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Experiment 2 (inverted) :
Figure 1. (A) Classic two-rectangle cuing paradigm with V for valid trials, IS for invalid same-

object/event trials, and ID for invalid different-object/event trials. (B) Modified paradigm in our

study. (C) Experiment process and time course.

Design: Experiment 1 (upright) : paired vs. unpaired ; V/ID /IS
Experiment 2 (inverted) : paired vs. unpaired ; V/ID /IS

In paired and unpaired conditions, RT(V) was the shortest, ps<.001.
No RT difference was found between IS and ID trials, ps>.05.
Linear Mixed-Effect Analysis (LMMs) suggested there was no difference among five different

action types in Exp.1 & Exp.2, ps>.05.
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