o~y EEG spectrum modulation during standing induced by optic flow and light finger touch
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Different task requirements, but similar behaviors
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Mobl for neural processing in visually-induced postural sway

Behavioral Results EEG Results Spectrum modulation by optic flow
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Behavioral data showed light-touch suppressed
postural sway, but significant difference was
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Neural activities in parietal and motor area were
similar among with and without touching
conditions.
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n Behavioral data were similar, but significant
i / differences of EEG spectrum were found in motor,
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