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Network of nerves providing cutaneous senses and muscular control of
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Motion Tracking: Polhemus
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B and D are views from behind subject
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End Point Positional Errors From TMS
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B and D are views from behind subject




Figure 2: End Point Errors
TMS and Control Conditions
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Figure 2. TMS-Induced Difference in Mean End-Point Error

Each bar is the group mean difference for TMS versus non-TMS triaks (41
SEM). TMS was applied over the cerebellum during rightwards and
leftwards movement (CBR, n = 32, CBL, n = 13) and when stationary (5TR,
n = 8). Control conditions included during startle trials (STL, n = 11),
stimulation of the ipsilateral neck (NK, n 10}, the hand area of
contralateral primary motor cortex (M1, n = 20), and the contralateral
posterior panetal cortex (PPC, n = 12),
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Figure 2. TMS-Induced Difference in Mean End-Point Error

Each bar is the group mean difference for TMS versus non-TMS triaks (41
SEM). TM5 was applied over the cerebellum during rightwards and
leftwards movement (CBR, n = 32, CBL, n = 13) and when stationary (5TR,
n = 9). Control conditions included during starthe trials (STL. n = 1),
stimulation of the ipsilateral neck (NK, n 10}, the hand area of
contralateral primary motor cortex (M1, n = 20), and the contralateral
posterior panetal cortex (PPC, n = 12),
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Trajectory on TMS Trials

Figure 3: Trajectories Averaged over All Subjects
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A=Actual Finger Position; E=Erroneous (out of Date) State Estimate of Position Due to TMS
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Figure 3: Startle Does not Alter

Direction the way that TMS Does

Startle




