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- The instantaneous phase of cortical oscillations relates to behaviour, e.g. there is an
optimal posterior alpha phase for visual detection tasks and in other modalities (Busch
& VanRullen, 2011).

- Methods for selectively presenting stimuli have been demonstrated before, using
online methods using either a filtering approach (Varela et al., 1981) or a threshold
approach (Kruglikov & Schiff, 2003), but these methods have never been used in an Filt - Peak Filt - Trough
attempt to influence behavior.

- Here, we implement the two methods for selectively presesnting stimuli at specified
phases of ongoing oscillations, comparing the methods, and investigate if selective
presentation can bias behavioral performance in a visual detection task.
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