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Fig. 1 Prefrontal and occipital EEG during steady-state

visual stimulation
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Fig. 2 Spectrum of SSVEP with and without ocular arte-

facts
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Fig. 3 Algorithm schematic diagram
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Fig. 6 Neuracle EEG acquisition and electrode position
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Fig. 7 Experimental scene diagram of steady state

visual stimulation under random blinking
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Fig. 8 Difference of kurtosis coefficient method vs corre-
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Fig. 9 Variation of correlation coefficients between SS-

VEP and EOG source under varying delay time
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