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- Method 1: based on slope between 60ms and point of largest aver-
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- Lower FO compared to control trials in both “opposing”and

- Method 2: based on Castellan change-point test in time window
[Oms 300ms].

- Visual inspection for trials where both methods gave different results

“following” trials --> even “following"” trials show opposing effect

- Same method on non-perturbation trials as a control
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