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ODDBALL PARADIGM
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1 Schematic illustration of the typical oddball paradigm and deviant-minus-standard difference wave (top) and

schematic illustration of the typical S1-S2 matching paradigm and change S2-minus-no-change S2 difference

wave (bottom). In the oddball paradigm, infrequent deviant stimuli (D) and frequent standard stimuli (S) are

presented in random order. Effects of stimulus changes are obtained by subtracting ERPs elicited by stan-

dard stimuli from those elicited by deviant stimuli (POS8 electrode; extracted data from Kimura, Katayama

and Murohashi, 2006%). In the S1-S2 matching paradigm, change (C) and no-change (NC) trials are pre-

sented in random order with equal probability. Effects of stimulus changes are obtained by subtracting ERPs

elicited by S2s in no-change trials from those elicited by S2s in change trials (POS8 electrode; extracted data

from Kimura, Katayama and Murohashi, 2005'%).
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