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Introduction to Frequency-tagging

D Stimultaneous sounds elicit mixed neural responses that are
difficult to disentangle & distinguish from one another

D Frequency-tagging can be used to label, identify & separate
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these neural signals (Auditory Steady-State Responses;
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D 2 simultaneous frequency-tagged melody streams J P P . | . T,
correlated positivity with ~ ° . : :

D Subjects attended selectively to either one via top-down attention
(TDA) while pitch changes draw bottom-up attention (BUA).

D Strong correlations between subjects’ task accuracy & musicality
(MSI)
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Figure 2. Variations of melody tracking task. Subjects attended to one out of two simultaneous melody streams that | i oo ) . |
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