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* 2.5 sec centered at letter stimuli onset * Alpha ERD effect is measurable for target vs. non-target letters in RSVP and is

sensitive to stimuli presentation rate
« N2 & P3 ERP amplitudes are unrelated to attentional alpha ERD effects
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« Extract real amplitude from Morlet complex at layer nearest
individualized peak alpha
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« Change in alpha amplitude (Z score) 300 to 800 ms post-stimulus onset,

N2 « Target/Non-Target classification of alpha changes is poor in isolation when

relative to baseline (-600 to -100 ms) ! - I compared to classification of ERP time-series data, possibly due in part to individual
 ERP Analysis 0 differences in the time course of target-related alpha attenuation
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« -200 to 800 ms, relative to stimulus onset * Future investigations should pursue optimization and individualization of alpha ERD

» Mean amplitude +/- 4 samples (~53 ms) of peak N2 and P3 (~53 ms) This work was supported in part by NIH DC009834. Correspondence: klee@ohsu.edu classification and also integration of alpha with ERP signals
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