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[ Abstract] The possible influence of electromagnetic field (EMF) on the function of neural systems has been
widely concerned. In this article, we intend to investigate the effects of long term power frequency EMF exposure on
brain cognitive functions and it’s mechanism. The Sprague-Dawley (SD) rats were randomly divided into 3 groups: the
rats in EMF [ group were placed in the 2 mT power frequency EMF for 24 days. The rats in EMF Il group were placed in the
2 mT power frequency EMF for 48 days. The rats in control group were not exposed to the EMF. Then, the 16 channel
local field potentials (LFPs) were recorded from rats’ prefrontal cortex (PFC) in each group during the working
memory (WM) tasks. The causal networks of LFPs were also established by applying the directed transfer function
(DTF). Based on that, the differences of behavior and the LFPs network connection patterns between different groups
were compared in order to investigate the influence of long term power frequency EMF exposure on working memory.
The results showed the rats in the EMF II group needed more training to reach the task correction criterion (over 80%).

Moreover, the causal network connection strength and the global efficiency of the rats in EMF [ and EMF I
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groups were significantly lower than the corresponding values of the control group. Meanwhile, significant differences of

causal density values were found between EMF Il group and the other two groups. These results indicate that long term

exposure to 2 mT power frequency EMF will reduce the connection strength and the information transfer efficiency of the

LFPs causal network in the PFC, as well as the behavior performance of the rats. These results may explain the effect of

EMF exposure on working memory from the view of neural network connectivity and provide a support for further

studies on the mechanism of the effect of EMF on cognition.

[ Key words] power frequency electromagnetic field; long term exposure; working memory; local field potentials;

connection pattern of causal network
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