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Supplementary Tables and Figures

 

Supplementary Figure 1 

A. Distribution plot of participant SMT.   

B, C, D, & E. Distribution plots of participant PLV data in the SMT task and the 50, 70, and 128 

bpm (1200, 857, and 469 ms IOI) synchronization-continuation task. 

 



 

Supplementary Figure 2 

A, B, & C. Mean drift time courses plotted for each participant, color coded for high and low 

rhythmicity individuals for each tempo condition (50, 70, and 128 bpm; 1200, 857, and 469 ms 

IOI).   

D, E, & F. Sigmoidal fits plotted for each participant, color coded for high and low rhythmicity 

individuals. 

 


