the resting 

FDI was then determined via stimulations applied at the hotspot (49). This was 

achieved via the parameter estimation by sequential testing (PEST) technique, which 
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involves a stepwise suggestion of different intensities of stimulation by a software-

motor threshold assessment tool (MTAT), until the RMT is finally determined (49). The 

TMS intensity was defined as a percentage of maximum stimulator output (%MSO) 

(49, 51). The 120% of the RMT was used as the intensity of stimulation to elicit the 

MEP for the assessment of CSE using single pulse TMS (48, 51).  

To obtain the baseline mean MEP within the range of 1 mV ± 20% for the calculation 

of the SICI and ICF during paired pulse stimulation, another test intensity was 

determined by increasing the RMT until an intensity that produces MEP with peak-to-

peak amplitude around 1 mV (51). This was called the 1mV test intensity. 

2.6.3. Single-Pulse TMS for assessment of CSE 

Twenty-five single pulse stimuli at an inter-pulse interval of 6 seconds were applied 

over the hotspot, at an intensity of 120% of the RMT to elicit 25 consecutive MEPs in 

the resting FDI. The mean peak-to-peak amplitude of these MEP was used as the 

measure of CSE and was assessed before and immediately after both the 

experimental and the control interventions. Additionally, another 25 single pulses were 

applied over the hotspot using the 1mV test intensity earlier determined. The average 

peak-to-peak amplitude of the MEP elicited from this stimulation was used as the 

baseline for calculating the SICI and ICF (51).  

2.6.4. Paired pulse TMS for assessment of CCE 

During the paired pulse stimulation, a conditioning stimulus was followed by a test 

stimulus after different time intervals to determine the SICI, LICI and ICF, which are 

the indices for assessment of CCE (48). For SICI and ICF, a subthreshold conditioning 

stimulus applied at 80% of the RMT was followed by a suprathreshold test stimulus at 

1mV test intensity within an interval of 3 milliseconds (ms) (SICI) and 10ms (ICF) in a 

random order (51). Twenty-five MEPs were elicited each for SICI and ICF and the 
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average peak-to-peak amplitude of each was calculated. This was then divided by the 

average peak-to-peak amplitude of the 25 MEPs earlier elicited via single-pulse 

stimulation using the 1mV test intensity, and then multiplied by 100 to obtain the 

percentage of inhibition in SICI and facilitation for ICF (51). 

For LICI, a suprathreshold stimulus at 120% of the RMT was followed by a similar 

suprathreshold stimulus within an interval of 150 ms (51). Twenty-five MEPs were 

elicited using this technique and the average value of their peak-to-peak amplitude 

was then divided by the average of the peak-to-peak amplitude of the 25 MEP earlier 

elicited via single pulse stimulation at an intensity of 120% of the RMT. This value was 

then multiplied by 100 to obtain the LICI parameter (51). 

2.7. Post Intervention Assessment of CSE and CCE 

After both the experimental and the control interventions, the same procedure was 

followed to assess the CSE and CCE using single-pulse and paired-pulse TMS 

respectively. However, a new RMT and 1mV test intensity were determined (adjusted 

intensities) and used for the stimulation (51).  

3. Statistical analysis 

Statistical analyses were conducted using the Statistical Package for the Social 

Sciences (SPSS) version 28 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). The data were first 

screened for normal distribution using the Shapiro–Wilk test and visual inspection of 

histograms.  

Two-way (2 × 2) repeated measure analysis of variance (RM-ANOVA) was used to 

test the effect of intervention (mental fatigue and control) and time (pre and post) on 

the subjective feeling of mental fatigue (M-VAS score). Four similar two-way (2 × 2) 

RM-ANOVA were conducted to test the effect of intervention (mental fatigue and 

control) and time (pre and post) on the measures of CSE and CCE (SICI, ICF & LICI). 
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The measures of CSE and CCE were normalized to the pre value by dividing each 

value (pre and post values) with the pre value before statistical analyses (52). The 

normalized values are described by the symbol “n” written before the respective 

measures (nMEP, nSICI, nICF and nLICI). A nMEP value ˃ 1 post intervention 

indicates increased CSE relative to before the intervention, and vice-versa. In the 

same way, a nICF value ˃  1 after the intervention indicate increased cortical facilitation 

compared to before the intervention, while values < 1 indicate the opposite. nSICI and 

nLICI values of < 1 and ˃ 1 after compared to before the intervention indicates an 

increase in cortical inhibition and a release of cortical inhibition respectively (52).  

The normalization procedure was implemented to eliminate potential confounding 

factors in the statistical analyses that could stem from the inherent interindividual 

variability in the pretest values of the measures of cortical and corticospinal excitability 

(52). Analysing normalized values helps to mitigate any bias introduced by data from 

individual participants with notably low or high pretest values (52). 

To examine objective mental fatigue due to the performance of the Stroop task, One-

way RM-ANOVA was applied to the mean overall reaction time and the conflict cost 

(reaction time) data. The conflict cost data concerning number of missed trials and 

number of errors was not normally distributed. Therefore, a nonparametric Freidman 

test was used to examine objective mental fatigue in this data. Before interpreting RM 

ANOVA statistical outcomes, sphericity was verified by Mauchly’s test. When the 

assumption of sphericity was violated, Greenhouse-Geiser corrected significance 

values were used. Where main effects were found in RM-ANOVA analyses, they were 

further investigated using post-hoc pairwise comparisons with Bonferroni correction. 

Decline in cognitive performance over time (objective mental fatigue) is a necessary 

condition for both conceptual and operational definition of mental fatigue (13). 
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Therefore, it is critical to confirm that cognitive performance declined over time before 

making inference about the neural substrate underlining mental fatigue effects (13). 

However, objective mental fatigue may be subject to interindividual differences (13). 

In view of this, where the analysis of the mean Stroop task data of the participants 

above did not reveal objective mental fatigue, individual participants data was 

analyzed. This may reveal a fatigued subgroup that will enable proper investigation of 

the neural substrate underlining mental fatigue effects (13). 

Finally, participants perceived workload (mental demand and effort subscales of the 

NASA-TLX Index) after the experimental and control interventions were compared 

using paired sample t-test. Significance was set at 0.05 for all the analyses. 

4. Results 

4.1. Subjective mental fatigue 

There was no significant interaction between the type of intervention and time in the 

M-VAS score of the participants (F (1,14) = 3.197, p = 0.095, ηp2= 0.186) (Figure 3). 

Similarly, there was no main effect of intervention on the participant’s M-VAS score (F 

(1,14) = 1.847, p = 0.196, ηp2= 0.117). However, there was a main effect of time on 

the M-VAS score (F (1,14) = 24.925, p ˂ 0.001*, ηp2= 0.640). Post hoc comparison 

revealed that this was because the average M-VAS score increased from pre to post 

across both the mental fatigue and the control interventions, indicating increased 

subjective mental fatigue regardless of the type of intervention. 

4.2. Perceived workload 

The participants perceived the performance of the Stroop task to be more effortful and 

mentally demanding than watching the documentary (p<0.05) (Figure 3). 
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Figure 3a-c. Results of the analyses showing the comparison between the mental fatigue and control 

conditions in a) subjective mental fatigue, b) perceived mental demand and c) perceived effort (* 

indicate a significant difference between the experimental and control conditions). Data is presented as 

mean and SEM. 
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4.3. Objective mental fatigue 

We encountered technical computer error after the Stroop task performance by three 

participants which resulted in the loss of their Stroop task results. Consequently, only 

the Stroop task results of the 12 remaining participants were analysed. There were no 

significant main effect of block on any of the measures of Stroop task performance 

examined (Figure 4): Overall reaction time (F (1.342, 14.758) = 2.693, p = 0.115, ηp2= 

0.197); conflict cost-reaction time (F (2, 22) = 0.876, p = 0.431, ηp2= 0.074); conflict 

cost-number of errors (χ2 (2) =1.319, p=0.517); and conflict cost-number of missed 

trials (χ2 (2) =2.098, p=0.350). This indicates that there was no evidence of objective 

mental fatigue due to the performance of the Stroop task in the participants.  
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Figure 4a-d. Time related change in measures of Stroop task performance; a) Overall reaction time b) 

Conflict cost reaction time c) Conflict cost number of missed trials and d) Conflict cost number of errors 

(objective mental fatigue assessment). Ms = milliseconds, NM = Number of missed trials, NE = Number 

of errors. Data is presented as mean and SEM. 
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4.4. CSE and CCE 

Results of the analysis of the CSE and different indices of CCE (ICF, SICI and LICI) 

revealed no significant interaction between the type of intervention and time for all the 

measures (p˃0.05) (Table 1, Figure 5). Similarly, there was no significant main effect 

of intervention (p˃0.05) on any of the measures. However, there was a significant main 

effect of time on ICF (F (1,14) = 6.064, p = 0.027*, ηp2= 0.302) and LICI (F (1,14) = 

5.233, p = 0.038*, ηp2= 0.272) (Table 1). Post hoc testing indicates that this was 

because averagely across both the mental fatigue and control interventions, the 

normalized ICF and LICI values were higher in the post compared to pre intervention 

periods (p<0.05). 
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Table 1. Statistics-CSE and CCE outcomes 
 

 MAIN AND INTERACTION EFFECTS 

Two-way interactions Main effects 

Outcomes Exp-cond x time Exp-cond time 

CSE (F (1,14) = 0.698, p = 0.418, 
ηp

2= 0.047 
(F (1,14) = 0.698, p = 0.418, 

ηp
2= 0.047 

(F (1,14) = 0.038, p = 0.849, 
ηp

2= 0.003 

ICF (F (1,14) = 1.122, p = 0.307, 
ηp

2= 0.074 
(F (1,14) = 1.122, p = 0.307, 
ηp

2= 0.074 
(F (1,14) = 6.064, p = 0.027*, 
ηp

2= 0.302 

SICI (F (1,14) = 1.401, p = 0.256, 
ηp

2= 0.091 
(F (1,14) = 1.401, p = 0.256, 
ηp

2= 0.091 
(F (1,14) = 1.122, p = 0.307, 
ηp

2= 0.074 

LICI (F (1,14) = 1.125, p = 0.307, 
ηp

2= 0.074 
(F (1,14) = 1.125, p = 0.307, 
ηp

2= 0.074 
(F (1,14) = 5.233, p = 0.038*, 
ηp

2= 0.272 
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Figure 5a-d. Normalized values for the measures corticospinal excitability (a) and cortico-cortical 

excitability (c-d) before and after the experimental and control conditions. MEP = Motor evoked 

potential, SICI = Short-interval intracortical inhibition, ICF = Intracortical facilitation, LICI = Long-interval 

intracortical inhibition. Data is presented as mean and SEM. 
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4.5. Analysis of Stroop task performance changes overtime in individual 

participants  

A previous study has shown that participants may respond differently to mental fatigue 

tasks (Stroop task in this study), whereby some may show decreased cognitive 

performance with time (objective mental fatigue) while others may not (13). The results 

above showed no evidence of objective mental fatigue when the whole participant set 

data was analysed. Similarly, there was no significant difference in the measures of 

CSE and CCE between the mental fatigue and the control interventions. In view of 

this, the overall processing speed (overall reaction time) of each participant was 

divided into three blocks and analysed using nonparametric Friedman test because 

the data was not normally distributed. The participants that showed decreased 

processing speed (increased overall RT) across the blocks were classified as a 

fatigued subgroup, while those that showed stable or increased processing speed 

(decreased RT) were classified as a non-fatigued subgroup, as done in a previously 

published study (13). One-way RM-ANOVA (data were normally distributed) were then 

applied to the mean overall processing speed and the conflict cost data in each 

subgroup to investigate objective mental fatigue. The effect size for the difference in 

measures of CSE and CCE between pre and post Stroop task performance was also 

calculated in each sub-group. This was done to explore how the performance of the 

Stroop task may affect these measures in the two sub-groups. 

4.6. Results of individual participants data analysis 

Results of the analysis of the change in the overall processing speed of the individual 

participants with time was summarized in Table 2. Six participants showed decreased 

processing speed (increased overall RT) with time, indicating objective mental fatigue. 

These are termed the fatigued sub-group. The remaining six participants showed 
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either no significant change or an increase in processing speed (decreased overall 

RT). These are termed the non-fatigued subgroup.  
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Table 2. Results of the analysis for the changes in overall processing speed in individual participants across the blocks. 
 

Participants 
Friedman test 

results 
Multiple 

comparisons 
P-value Effect direction Comment 

Participant 4 χ2 (2) =25.80, 
p<0.0001 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.001 ↑ RT 
Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 <0.0001 ↑ RT 

Participant 5 χ2 (2) =28.94, 
p<0.0001 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.0003 ↑ RT 

Fatigued 
  Block 1 vs Block 3 <0.0001 ↑ RT 

Participant 12 χ2 (2) =40.03, 
p<0.0001 

Block 1 vs Block 2 <0.0001 ↑ RT 
Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.015 ↑ RT 

Participant 13 χ2 (2) =15.38, p = 
0.0005 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.1498 ↑ RT 
Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.0003 ↑ RT 

Participant 14 χ2 (2) =45.47, 
p<0.0001 

Block 1 vs Block 2 <0.0001 ↑ RT 
Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 <0.0001 ↑ RT 

Participant 15 χ2 (2) =21.39, 
p<0.0001 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.0008 ↑ RT 
Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 <0.0001 ↑ RT 

Participant 1 χ2 (2) =11.53, p = 
0.003 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.003 ↓ RT 
Non-Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.04 ↓ RT 

Participant 2 χ2 (2) =11.56, p = 
0.003 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.0029 ↓ RT 

Non-Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.9 ↓ RT 

Participant 3 χ2 (2) =0.02104, p = 
0.9895 

NA  ↓ RT 
Non-Fatigued 

  NA  ↓ RT 
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Participant 6 χ2 (2) =12.49, p = 
0.0019 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.002 ↓ RT 
Non-Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.99 ↓ RT 

Participant 8 χ2 (2) =6.672, p = 
0.035 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.99 ↓ RT 

Non-Fatigued 
  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.04 ↓ RT 

Participant 10 χ2 (2) =10.66, p = 
0.0048 

Block 1 vs Block 2 0.006 ↓ RT 
Non-Fatigued 

  Block 1 vs Block 3 0.04 ↓ RT 

RT = Reaction time 
NA = Not applicable 
↓    = Decreased 

↑    = Increased
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Analysis of the mean overall processing speed separately in the two subgroups 

showed that, while the mean overall processing speed decreases (i.e. the overall 

reaction time increases) with time in the fatigued subgroup (F (2, 10) = 23.867, p < 

0.001, ηp2= 0.827) (Figure 6), the non-fatigued subgroup showed an opposite pattern 

(increased processing speed from block 1 to 2, and no significant difference between 

block 3 and 1) (F (2, 10) = 9.101, p = 0.006, ηp2= 0.645). Analysis of conflict cost 

parameters did not show significant change with time in both subgroups. However, 

descriptively, the fatigued subgroup showed deterioration of the conflict cost measures 

with time (i.e., increased conflict cost), while the non-fatigue group showed 

improvement (Figure 7). 
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Figure 6. Results of the analyses showing the changes in the overall reaction time with time (objective 

mental fatigue assessment) in a) the fatigued subgroup and b) the non-fatigued subgroup. RT = 

Reaction time. Data is presented as mean and SEM. 
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Figure 7a&b. Results of the analyses showing the changes in measures of conflict cost with time 

(objective mental fatigue assessment) in a) the fatigued subgroup and b) the non-fatigued subgroup. 

NM = Number of missed trials, NE = Number of errors, RT = Reaction time. Data is presented as mean 

and SEM. 
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Effect sizes and 95% confidence level (CL) calculated for the difference in measures 

of CSE and CCE from before to after the Stroop task also showed different effects 

direction on some of the measures in the two sub-groups. Although not statistically 

significant, but descriptively, the ICF and SICI parameters decreased from pre to post 

in the fatigued subgroup (ICF: d = -0.73, 95% CI -1.90 to 0.44; SICI: d = -0.37, 95% 

CI -1.51 to 0.78), while they increased in the non-fatigued subgroup (ICF: d = 0.25, 

95% CI -0.89 to 1.39; SICI: d = 0.05, 95% CI -1.08 to 1.18) (Figure 8a&b). 

 

Fig 8a. Effect size calculated for the difference in corticospinal excitability (CSE) and ICF before and 

after Stroop task performance in the fatigued and the non-fatigued subgroups. 

 

Fig 8b. Effect size calculated for the difference in SICI and LICI before and after Stroop task 

performance in the fatigued and the non-fatigued subgroups. 
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5. Discussion 

The current study was conducted to investigate the effects of mental fatigue induced 

by prolonged cognitive performance on CSE and CCE. This was achieved by 

comparing measures of CSE (peak-to-peak amplitude of single pulse TMS-Induced 

MEP) and CCE (ICF, SICI and LICI) before and after a prolonged cognitive task 

(Stroop task) and a control task (watching a documentary) in a group of healthy adults. 

Any change in the measures of CSE and CCE will depend on successful induction of 

mental fatigue, especially objective mental fatigue in the participants (13). It is 

therefore crucial to first discuss the findings of the current study regarding whether 

mental fatigue was successfully induced in the participants or not, before the 

discussion about the potential effects on CSE and CCE. 

5.1. Subjective and Objective Mental Fatigue 

In the mental fatigue literature, both subjective and objective measures are commonly 

used to examine the successful induction of mental fatigue (42, 46, 53). Using a mental 

fatigue visual analogue scale (M-VAS) to assess subjective feeling of mental fatigue, 

the result of the current study showed no significant difference in the M-VAS score 

after the two interventions. However, there was a significant main effect of time, 

indicating an increased feeling of mental fatigue from pre to post regardless of the type 

of the intervention. Therefore, subjective feeling of mental fatigue can be said to 

increase after both the Stroop task performance and watching the documentary. The 

effort and mental demand sub-scales of the NASA-TLX index used to examine the 

perceived mental demand and effort associated with the performance of the two 

interventions have shown a different result. The participants perceived the 

performance of the Stroop task to be more effortful and mentally demanding than 

watching the documentary. This indicates that, although the two tasks differed in the 
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perceived workload associated with their performance, both resulted in subjective 

feelings of mental fatigue. This finding is in line with the results of a recent study which 

suggests that watching a documentary may not constitute a suitable control in mental 

fatigue studies, as it also results in subjective feeling of mental fatigue in the 

participants (54). Interestingly, the study has shown that watching a documentary 

results in feeling of mental fatigue by causing under-arousal and sleepiness (54). 

Therefore, it is plausible that the two tasks differed in their perceived workload, but 

both resulted in subjective mental fatigue, albeit through different mechanisms. 

Perhaps, the performance of the Stroop task resulted in subjective mental fatigue due 

to overload, while watching the documentary caused subjective mental fatigue due to 

boredom and underload (53-55). The implication of this finding is that, future studies 

should consider using a more neutral control when investigating the effects of mental 

fatigue on CSE and CCE (54). 

Regarding the objective mental fatigue assessed by examining the time related 

change in the performance of the Stroop task, there was no significant deterioration in 

any of the indices of Stroop task performance with time when the mean data of all the 

participants was analysed. This suggests that there was no evidence of objective 

mental fatigue in the participants. This is in accordance with the findings of similar 

previous studies that used the Stroop task containing predominantly incongruent trials 

to induce mental fatigue (42, 46). Compared to simpler cognitive tasks, the 

performance of more difficult types of cognitive tasks requiring executive control, such 

as incongruent Stroop trials have been shown to remain stable with time in several 

previous studies (42, 46, 53, 55-57). Perhaps, the difficulty of the tasks aroused 

participants to apply adequate effort and concentration on the tasks to maintain 

performance (53). Alternatively, the familiarization trials carried out before the tasks 



 33 

were not enough to ensure adequate learning due to the difficulty of the tasks (39). 

Therefore, ongoing learning during the prolonged performance of the tasks may 

counteract the expected fatigue related deterioration of performance, resulting in 

overall stable performance (39, 55). In addition to the above mentioned factors, 

interindividual differences in susceptibility to objective mental fatigue may also play a 

role (13). The data from a group of participants that are less susceptible to objective 

mental fatigue during prolonged performance of cognitively demanding task may 

counteract that of the more susceptible group, thereby masking the overall objective 

mental fatigue (13). Indeed, when individual participants overall processing speed was 

examined, a subgroup that showed a deterioration of processing speed or objective 

mental fatigue with time emerged. Although not statistically significant, the evolution 

of conflict cost with time was also descriptively in accordance with development of 

objective mental fatigue in this subgroup. This is in line with the findings of a previous 

study that applied the same approach (13). Interestingly, the type of task used in that 

study also required executive function (conflict resolution) similar to the majority of the 

incongruent Stroop trials used in the current study (13). Therefore, interindividual 

variability in the susceptibility to mental fatigue should be considered during objective 

mental fatigue analysis to separate the participants that are objectively mentally 

fatigued from those that are not (13). 

Overall, evidence of subjective mental fatigue appeared in the participants of the 

current study after both the experimental and control interventions. In terms of 

objective mental fatigue during the Stroop task performance, a subgroup of the 

participants was mentally fatigued, while the remainder were not. 
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5.2. Effect on CSE and CCE 

The results of the current study regarding the effects of mental fatigue on M1 

excitability did not show significant differences in the measures of CSE (single pulse 

MEP peak-to-peak amplitude) and CCE (ICF, SICI and LICI) between the mental 

fatigue and the control interventions when the mean data of all the participants were 

analysed. This is not surprising, considering the lack of difference in subjective mental 

fatigue between the two interventions, as well as the absence of objective mental 

fatigue following the Stroop task performance. In a similar previous study by Kowalski 

and associates where the participants carried out a psychomotor vigilance task (PVT) 

and watched documentary as the mental fatigue and control interventions respectively, 

no significant effect of time or condition was found on MEP peak-to-peak amplitude 

assessed using single pulse TMS (28). However, cortical silent period, a measure of 

the activity of cortical inhibitory circuits mediated via Gamma-aminobutyric acid B 

(GABAB) receptors (34), was found to become longer after both carrying out the PVT 

and watching the documentary (28). The PVT performance in this study deteriorated 

with time, indicating objective mental fatigue (28). The findings from the study by 

Kowalski and colleagues have important relationship with the results of the current 

study. First, it has shown that, MEP amplitude assessed using single pulse MEP may 

not necessarily change due to mental fatigue, but other measures specifically related 

to cortical circuits may. Indeed, after a further analysis that separated the participants 

in the current study into objectively mentally fatigued and non-fatigued subgroups, 

measures of cortical excitability (ICF and SICI) decreased from pre to post Stroop task, 

albeit only descriptively in the fatigued subgroup alone. This suggests that prolonged 

cognitive performance leading to objective mental fatigue may result in increased 

cortical inhibition, without necessarily affecting the corticospinal excitability. Other 
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studies that examined the changes in MEP amplitude (a measure representing 

corticospinal excitability) before and after prolonged cognitive tasks that objectively 

induced mental fatigue also did not find any significant change (30, 31). However, 

increase in the cortical silent period duration approached significance in one of these 

studies that examined cortical silent period duration in addition to MEP amplitude (31). 

This further supports the notion that mental fatigue is likely to affect cortical circuits, 

particularly causing increased inhibition, because a lengthened cortical silent period 

also reflects increased cortical inhibition. The MEP amplitude assessed using single 

pulse TMS (a measure of corticospinal excitability) depends on the excitability of the 

cortical neurons, the spinal motor neurons, the muscle as well as the integrity of the 

corticospinal tract (34). Being a phenomenon arising primarily from the brain (38, 39), 

mental fatigue may only directly affect the CCE, without necessarily causing direct 

effect on spinal motor neurons or the muscles. This may be the reason why the effects 

of mental fatigue is more likely to be observed on measures of M1 excitability 

specifically related to the cortical circuits, not the single pulse TMS induced MEP peak-

to-peak amplitude, which is a product of the excitability of both cortical and peripheral 

structures (34). However, this does not completely rule out potential changes in CSE 

due to mental fatigue, because the CSE partly depend on the CCE and changes in 

CCE could therefore cause the CSE to change too. Indeed, the current study and the 

previously mentioned studies have both induced mental fatigue through performance 

of cognitive tasks that are relatively shorter in duration (30 minutes to two hours) 

compared to other studies that used longer task duration (up to six hours) and shown 

clear changes in activity of cognitive control areas of the brain (38, 39). Perhaps, the 

use of cognitive tasks of similarly long duration may induce mental fatigue strong 

enough to cause significant and clear changes in CCE and subsequently the CSE. 
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This is an important question that should be investigated in future studies. In any case, 

the tendency of mental fatigue to bring about increased cortical inhibition is in line with 

the findings from the physical fatigue literature (58, 59). Research on the central 

mechanisms underlying physical fatigue has revealed that a crucial factor in the 

development of physical fatigue is the heightened cortical inhibition resulting in 

reduced CSE (58, 59). 

The second point showing a similarity or relationship between the findings in the study 

by Kowalski and colleagues mentioned above and the current study, is the observation 

that the cortical silent period increased after both the mental fatigue and the control 

interventions (28). This supports our finding and that of another previous study that 

showed that prolonged watching of a documentary also results in mental fatigue (54). 

In fact, the study by Kowalski re-affirmed this by showing that mental fatigue resulting 

from watching a documentary produced increased cortical inhibition similar to that 

seen after a prolonged cognitive task (28). Notably, the cognitive task in the study by 

Kowalski and associates results in objective mental fatigue (28). Therefore, mentally 

induced fatigue may lead to increased cortical inhibition regardless of how it was 

induced. Perhaps, if objective mental fatigue were also observed due to the Stroop 

task when the entire participant dataset was analysed in the current study, similar 

increased cortical inhibition might occur regardless of the type of intervention. Overall, 

this suggests that a more neutral control condition needs to be developed to study the 

impact of mental fatigue due to prolonged cognitive performance on different variables 

including the M1 excitability (54). The current practice of asking participants to watch 

a documentary may bring about a confounding effect due to the mental fatigue induced 

by this process (54).  
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6. Limitations 

The present study is subject to several limitations that warrant cautious interpretation 

of the findings. Primarily, the small overall sample size of 15 participants implies limited 

statistical power, potentially influencing the robustness of the analysis. Additionally, 

the supplementary analysis, which identified a subset of participants experiencing 

objective mental fatigue during the Stroop task, relied on even smaller sample size. 

Also, the findings relating to the increased intracortical inhibition due to mental fatigue 

were only descriptive and results from a pre-to-post Stroop comparison. This suggests 

that strong conclusions cannot be drawn from these findings. Finally, the participants 

in the current study are young and healthy. Different results may be observed when a 

population more vulnerable to mental fatigue such as older adults or individuals with 

neurological diseases were investigated. 

7. Direction for future research 

Exploring the impact of prolonged cognitive activity-induced mental fatigue on CSE or 

CCE represents a critical research area laying the groundwork for developing 

interventions that may mitigate the consequences of mental fatigue on physical 

performance. To enhance the robustness of these investigations, it is recommended 

that mental fatigue be induced in settings that mimic real-life conditions, utilizing tasks 

relevant to participants' daily, occupational, or social activities. Conducting transcranial 

magnetic stimulation (TMS) assessments before and after a typical workday or social 

activity and implementing neutral control conditions can offer valuable insights into the 

nuanced relationship between mental fatigue and M1 excitability. Additionally, 

employing diverse subjective and objective measures to assess mental fatigue, 

acknowledging interindividual variability, and examining physical performance in 

various contexts are crucial for comprehensive analysis and interpretation. Lastly, 
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expanding this research to clinical populations at higher risk of experiencing mental 

fatigue can further broaden the clinical applications of these findings. 

8. Clinical implication 

The trend towards increases in cortical inhibition observed due to mental fatigue 

implies that non-invasive brain stimulation techniques enhancing cortical excitability, 

such as anodal transcranial direct current stimulation, might prove effective in 

alleviating mental fatigue and its impact on physical performance across both healthy 

and clinical populations, assuming this finding is substantiated in subsequent 

research. 

9. Conclusion 

The study results revealed no difference in cortical and corticospinal excitability 

following either the mental fatigue (extended Stroop task engagement) or control 

(watching a documentary) intervention. This outcome is likely attributed to the 

confounding effects of mental fatigue induced by the control condition, along with the 

absence of objective mental fatigue, likely resulting from interindividual variability 

following the Stroop task performance. Further exploratory analysis, controlling for 

these factors, suggests the potential of mental fatigue to induce increased cortical 

inhibition in the M1, although this requires validation in future studies with larger 

sample sizes. 
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