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Research questions EEG decoding: all targets vs all non-targets
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Exp 1. Task, N = 16, 3 EEG sessions

Trial counts in conservative and liberal were equated prior to decoding analyses
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subject’s haphazard criterion, questioning the validity of
post-hoc selection contingent on seen-unseen

2. Subjects are not able to maintain a stable criterion when

—.._ using the PAS, questioning its validity. It does not behave

hit rate false alarm rate hr-far dprime differently than a simple yes/no task.
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