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Table 1. Auditory and visual gradCPT performance

Auditory gradCPT Visual gradCPT Difference
Measure M sD M SD z (Wilcoxon) P
Sensitivity (d') 1.73 0.68 3.06 0.63 547 <.001
Frequency (Hz) 0.025 0.013 0.025 0.013 0.14 0.89

Figure 1. Odds ratios (ORs) for false alarms (FAs) on No-go trials in
auditory (top) and visual (bottom) tasks. Error bars represent 95% Cls.
Vertical dashed line indicates OR = 1.
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