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Brain dynamics of feature integration
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* Central task demands (divided attention) did not directly m

Discussion

odulate the production of illusory conjunctions3.

Ipsilateral Contralateral

* fMRI: illusions are characterized by an early increase in occipital activations and a weak functional coupling between occipital regions and parietal and frontal regions .

 EEG: different processes can fail during feature integration. Pre-stimulus preparation (early alpha), inhibition of distractors (lateralized alpha), feedback from top-down regions (beta),

and working memory (gamma).

* Trial-by-trial amplitude correlations between the theta band and the beta and gamma band characterize correct and incorrect feature integration.

* General conclusion: these results highlight the importance of parieto-occipital and occipito-frontal connectivity for correct feature integration, and suggest that feature integration is a

complex process that can go wrong at different stages.
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