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Results

1. Less TTV quenching in Indiv stims in alpha and beta bands
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Fig 2: Pseudotrial placement and trial-to-trial variability (TTV) index calculation. A) Fig 3: Trial-to-trial variability

Pseudotrials are calculated from periods of the intertrial intervals (ITIs) in which a (TTV) index for both stimuli and S e

=, ¢ p=.

virtual stimulus was inserted. Before this, a 1s buffer between the actual trial and the  conditions at Pz. A) TTV in the

pseudotrial was taken. From the pseudotrials, TTV of this pseudo stimulus was then  proadband (0.5-70Hz) grouped

calculated. B) To account for the change in variability specifically related to the according to stimulus.

stimulus itself, the pseudotrial TTV was subtracted from the actual trial TTV from 200 Topographical maps for the

to 800ms poststimulus. The mean was then calculated yielding one value, the TTV broadband are below each TTV
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2. LZC decreases after stim onset while difference in IDM decrease between stims
Lempel-Ziv Complexity (LZC)
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