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Screening: Each participant passed a cognitive,
sensory, and attention screening
Research Visit: Weekly visits (approximately 2-3

completed five consecutive calibrations of the
RSVP Keyboard ™ and self-rated measures of
sleepiness and drowsiness. Each calibration was

Design: ABAB-withdrawal single-subject design

Normal calibration occurred without tones

rred in the participant's home
quipment (see left): Participant’s
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A = Normal Calibration B = Alert Tone Calibration

Alert tones included 5 different sounds, ~1 second
long, which we presented along with target letters in
50% of trials.
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g Conclusions
~» Participants did not demonstrate lower calibration  * Single day performance was comparable to
~accuracy scores across multiple calibrations. individual level data in a previous experiment.
~* Participants did not self-report increased * Furtherresearch is necessary with adults with
~ sleepiness or boredom. severe speech and physical impairments who
~« Auditory alert tones did not improve calibration demonstrate declines in performance at
~performance in two adults with SSPI. | baselipe.
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