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Abstract
Hippocampal-dependent memory is thought to be supported by distinct connectivity states, with strong input to
the hippocampus benefitting encoding and weak input benefitting retrieval. Previous research in rodents
suggests that the hippocampal theta oscillation orchestrates the transition between these states, with opposite
phase angles predicting minimal versus maximal input. We investigated whether this phase dependence exists
in humans using network-targeted intracranial stimulation. Intracranial local field potentials were recorded from
individuals with epilepsy undergoing medically necessary stereotactic electroencephalographic recording. In
each subject, biphasic bipolar direct electrical stimulation was delivered to lateral temporal sites with
demonstrated connectivity to hippocampus. Lateral temporal stimulation evoked ipsilateral hippocampal
potentials with distinct early and late components. Using evoked component amplitude to measure functional
connectivity, we assessed whether the phase of hippocampal theta predicted  relatively high versus low
connectivity. We observed an increase in the continuous phase-amplitude relationship selective to the early
and late components of the response evoked by lateral temporal stimulation. The maximal difference in these
evoked component amplitudes occurred across 180 degrees of separation in the hippocampal theta rhythm;
i.e., the greatest difference in component amplitude was observed when stimulation was delivered at theta
peak versus trough. The pattern of theta phase dependence observed for hippocampus was not identified for
control locations. These findings demonstrate that hippocampal receptivity to input varies with theta phase,
suggesting that theta phase reflects connectivity states of human hippocampal networks. These findings
confirm a putative mechanism by which neural oscillations modulate human hippocampal function.
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Introduction
Episodic memory encoding and retrieval are thought to involve distinct hippocampal functional connectivity
states (Hasselmo & Stern, 2014). During memory formation, fragments of episodic information are bound into
coherent memory traces by the hippocampus. This process is thought to benefit from increased input via
connectivity of entorhinal cortex to CA1 (Hasselmo et al., 2002; Maass et al., 2014; Brankačk et al., 1993;
Kamondi et al., 1998; Fernández et al., 1998) along with reduced recurrent hippocampal connectivity
(Hasselmo et al, 2002). This connectivity pattern is thought to enhance the strength of incoming sensory
signals while preventing interference from memory reactivation. Retrieval involves hippocampal-dependent
reactivation (Waldhauser et al., 2016; Tanaka et al., 2014; Gelbard-Sagiv et al., 2008; Tayler et al., 2013;
Eichenbaum, 2004), which is thought to benefit from the opposite functional connectivity pattern (Hasselmo et
al., 2002;  Duncan et al., 2014; Montgomery & Buzsaki, 2007).

In rodents, hippocampal theta oscillations orchestrate the transition between these distinct connectivity states.
Rodent hippocampal theta synchrony supports memory formation and retrieval (Markowska et al., 1995;
Winson, 1978), with different theta phases thought to support opposing functional connectivity patterns. For
instance, tetanic electrical stimulation of hippocampal CA1 results in long-term potentiation (LTP) when
delivered at the stratum radiatum theta peak versus long-term depression (LTD) when delivered at the trough
(Hölscher et al., 1997; Hyman et al., 2003), supporting a theta-phase dependence of encoding readiness. In
addition, disrupting the theta cycle with inhibitory stimulation locked to local peak versus trough has been
shown to differentially impact encoding and retrieval in rodents (Siegle & Wilson, 2014).

It is currently unclear whether human hippocampus shows the phase dependence of receptivity to external
input that has been identified in rodents, particularly given the numerous differences in human versus rodent
hippocampal theta characteristics including the presence and functional relevance of high-power oscillatory
bouts (Goyal et al., 2020; Jacobs, 2014; Kahana et al., 1999; Raghavachari et al., 2001). The goal of the
present experiment was to test predictions of this theta phase-dependence model in humans. We recorded
local field potentials from the hippocampus in patients undergoing intracranial electrophysiological recording
via implanted depth electrodes as part of their clinical care. We applied direct electrical stimulation to
hippocampal network sites in lateral temporal cortex with putative projections to entorhinal cortex and
hippocampus (Insausti et al., 1987; Catani & Thiebaut de Schotten, 2008; Zhong & Rockland, 2003), and
measured the hippocampal response to lateral temporal stimulation using well-characterized early and late
evoked-potential components (Matsumoto et al. 2004, Novitskaya et al. 2020).

We hypothesized that if hippocampal receptivity to network input varies with the theta oscillation, then the
hippocampal response to stimulation would differ according to hippocampal theta phase at the time of
stimulation delivery. In rodents, fissural theta trough versus peak are the phases commonly related to maximal
versus minimal receptivity to external input (e.g., Hasselmo, 2005). However, previous studies in rodents have
reported disparate phase angles relating to maximal  entorhinal-hippocampal transmission, likely due to
differences across studies in the targeted hippocampal layer. Because the theta oscillation arises from
interlaminar dipoles (Goutagny et al., 2009; Kamondi et al., 1998), its observed phase varies according to
electrode depth. Studies in rodents have therefore reported maximal entorhinal input variously at the recorded
hippocampal trough (from fissural recording, as in Brankačk et al., 1993), peak (from pyramidal layer recording,
as in Douchamps et al., 2013), and falling phases (from recording in variable layers; see Siegle & Wilson,
2014).  Thus, we anticipated 180-degree separation in phases associated with maximal versus minimal
receptivity in humans, without strong hypotheses for which phase angles would be associated with these
states given the localization uncertainty in electrodes placed for clinical purposes in human subjects. We
therefore tested this hypothesis by first analyzing continuous variation in amplitude based on theta phase
following stimulation. We used a novel method to account for the phase-dependence of amplitude values that
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occurs irrespective of stimulation. To test selectivity, we analyzed theta phase dependence for
non-hippocampal control locations in the amygdala and orbitofrontal cortex.

Results
Participants and stimulation protocol
Data were collected from eight individuals with refractory epilepsy (two male; mean age ± SD: 37 ± 10 years;
range 28-55 years; Table 1) undergoing invasive electrophysiological monitoring as part of their inpatient
clinical care at the Northwestern Memorial Hospital Comprehensive Epilepsy Center. All participants had
stereotactic EEG (sEEG) depth macroelectrodes (Ad-Tech, Oak Creek, WI) implanted in hippocampus,
amygdala, lateral temporal cortex, and orbitofrontal cortex, in addition to other regions. All stimulating
electrodes were localized to lateral temporal cortex and adjacent white matter (Fig. 1a-b).

In seven participants, the experimental stimulation protocol consisted of trains of single pulses (see Materials
and Methods) delivered at either 0.5 Hz (~60 pulses per train) or approximately 1 Hz (with an interpulse
interval range of 1-1.25 s, jittered pseudorandomly, ~1200 pulses per train; interpulse interval and range of
jitter values were selected to enable data analysis for a secondary experiment). These train types were
alternated with approximately two minutes of rest between trains. In one participant, stimulation was delivered
at 0.5 Hz only. The number of stimulation pulses delivered ranged from 241 to 2566 (Table 1). Stimulation did
not elicit seizure or clinically significant afterdischarges in any participant.

Table 1. Participant characteristics

Sex Age Hemisphere of
electrodes

# hippocampal recording
electrodes analyzed

Pulses
delivered

Stimulation
protocol

F 28 Right 3 1721 0.5Hz and 1Hz

F 29 Left 3 1576 0.5Hz and 1Hz

F 30 Left 3 1170 0.5Hz and 1Hz

F 44 Left 4 241 0.5Hz

F 55 Left 1 2566 0.5Hz and 1Hz

F 47 Left 3 1036 0.5Hz and 1Hz

M 31 Left 4 1766 0.5Hz and 1Hz

M 29 Right 2 982 0.5Hz and 1Hz
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Figure 1. Hippocampal recordings and evoked response. A) Group-level electrode localization for lateral temporal
stimulating electrodes (n = 14) and hippocampal recording electrodes (n = 18) plotted on an MNI template (Holmes et
al., 1998). Amygdala and hippocampus are highlighted in yellow. Electrodes are enlarged ~500% for visualization
purposes. Note: Imaging was unavailable in one subject (see Materials and methods: Electrode localization).
Hippocampal recording electrodes did not align to the template brain hippocampus in one subject and are not shown in
this image. B) Locations of lateral temporal stimulating electrodes (top) and recording electrodes in hippocampus
(bottom) in one sample participant. C) Mean power spectral densities across all hippocampal recording electrodes (n =
23). Power was assessed during a recorded pre-stimulation rest period. Left: Mean power spectral density (red) and
estimated 1/f fit (black). Right: Mean 1/f-corrected power spectral density across hippocampal recording electrodes.
Significant peaks in oscillatory power marked in black. Error bars indicate ±1 SEM across electrodes. D)
Phase-balanced grand average hippocampal EP (i.e., 0˚, 90˚, 180˚, and 270˚ phase bins contribute equally to the
average) elicited by lateral temporal stimulation. Error bars indicate ±1 SEM across hippocampal recording electrodes.
Identified early and late negative components are highlighted in blue and green. The Y-axis shows negative values in
the upwards direction to emphasize the negative-going EP components of interest.

Hippocampal recordings showed narrowband oscillations within the 3-8Hz theta range
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To ensure the presence of theta activity in hippocampal local field potentials (LFPs), we assessed the power
spectral densities of recordings taken during a rest period before the stimulation experiment. We estimated
oscillatory power during this pre-stimulation period rather than during the experimental session to avoid
contaminating the estimate with the evoked response to stimulation. We located narrowband oscillations by
fitting a 1/f background distribution to the power spectrum (Fig. 1c), subtracting this background, and
estimating local peaks in the resultant curve (see Materials and Methods: Analysis of narrowband theta
activity). All analyzed hippocampal recording electrodes (as well as all amygdala and OFC control region
recording electrodes) showed at least one narrowband oscillation in the 3-8Hz range. Across hippocampal
recording electrodes, multiple local peaks in oscillatory power were detected within the 3-8Hz theta band (Fig.
1c). Peaks where power was significantly greater than the 1/f background spectrum across electrodes were
detected within the 3-8 Hz theta range at 5.3 Hz and 6.3 Hz (t-test of corrected power versus 0, 5.3 Hz: t(22) =
3.4, p = 0.003; 6.3 Hz: t(22) = 3.3, p = 0.003;). An additional peak was detected at 3.9 Hz; however, power at
this lower frequency was only marginally above the 1/f background spectrum (3.9 Hz: t(22) = 1.9, p = 0.07).
Peaks with significant power above background were also detected at 2.4 Hz, 11.0 Hz, and 17.7 Hz (Figure
1c; all p < 0.05 on t-test of corrected power versus 0).

Hippocampal evoked potentials showed characteristic early and late negative components
Hippocampal evoked-potential (EP) components were estimated to occur from 27-113 ms (early) and 114-208
ms (late) post-stimulation (Fig. 1d; see Materials and Methods: Quantification of hippocampal EPs). The
observed component latencies were consistent with values reported by previous studies of human
hippocampal response to direct electrical stimulation of polysynaptic afferents (e.g., Kubota et al., 2013;
Novitskaya et al., 2020).

Hippocampal EP amplitudes varied according to theta phase at stimulation onset
We performed circular-linear analyses to determine whether hippocampal receptivity to lateral temporal
stimulation varied continuously (i.e., sinusoidally) with the phase of the theta oscillation. We first assessed
whether amplitudes of the early and late EP components (Fig. 1d) varied with theta phase at stimulation onset
(see Materials and Methods: Theta phase estimation). For each electrode, we computed circular-linear
correlation between hippocampal phase at stimulation onset and component amplitude across stimulation
trials. Permutation testing was used to assess whether periodicity in evoked response amplitude was above
chance. Both early and late component amplitudes were significantly predicted by theta phase at stimulation
onset (Fig. 2a. Mean z-score ± SD, early: z = 1.3 ± 1.9; late: z 1.2 ± 1.6. t-test of z-scores versus 0,  early: t(22)
= 3.3, p = 0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.7; late: t(22) = 3.7 p = 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.8. Mean r ± SD, early: r = 0.080 ±
0.066; late: r = 0.076 ± 0.051).

To assess whether the phase-amplitude relationship was appropriately captured by the early and late
components, we performed an exploratory analysis of the phase-amplitude relationship across all timepoints in
the peri-stimulation period. Additionally, to investigate whether the observed effect was caused by
phase-dependent changes in the evoked response (as opposed to phase-dependent amplitude of the
non-evoked, theta oscillatory component of the signal), we assessed the timecourse of the phase-amplitude
relationship for the non-evoked response by performing the same analysis for phase-matched, stimulation-free
trials (see Materials and methods: Comparison of stimulation trials to phase-matched stimulation-free
trials).

In both stimulation-free and stimulation trials, the phase-amplitude relationship was strongest before and up to
stimulation onset (Fig. 2b,c). The asymmetric dropoff about t = 0 likely relates to the phase estimation method
(i.e., amplitude before stimulation is more strongly predictive of phase because it contributes directly to the
phase estimate; see Fig. S1b). In stimulation-free trials, the phase-amplitude relationship timecourse following
t = 0 was generally smooth and monotonic (Fig. 2b). In contrast, stimulation trials exhibited local increases in
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circular-linear correlation (Fig. 2c). Qualitatively, the local increases appeared to coincide with the early and
late EP components (as plotted in Fig. 1d). Using the same peak-finding method that identified peaks in the
EP (see Materials and Methods: Quantification of hippocampal EPs), we found peaks in the
phase-amplitude relationship at +50 ms and +135 ms following stimulation onset, which aligns closely with the
early and late EP components (+62 ms and +134 ms, respectively; Fig. 2c). Stimulation trials also exhibited a
sharp local decrease from approximately +0 to +5 ms following stimulation, likely due to phase-independent
artifact during and immediately after the stimulation pulse (Fig. 2c). These findings indicate that hippocampal
theta phase at stimulation onset predicts its responsiveness to lateral temporal stimulation, and that these
effects are well captured by analyses of characteristic early and late components of the hippocampal EP.

Figure 2. Continuous theta phase predicted response amplitude during early and late EP components. A)
Z-scored circular-linear correlation r for the relationship between hippocampal theta phase at stimulation onset and EP
component amplitude. Each line represents one electrode. Z-scores are shown for early (left) and late (right)
components. Horizontal line shows chance-level circularity. Both early and late components showed significant
theta-circularity (** p < 0.01). B) Circular-linear r plotted for each timepoint for stimulation-free trials, Error bars indicate
±1 SEM across hippocampal recording electrodes. Early and late component timecourses highlighted in blue and green
for reference. C) As B, for stimulation trials. Local maxima denoted in black.

Hippocampal EP amplitudes varied for theta peak versus trough
Given the previous rodent findings of maximal differences in receptivity to input at specific hippocampal theta
phase angles (e.g.., trough versus peak; Brankačk et al., 1993; Hasselmo et al., 2002), we tested whether the
phase-dependent responsivity of the hippocampus to stimulation identified in the analyses above varied for
specific theta phase angles. We estimated theta phase at stimulation onset for each trial (see Materials and
Methods: Theta phase estimation) and binned trials to 90˚ intervals, centered on peak, trough, rising and
falling phases. By taking the means within each bin, we obtained average peak, trough, falling, and rising angle
stimulation trials for each electrode (Fig. 3a, c).

As phase at a given timepoint predicts future amplitude by definition, when trials are sorted according to theta
phase at stimulation, differences are expected in the post-stimulation signal simply owing to the ongoing theta
oscillation. We therefore isolated the evoked response from this non-evoked oscillation in order to assess
whether the evoked response itself varied according to stimulation phase. We estimated the non-evoked
oscillation using phase-matched stimulation-free trials (see Materials and Methods: Comparison of
stimulation trials to phase-matched stimulation-free trials). We binned stimulation-free trials to 90˚
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intervals using the same approach as for the stimulation trials. By taking the mean of stimulation-free trials
within each bin, we estimated the non-evoked component of the peak and trough EPs for each electrode (red
lines in Fig. 3a,c). As expected, the non-evoked component was an oscillation with asymmetrical coherence
drop-off around stimulation onset (see Fig. S1b). Finally, to isolate the evoked response, we subtracted this
non-evoked component from its corresponding EP. This procedure abolished pre-stimulus amplitude
differences between peak versus trough and rising versus falling trials across hippocampal recording
electrodes, indicating good removal of the ongoing oscillatory component (Paired t-test on mean amplitudes
-100 to 0 ms, peak versus trough: t(22) = 0.47, p = 0.6; rising versus falling: t(22) = 1.4, p = 0.2).

Figure 3. Hippocampal EPs and isolated responses binned according to theta phase at stimulation delivery.
Early and late component timecourses highlighted in blue and green for reference. A) Mean hippocampal EPs
elicited by lateral temporal stimulation at theta peak (black) and trough (purple), alongside phase-matched
stimulation-free trials (red; see Materials and Methods: Comparison of stimulation trials to phase-matched
stimulation-free trials). Error bars indicate ±1 SEM across recording electrodes. Theta oscillation is visible around
stimulation at t = 0. The isolated response was obtained by subtracting the mean phase-matched stimulation-free trial
from the EP. B) Isolated hippocampal evoked responses to peak and trough stimulation. The non-evoked oscillatory
component is abolished in the isolated response. Asterisk indicates isolated response components with significant
amplitude differences across phase bins at 180˚ intervals (i.e., peak versus trough or rising versus falling trials; * p ≤
0.05). Left: Full timecourse. Right: Enlarged panels showing component timecourses. C, D) As in A) and B), for
stimulation at theta falling (yellow) versus rising (magenta) phase angles.

The early and late EP components showed significant amplitude differences following peak versus trough
stimulation (Fig. 4a. Paired t-test across hippocampal recording electrodes, early: t(22) = -2.7, p = 0.01,
Cohen’s d = -0.2; late: t(22) = -2.6, p = 0.02, Cohen’s d = -0.08. Mean peak - trough amplitude difference ±
SD, early: diff = -4.9 ± 8.5 μV, diff = -3.9 ± 7.2 μV). Isolation of the evoked response (Fig. 3b) reduced the
differences between peak and trough stimulation in the late component (Fig. 4b. Paired t-test: t(22) = -1.1, p =
0.3, Cohen’s d = -0.04). However, the peak versus trough effect in the early component persisted through the
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isolation procedure (Fig. 4b. Paired t-test: t(22) = -2.1, p = 0.05, Cohen’s d = -0.2; mean amplitude difference ±
SD, early: diff = -4.8 ± 11 μV; late: diff = -2.2 ± 10 μV).

No difference in EP amplitude was observed for rising versus falling stimulation conditions (Fig. 3c) for either
early or late components (Fig. 4c. Paired t-test across hippocampal recording electrodes, early: t(22) = 0.45, p
= 0.7, Cohen’s d = 0.04; late: t(22) = 0.55, p = 0.6, Cohen’s d = 0.03; mean falling - rising amplitude difference
± SD: early: diff = 1.1 ± 11.3 μV; late: diff = 1.6 ± 14.0 μV). As was the case in the overall EP, no differences
were observed in the isolated response for falling versus rising stimulation (Fig. 4d. Paired t-test across
hippocampal recording electrodes, early: t(22) = 0.14, p = 0.9, Cohen’s d = 0.02; late: t(22) = 0.41, p = 0.7,
Cohen’s d = 0.02; mean falling - rising amplitude difference  ± SD, early: diff = 0.52 ± 16.6  μV; late: diff = 1.4
± 16.2 μV).

Figure 4. Stimulation at theta peak versus trough produced differences in early-component amplitude. Hippocampal
component amplitudes by theta phase of stimulation. A, C) Difference between hippocampal EP component amplitudes
elicited by lateral temporal stimulation delivered at peak versus trough (a) and falling versus rising (c) phases. Each dot
represents one electrode; dot color indicates participant-of-origin. Red line indicates the mean difference across
electrodes. Left: early component amplitude difference. Right: late component amplitude difference. B, D) As in A) and
C), but for the isolated hippocampal response (i.e., EP minus phase-matched stimulation-free trials).

Control regions did not show early-component specific periodicity in the response to stimulation
To assess whether theta-dependence of EP amplitude was specific to hippocampus, we performed the same
analyses on data from recording electrodes in amygdala (n = 9) and orbitofrontal cortex (n = 22). Data from
control regions was acquired concurrently with the hippocampal data described above.

In both control regions, stimulation EPs had distinct early and late negative components (Fig. 5a, e. In
amygdala, components were estimated to span 35-70 ms (early) and 94-256 ms (late). In OFC, components
spanned 22-74 ms (early) and 74-490 ms (late).
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We performed circular-linear analyses to investigate whether control regions exhibited a continuous
relationship between phase and EP amplitude. As we did in our analysis of the hippocampal phase-amplitude
relationship (Fig. 2b,c), we assessed the circular-linear correlation between phase and amplitude for each
control region electrode at each timepoint of the EP. To control for the contribution of the non-evoked oscillatory
signal to this relationship, we assessed the phase-amplitude relationship for both stimulation trials and
stimulation-free trials. As was the case in the hippocampal EP, we observed the strongest phase-amplitude
relationship before and up to stimulation onset (Fig. 5b,f), with asymmetric dropoff about t = 0 likely due to the
phase estimation method. In contrast to the hippocampal EP (see Fig. 2c), both control regions showed more
diffuse deviations in the phase-amplitude relationship. In particular, neither control region showed the clear,
temporally-specific increase in circular-linearity during the early component which was present in the
hippocampal EP.

As in the analysis of the hippocampal response, we next binned EP trials according to phase at stimulation
onset and compared component amplitudes across peak and trough trials. The amygdala EP showed
significant amplitude differences across peak and trough trials in the late component (paired t-test: t(8) = -4.1, p
= 0.003, Cohen’s d = -0.2), with greater amplitude for peak trials (Fig. 5c. Mean difference ± SD: -5.5 ± 4.0
μV). There was no significant amplitude difference in the early component (t(8) = 0.85, p = 0.4, Cohen’s d =
0.3). This effect persisted after we isolated the evoked response using phase-matched stimulation-free trials
(late: t(8) = -3.1, p = 0.02, Cohen’s d = -0.2; mean difference ± SD: -5.3 ± 5.2 μV). Similarly, we observed
amplitude differences for amygdala rising versus falling trials selective to the late component (Fig. 5d. Early:
t(8) = -0.29, p = 0.8, Cohen’s d= -0.06; late: t(8) = 2.7, p = 0.03, Cohen’s d = 0.1;), which persisted through
isolation of the evoked response (early: t(8) = 1.2, p = 0.3, Cohen’s d= 0.2; late: t(8) = 4.7, p = 0.002, Cohen’s
d = 0.2;).

We hypothesized that the phase-dependence of the late component may have been driven by secondary
transmission from the hippocampus. However, we did not find a consistent correlation between hippocampal
EP and amygdala late component timing (see Supplementary data: Hippocampal EP timing did not predict
amygdala late component latency).

In contrast, for orbitofrontal EPs, we found no differences in either peak versus trough or rising versus falling
trial amplitude in either early or late components (Fig. 5g,h. Peak versus trough, early: t(21) = 0.51 , p = 0.6,
Cohen’s d = 0.04; late: t(21) = -0.77, p = 0.5, Cohen’s d = -0.1. Rising versus falling, early: t(21) = -0.59 , p =
0.6, Cohen’s d = -0.04;  late: t(21) = -0.08, p = 0.9, Cohen’s d = -0.007). While our response-isolation
procedure revealed a marginal effect of peak versus trough stimulation on the orbitofrontal early component
amplitude (t(21) = 2.1 , p = 0.05, Cohen’s d = 0.07), this effect may have been driven by poor performance of
the sham-matching procedure for the orbitofrontal EP (see Fig. 5g,h; we observe poor abolishment of the
underlying theta oscillation for both trough and rising stimulation trials).
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Figure 5. Control regions showed less temporal specificity in their phase-amplitude relationships and no difference in peak
versus trough or falling versus rising early response amplitudes. Left column, amygdala (n = 9 electrodes); right column,
OFC (n = 22 electrodes). Early (blue) and late (green) components are highlighted. Error bars indicate ±1 SEM across
electrodes.
A, E) Phase-balanced grand average EP. B, F) Phase-amplitude circular-linear r plotted for each timepoint in the
peri-stimulation period for stimulation trials (top) and stimulation-free trials (bottom).
C, G) Left: Mean EPs elicited by lateral temporal stimulation at local theta peak (black) and trough (purple), alongside
phase-matched stimulation-free trials (red; see Materials and Methods: Comparison of stimulation trials to phase-matched
stimulation-free trials). The isolated response was obtained by subtracting the mean phase-matched stimulation-free trial
from the EP. Right: Isolated evoked responses to peak and trough stimulation. Asterisk indicates isolated response
components with significant amplitude differences across phase bins at 180˚ intervals (i.e., peak versus trough or rising
versus falling trials; * p ≤ 0.05).
D, H) As in C,G), for stimulation at local theta falling (yellow) versus rising (magenta) phase angles.

Analysis of variability across subjects
As the previous analyses were performed across individual electrodes, we assessed whether the circular-linear
and binned effects of theta phase on response component amplitude were present across subjects. For each
subject, we obtained the mean z-scored circular-linear r across hippocampal electrodes for early and late
components (as described for individual hippocampal electrodes in Materials and Methods: Circular-linear
analysis of theta phase and hippocampal response amplitude). Across subjects, we observed a positive
phase-amplitude relationship in both early and late components (Mean z-score ± SD, early: z = 1.0 ± 1.3; late:
z = 1.1 ± 1.1). This effect was marginal across subjects in the early component and reached significance in the
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late component (t-test of z-scores versus 0, early: t(7) = 2.3, p = 0.06, Cohen’s d = 0.8; late: t(7) = 2.8, p =
0.03, Cohen’s d = 1.0).

We used linear mixed-effects modeling (LME) to determine whether response component amplitudes differed
for peak versus trough stimulation across subjects. We constructed an LME model for each response
component with a fixed effect of phase and random effects on slope and intercept of both subject and electrode
nested within subject [i.e., response amplitude ~ phase + (phase|subject/electrode)]. We then performed
likelihood ratio tests to assess whether this model fit was improved by the inclusion of the fixed effect of phase.
That is, after accounting for participant variance, we tested whether stimulation phase improved the prediction
of response amplitude. Including the phase effect improved the model fit for the early component, with a
marginal effect in the late component (one-sided likelihood ratio test for improvement, early: LRStat = 3.8, p =
0.05; late: LRStat = 3.3, p = 0.06). We then repeated this process using amplitude values from the isolated
evoked response (i.e., following correction for non-evoked oscillatory activity, as in Fig. 3). The effect of phase
was reduced in these models (early: LRStat = 2.8, p = 0.09; late: LRStat = 0.9, p = 0.3), in accordance with the
observed reduction in peak versus trough differences at the electrode level following correction for non-evoked
oscillatory activity.

Discussion
We investigated whether the human hippocampus varies in receptivity to external stimulation along with the
local theta oscillation. Lateral temporal stimulation consistently evoked a hippocampal response with distinct
early and late negative components. These component amplitudes were found to vary continuously with theta
phase at stimulation onset. The continuous relationship between phase at stimulation onset and EP amplitude
showed temporal specificity, with a notable increase during the early component.  We additionally found that
stimulation at theta peak versus theta trough yielded maximal differences in evoked response amplitude. This
effect was most pronounced during the early negative component (27-113 ms after stimulation onset), where it
persisted even after corrections for non-evoked oscillatory activity which emerged from the phase-sorting
procedure. These findings suggest that human hippocampal connectivity to network afferents varies across the
local theta oscillation.

As data in this study were collected opportunistically from participants undergoing clinically necessary invasive
monitoring, hippocampal electrodes were implanted at variable laminar depths that could not be known due to
the relative imprecision of CT/MRI. Nonetheless, we observed a consistent effect of phase angle on the
recorded hippocampal response. The relatively small phase offset we observed between hippocampal sites
from a given participant (see Fig. S4) supports that the recorded oscillation was depth indifferent, perhaps
owing to the large size and interlaminar placement of the macroelectrodes. Further studies would be necessary
to determine subfield and layer-specific phase angles conferring maximum entorhinal input to the human
hippocampus.

The observed effect of peak versus trough is likely specific to the synaptic distance and conduction delay
between the stimulation site and hippocampus. While stimulating electrodes were all located in lateral temporal
cortex, their gyral locations varied according to clinical constraints. Accordingly, while phase offsets between
lateral temporal cortex and hippocampus were non-uniform (see Fig. S4), there were pronounced differences
in the offset angle between participants. It is possible that differences in transmission latencies contributed to
the observed variance in peak-trough effects across participants. We hypothesize that stimulation targeting a
different site in the hippocampal network would produce a similarly theta-periodic hippocampal response, albeit
likely maximized at a different stimulation phase angle (i.e., not necessarily at the observed hippocampal theta
peak). Further, it is possible that the relationship of theta phase to the evoked response amplitude varies with
theta power, although we were methodologically unable to assess theta power on a per-trial basis. Our
exploratory analyses of theta power during an offline period did not find any relationship between power and
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the phase-amplitude relationship (see Supplementary data: Offline theta bout incidence does not impact
periodicity of the evoked response), although quantifying power during a period other than stimulation is not
ideal. Future research could address this issue, potentially by cueing stimulation based on an online
assessment of theta power.

One limitation is that this study was performed in individuals with refractory epilepsy. Temporal lobe epilepsy is
associated with episodic memory impairments (Mayeux et al., 1980; Helmstaedter & Kockelmann, 2006)
thought to be caused by structural abnormalities as well as interictal epileptiform activity in the hippocampus
and hippocampal cortical network (Helmstaedter & Kockelmann, 2006; Gelinas et al., 2016). Nonetheless,
iEEG recordings from individuals with temporal lobe epilepsy have previously been used to study mechanisms
for hippocampal function (Lega et al., 2012; Long et al., 2014; Fell et al., 2011; Wixted et al., 2014). To
enhance the study’s generalizability, we rejected trials with recorded epileptiform activity and ensured during
data collection that the stimulation protocol did not elicit afterdischarges or spiking. It is nonetheless unclear
whether epilepsy-related changes to hippocampal structure and network connectivity influenced our findings.

Phase dependence of the response to stimulation has, however, been demonstrated in non-epilepsy model
organisms. Previous studies have reported phase-dependent responses to external stimulation across diverse
neocortical areas. Direct electrical stimulation of sensory cortices has been found to differentially induce
long-term potentiation or depression depending on local field potential phase (e.g., with beta- and
gamma-dependence in rodent visual cortex [Wespatat et al., 2004] and beta-dependence in primate
sensorimotor cortex [Zanos et al., 2018]). In humans, local oscillatory phase has been found to relate to the
amplitude of the cortical response evoked by transcranial magnetic stimulation (Kundu et al., 2014). These
findings support that oscillatory phase relates generally to local excitability. Thus, one part of our analysis
strategy was to assess whether any observed phase dependence was specific to (or specifically enhanced in)
hippocampus. We investigated the phase dependence of stimulation response in two control regions:
amygdala and orbitofrontal cortex. Like hippocampus, both regions have anatomical (Shi & Cassell, 1998; Iwai
et al., 1987; Morecraft et al., 1992) and functional (Roy et al., 2009; Du et al., 2020) connectivity with the lateral
temporal stimulation site. But while amygdala is physically adjacent to hippocampus and densely connected
with hippocampus and entorhinal cortex (Saunders et al., 1988; Pikkarainen et al., 1998; see Chrobak et al.,
2000) – and might therefore be expected to show hippocampus-like phase dependence of input receptivity --
orbitofrontal cortex is more distant both in space and connectivity. Indeed, we observed significant theta phase
dependence in the amygdala EP but no such effect in orbitofrontal cortex. As was the case in hippocampus,
the amygdala showed greater response amplitude when stimulation was applied at theta peak relative to
trough. The amygdala also showed greater response amplitude to stimulation at theta rising phase relative to
falling phase. Unlike hippocampus, this effect was present exclusively in the late component.. The presence of
early components in the amygdala and orbitofrontal EPs supports connectivity between these control regions
and the lateral temporal stimulation site. However, we note that the stimulation site was chosen on the basis of
its functional connectivity with hippocampus as measured via the stimulation-evoked potential, and not based
on connectivity with these other brain areas. Performing network-targeted stimulation for each control region
could provide stronger evidence for the effect’s selectivity to hippocampus.

This study used direct electrical stimulation as a proxy for endogenous network signaling. Follow-up studies
are required to assess whether and how these changes in human hippocampal connectivity due to theta phase
relate to memory processing. Nonetheless, by demonstrating phase dependence of input receptivity in the
human hippocampus, this study suggests a homology with the phase dependence previously characterized in
rodent models in relation to memory encoding and retrieval.

Materials and Methods
Electrode localization

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


sEEG electrodes were localized using MRIcron (v1.0.20190902; Rorden & Brett, 2000) and the Statistical
Parametric Mapping package (SPM12; Penny et al., 2011). Pre-implant T1-weighted structural MRI and
post-implant computed tomography (CT) were acquired as part of clinical care. For each subject, we performed
tissue-type segmentation on the MRI (with default SPM12 tissue probability maps and warping parameters;
see Ashburner & Friston, 2005; Mechelli et al., 2005) then normalized the MRI to MNI space (ICBM Average
Brain template MNI152; Mazziotta et al., 1995). We applied this same transformation to the CT, which had
been co-registered to the MRI by normalized mutual information. We then localized electrodes within MNI
space by visual inspection of the CT. The anatomical location of each electrode was confirmed by atlas-guided
inspection of the MRI (Allen Human Brain Atlas; Ding et al., 2016). We were unable to obtain imaging data for
one subject and therefore relied on the electrode localization provided by the clinical team (comprising
surrounding tissue type and anatomical structure for each electrode).

sEEG recording and stimulation
sEEG depth electrodes (~1-mm diameter, ~2-mm contact length, 5-10-mm contact spacing; AD-Tech, Oak
Creek, WI) were implanted prior to study participation according to clinical need. Recordings were acquired
using a Neuralynx ATLAS system with a scalp electrode reference and ground. Data were recorded at a
resolution of 0.15 μV (5000 μV input range) and a sampling rate of 20 kHz or 32 kHz. Digital bandpass filters
(FIR) from 0.1 to 5000 Hz were applied at the time of recording. Data were re-referenced offline to the common
average of ipsilateral depth electrodes (Zhang & Jacobs 2015, Van Der Meij et al., 2012) and downsampled to
1 kHz. Data were epoched about stimulation pulses and baseline corrected (epoch: -750 ms to 500 ms,
baseline: -750 ms to -2 ms). To prune excessively noisy or artifactual data, epochs were excluded according to
their signal range (excluded if > 800 μV) and kurtosis (excluded if > 2 SD over channelwise mean kurtosis;
Mean epochs pruned per channel ± SD, hippocampus: n = 208 ± 329 epochs; amygdala: n = 275 ± 333
epochs; orbitofrontal cortex: n = 250 ± 347 epochs. Mean epochs included in analyses per channel ± SD,
hippocampus: n = 1194 ± 599 epochs; amygdala: n = 1341 ± 348 epochs; orbitofrontal cortex: n = 1479 ± 263
epochs. Channels were excluded from analyses if < 200 epochs remained following pruning. n = 3
hippocampal channels, n = 3 amygdala channels, and n = 5 orbitofrontal channels were excluded from
analyses on this basis

Electrical stimuli were generated with a Grass Instruments S88 stimulator in conjunction with CCU1 constant
current units and SIU5 stimulus isolators. Stimulation was delivered across two adjacent lateral temporal sEEG
electrodes. The electrical stimulus comprised a constant-current, symmetric-biphasic square wave with 5 mA
intensity and 0.6 ms total duration. Stimulation polarity was reversed across the two electrodes such that
stimulation on the lateral electrode was anodic-leading and stimulation on the medial electrode was
cathodic-leading. For simplicity we refer to each electrical stimulus as a “single pulse.”

Stimulating electrodes used for the experiment were selected during a preliminary stimulation session to
identify electrodes with hippocampal functional connectivity (i.e., for which stimulation would evoke
downstream hippocampal EPs) and for which stimulation would not be clinically problematic. Potential
stimulating electrode pairs were identified in lateral temporal cortex and adjacent white matter based on
well-characterized structural and functional connectivity of these regions with ipsilateral entorhinal cortex and
hippocampus (Insausti et al., 1987; Catani & Thiebaut de Schotten, 2008; Zhong & Rockland, 2003). Of these,
we excluded electrodes where stimulation provoked seizure or afterdischarges during clinical testing. To
evaluate functional connectivity with hippocampus, trains of stimulation were delivered to each potential
electrode pair (0.5 Hz; 30 pulses per pair). Mean evoked potentials (EPs) for each hippocampal electrode were
visualized in real-time and manually inspected. The lateral temporal electrode pair for which stimulation elicited
the largest mean EP for hippocampal electrodes was selected for the experimental protocol. A single pair of
stimulating electrodes was selected for each participant (n = 16 total stimulating electrodes).
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Participants remained in bed throughout the preliminary stimulation session and experimental session. They
were not instructed to perform any task and were free to rest or otherwise occupy themselves. Study protocols
were approved by the Northwestern University Institutional Review Board. All subjects provided written
informed consent prior to participation.

Theta phase estimation
We estimated hippocampal theta (3 – 8 Hz) phase at the time of stimulation onset for each trial. This was done
separately for each electrode because theta phase shifts across space in the hippocampus. In depth
penetrations of rodent CA1, theta phase is stable through the strata oriens and pyramidale then undergoes a
gradual phase shift, resulting in a 180° phase difference at the fissure compared to dorsal layers (Brankačk et
al., 1993; Bragin et al., 1995). Rodent hippocampal theta phase has been found to fully reverse between the
longitudinal poles (Patel et al., 2012) (i.e., the ‘traveling wave’ model (Patel et al., 2012; Lubenov & Sjapas,
2009). Monotonic phase shift across the long axis has also been demonstrated to occur within individual CA
subfields (Lubenov & Siapas, 2009). In local field potentials (LFPs) recorded along the human hippocampus
via implanted depth electrodes, theta phase has been found to shift monotonically across the hippocampal
long axis (Zhang & Jacobs, 2015). Studies of hippocampal theta in rodent models often estimate phase at the
stratum lacunosum-moleculare of CA1, near the hippocampal fissure. Besides the benefit of fissural theta’s
especially high amplitude (Brankačk et al., 1993), this approach provides a unitary measure of hippocampal
theta phase. In humans, it is not feasible to control for these spatial phase shifts by recording uniformly at any
specific site in hippocampus. This is because electrodes are placed according to clinical need, and their
locations vary across subjects in both laminar depth and location on the long axis.

LFPs recorded from human depth electrodes generally reflect a sum of phase-asynchronous laminar inputs
(West & Gunderson, 1990) weighted by distance from the contributing layer to the electrode. As the phase shift
is stable across layers and septotemporal distance (Lubenov & Sjapas, 2009), phase at a given electrode has
a consistent offset to other hippocampal sites (Zhang & Jacobs, 2015). Thus, to account for this offset, we
estimated phase independently for each electrode. First, trial epochs were truncated at +50 ms (i.e., 50 ms
following stimulation onset) to avoid contamination of the phase estimate by the stimulation EP. After applying
a zero-phase bandpass-filter (3-8 Hz 2nd-order Butterworth IIR), we estimated phase angle at the time of
stimulation onset using the Hilbert transform.

We assessed the accuracy of this approach using stimulation-free pseudotrials. For each hippocampal
electrode, we first performed zero-phase bandpass filtering (3-8 Hz, 2nd-order Butterworth IIR) across a
continuous stimulation-free period (from the same recording as used in the main analysis). We then applied the
Hilbert transform to obtain ground-truth phase angles for each timepoint. We created stimulation-free trials by
pseudorandomly selecting trial-length epochs during this stimulation-free period. We observed the ground-truth
phase values at the timepoints corresponding to each trial’s mock stimulation onset. Epochs from the first and
last 5s of the recording sessions were excluded to reduce filter edge artifact contamination.

Next, we created an ostensibly phase-balanced model of stimulation for each channel by binning stimulation
trials at 90˚ intervals (centered at 0˚, 90˚, 180˚, and 270˚) and computing the grand average across bins. We
added this model stimulation to each stimulation-free trial, yielding pseudotrials. We estimated pseudotrial
phase angle at t=0 using the approach described for stimulation trials and compared the estimates to the
ground truth phase angles.

Analysis of narrowband theta activity
To assess whether theta-frequency activity was present in hippocampus and control regions, we characterized
narrowband activity across the power spectrum during a continuous stimulation-free period (from the same
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recording as used in the main analysis; all rest periods had duration > 90s). We estimated oscillatory power at
50 logarithmically-spaced frequency intervals from 1-50 Hz using the fast Fourier transform. To identify
frequencies where reliable oscillations were present, we first estimated the background 1/f power spectrum
using a robust linear fit to the log-log scaled power spectrum (Lega et al., 2012).  We subtracted this
background from the power spectrum and identified positive local maxima in the resultant curves, following
four-frequency boxcar smoothing to eliminate noisy peaks (Lega et al., 2012). We performed this analysis for
individual electrodes as well as for the mean power spectrum across all analyzed electrodes within each ROI.
For each identified peak frequency, we assessed whether its power consistently exceeded the background 1/f
spectrum by performing one-sample t-tests of the corrected spectrum power versus 0 across electrodes.

Quantification of hippocampal EPs
As a measure of the hippocampal response to stimulation, we quantified the trialwise amplitudes of early and
late components in the stimulation EP. We first estimated component timecourses for each electrode. To avoid
phase-dependent differences in component shape or timecourse from biasing this estimate (i.e., in the case of
non-uniform stimulation phase distributions), we computed a phase-balanced EP for each electrode by binning
stimulation trials according to theta phase at stimulation onset (at 90˚ intervals, centered at 0˚, 90˚, 180˚, and
270˚) and computing the mean across bins. We then observed the grand average phase-balanced trial across
electrodes. We quantified component timecourses by searching for the first two negative minima following
stimulation artifact (on a search window of +20 ms to +500 ms after stimulation; see e.g., Kubota et al., 2013)
on the grand average trial across electrodes. Component edges were estimated as the nearest inflection points
within 150 ms of the local maximum. A minimum interval of 50 ms was required between peaks. For each trial,
we computed the average signal amplitude across each component timecourse. This method was selected
rather than peak estimation (as in e.g. Matsumoto et al. 2004) in order to produce a more noise-indifferent
estimate for single trials.

Circular-linear analysis of theta phase and hippocampal response amplitude
We performed circular-linear analyses to determine whether the hippocampal response varied continuously
with theta phase at stimulation onset. For each electrode, we found the circular-linear correlation coefficient
between phase at stimulation onset and component amplitude (Berens, 2009). We z-scored these values via
permutation testing (n = 500), wherein each electrode’s trial phase values and component amplitudes were
repeatedly randomly paired. The circular-linear correlations were evaluated using a one-sample t-test
comparing the electrode z-scores against zero. To investigate the timecourse of the continuous
phase-amplitude relationship, we performed a follow-up timepoint analysis. For each electrode, we computed
the circular-linear correlation coefficient between phase at stimulation onset and EP amplitude at every
timepoint. We identified peaks in the phase-amplitude relationship by searching for the first two maxima
following stimulation artifact (on a search window of +20 to +500 ms after stimulation). This method was
modified from our procedure to identify components in the EP amplitude timecourse (see Quantification of
hippocampal EPs).

Comparison of hippocampal EPs following stimulation at theta peak versus trough
To test how specific phase angles were related to hippocampal responsiveness to stimulation, we analyzed
trials according to theta phase at stimulation onset. We hypothesized that hippocampal response to stimulation
would be maximal at the theta trough and minimal at the theta peak (Brankačk et al., 1993; Hasselmo et al.,
2002). To address this, we estimated local broadband theta phase at stimulation onset for each trial and binned
trials to 90˚ intervals, centered on peak, trough, rising and falling phase angles. By taking the means within the
0˚ and 180˚ bins, we obtained average peak and trough stimulation trials for each electrode. We then
compared component amplitudes across peak and trough trials using a paired t-test.

Comparison of stimulation trials to phase-matched stimulation-free trials
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Direct comparison of component amplitudes according to phase at stimulation onset is complicated because
oscillatory phase necessarily predicts future amplitude, regardless of any phase-dependent differences in the
effects of stimulation on EPs. We therefore used stimulation-free trials to account for the ongoing theta
oscillation. Stimulation-free trials were captured for each electrode at 100-ms intervals across stimulation-free
periods at the beginning and end of the recordings. Stimulation-free trials were recorded and preprocessed
using the same approach as stimulation trials (for trial pruning by kurtosis, kurtosis scores were compared only
to other stimulation-free trials from the same channel). Phase was estimated for each trial at t = 0 using the
same methods as for stimulation trials (i.e., truncating at +50 ms after stimulation onset, filtering, and applying
the Hilbert transform). In order to more closely match the non-evoked activity present in the stimulation trials,
we randomly resampled stimulation-free trials using the phase angle distributions of the stimulation trials as
sampling weights.

Timepoint analysis of EP amplitude following stimulation at theta peak versus trough
As a follow-up to our analysis of peak versus trough effects on component amplitudes, we investigated whether
phase dependence was temporally restricted to components. For each electrode, we computed the difference
between average peak and trough trials at each timepoint. To assess the contribution of the non-evoked signal
over time, we repeated this procedure on stimulation-free trials. To measure phase dependence related to the
evoked signal, we compared peak-trough amplitude differences across stimulation and stimulation-free trials.

Oscillatory synchronization between the stimulation site and hippocampus
Although we estimated hippocampal theta phase angle at the time of stimulation onset to avoid bias from the
evoked response, this timepoint is not the most relevant to hippocampal receptivity to external input. As
stimulation was applied to lateral temporal network afferents and conveyed via polysynaptic signaling, there
was likely some latency between stimulation onset and the relevant transmission to hippocampus (i.e., the
timepoint when entorhinal input receptivity would be relevant).

Oscillatory synchronization (i.e., phase coupling) is a known mechanism that supports interregional
communication (see Fries, 2005; Fell & Axmacher, 2011). We therefore estimated this latency by observing
theta phase locking and phase offset between the stimulation site and hippocampus. First, we estimated 3 – 8
Hz theta phase angle for each electrode across a continuous, stimulation-free period in the recording. For each
timepoint, we then obtained the angular distance between each hippocampal electrode and its corresponding
lateral temporal electrode that was used for stimulation. We thereby computed the phase-locking value (PLV;
mean resultant vector length of lateral temporal-hippocampal angular distance on the unit circle) and mean
phase offset (the circular mean of lateral temporal-hippocampal angular distances) for each hippocampal
electrode.

We applied the Rayleigh test to the mean phase offsets to assess whether the phase lag distribution was
uniform. We used permutation testing to determine whether the observed phase locking was greater than
expected by chance. To achieve this, we broke the continuous hippocampal and lateral temporal phase
estimates into 500-ms epochs. We then obtained the mean PLV across all epochs. To z-score these PLVs, we
used permutation testing (n = 500), wherein hippocampal and lateral temporal epochs were repeatedly
randomly paired. We performed a one-sample t-test comparing z-scores against zero to assess phase locking.

Supplementary data
Phase angle estimates were consistent with ground-truth phase values in analysis of stimulation-free
pseudotrials
The method we used to estimate hippocampal theta phase at the time of stimulation involved truncating the
hippocampal recordings shortly after each stimulation pulse (see Materials and methods: Theta phase
estimation). We assessed whether this approach yielded an accurate estimate of phase (i.e., one based on
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the ongoing oscillatory activity and without contamination by the evoked response or filter artifact) using
“pseudotrials”, epochs made from data collected during a continuous, stimulation-free period with an added
model stimulation pulse and EP. We estimated the phase of these pseudotrials at mock stimulation onset (i.e., t
= 0) using the same approach as for stimulation trials. As pseudotrials were created from continuous,
stimulation-free data, we were also able to calculate “ground-truth” phase values (i.e., obtained in the absence
of stimulation artifact or EP and without truncating the recording). We then measured the trialwise differences
between ground-truth and estimated phase angles.

Across hippocampal recording electrodes, the mean difference between ground-truth and estimated phase was
-11.2˚ (mean distance ± SD:-11.2. ± 4.6˚). This difference was highly concentrated (Rayleigh test: z(22) = 22.9,
p < 0.001), indicating consistency of the phase angle estimate performance across electrodes (Fig. S1a).
Although estimated phase angles were significantly more concentrated than ground-truth phase angles
(two-tailed t-test on mean resultant vector lengths, t(22) = 7.4, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.1), the distribution of
mean estimated phase angles was uniform (Hodges-Ajne test: m(22) = 9, p = 0.9). These findings demonstrate
that the estimation approach introduced a small and consistent phase angle bias.

Figure S1. Phase estimation method yielded consistent, low-magnitude offset to ground-truth phase in
pseudotrial analysis. Comparison of ground-truth and estimated phase angles from pseudotrials (stimulation-free
resting data with added model stimulation artifact and EP). Validation was performed across all hippocampal channels
included in the main EP analysis (n = 23). A) Mean phase angle and mean resultant length (MRL) of trialwise distance
between ground-truth and estimated phases. Each line represents one hippocampal channel. B) Left: Mean
stimulation-free validation trials binned according to ground-truth (top) and estimated (bottom) phase at mock
stimulation onset. Line color indicates bin center (0˚, 90˚, 180˚, 270˚). Right: enlarged panels from -100 ms to 0 ms,
showing similarity of theta phase at t=0 across ground-truth (top) and estimated (bottom) bins.

We also observed differences in the intertrial theta coherence across trials binned by ground-truth versus
estimated phase (Fig. S1b). Because the phase estimation approach involves truncating the epoch at +50 ms
following stimulation onset, signal after this point does not contribute to the phase estimate. Theta coherence
therefore decreases asymmetrically about t = 0, with a more rapid drop-off after t = 0 than before it. In contrast,
trials binned according to ground-truth phase show symmetrical declines in coherence before and after t = 0.
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To assess whether this bias impacted our analyses, we re-performed our binning analyses after accounting for
each electrode’s estimated bias (Fig. S1b). In other words, we adjusted the phase angle label for each trial
according to the electrode-specific bias. After this correction, we observed the same pattern of
phase-dependence as in the original analysis, with enhancement of the EP by stimulation at peak versus
trough in both early and late components (early: t(22) = -2.5, p = 0.02, Cohen’s d = -0.2; late: t(22) = -2.7, p =
0.01, Cohen’s d = -0.09) and no effect of falling versus rising phase stimulation (early: t(22) = -0.22, p = 0.8,
Cohen’s d = -0.02; late: t(22) = 0.15, p = 0.9, Cohen’s d = 0.007).  Rebinning did not impact the results of the
continuous, circular-linear analyses.

Order of stimulation pulses had no effect on phase distribution
One possible alternative explanation for the observed relationship between phase and EP amplitude was that
over the course of the experimental session, stimulation induced changes in both the distribution of phase
angles at stimulation onset and in the amplitude of the evoked response. We therefore performed control
analyses to assess whether the theta phase distribution of stimulation pulses and their associated hippocampal
evoked responses changed according to order in the experimental session.

For each hippocampal electrode, we divided stimulation trials into quartiles according to order of occurrence in
the stimulation session. Within each quartile, we estimated the uniformity of stimulation phase distributions via
Rao’s spacing test statistic u (Fig S2a). Across electrodes, there was no change in the uniformity of stimulation
phase distributions by order of occurrence (one-way repeated measures ANOVA, effect of quartiles: f(3) =
2.02, p = 0.1; electrode:quartile interaction: f(3) = 1.29, p = 0.07. Mean Rao’s u ± SD, quartile 1: m= 148.0 ±
14.5; quartile 2: m = 149.1 ± 10.4; quartile 3: m = 148.6 ± 12.8; quartile 4: m = 148.3 ± 13.3). Further, we
observed no difference in mean phase angles across quartiles (Fig. S2b. Watson-Williams test: f(3) = 0.02, p
> 0.99). We also assessed mean early and late 1 and N2 component amplitude by quartile (component
amplitudes calculated as in Materials and Methods: Quantification of hippocampal EPs). We observed an
effect of quartile specifically on the late component amplitude (one-way repeated measures ANOVA, effect of
quartiles: f(3) = 4.3, p = 0.008; electrode:quartile interaction: f(3) = 3.1, p = 0.03). No such effect was observed
for the early component (one-way repeated measures ANOVA, effect of quartiles: f(3) = 0.61, p = 0.6;
electrode:quartile interaction: f(3) = 0.10, p > 0.9). The absence of concomitant changes in stimulation phase
distribution and evoked amplitude across quartiles supports that the observed phase-amplitude relationship
was not driven by ordering in the experimental session.
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Figure S2. Theta phase distribution of stimulation pulses did not change according to order in the experimental
session. Color indicates participant of origin. A) Rao’s spacing test statistic u for stimulation phase angles in first,
second, third, and fourth quartiles of the experimental session. Each dot is one hippocampal electrode (n = 23). B)
Mean stimulation phase angle for each hippocampal electrode across quartiles. No significant differences are found in
either distribution uniformity or directionality according to order in the experimental session.

Hippocampal peak versus trough EP amplitude differences were temporally localized to components
To complement the analyses of component amplitudes, we also performed an exploratory analysis of peak
versus trough amplitude differences across all timepoints in the peri-stimulus trial period. As in the analyses
above, we compared amplitudes across stimulation and stimulation-free trials in order to hone in on the
stimulation-evoked response controlling for expected amplitude differences due to phase in the absence of
stimulation. As expected, both stimulation and stimulation-free trials exhibited strong peak versus trough
differences before t = 0 (Fig. S3a, b). In the stimulation-free trials, the peak-trough difference drops off
asymmetrically about t = 0 (Fig. S3b), likely related to the phase estimation method (which was used for both
stimulation and stimulation-free trials and involved truncating each trial at +50ms; see Fig. S1b). Isolating the
evoked response revealed that peak stimulation selectively enhanced signal negativity during the identified EP
components, with consistent peak versus trough differences throughout the early component in particular (Fig.
S3c). Notably, following stimulation, there were no peak versus trough differences until after approximately +40
ms, indicating that effects of phase on the subsequent amplitude of the EP components were not due to
lingering differences in the ongoing oscillation irrespective of stimulation. These findings suggest that the
effects of stimulation phase were temporally selective to the EP components.
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Figure S3. Effect of peak versus trough stimulation on hippocampal isolated response amplitude is temporally
specific to components. The difference between peak and trough amplitude at each timepoint is colorized and plotted
on top of the grand average hippocampal EP. Purple indicates greater negativity for peak stimulation trials, yellow
indicates greater negativity for trough stimulation. Error bars indicate ±1 SEM of the peak – trough amplitude difference
(a.u.). Timepoints where p < 0.05 (uncorrected, two-tailed) for non-zero amplitude difference between peak and trough
are marked (*) for visualization. Component boundaries are marked with vertical lines (early: red, late: green). Plotted
for: A) Raw EPs (i.e., stimulation trials). B) Stimulation-free trials only. C) Isolated evoked response (i.e., stimulation
trials minus stimulation-free trials).

Offline theta bout incidence does not impact periodicity of the evoked response
In humans and non-human primates, hippocampal theta oscillations occur in intermittent, high-power bouts,
typically lasting only a few theta cycles (Goyal et al., 2020). Bout incidence in the hippocampus and broader
hippocampal network has been associated with spatial navigation (Kahana et al., 1999) and performance of
non-spatial memory tasks (Raghavachari et al., 2001). Given the relevance of theta bouts to hippocampal
function, we investigated whether the observed theta phase dependence of response amplitude was stronger
in electrodes with greater bout incidence. As estimates of theta power during the stimulation protocol would be
contaminated by the evoked response, we analyzed theta bout incidence during stimulation-free rest just prior
to the experimental session. We used this measure as a proxy for the proportion of stimulation trials we
expected to occur during periods of high theta power.

For each hippocampal electrode, we performed bout detection in the 3 – 8 Hz range during continuous periods
of stimulation-free rest using the BOSC toolbox (see Whitten el al., 2011; Hughes et al., 2012). First, we
computed power across the stimulation-free period using the Morlet wavelet transform (w0 = 6; 50 frequency
samples spaced logarithmically from 1 – 60 Hz). To isolate significant oscillations, we fit a 1/f background
power spectrum for each electrode by performing robust linear regression on the time-averaged power
spectrum in log-log space. Then, for each sampled frequency, we identified timepoints where power exceeded
the 95th percentile of the estimated χ2 probability distribution of the background spectrum for a minimum
duration of three cycles. We thereby obtained a theta bout-rate for each hippocampal electrode corresponding
to the proportion of the recording where high-power oscillations were present in any of the 3 – 8 Hz frequency
samples.

Across electrodes, detected bout incidence ranged from 27% to 73% of the recording (mean incidence ± SD =
48 ± 13%). We quantified response amplitude theta-periodicity for each electrode as the z-scored
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circular-linear correlation between hippocampal theta phase at stimulation onset and component amplitude .
Bout rate was not associated with response theta periodicity in either the early (linear correlation: r = 0.27, p =
0.2) or late (r = 0.0030, p = 0.99) components. While we were methodologically unable to quantify the effect of
bouts on individual trials, this finding suggests that resting bout incidence did not impact the
phase-dependence of the hippocampal evoked response.

Accounting for estimated phase latency between the stimulation site and hippocampus does not produce
consistent phase angles conferring maximal and minimal EP amplitude
There is necessarily a conduction delay between the lateral temporal stimulation site and its receipt in
hippocampus. As functionally connected regions are frequently phase-synchronized (see Fell & Axmacher,
2011), we hypothesized that this delay would translate to a consistent theta phase lag between the stimulating
electrodes and the hippocampus. This would produce a consistent angle offset between hippocampal theta
phase at the time of stimulation (i.e., at t = 0, the timepoint which we used to characterize trial phase in the
previous analyses) and the stimulation’s arrival at hippocampus.at the time of the relevant
entorhinal-hippocampal transmission.

Permutation testing (see Materials and Methods: Oscillatory synchronization between the stimulation
site and hippocampus) revealed significant phase locking between hippocampus and the stimulation site
(Mean z-score ± SD: z = 3.1 ± 4.6; t-test of z-scores against 0: t(22) = 3.2, p = 0.004, Cohen’s d = 0.7. Mean
PLV ± SD: 0.18 ± 0.1), indicating that individual hippocampal electrodes had consistent phase-lags to the
stimulation site. However, across electrodes, the distribution of mean phase offsets was not significantly
non-uniform (Fig. 6a. Rao’s spacing test: u(22) = 144.9, p = 0.5). We noted a bimodal distribution of high-PLV
phase latencies across electrodes, with clusters centered approximately 180° apart. Consequently, across
electrodes with consistent phase-lags, stimulation delivered during the hippocampal peak may have arrived at
to hippocampus at different phase angles across electrodes.

To assess whether the variability in transmission delay across electrodes impacted the observed relationship
between theta phase and evoked response amplitude, we reanalyzed the relationship between component
amplitude and specific theta phase angles (see Figs. 3 and 4) after accounting for the observed latency
between the hippocampal electrode and the stimulation site. For example, for a hippocampal electrode with an
observed phase lag of 180°, stimulation delivered at the hippocampal theta peak would arrive on average at
the subsequent hippocampal theta trough. However, after rebinning trials according to latency, we found no
difference across either peak versus trough (early: t(22) = 1.7, p = 0.1, Cohen’s d = 0.2; late: t(22) = 1.4; p =
0.2, Cohen’s d = 0.08) or rising versus falling (early: t(22) = 1.1, p = 0.3, Cohen’s d = 0.1; late: t(22) = 0.30, p =
0.8, Cohen’s d = 0.01) component amplitudes. The rebinning procedure had no effect on the unbinned,
circular-linear analyses.

We observed clustering of phase latencies near 0° and 180° (Fig. 6a), a possible indicator of volume
conduction between the two sites. To investigate, we reanalyzed phase-locking between hippocampus and the
stimulation site after adopting a bipolar referencing scheme wherein data were re-referenced to the adjacent,
lateral contact on the depth electrode (rather than the average of ipsilateral depth electrodes, as in all previous
analyses). After re-referencing, the significant phase-locking between hippocampus and the stimulation site
persisted (Fig. 6b. Mean z-score ± SD: z =  2.3 ± 3.8; t-test of z-scores against 0: t(22) = 2.9, p = 0.009,
Cohen’s d = 0.6. Mean PLV ± SD: 0.15 ± 0.1). The qualitative clustering of phase latencies near  0° and 180°
were also present in the re-referenced analysis.

After rebinning trials according to the latency estimated under bipolar referencing conditions, we found a
significant difference across rising versus falling late component amplitudes (early: t(22) = -0.57, p = 0.6,
Cohen’s d= -0.06; late: t(22) = -2.35, p = 0.03, Cohen’s d = -0.1), which persisted following correction for the
non-evoked oscillation (late: t(22) = -2.50, p = 0.02, Cohen’s d = -0.1. Abolition of the non-evoked oscillation
was performed using the same procedure as in Fig. 3; see Materials and Methods: Comparison of
stimulation trials to phase-matched stimulation-free trials). No differences were found across peak versus
trough trials for either the raw EP (early: t(22) = -0.18, p = 0.9, Cohen’s d = -0.01; late: t = 0.04, p > 0.9,
Cohen’s d = 0.002) or the isolated response (early: t(22) =-0.31, p = 0.8, d = -0.04; late: t = -0.33, p = 0.7,
Cohen’s d = -0.02).
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Qualitatively, phase offsets from within the same participant were highly concentrated, indicating low theta
phase shift across hippocampal electrodes despite variable laminar depths and septotemporal placement
within individual subjects. While previous studies have reported relatively small phase angle shifts across the
human hippocampal long axis (Zhang & Jacobs, 2015) relative to the 180˚ pole-to-pole shift observed in
rodents (Patel et al., 2012), this finding implies that the recorded oscillation was also resilient to changes in
recording depth. This may be the result of recording from large interlaminar macroelectrodes (see
Discussion).

Figure S4. Distributions of phase offsets between lateral temporal and hippocampal theta were uniform across
electrodes. A) Distribution of theta phase offsets between lateral temporal cortex and hippocampus under global
average referencing scheme (as in Figures 1-4). Dashed line indicates circular-mean phase angle across electrodes.
Each line represents one hippocampal electrode. Color indicates participant-of-origin for each electrode. Electrode line
length indicates phase-locking value. B) As A), under bipolar referencing scheme wherein data from each electrode
were referenced to the adjacent lateral contact on the same depth electrode.

Hippocampal EP timing did not predict amygdala late component latency
While phase-dependence of the hippocampal EP was observed most strongly during its early component
(27-113 ms), phase-dependence of the amygdala EP was strongest during its late component (94-256 ms). We
hypothesized that the amygdala late effect may have been driven by secondary transmission from
hippocampus. To investigate, we analyzed whether the amygdala late component preceded the hippocampal
early component on a per-subject basis.

We analyzed data from all subjects with both amygdala and hippocampal electrodes (n = 3 subjects).  For each
subject, we computed the phase-balanced, grand average EP across electrodes for each of hippocampus and
amygdala (as in Materials and Methods: Theta phase estimation). We then identified component timing on a
per-subject basis, using the same procedure as described for the across-electrode dataset. For all subjects,
the peak of the amygdala N2 was preceded by the peak of the hippocampal N1 for the grand average EPs (per
subject timing of hippocampal N1, amygdala N2 peaks: [+34ms, +161ms], [+61ms, +130ms], [+133ms]).

Next, we assessed whether the timing of the amygdala response tracked the timing of the hippocampal early
component across trials. For each subject, we computed the mean hippocampal and amygdala EPs across
electrodes for each trial. We estimated trialwise component timing using the same procedure as described for
the across-electrode dataset. We then assessed the correlation between the timing of the hippocampal N1
peak and the amygdala N2 peak. This analysis was restricted to trials which passed the exclusion criteria
across all relevant amygdala and hippocampal channels (see Materials and Methods: sEEG recording and
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stimulation). No subjects showed a significant relationship between hippocampal and EP component timing
(per subject component timing correlations, subject 1: r = -0.0005, p > 0.9; subject 2: r = 0.007, p = 0.9; subject
3: r = 0.04, p = 0.44).

References
Ashburner, J., & Friston, K. J. (2005). Unified segmentation. NeuroImage, 26(3), 839–851.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.02.018

Berens, P. (2009). CircStat: A MATLAB Toolbox for Circular Statistics. Journal of Statistical Software, 31, 1–21.

https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v031.i10

Bragin, A., Jando, G., Nadasdy, Z., Hetke, J., Wise, K., & Buzsaki, G. (1995). Gamma (40-100 Hz) oscillation in the

hippocampus of the behaving rat. Journal of Neuroscience, 15(1), 47–60.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.15-01-00047.1995

Brankačk, J., Stewart, M., & E. Fox, S. (1993). Current source density analysis of the hippocampal theta rhythm:

Associated sustained potentials and candidate synaptic generators. Brain Research, 615(2), 310–327.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(93)90043-M

Catani, M., & Thiebaut de Schotten, M. (2008). A diffusion tensor imaging tractography atlas for virtual in vivo dissections.

Cortex, 44(8), 1105–1132. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2008.05.004

Chrobak, J. J., Lörincz, A., & Buzsáki, G. (2000). Physiological patterns in the hippocampo-entorhinal cortex system.

Hippocampus, 10(4), 457–465. https://doi.org/10.1002/1098-1063(2000)10:4<457::AID-HIPO12>3.0.CO;2-Z

Ding, S.-L., Royall, J. J., Sunkin, S. M., Ng, L., Facer, B. A. C., Lesnar, P., Guillozet-Bongaarts, A., McMurray, B., Szafer,

A., Dolbeare, T. A., Stevens, A., Tirrell, L., Benner, T., Caldejon, S., Dalley, R. A., Dee, N., Lau, C., Nyhus, J., Reding,

M., … Lein, E. S. (2016). Comprehensive cellular-resolution atlas of the adult human brain. The Journal of

Comparative Neurology, 524(16), 3127–3481. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.24080

Du, J., Rolls, E. T., Cheng, W., Li, Y., Gong, W., Qiu, J., & Feng, J. (2020). Functional connectivity of the orbitofrontal

cortex, anterior cingulate cortex, and inferior frontal gyrus in humans. Cortex, 123, 185–199.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.10.012

Duncan, K., Tompary, A., & Davachi, L. (2014). Associative Encoding and Retrieval Are Predicted by Functional

Connectivity in Distinct Hippocampal Area CA1 Pathways. Journal of Neuroscience, 34(34), 11188–11198.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0521-14.2014

Eichenbaum, H. (2000). A cortical–hippocampal system for declarative memory. Nature Reviews Neuroscience, 1(1),

41–50. https://doi.org/10.1038/35036213

Fell, J., & Axmacher, N. (2011). The role of phase synchronization in memory processes. Nature Reviews Neuroscience,

12(2), 105–118. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2979

Fell, J., Ludowig, E., Staresina, B. P., Wagner, T., Kranz, T., Elger, C. E., & Axmacher, N. (2011). Medial Temporal

Theta/Alpha Power Enhancement Precedes Successful Memory Encoding: Evidence Based on Intracranial EEG.

Journal of Neuroscience, 31(14), 5392–5397. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3668-10.2011

Fernández, G., Brewer, J. B., Zhao, Z., Glover, G. H., & Gabrieli, J. D. E. (1999). Level of sustained entorhinal activity at

study correlates with subsequent cued-recall performance: A functional magnetic resonance imaging study with high

acquisition rate. Hippocampus, 9(1), 35–44.

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-1063(1999)9:1<35::AID-HIPO4>3.0.CO;2-Z

Fries, P. (2005). A mechanism for cognitive dynamics: Neuronal communication through neuronal coherence. Trends in

Cognitive Sciences, 9(10), 474–480. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2005.08.011

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.02.018
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v031.i10
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.15-01-00047.1995
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(93)90043-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2008.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/1098-1063(2000)10:4%3c457::AID-HIPO12%3e3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.24080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2019.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0521-14.2014
https://doi.org/10.1038/35036213
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2979
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3668-10.2011
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-1063(1999)9:1%3c35::AID-HIPO4%3e3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2005.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Gelbard-Sagiv, H., Mukamel, R., Harel, M., Malach, R., & Fried, I. (2008). Internally Generated Reactivation of Single

Neurons in Human Hippocampus During Free Recall. Science, 322(5898), 96–101.

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1164685

Gelinas, J. N., Khodagholy, D., Thesen, T., Devinsky, O., & Buzsáki, G. (2016). Interictal epileptiform discharges induce

hippocampal–cortical coupling in temporal lobe epilepsy. Nature Medicine, 22(6), 641–648.

https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.4084

Goutagny, R., Jackson, J., & Williams, S. (2009). Self-generated theta oscillations in the hippocampus. Nature

Neuroscience, 12(12), 1491–1493. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2440

Goyal, A., Miller, J., Qasim, S. E., Watrous, A. J., Zhang, H., Stein, J. M., Inman, C. S., Gross, R. E., Willie, J. T., Lega, B.,

Lin, J.-J., Sharan, A., Wu, C., Sperling, M. R., Sheth, S. A., McKhann, G. M., Smith, E. H., Schevon, C., & Jacobs, J.

(2020). Functionally distinct high and low theta oscillations in the human hippocampus. Nature Communications,

11(1), 1. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15670-6

Hasselmo, M. E. (2005). What is the function of hippocampal theta rhythm?—Linking behavioral data to phasic properties

of field potential and unit recording data. Hippocampus, 15(7), 936–949. https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20116

Hasselmo, M. E., Bodelón, C., & Wyble, B. P. (2002). A Proposed Function for Hippocampal Theta Rhythm: Separate

Phases of Encoding and Retrieval Enhance Reversal of Prior Learning. Neural Computation, 14(4), 793–817.

https://doi.org/10.1162/089976602317318965

Hasselmo, M. E., & Stern, C. E. (2014). Theta rhythm and the encoding and retrieval of space and time. NeuroImage, 85,

656–666. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2013.06.022

Helmstaedter, C., & Kockelmann, E. (2006). Cognitive Outcomes in Patients with Chronic Temporal Lobe Epilepsy.

Epilepsia, 47(s2), 96–98. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2006.00702.x

Holmes, C. J., Hoge, R., Collins, L., Woods, R., Toga, A. W., & Evans, A. C. (1998). Enhancement of MR Images Using

Registration for Signal Averaging. Journal of Computer Assisted Tomography, 22(2), 324–333.

Hölscher, C., Anwyl, R., & Rowan, M. J. (1997). Stimulation on the Positive Phase of Hippocampal Theta Rhythm Induces

Long-Term Potentiation That Can Be Depotentiated by Stimulation on the Negative Phase in Area CA1 In Vivo.

Journal of Neuroscience, 17(16), 6470–6477. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.17-16-06470.1997

Hughes, A. M., Whitten, T. A., Caplan, J. B., & Dickson, C. T. (2012). BOSC: A better oscillation detection method,

extracts both sustained and transient rhythms from rat hippocampal recordings. Hippocampus, 22(6), 1417–1428.

https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20979

Hyman, J. M., Wyble, B. P., Goyal, V., Rossi, C. A., & Hasselmo, M. E. (2003). Stimulation in Hippocampal Region CA1 in

Behaving Rats Yields Long-Term Potentiation when Delivered to the Peak of Theta and Long-Term Depression when

Delivered to the Trough. Journal of Neuroscience, 23(37), 11725–11731.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-37-11725.2003

Insausti, R., Amaral, D. G., & Cowan, W. M. (1987). The entorhinal cortex of the monkey: II. Cortical afferents. Journal of

Comparative Neurology, 264(3), 356–395. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902640306

Iwai, E., Yukie, M., Suyama, H., & Shirakawa, S. (1987). Amygdalar connections with middle and inferior temporal gyri of

the monkey. Neuroscience Letters, 83(1), 25–29. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3940(87)90210-2

Jacobs, J. (2014). Hippocampal theta oscillations are slower in humans than in rodents: Implications for models of spatial

navigation and memory. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 369(1635),

20130304. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2013.0304

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1164685
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.4084
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2440
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15670-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20116
https://doi.org/10.1162/089976602317318965
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2013.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2006.00702.x
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.17-16-06470.1997
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20979
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20979
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-37-11725.2003
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902640306
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3940(87)90210-2
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2013.0304
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Kahana, M. J., Sekuler, R., Caplan, J. B., Kirschen, M., & Madsen, J. R. (1999). Human theta oscillations exhibit task

dependence during virtual maze navigation. Nature, 399(6738), 6738. https://doi.org/10.1038/21645

Kamondi, A., Acsády, L., Wang, X.-J., & Buzsáki, G. (1998). Theta oscillations in somata and dendrites of hippocampal

pyramidal cells in vivo: Activity-dependent phase-precession of action potentials. Hippocampus, 8(3), 244–261.

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-1063(1998)8:3<244::AID-HIPO7>3.0.CO;2-J

Kubota, Y., Enatsu, R., Gonzalez-Martinez, J., Bulacio, J., Mosher, J., Burgess, R. C., & Nair, D. R. (2013). In vivo human

hippocampal cingulate connectivity: A corticocortical evoked potentials (CCEPs) study. Clinical Neurophysiology,

124(8), 1547–1556. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2013.01.024

Kundu, B., Johnson, J. S., & Postle, B. R. (2014). Prestimulation phase predicts the TMS-evoked response. Journal of

Neurophysiology, 112(8), 1885–1893. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00390.2013

Lega, B. C., Jacobs, J., & Kahana, M. (2012). Human hippocampal theta oscillations and the formation of episodic

memories. Hippocampus, 22(4), 748–761. https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20937

Long, N. M., Burke, J. F., & Kahana, M. J. (2014). Subsequent memory effect in intracranial and scalp EEG. NeuroImage,

84, 488–494. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2013.08.052

Lubenov, E. V., & Siapas, A. G. (2009). Hippocampal theta oscillations are travelling waves. Nature, 459(7246), 534–539.

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08010

Maass, A., Schütze, H., Speck, O., Yonelinas, A., Tempelmann, C., Heinze, H.-J., Berron, D., Cardenas-Blanco, A.,

Brodersen, K. H., Enno Stephan, K., & Düzel, E. (2014). Laminar activity in the hippocampus and entorhinal cortex

related to novelty and episodic encoding. Nature Communications, 5(1), 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6547

Markowska, A. L., Olton, D. S., & Givens, B. (1995). Cholinergic manipulations in the medial septal area: Age-related

effects on working memory and hippocampal electrophysiology. Journal of Neuroscience, 15(3), 2063–2073.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.15-03-02063.1995

Matsumoto, R., Nair, D. R., LaPresto, E., Najm, I., Bingaman, W., Shibasaki, H., & Lüders, H. O. (2004). Functional

connectivity in the human language system: A cortico-cortical evoked potential study. Brain, 127(10), 2316–2330.

https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh246

Mayeux, R., Brandt, J., Rosen, J., & Benson, D. F. (1980). Interictal memory and language impairment in temporal lobe

epilepsy. Neurology, 30(2), 120. https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.30.2.120

Mazziotta, J. C., Toga, A. W., Evans, A., Fox, P., & Lancaster, J. (1995). A Probabilistic Atlas of the Human Brain: Theory

and Rationale for Its Development: The International Consortium for Brain Mapping (ICBM). NeuroImage, 2(2, Part

A), 89–101. https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.1995.1012

Mechelli, A., Price, C., Friston, K., & Ashburner, J. (2005). Voxel-Based Morphometry of the Human Brain: Methods and

Applications. Current Medical Imaging Reviews - CURR MED IMAGING REV, 1.

https://doi.org/10.2174/1573405054038726

Montgomery, S. M., & Buzsáki, G. (2007). Gamma oscillations dynamically couple hippocampal CA3 and CA1 regions

during memory task performance. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 104(36), 14495–14500.

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701826104

Morecraft, R. J., Geula, C., & Mesulam, M.-M. (1992). Cytoarchitecture and neural afferents of orbitofrontal cortex in the

brain of the monkey. Journal of Comparative Neurology, 323(3), 341–358. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.903230304

Novitskaya, Y., Dümpelmann, M., Vlachos, A., Reinacher, P. C., & Schulze-Bonhage, A. (2020). In vivo-assessment of the

human temporal network: Evidence for asymmetrical effective connectivity. NeuroImage, 214, 116769.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2020.116769

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1038/21645
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-1063(1998)8:3%3c244::AID-HIPO7%3e3.0.CO;2-J
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2013.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00390.2013
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20937
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2013.08.052
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08010
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6547
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.15-03-02063.1995
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh246
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.30.2.120
https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.1995.1012
https://doi.org/10.2174/1573405054038726
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701826104
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.903230304
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2020.116769
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Patel, J., Fujisawa, S., Berényi, A., Royer, S., & Buzsáki, G. (2012). Traveling Theta Waves along the Entire

Septotemporal Axis of the Hippocampus. Neuron, 75(3), 410–417. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2012.07.015

Penny, W. D., Friston, K. J., Ashburner, J. T., Kiebel, S. J., & Nichols, T. E. (2011). Statistical Parametric Mapping: The

Analysis of Functional Brain Images. Elsevier.

Pikkarainen, M., Rönkkö, S., Savander, V., Insausti, R., & Pitkänen, A. (1999). Projections from the lateral, basal, and

accessory basal nuclei of the amygdala to the hippocampal formation in rat. Journal of Comparative Neurology,

403(2), 229–260. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9861(19990111)403:2<229::AID-CNE7>3.0.CO;2-P

Raghavachari, S., Kahana, M. J., Rizzuto, D. S., Caplan, J. B., Kirschen, M. P., Bourgeois, B., Madsen, J. R., & Lisman, J.

E. (2001). Gating of Human Theta Oscillations by a Working Memory Task. Journal of Neuroscience, 21(9),

3175–3183. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-09-03175.2001

Rorden, C., & Brett, M. (2000). Stereotaxic display of brain lesions. Behavioural Neurology, 12(4), 191–200.

https://doi.org/10.1155/2000/421719

Roy, A. K., Shehzad, Z., Margulies, D. S., Kelly, A. M. C., Uddin, L. Q., Gotimer, K., Biswal, B. B., Castellanos, F. X., &

Milham, M. P. (2009). Functional connectivity of the human amygdala using resting state fMRI. NeuroImage, 45(2),

614–626. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2008.11.030

Saunders, R. C., Rosene, D. L., & Van Hoesen, G. W. (1988). Comparison of the efferents of the amygdala and the

hippocampal formation in the rhesus monkey: II. Reciprocal and non-reciprocal connections. Journal of Comparative

Neurology, 271(2), 185–207. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902710203

Shi, C.-J., & Cassell, M. d. (1997). Cortical, thalamic, and amygdaloid projections of rat temporal cortex. Journal of

Comparative Neurology, 382(2), 153–175.

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9861(19970602)382:2<153::AID-CNE2>3.0.CO;2-2

Siegle, J. H., & Wilson, M. A. (2014). Enhancement of encoding and retrieval functions through theta phase-specific

manipulation of hippocampus. ELife, 3, e03061. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.03061

Tanaka, K. Z., Pevzner, A., Hamidi, A. B., Nakazawa, Y., Graham, J., & Wiltgen, B. J. (2014). Cortical Representations Are

Reinstated by the Hippocampus during Memory Retrieval. Neuron, 84(2), 347–354.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.09.037

Tayler, K. K., Tanaka, K. Z., Reijmers, L. G., & Wiltgen, B. J. (2013). Reactivation of Neural Ensembles during the Retrieval

of Recent and Remote Memory. Current Biology, 23(2), 99–106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.11.019

van der Meij, R., Kahana, M., & Maris, E. (2012). Phase-Amplitude Coupling in Human Electrocorticography Is Spatially

Distributed and Phase Diverse. Journal of Neuroscience, 32(1), 111–123.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4816-11.2012

Waldhauser, G. T., Braun, V., & Hanslmayr, S. (2016). Episodic Memory Retrieval Functionally Relies on Very Rapid

Reactivation of Sensory Information. Journal of Neuroscience, 36(1), 251–260.

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2101-15.2016

Wespatat, V., Tennigkeit, F., & Singer, W. (2004). Phase Sensitivity of Synaptic Modifications in Oscillating Cells of Rat

Visual Cortex. Journal of Neuroscience, 24(41), 9067–9075. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2221-04.2004

Winson, J. (1978). Loss of hippocampal theta rhythm results in spatial memory deficit in the rat. Science, 201(4351),

160–163. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.663646

Wixted, J. T., Squire, L. R., Jang, Y., Papesh, M. H., Goldinger, S. D., Kuhn, J. R., Smith, K. A., Treiman, D. M., &

Steinmetz, P. N. (2014). Sparse and distributed coding of episodic memory in neurons of the human hippocampus.

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 111(26), 9621–9626. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1408365111

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2012.07.015
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9861(19990111)403:2%3c229::AID-CNE7%3e3.0.CO;2-P
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-09-03175.2001
https://doi.org/10.1155/2000/421719
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2008.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902710203
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9861(19970602)382:2%3c153::AID-CNE2%3e3.0.CO;2-2
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.03061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.09.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4816-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2101-15.2016
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2221-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.663646
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1408365111
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Zanos, S., Rembado, I., Chen, D., & Fetz, E. E. (2018). Phase-Locked Stimulation during Cortical Beta Oscillations

Produces Bidirectional Synaptic Plasticity in Awake Monkeys. Current Biology, 28(16), 2515-2526.e4.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.07.009

Zhang, H., & Jacobs, J. (2015). Traveling Theta Waves in the Human Hippocampus. Journal of Neuroscience, 35(36),

12477–12487. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5102-14.2015

Zhong, Y.-M., & Rockland, K. S. (2004). Connections between the anterior inferotemporal cortex (area TE) and CA1 of the

hippocampus in monkey. Experimental Brain Research, 155(3), 311–319. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-003-1728-6

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5102-14.2015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-003-1728-6
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.482345
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

