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Does sensory-motor rhythms over the motor
cortex serve as the neurophysiological mechanism
causing memory-guided action planning?
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* Results indicate that the neurophysiological signatures
observed in the EEG may not originate from the primary
motor cortex, but potentially from other motor regions
such as the premotor area.

Stimulation Effect in RT to Probe (ms, rTMS-sham)

Individual participant data: Error Degrees as a function of Stimulation- and
Interference Type (stlmulatlon target -to- hand match)
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 Alternatively, the results might be explained by insufficient
stimulation duration and/or incorrect timing relative to
the task.
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