BEYOND THE SOURCE OF DISTRACTION

Shared Neural Signatures of Internal and External Distraction in Drivers
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RESEARCH QUESTION Conditions did not differ in RT, accuracy, alpha, or theta (all p > .10).
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Fig 2. Relative theta power: scalp topography and ROI comparison; blue indicates lower theta.
**p < .01, *** p <.001 (uncorrected; FDR values in table).
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conclusions.

Fig 3. Repeated-measures correlation between reaction time and relative power. Coloured lines show

Data: BCIT Mind Wandering dataset, Touryan et al. (2022). individual participants; black lines show the common within-person slope. Alpha: rrm = 0.19-0.14; theta:

Funding: InnoBrain AB. m = —-0.17 1o -0.23; all p < .001, strongest over temporal.



