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- MSI and TE might depend on difficulty/level of noise
- Sequences were either mixed (A, V, AV) or just multisensory
- Sounds were presented with speaker or headphone

- We used d-prime as performance measure
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Multisensory performance enhancement interacts with MSI enhancement is best predicted by spatial and target
perfomance enhancement by temporal expectation; especially uncertainty, TE, and more importantly, changes with

under high spatial uncertainty. performance in unisensory conditions (difference of minimal
and maximal unisensory performance).
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up temporal expectations) is
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trial level. Whenever succesive
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expectation level performance
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- MSl interacts with TE trial-by-trial




