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So, Where are we exactly?




% & ' '@ "+, "-f #H







& | (N0




4

.

o
-

A Subject 1,5.2° B. Subject 2, 4.5°  C. Subject 4, 5.2°
Slice 3, p<0.005 Slice 3, p<0,0.001 Slice 3, p<1e-5

MEG (p<0.05) Il
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65 msec




-2 6 4 43 & 735

: g‘nt runs of pattern reversal stimulation (1.43 Hz)
& 1 subject base_llne run were recorded

radius 1.8° radius 3.7° radius 4.5° control
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- for each run, 240 trials were recorded, with 625 A s.f.
using the 151-channel whole-head Omega biomagnetotae

- 3rd gradient formation, band-pass filter : 1-120 Hz,
powerline removal, cardiac artifact elimination.

- trials were extracted : -100 to 200 msec
and those without eye related activity were seledle
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62 msec







single trials




ordered prototypes
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multichannel prototypes
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The Virtual Sensor design

from the averaged MEG signal (4.5-run)

Feature extraction based
on the N70m latency-range
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X

transient response
VS.
oscillatory activity

Distinct response modes ?



time-varying energy the inter-trial synchronization
amplitude-modulatiors  phase-modulatiot:









Trial-to-trial non-stailonarity
Y

\ IS the transition between successive responses
a stochastic process ?









X

which are the generators
of N70m-response variability ?
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Is there any relationship
between N70m-response variability

and activity in early visual areas ?










X averaged signal
VS.

single-trial signals






















Directed / Supervised
Data Mining



Concluding
Remarks




Discussion




due toTrial-to-Trial Non-Stailonarity:
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