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Figure 1. PRISMA Flow Diagram for tDCS Impact on Veracity (left), and PRISMA Flow
Diagram for TMS Impact on Veracity (right)

Based on this systematic review, NIBS techniques show ability to
nose distinct influences on veracity enhancement, with
stimulation of different brain regions generating opposing effects.

METHODS RESULTS However, due to the small number of original articles on this topic

as well as occasional inconsistent results, substantial further

12 papers utilizing tDCS and 10 papers utilizing TMS were found to meet the inclusion research as well as a more standardized methodology is still
criteria. Studies selected were randomized controlled trials (RCTs), and involved a total of needed.
1165 participants (60.8% female, 39.2% male), averaging 25.2 years old.

A systemic review was conducted according to PRISMA guidelines
with use of PubMed, Web of Science, PsycINFO, and the Cochrane
_ibrary databases. We conducted separate searches for peer-

reviewed papers utilizing each NIBS technique, using search terms: Veracity was tested using various methods, with 6 papers utilizing the Guilty Knowledge
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