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INTRODUCTION

.

Internal verbalization shows a large phenomenological
variability [1].
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The variability in lexical, phonological, and motoric
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RECORDING + ANALYSIS

> Participants:
O Healthy German-speaking adults (n = 35; 12 &)
O Mean age: 22.7 (SD = 3.7) years

» EEG-Recording:
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Figure 2: Time-frequency data for phonological

condition (Pz)

MATERIALS & TASK

* Within-subject design
+ 3 conditions, 40 trials per condition

Figure 1: Overview of the conditions, tasks, and trial flow
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