
To be submitted as Registered Report to PLOS Biology

Number of words in the manuscript: 9511 words

Number of figures: 9 figures

Decomposing age effects in EEG alpha power

AUTHORS:

Marius Tröndle1,2,3*, Tzvetan Popov1,2, Andreas Pedroni1,2, Christian Pfeiffer1, Zofia Barańczuk-Turska1,2,4, 

Nicolas Langer1,2,3

AFFILIATIONS:

1: Department of Psychology, University of Zurich, Methods of Plasticity Research, Department of 

Psychology, University of Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland

2: University Research Priority Program (URPP) Dynamics of Healthy Aging, Zurich, Switzerland

3: Neuroscience Center Zurich (ZNZ), Zurich, Switzerland

4: Institute of Mathematics, University of Zurich, Switzerland

CORRESPONDING AUTHOR(*):

Marius Tröndle

Methods of Plasticity Research

Department of Psychology

University of Zurich

Andreasstrasse 15 

CH-8050, Zürich, Switzerland

E-mail: m.troendle@psychologie.uzh.ch

Tel.: +41 44 635 34 14

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Abstract

Increasing life expectancy is prompting the need to understand how the brain changes during 

healthy aging. Research utilizing Electroencephalography (EEG) has found that the power of alpha 

oscillations decrease from adulthood on. However, non-oscillatory (aperiodic) components in the 

data may confound results and thus require re-investigation of these findings. The present report 

aims at analyzing a pilot and two additional independent samples (total N = 533) of resting-state 

EEG from healthy young and elderly individuals. A newly developed algorithm will be utilized that 

allows the decomposition of the measured signal into aperiodic and aperiodic-adjusted signal 

components. By using multivariate sequential Bayesian updating of the age effect in each signal 

component, evidence across the datasets will be accumulated. It is hypothesized that previously 

reported age-related alpha power differences will disappear when absolute power is adjusted for the 

aperiodic signal component. Consequently, age-related differences in the intercept and slope of the 

aperiodic signal component are expected. Importantly, using a battery of neuropsychological tests, 

we will assess how the previously reported relationship between cognitive functions and alpha 

oscillations changes when taking the aperiodic signal into account; this will be done on data of the 

young and aged individuals separately. The aperiodic signal components and adjusted alpha 

parameters could potentially offer a promising biomarker for cognitive decline, thus finally the test–

retest reliability of the aperiodic and aperiodic-adjusted signal components will be assessed.
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1. Introduction

Alpha oscillations are by far the most widely studied phenomenon in human electrophysiology 

(EEG). Since the beginnings of EEG research in the 1920s, individual differences in alpha 

oscillations have been linked to variations in behavioral phenotypes and physiology (e.g., ref [1–3]). 

The alpha band is commonly defined as oscillatory activity in the range of frequencies between 8 

and 13 Hz (e.g., ref [4,5]). These oscillations are typically observed over parietal and occipital 

electrode sites (e.g., ref  [6,7]) and show the highest test–retest reliability of all frequency bands 

(e.g., ref [8]: r = 0.72-0.80). A robust finding is that alpha power decreases during task engagement 

(e.g., alpha event-related desynchronization). This led to the classical view that alpha amplitude 

reflects the idle state of cortical areas (for reviews see refs [1,3]). Moreover, modulations of alpha 

power have been linked to important concepts such as inhibition ([9], ,for reviews see refs 

[3,4,10,10]), attention [3,11], and memory retrieval [12].

Alpha oscillations are of particular interest in aging research because studies have repeatedly 

demonstrated that the alpha rhythm’s frequency slows (for a review, see ref [2]) and the alpha band 

power’s amplitude decreases with age [6,13–17]. A study investigating alpha power on source 

rather than on scalp level found age-related decreases particularly in posterior and occipital brain 

regions [13]. Furthermore, aging studies have often divided the alpha band into lower alpha and 

upper alpha sub-bands because these sub-bands have been linked to distinct cognitive functions 

[2,5,14,16,18]. Whereas the lower alpha band has been associated with attentional processing [18], 

age effects are found particularly in the upper alpha band and interpreted as changes of memory 

operations [14,16]. 

However, these results and interpretations of age-related alpha power changes need to be evaluated 

critically. Previous findings have demonstrated a slowing of the alpha rhythm with increasing age 
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(e.g., ref [2]), so an age-related shift of the alpha peak frequency could lead to a reduction of alpha 

power as measured by fixed frequency bands. This may happen when the individual frequency 

center nears the lower limit of the fixed frequency band and therefore no longer captures the 

individual alpha oscillation (for a graphical illustration, see also Fig. 1 in [19]). Thus, the frequency 

band definition should be based on the individual alpha frequency center to rule out this confound.

More importantly, recent development in EEG signal processing techniques further question earlier 

findings of decreased alpha power in age [19]. It was demonstrated that the band power of the 

observed frequency consists not only of a periodic, or oscillatory, component but also of an 

aperiodic, or non-oscillatory, background signal. Therefore, band power should be investigated 

relative to this aperiodic signal [19–24]. The aperiodic signal is characterized by its shape (1/f), as 

its amplitude decreases with higher frequencies f (see Figure 1). This is based on the observation 

that EEG power spectra exhibit a static increase in power towards lower frequencies that has been 

shown to follow an underlying broadband power law with a negative slope [25]. In recent years, the 

aperiodic signal has attracted increasing attention from the research community. Whereas the offset 

of the aperiodic signal has been linked to general spiking activity (e.g., ref [26]) and to the blood-

oxygen-level-dependent signal in functional magnetic resonance imaging [27] (fMRI), the slope has 

been associated with the synchronicity of activity in the underlying neural population [25,28]. A 

more asynchronous activation pattern has been shown to yield a flatter aperiodic slope. 

Furthermore, the aperiodic slope may be linked to the excitation–inhibition balance of 

transmembrane currents [29]. AMPA receptor mediated excitatory currents show high power at 

lower frequencies with a fast decay towards higher frequencies, leading to a steeper slope. GABA 

receptor mediated inhibitory currents show a slower decay of power towards higher frequencies, 

yielding a flatter slope for the aperiodic signal. 

Thus, decomposing aperiodic activity from periodic appears mandatory in aging research as the 

aperiodic signal itself might change with increasing age [23]; hence, it may change the shape of the 
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neural power spectrum even though the oscillatory pattern remains stable. Conventional analyses 

are prone to conflating periodic and aperiodic signal components and thus may lead to fallacious 

conclusions (see ref [19] for a discussion on further potential misinterpretations) and 

neurophysiological interpretations about age-related changes of alpha oscillations.

In this study we address this problem by directly comparing previously established age differences 

in unadjusted alpha power, here referred to as total alpha power, to age effects in the true periodic 

component of the alpha band, here referred to as aperiodic-adjusted alpha power and the aperiodic 

signal components, here referred as aperiodic intercept and aperiodic slope (see Table 2 for an 

overview of all terms related to the extracted alpha parameters). 

So far, only one study compared age effects in the decomposed EEG signal using a small sample of 

16 younger and 14 elderly subjects [19]. While a significant age-related decrease in aperiodic signal 

components, total and aperiodic-adjusted alpha power was reported; no statistical test was applied 

to investigate the particular contrast of age effects on total alpha power with age effects on 

aperiodic-adjusted alpha power. Thus, it remains largely unknown whether the age effects found on 

alpha power are mainly driven by aperiodic, periodic or both signal components. A rigorous 

statistical evaluation of age effects in alpha power, taking the aperiodic signal into account within a 

reasonably powered sample that allows to draw reliable and robust conclusions about these specific 

age differences, awaits demonstration.

The present report will fill this gap by evaluating a large sample of 100 young and 100 elderly 

subjects and employ multivariate statistical models to compare age differences in parieto-occipital 

total alpha power, aperiodic-adjusted alpha power, and aperiodic signal components. The 

multivariate approach is able to account for the potential correlation between the total and 

aperiodic-adjusted power measures. Total alpha power will be extracted using conventional spectral 

analysis, which does not adjust for the aperiodic background signal. Aperiodic-adjusted alpha 
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power and aperiodic background signal components will be extracted using the Fitting Oscillations 

One Over F [19] (FOOOF) algorithm. Figure 1 illustrates the resulting parametrization of an EEG 

power spectrum. Alpha power measures will be extracted from a canonically defined fixed 

frequency band (8–13Hz) and from the individual anchor point (the individual alpha frequency IAF, 

see Table 2 for more details) to rule out confounds from a slowing IAF on the observed alpha 

power. Spatial patterns for each parameter will be examined by including all electrodes on the full 

scalp. Source analysis will enable the exploration of the neural generators of the aperiodic and 

aperiodic adjusted parameters. Results will be validated using a second, openly available dataset 

derived from 153 young and 74 elderly participants [30].

To qualify as biomarker of cognitive decline, a second key aspect is the reliability of the aperiodic 

signal or aperiodic-adjusted periodic activity, which remains unaddressed at present. Reliability 

estimates represent the ratio of within-subject variance (i.e., the measurement error) to the between-

subject variance (i.e., difference between age groups). If the within-subject variance explains a large 

proportion of the total observed variance, drawing any conclusion about between-subject 

differences is precluded [31]. Neglecting reliability measures can thus result in costly studies that 

are unable to produce informative outcomes [31]. Therefore, it is a fundamental requirement to 

estimate reliability for these newly emerging measures.

In the current study, the test–retest reliability of the aperiodic intercept and slope and of the total 

and aperiodic-adjusted posterior alpha power will be assessed. The sample of 100 young and 100 

elderly individuals will be used, from whom data was acquired at two consecutive measurements 

separated by a week.

Finally, the association between the decomposed power spectrum and cognitive functions will be 

examined. Literature has established a link between age-related decline in resting total alpha power 

with diminished attention and working memory performance [2,13,14,16,32,33]. However, these 
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well-established findings were challenged by demonstrating that age-related cognitive decline is 

linked to a flattening of the aperiodic slope [23]. Thus, it remains unclear to what extent this 

relationship between alpha power and cognitive performance is in fact confounded by the aperiodic 

slope. To address this, neuropsychological tests assessing attention and working memory 

performance will be conducted in this sample of 100 young and 100 elderly participants. 

Subsequently, relationships to different measures of alpha power and the aperiodic signal will be 

examined.

The analysis code for the present study was implemented in a pilot dataset [34] before either of the 

two larger, independent datasets will be accessed or analyzed. All relevant analysis parameters will 

be fixed before conducting the main study, so there will be no degrees of freedom in the planned 

analyses, and overfitting errors will be minimized. Sequential Bayesian updating will be employed 

by fitting a Bayesian regression model to each of the three datasets and passing posterior 

distributions of each analysis to the next analysis as priors. Thus, evidence can be accumulated 

across the datasets. This will produce greater statistical power than independent analyses and more 

robust outcome parameters.

Based on previous literature and pilot data results, the present hypotheses are as follows:

 H1a: The alpha rhythm is slower (i.e., has lower alpha peak frequency) in the elderly group 

than in the young group.

 H1b: In the canonical, lower and upper alpha band, there is lower total power in the elderly 

group than in the young group.

The age differences in alpha power change when adjusting for the aperiodic signal:

 H2a: The upper and canonical alpha bands exhibit less age difference in aperiodic-

adjusted alpha power than in total alpha power.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


6
 

 H2b: The lower alpha band exhibits greater age difference in aperiodic-adjusted alpha 

power than in total alpha power.

Age differences in the aperiodic parameters are expected as follows:

 H3a: The aperiodic intercept is lower in the elderly group than in the young group.

 H3b: There is a flatter aperiodic signal (i.e., a smaller aperiodic slope) in the elderly group 

than in the young group.

With respect to the test-retest reliability:

 H4a: Both age groups exhibit a good to excellent test–retest reliability (i.e., intraclass 

correlation coefficient, ICC, > 0.6) for the total and aperiodic-adjusted alpha parameters 

and for the aperiodic slope and intercept.

 H4b: There are equivalent levels of test–retest reliability in the total and aperiodic-

adjusted alpha parameters and in the aperiodic slope and intercept in both age groups.

With respect to the relationship between cognitive scores and the different parieto-occipital alpha 

power and aperiodic signal measures:

 H5a: Total alpha power is positively related to attention and working memory 

performance.

 H5b: This relationship is weaker when applied to aperiodic adjusted alpha power.

 H5c: The aperiodic signal slope is positively related to attention and working memory 

performance.
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Our findings would have important implications for the interpretation of the underlying 

neurophysiological mechanisms of aging.

If we can demonstrate that the previously reported age-related decrease in alpha power is in fact 

confounded by alterations in the aperiodic signal (i.e., a decreased aperiodic intercept and a flattening 

of the aperiodic slope), as hypothesized in our present study, these results would challenge current 

neurophysiological interpretations of age-related decreases in alpha power (e.g., refs [13,35–38]). 

These interpretations link age-related decline in resting state alpha power to an increased excitability 

of thalamo-cortical and cortico-cortical interactions [39,40]. This increased excitability can be 

explained by the age-related gradual loss of cholinergic function in the basal forebrain (e.g., refs 

[41,42]). Importantly, experimentally impairing cholinergic forebrain function in animal models led 

to decreases in alpha power (e.g., refs [43,44]). In humans, this is consistent with observed decreases 

of alpha power in patients suffering from Alzheimer dementia and mild cognitive impairment, which 

are conditions that are characterized by impaired cholinergic forebrain function (e.g., refs [45–

49]). The basal forebrain forms main cholinergic inputs to thalamic nuclei [50], which are considered 

key structures in the generation of cortical alpha oscillations (e.g., refs [51,52]). Thus, it is 

hypothesized that the decreased cholinergic input leads to decreases of power in the cortical alpha 

oscillations. This hypothesis is supported by work in animal models, which demonstrates that 

stimulation of cholinergic receptors in the reticular thalamic nucleus and thalamo-cortical cells 

produces alpha oscillatory activity [53].

If the decomposition of the measured EEG signal in the present study will reveal that age-related 

differences only relate to the aperiodic signal component but diminish for the periodic signal 

component (i.e., adjusted alpha power), as hypothesized in our present study, the current cholinergic 

theory on the effects of aging on the EEG signal needs to be reconsidered. 

An age-related decrease in the aperiodic signal intercept would indicate that age differences in the 

measured EEG signal are rather caused by decreased neuronal population spiking activity [19,54]. 

Decreases in the aperiodic slope can be summarized in the neural noise hypothesis of aging [26]. This 
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hypothesis states that age-related cognitive decline is caused by increased occurrence of temporally 

decorrelated spikes (i.e., noise) which are not involved in encoding of information or network 

communication. These irregular spikes decouple the synchronization mechanisms between brain 

regions, which leads to communication errors. This increased occurrence of errors in the 

communication between brain regions in turn result in age-related cognitive deficits [26]. The 

irregular spikes are caused by greater local positive excitatory feedback, driven by an increased 

excitation-inhibition ratio [26]. An increased neural excitation-inhibition ratio has been linked to a 

flattened aperiodic slope both in computational models and animal studies [29]. In line with this 

theory are findings that show the decrease of the aperiodic slope to be associated with more 

asynchronous activation patterns in neural populations [25,28]. If the present study will demonstrate 

that resting alpha oscillatory power associations with cognitive scores are also conflated with effects 

in the aperiodic signal, it would further support the theory that increased neural noise is the driving 

physiological mechanism underlying age-related cognitive decline.

Taken together, preserved alpha power together with age differences in the aperiodic signal 

component would indicate that previous interpretations of age difference in the measured EEG signal 

are rather caused by different, so far neglected physiological mechanisms. Thus, age-related changes 

in neural noise need to be incorporated into the above described existing interpretations.
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1.1 Summary table

Hypotheses Sampling 
plan (N, 
power 
analyses)

Statistical analyses Pre-specification of which 
outcomes confirms hypothesis

H1a: The alpha rhythm is 
slower in the elderly group 
than in the young group

Study 1: 
N=200 & 
Study 2: 
N=215, 
see 
section 
2.10

Bootstrap statistics on 
IAF (permute age 
labels 10000 times) 
and univariate 
Bayesian regression 
model with predictor 
age (see sections 2.5 
and 2.6).

Real mean difference not within 
bootstrapped confidence interval; 
combined Bayesian posterior 
credible interval does not include 0. 

H1b: There is lower total 
alpha power in the older 
group than in the young 
group, in each defined 
alpha band (canonical, 
lower & upper)

Study 1: 
N=200 & 
Study 2: 
N=215, 
see 
section 
2.10

Bootstrap statistics on 
each measure 
(permute age labels 
10000 times) and 
bivariate Bayesian 
regression model with 
predictor age (see 
sections 2.5 and 2.6).

Real mean difference not within 
bootstrapped confidence interval; 
combined Bayesian posterior 
credible interval does not include 0. 

H2a: In the upper and 
canonical alpha band, 
there are reduced age 
difference in aperiodic-
adjusted alpha power 
compared to age 
differences in total alpha 
power.

Study 1: 
N=200 & 
Study 2: 
215, see 
section 
2.10

Bootstrap statistics on 
each measure 
(permute age labels 
10000 times) and 
bivariate Bayesian 
regression model with 
predictor age. 
Compare posterior 
distributions of age on 
each of the parameter. 
Additionally, calculate 
effect size (Cohen’s d) 
for each age effect 
(see sections 2.5 and 
2.6).

Bayes factor (BF) for hypothesis 
total alpha power age effect 
parameter > adjusted alpha power 
age effect parameter indicates strong 
evidence (BF >10) [55]

H2b: In the lower alpha 
band, there are increased 
age difference in 
aperiodic-adjusted alpha 
power compared to age 

Study 1: 
N=200 &
Study 2: 
N=215, 
see 

Bootstrap statistics 
(permute age labels 
10000 times) and 
bivariate Bayesian 

Bayes factor for hypothesis total 
alpha power age effect parameter < 
adjusted alpha power age effect 
parameter indicates strong evidence 
(BF >10) [55]
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differences in total alpha 
power.

section 
2.10

regression with 
predictor age
Compare posterior 
distributions of age on 
each of the parameter. 
Additionally, calculate 
effect size (Cohen’s d) 
for each age effect 
(see sections 2.5 and 
2.6).

H3a: The aperiodic 
intercept is lower in the 
elderly group than in the 
young group.

Study 1: 
N=200 & 
Study 2: 
N=215, 
see 
section 
2.10

Bootstrap statics 
(permute age labels 
10000 times) and 
bivariate Bayesian 
regression model with 
predictor age (see 
sections 2.5 and 2.6).

Real mean difference not within 
bootstrapped confidence interval; 
combined Bayesian posterior 
credible interval does not include 0. 

H3b: There is a flatter 
aperiodic signal in the 
elderly group than in the 
young group

Study 1: 
N=200 & 
Study 2: 
N=215, 
see 
section 
2.10

Bootstrap statics 
(permute age labels 
10000 times) and 
bivariate Bayesian 
regression model with 
predictor age (see 
sections 2.5 and 2.6).

Real mean difference not within 
bootstrapped confidence interval; 
combined Bayesian posterior 
credible interval does not include 0. 

H4a: We expect a good to 
excellent test-retest 
reliability for the total and 
aperiodic adjusted alpha 
parameters as well as the 
aperiodic slope and 
intercept.

N=200, 
see 
section 
2.10

One-way random-
effects model 
intraclass correlation 
coefficients for each 
measure (see section 
2.8)

Intraclass correlation (ICC) > 0.6

H4b: Equivalent levels of 
test-retest reliability of 
total and aperiodic 
adjusted alpha parameters 
as well as the aperiodic 
slope and intercept in both 
age groups.

N=200, 
see 
section 
2.10

Equivalence tests on 
ICC measures of both 
age-groups within 
each variable. 
Therefore observed 
ICC’s are tested 
against the smallest 
effect size of interest 
(+-0.1, see section 
2.8.1)

Reliability difference between the 
two groups or conditions is smaller 
as the smallest effect size of interest 
(+- 0.1). 
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H5a: Total alpha power is 
positively related to 
attention and working 
memory performance

N= 200, 
see 
section 
2.10

Spearman correlation 
between total alpha 
power measures and 
digit span & TMT 
scores (see section 
2.9)

Significant correlation coefficient. 

H5b: This relationship is 
weaker when applied to 
aperiodic adjusted alpha 
power

N= 200, 
see 
section 
2.10

Spearman correlation 
between aperiodic 
adjusted alpha power 
measures and digit 
span & TMT scores. 
One sided test for 
dependent, 
overlapping 
correlation 
coefficients is applied 
subsequently (see 
section 2.9).

Correlation coefficient between 
memory performance and adjusted 
alpha is significantly smaller than 
correlation coefficient between 
memory performance and total alpha 
power. 

H5c: The aperiodic signal 
slope is positively related 
to attention and working 
memory performance.

N= 200, 
see 
section 
2.10

Spearman correlation 
between the aperiodic 
signal slope parameter 
and digit span & TMT 
scores (see section 
2.9)

Significant correlation coefficient. 

Table 1. Summary of each hypothesis, the according sampling plan, proposed statistical analyses and 
a pre-specification of which outcome will confirm or disconfirm the specific hypothesis

2. Methods
2.1. Datasets

This study will use data that is currently being recorded in our laboratory as part of a larger project. 

The larger project aims to quantify healthy-aging-related task performance and neuroelectric 

correlates in seven EEG tasks as well as in EEG resting-state recordings. The tasks aim to measure 

working memory, processing speed, and inhibitory control. One hundred healthy elderly subjects 

(60–80 years) and 100 healthy young participants (18–35 years) will be recruited. Exclusion criteria 

are suffering from psychiatric symptoms, severe neurological disorders such as epilepsy, prior head 
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injuries, a stroke, a transient circulatory disorder of the brain, diagnosis of dementia, Huntington's 

disease, Parkinson's disease, current use of psychotropic drugs such as antidepressants, alpha-

agonists, neuroleptics, and mood stabilizers, and intake of any recreational drugs. Additionally, 

subjects whose score in the mini-mental state examination [56] (MMSE) is below 27 will be excluded 

due to the high risk of dementia or mild cognitive impairment [57]. Each subject will take part in two 

experimental sessions following the identical EEG protocol. This is done to assess the test–retest 

reliability of all dependent measures. The sessions are scheduled with an inter-session interval of one 

to two weeks and at the same time of the day. The local ethics committee has approved the project, 

and all participants will give their written informed consent to participate in the study. The present 

study will analyze resting-state EEG data of participants who take part in both recording sessions: 

400 recordings of 200 participants. 

Additionally, a second independent dataset will serve the validation of the results obtained in our 

laboratory. This openly available, published dataset [30] contains resting-state EEG measurements of 

215 healthy participants comprising a young and an elderly group (Nyoung = 153, mean age = 25.1 

years, sd = 3.1, age range = 20–35 years, 45 female; Neldery = 74, mean age = 67.6 years, sd = 4.7, age 

range = 59–77 years, 37 female). These two datasets have not been evaluated in any way and will be 

analyzed only after in principle acceptance of the present manuscript.

A third dataset was used for the pilot analysis (see below). This dataset originates from a previous 

study [34] and contains EEG recordings of 118 subjects (Nyoung= 63, mean age = 23.37 years, sd = 

3.91, age range = 18–35 years, 40 female; Nold = 55, mean age = 68.40 years, sd = 3.29, age range = 

61–77 years, 23 female). More details about the pilot dataset are provided below (see section 3.1).

2.2. Experimental setup and procedure

Prior to the EEG assessment, participants perform a cognitive test battery. During EEG acquisition 

individuals are comfortably seated in a chair in a sound‐ and electrically shielded Faraday recording 
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cage. The cage is equipped with a chinrest to minimize head movements and a 24-inch monitor 

displaying a fixation cross. Participants are informed that EEG is recorded while they rest with their 

eyes alternately open or closed. Instructions to open or close the eyes are automatically presented via 

cage intern loudspeakers. Adopting the recording protocol from previous studies [34,58], within five 

repetitions, participants are asked to fixate for 20 s followed by 40 s of eyes closed recordings. This 

results in 100 seconds eyes open and 200 seconds eyes closed data available for further analysis.

2.3. Cognitive assessment

The cognitive assessment will include the Trial making Test A / B (TMT, e.g., ref [59]) and digit span 

forward / backward task [60].

TMT A/B task

In the TMT A task, the participant is asked to increasingly connect a series of 25 spatially distributed 

circled numbers using a pencil. In the B part, 25 circled numbers and letters need to be connected 

alternatingly in a numerical and alphabetical order. Time to completion is measured by the 

experimenter. The subtest TMT A measures motor speed and visuospatial attention, the B version 

further captures working memory operations such as executive control (e.g., refs [61,62]). The score 

of the TMT A and B versions are defined as the time to completion in each condition. Additionally, 

the ratio of TMT B / TMT A will be calculated as a third score. This is thought to minimize visual 

attention components and to be a more direct indicator of working memory function [63].

Digit span task

The digit span task constitutes a forward and backwards version. A sequence of numbers is read to 

the participant who is then asked to repeat the sequence either forward or in reverse order. The length 

of the sequence increases until the participant fails to recall the correct order twice (for more details, 

see ref [60]). The forward task is designed to measure attention and short term memory, or the 
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functioning of the phonological loop component of Baddely’s working memory model [64]. The digit 

span backwards task captures working memory processes such as executive control functions (e.g., 

refs [65,66]). The performance score (forward and backward) will be defined as the number of 

correctly recalled sequences in each condition.

2.4. Electroencephalography acquisition and preprocessing

The high‐density EEG is recorded at a sampling rate of 500 Hz, using a 128‐channel EEG Geodesic 

Sensor Net system (Electrical Geodesics, Eugene, Oregon). The recording reference is at Cz (vertex 

of the head), and impedances are kept below 40 kΩ. All subsequent analyses will be performed using 

MATLAB 2018b (The MathWorks, Inc., Natick, Massachusetts, United States). EEG data will be 

automatically preprocessed using the current version (2.5) of the MATLAB toolbox Automagic [67]. 

The analysis pipeline will consist of the following steps. First, error-prone channels will be detected 

by the algorithms implemented in the eeglab plugin clean_rawdata 

(http://sccn.ucsd.edu/wiki/Plugin_list_process). An electrode is defined as an error-prone when 

recorded data from that electrode is correlated at less than 0.85 to an estimate based on neighboring 

electrodes. Furthermore, an electrode is defined as error-prone if it has more line noise relative to its 

signal than all other electrodes (4 standard deviations). Finally, if an electrode has a longer flat line 

than 5 s, it is considered error prone. These error-prone electrodes will automatically be removed and 

later be interpolated using a spherical spline interpolation (EEGLAB function eeg_interp.m). This 

interpolation will be performed as a final step before the automatic quality assessment of the EEG 

files (see below). Next, data will be filtered using a high-pass filter (cutoff frequency (-6 dB): 0.5 Hz) 

and Zapline [68] will be applied to remove line noise artifacts, removing 7 power line components. 

Subsequently, independent component analysis (ICA) will be performed on temporary highpass 

filtered data (cutoff frequency (-6 dB): 1 Hz). Components reflecting artifactual activity will be 
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classified by the pre-trained classifier ICLabel [69]. Each component being classified with a 

probability rating >0.8 for any class of artifacts (line noise, channel noise, muscle activity, eye activity 

or heart artifacts) will be removed from the data. The retained components will be back-projected on 

the 0.5 Hz high-pass filtered data. Finally, residual bad electrodes will be excluded if their standard 

deviation exceeds a threshold of 25 μV. After this, the pipeline automatically assesses the quality of 

the resulting EEG files based on four criteria. First, a data file will be marked as bad-quality EEG and 

will not be included in the analysis if the proportion of high-amplitude data points in the signals (>30 

μV) is larger than 0.2. Second, more than 20% of time points show a variance larger than 15 μV 

across channels. Third, 30% of the electrodes show high variance (>15 μV). Fourth, the ratio of bad 

electrodes is higher than 0.3. This standardized and objective preprocessing pipeline and data quality 

metrics remove all degrees of freedom from the preprocessing. The analysis code for the planned 

preprocessing can be found in an OSF repository (https://osf.io/8e2kd/) and will be applied on all 

three investigated datasets. After this automatic preprocessing step, the resulting continuous EEG 

data will be down-sampled to 125 Hz, and the number of electrode will be reduced to a subset of the 

70 electrodes that closely match the standard 10-10 electrode locations [70]. This will be done to 

reduce computational costs for parametrization of the neural power spectra and estimation of the 

Bayesian statistical models. It will also allow direct comparison of EEG from the three datasets using 

different cap layouts: ours described above, that of the validation dataset [30] and that of the pilot 

dataset [34]. Finally, the data will be re-referenced to a common average reference. The first and the 

last 2 s of each eyes-closed block will be discarded to exclude motor activity related to opening and 

closing the eyes and auditory activity due to the prompt from the loudspeakers. The remaining data 

will be concatenated, resulting in a total of 180 seconds of continuous EEG data. Subsequently, the 

data is further segmented into epochs of 2 sec length. EEG epochs exceeding a 土90μV amplitude 

threshold will be excluded from further analysis. We note that, because several quality metrics from 

the Automagic toolbox were used for selecting EEG data, it is unlikely that at this point a significant 

number of EEG epochs will be excluded. Nevertheless, we will exclude subjects from the analysis 
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for whom less than 50% of the epochs for the eyes closed condition remain available for further 

analyses. 

2.5. Spectral analysis

Spectral analysis will be performed on artifact-free 2 sec segments from five blocks of the eyes-closed 

condition. Only data from the eyes closed condition will be analyzed, as this data contains fewer 

artifacts and generally shows the strongest alpha amplitudes. Additionally, eyes-closed data has been 

previously used to establish a link between age and alpha power [6,13,14,17]. Power spectral densities 

(PSDs) will then be calculated using Welch’s Method [71] as implemented in the EEGLab toolbox 

[72] (by default, non-overlapping windows). Zero padding will be applied to provide a frequency 

resolution of 0.25 Hz in the 2 s time windows. Averaging the individual PSDs of each window results 

in a smoothed power spectrum that complies with the requirements of the FOOOF algorithm used 

subsequently (see below, Figure 1). Additionally, PSDs will be transformed to log scale, to make 

results equally scaled to outputs from the FOOOF algorithm, which only operates in log space. In the 

following, the two approaches to extract total alpha power and the adjusted alpha power together with 

the aperiodic signal are described. Table 2 provides an overview of all extracted parameters.
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Table 2

Overview of extracted parameters

Parameter of uncorrected 
(“total”) PSD

Parameter from aperiodic 
adjusted PSD

Description

Total canonical alpha 
power

Aperiodic adjusted 
canonical alpha power

Averaged log power in 8-13Hz 
window

Total lower alpha power Aperiodic adjusted lower 
alpha power

Averaged log power in window [-4 Hz 
IAF] 

Total upper alpha power Aperiodic adjusted upper 
alpha power

Averaged log power in window [ IAF 
+2Hz]

Individual alpha frequency Individual alpha frequency Frequency at maximum power in 
search window 7-14Hz

N/A Aperiodic intercept Intercept parameter of the aperiodic 
signal component

N/A Aperiodic slope Slope parameter of the aperiodic 
signal component

Note: Individual alpha frequency is not affected by the adjustment for the aperiodic signal. If the 
search criteria in the total power spectrum cannot be met, IAF will also not be taken from the 
flattened (aperiodic adjusted) power spectrum. Aperiodic intercept and slope are not applicable on 
the uncorrected PSD.

2.5.1. Computation of total alpha power

In this standard analysis approach, no adjustment will be made for the aperiodic signal, as it was 

used throughout previous literature. First, the IAF will be determined by extracting the maximum 

power value in between a lower and upper frequency limit [2]. Following previous work, these 

frequencies limits will be set to 7 and 14 Hz [73,74]. If this maximum is at the border of the search 

range, no IAF will be extracted for that subject and the corresponding data will be excluded from 

further analysis (see also exclusion criteria in section 2.5.4). Therefore, the effective search range 

for the IAF will be between 7.5 and 13.5 Hz. If an IAF can be identified, additional alpha sub-bands 

will be extracted: total lower alpha power [-4 Hz IAF] and total upper alpha power [IAF +2 Hz] 

will be calculated by averaging power in the above-defined range in reference to the IAF [2].

Additionally, the commonly used total canonical alpha band power will be calculated by averaging 

power in the range fixed of 8 to 13 Hz [13].
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2.5.2. FOOOF algorithm

The FOOOF algorithm [19] parameterizes the power spectrum to separate oscillations from the 

aperiodic background signal. The algorithm estimates oscillatory peaks that are superimposed on the 

aperiodic background signal (see Figure 1) and therefore measured relative to this rather than to the 

absolute zero. Thus, it parametrizes the PSD by iteratively fitting the aperiodic background curve (L) 

to the observed smoothed spectral signal, resulting in two parameters: the aperiodic intercept b and 

the aperiodic exponent χ (i.e., slope, the smaller χ, the flatter the spectrum). 

𝐿 = 𝑏 ― log(𝑘 + 𝐹χ )

Here, F represents the vector of input frequencies and k the “knee” parameter, which is not further 

discussed here, as it is set to 0 in the proposed analysis (i.e., no bend of the aperiodic component is 

additionally modeled in the data, which is the default state of the FOOOF algorithm).

In order to extract oscillatory components, this aperiodic background signal is subtracted from the 

power spectrum. Gaussians are iteratively fitted to the remaining signal and subsequently subtracted 

whenever data points exceed two standard deviations of the data. The Gaussians represent the true 

oscillatory components in the data; if data points are below the specified threshold, they are 

considered as noise. This results in a data-driven number of Gaussians, each parameterized by the 

frequency center, power relative to the aperiodic signal and the frequency bandwidth. The power 

spectrum is therefore modeled by

𝑃 =  𝐿 + ∑𝑁
𝑛=0 𝐺𝑛 + 𝑚ε,

where Gn represents the nth Gaussian, and m the scaling factor of the noise ε. Note that this description 

of the algorithm is simplified; for a more detailed definition, see ref [19]. 
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In the planned analyses, the frequency range of 2 to 40 Hz will be passed to the algorithm because 

very low frequencies may lead to overfitting of noise as small bandwidth peaks. The release 1.0.0 of 

the FOOOF toolbox from the github repository (https://github.com/fooof-tools/fooof) will be used, 

applying standard peak detection parameters (2 standard deviations above mean).

Figure 1: Illustration of a neural power spectrum (black line) and the various parameters extracted by 
the FOOOF algorithm. The yellow indicated canonical alpha band illustrates a fixed frequency band 
(e.g., the here used 8-13 Hz), the orange broadband alpha illustrates the here used band based on the 
IAF (-4Hz to +2Hz), which better captures the individual alpha oscillation.

To correct the above-described total alpha power measures (see 2.5.1) for the aperiodic signal, the 

aperiodic signal will be reconstructed by its parameters. Subsequently, the aperiodic signal will be 

subtracted from the total power spectrum to receive an aperiodic adjusted power spectrum. Using this 

power spectrum, adjusted alpha power values (adjusted canonical alpha power, adjusted lower alpha 

power, adjusted upper alpha power) will be calculated in the frequency ranges described above 

(2.5.1).
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2.5.3. Cluster-wise analysis

To test age effects in electrode sites derived from literature, electrode-cluster-based analyses will be 

performed. This cluster will be based on data from the parietal and occipital electrodes: E72 (POz), 

E75 (Oz), E62 (Pz), E67 (PO3), E77 (PO4), here referred to as the parieto-occipital cluster (see Figure 

3a). These electrodes were chosen because of the strong prominence of Oz and Pz electrodes in EEG 

alpha peak research [2] and previous findings for age effects on alpha band power in these electrodes 

(e.g., refs [6,14]). To account for individual anatomical differences and to create a more robust cluster, 

the three electrodes adjacent to Oz (E75) and Pz (E62) will be added (E72 (POz), E67 (PO3), E77 

(PO4)). All the parameters described above will be averaged within the cluster.

2.5.4. Exclusion criteria

Before statistical analyses are performed, data will be excluded if any the following criteria applies:

 The fit of the parameterized power spectrum to the original PSD is below a cut-off of R2 < 

0.9. If the fit of the parametrized spectrum is below the specified cut off, total alpha parameters 

will be still included, as these are not contingent on the parametrization of the FOOOF 

algorithm. 

 Any of the extracted parameters exceed a threshold of 3 standard deviations above or below 

the mean of the sample.

 No individual alpha peak can be detected. If no alpha peak can be detected, aperiodic signal 

components of the according subject will still be used, as the aperiodic signal components do 

not depend on the individual alpha peak detection.

 EEG data file is rated “bad” by the preprocessing pipeline.

 Less than 50% artifact-free data.

These first three criteria will be applied within data of each electrode separately. 
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2.6 Statistical analyses of age differences

To correct for multiple comparisons in the statistical analyses, the significance level will be adjusted. 

We assume a high correlation between the eleven outcome variables, as many of the dependent 

variables represent different characteristics of the individual alpha oscillations. To account for this, 

we will first calculate the effective number of tests of all dependent variables using Nyholt’s approach 

[75]. Following this approach, the significance level (0.05) will then be adjusted using Šidák-

Correction [75]. Subsequently, the confidence intervals of the bootstrap statistics (see 2.6.1) as well 

as the credible intervals (CIs) of the Bayesian posterior distributions (see 2.6.2) will be defined based 

on the newly calculated levels of significance.

Besides the electrode cluster based analysis, we will also investigate the spatial distribution of all 

statistical parameters on full scalp level. To correct for multiple comparisons we will apply a non-

parametric cluster-based permutation analysis. This will be done using the ft_freqstatistics function 

implemented in FieldTrip [76].

2.6.1 Bootstrap analysis

For each dataset, robust and assumption free bootstrap statistics will be performed. Therefore the 

original data will be permuted 10000 times. To investigate age effects within each of the nine above-

described parameters (see Table 2), the mean age difference of all nine parameters will be calculated 

within each permuted dataset. Subsequently, the corrected confidence interval of the bootstrapped 

age differences will be calculated for each measure. If this interval does not include zero, the age 

difference will be considered significant.
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2.6.2 Bayesian regression model

In order to accumulate evidence across the three different dataset used in this study, an additional 

multivariate Bayesian generalized linear mixed model was formulated using the brms R package [77]. 

In this analysis, the model will first be fitted to the pilot data, using uninformative priors (see below). 

The extracted posteriors will not be interpreted but used as priors for the next analysis of the main 

dataset (N=200), which uses the same model as before. This will be done by applying the best fitting 

distribution to the posterior samples using the fitdistrplus R package [78]. The resulting posterior 

distributions of the main analyses will be approximated the same way and then serve as priors for the 

analyses of the validation dataset [30] (N=215). Only these resulting posterior distributions of the age 

effects will be interpreted as a final and more robust outcome.

The multivariate model was chosen as it is able to account for correlation between multiple dependent 

variables. Further advantages of this Bayesian approach are the facilitations to make inferences about 

the nonexistence of any effects and to statistically compare posterior distributions of the different 

parameters. In all planned analyses, the following model will be used. To account for the repeated 

measurement structure of the study design of the main analysis (two identical measurements of each 

subjects within 1-2 weeks) and the multiple dependent variables per subject, random intercepts are 

added for the participant IDs as shown in equation 1:

[𝑑𝑣′𝑠] ∼ 𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑝 +  (1 | 𝑝𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑖𝑝𝑎𝑛𝑡𝐼𝐷 )

This model will be fitted five times in each of the three datasets: for each of the three alpha band 

power parameters together with their according aperiodic adjusted equivalent (lower alpha, upper 

alpha, canonical alpha), for the aperiodic signal components together (intercept and slope) and for the 

IAF. This will allow the direct comparison between the resulting posteriors of each total alpha 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


23
 

parameter and its corresponding aperiodic adjusted equivalent using the brms hypothesis function 

(see below). 

If the corrected posterior CI of a parameter of the model will not include 0, it will be considered 

significant. This will allow to test hypotheses H1a, H1b, H3a and H3b. If the CI will include zero, 

the test for practical equivalence [55,79] will be used to assess whether the observed effect is in favor 

of the null hypothesis. The test for practical equivalence is based on the “HDI+ROPE” decision rule 

[55,79] to decide whether parameter values should be accepted or rejected against an explicitly 

formulated null hypothesis (i.e., region of practical equivalence “ROPE”). If the ROPE completely 

covers the 89% highest density interval (HDI, i.e., credible values of a parameter are inside the ROPE) 

the null hypothesis is accepted. According to Kruschke’s recommendation [79], the ROPE will be set 

to a negligible effect size (d = -0.1 to d = 0.1) [80]. Converting this effect size to the betas provided 

by the models (standard deviation of the dependent variable is 0.5, see below), yields a ROPE of -

0.05 to 0.05 [81].

Furthermore, to test whether age differences are changing when adjusting alpha parameters for the 

aperiodic signal (H2a & H2b), the according posterior distributions will be compared. Therefore, one 

sided Bayes Factors will be calculated for the hypotheses total alpha power age effect parameter > 

adjusted alpha power age effect parameter or total alpha power age effect parameter < adjusted 

alpha power age effect parameter, depending on the corresponding above-described hypotheses H2a 

and H2b. This will be done using the brms hypothesis function [77]. Additionally, to estimate how 

strongly the age differences change, Cohens d’s will be calculated and reported for the age differences 

within each alpha measure. 

In line with Gelman’s recommendations [82], the predictors and outcome variables of the Bayesian 

regression model will be scaled as follows: The binary parameter (age) will be centered at 0 and each 

numeric parameter (total canonical alpha power, adjusted canonical alpha power, individual alpha 

frequency, aperiodic signal slope and aperiodic signal intercept) will be scaled to provide a mean of 

0 and standard deviation 0.5. For the first analysis of the pilot data, weakly informative Cauchy priors 
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(mean = 0, scale = 2.6.2) were chosen in line with Gelman’s recommendations [82] for Bayesian 

regression models.

2.7 Source level analysis

To investigate the neural generators of adjusted alpha power and aperiodic slope, source level analysis 

utilizing a beamformer spatial filtering approach will be applied. A template forward model will be 

derived from the MNI ICBM 2009 template brain 

(http://www.bic.mni.mcgill.ca/ServicesAtlases/ICBM152NLin2009) using the OpenMEEG 

implementation [83] of the Boundary Element Method (BEM). The linear constrained minimum 

variance [84] (LCMV) beamformer algorithm will be applied to construct the spatial filters. These 

spatial filters will then be multiplied with the eyes closed time series data, resulting in source level 

time series for each voxel. Subsequently, source power spectra will be calculated and decomposed 

into aperiodic and periodic signal components as described in 2.5. Based on these, aperiodic adjusted 

canonical alpha power and the aperiodic slope parameter will be visualized. 

2.8 Test-retest reliability

In order to quantify test–retest reliability for the output measures collected at the two recording 

sessions per subject, we will calculate one-way random-effects model intraclass correlation 

coefficients (ICCs). This will be done using the absolute agreement measure among multiple 

observations [85–87] with the irr open-source software package (https://CRAN.R-

project.org/package=irr). These measures will be calculated for the eleven parameters of the parieto-

occipital electrode cluster. We will use the generally adopted interpretation of ICC [88]: less than 

0.40 (poor reliability), between 0.40 and 0.59 (fair reliability), between 0.60 and 0.74 (good 

reliability), and between 0.75 and 1.00 (excellent reliability).

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


25
 

Additionally, Bland-Altman plots [89] will be used for graphical comparison of the measurements 

from test and retest recording sessions. In the Bland-Altman plot, each sample is represented on the 

graph by plotting the mean value of the two assessments against the difference between them. The 

chart can then highlight possible anomalies, such as that one method overestimates high values and 

underestimates low value [90]. We will also use a quantitative method to assess the agreement of test 

and retest. This is based on a priori defined limits of agreement: as for other relevant measures, it is 

recommended that 95% of the data points should lie within ±1.96 SD of the mean difference [91,92].

2.8.1 Equivalence test

To investigate the agreement between the reliability of the two age groups (hypothesis H4b: test-

retest reliability between the two ages groups is not different) equivalence tests on the ICC values 

will be conducted [93]. The equivalence test seeks to determine whether the reliability difference 

between the two groups or conditions is at least as extreme as the smallest effect size of interest 

(SESOI), following the two one-sided tests (TOST) procedure. In other words, the equivalence test 

does not test whether there exists no reliability differences at all between the groups, rather does it 

examine whether the hypothesis that effects are extreme enough to be considered meaningful can be 

rejected [93]. Performing TOST therefore involves determining the SESOI. Thus, SESOI and its 

lower and higher equivalence bounds respectively need to be determined first. As ICC values can be 

roughly compared to Cohen’s d effect size measures, we will consider an ICC of +-0.1 as the 

respective equivalence bounds. The TOST procedure is then performed against lower and upper 

equivalence bounds that are specified based on the SESOI. 

2.9 Relation to cognitive scores

To test hypotheses 5a, 5b and 5c, Spearman correlations between the different measures of parieto-

occipital alpha power and the aperiodic signal (total and aperiodic adjusted lower-, upper-, and 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


26
 

canonical alpha power, aperiodic slope and intercept) and the scores of the TMT and the digit span 

task will be calculated. Spearman correlation is preferred over Pearson correlation to avoid effects of 

outliers and to minimize bias due to possible non-normality of the data. To test hypothesis 5b, we 

will test whether correlation coefficients between adjusted alpha power measures and the cognitive 

scores are smaller than correlation coefficients between total alpha power measures and the cognitive 

scores. Therefore, a confidence interval based one sided test for dependent, overlapping correlation 

coefficients implemented in the R cocor package [94] will be applied [95]. If there will be no 

significant difference, equivalence tests will additionally be performed as described in 2.8.1. SEOSI 

will be defined as r=0.1, which is the smallest correlation coefficient acknowledged as a meaningful 

effect by Cohen [96]. This procedure will be applied to data of the young and elderly group separately.

2.10 Power analysis

In order to determine statistical power in the available sample, a literature search was conducted. 

Subsequently a simulation-based power analysis was performed. The literature search focused on age 

differences in the following EEG features: spectral power in the alpha frequency range as well as 

parameters extracted by the FOOOF algorithm (i.e., aperiodic signal slope and intercept). Five studies 

were identified which reported analyses similar to the planned analyses on age differences in total 

alpha spectral power [6,13–15,17].

Ref [15] reported a p-value (p < 0.01) but no measure that could be used to calculate an effect size. 

Ref [6] reported t-values of interest as a topographical plot in which the color scale represented 

individual t-values. From this color scale, no exact values can be extracted for further calculation. 

Ref [17] provide unstandardized regression coefficients but these do not allow any calculation of an 

effect size. The remaining two studies [13,14] both divided the alpha band into a lower and an upper 

sub-band. Ref [14] reported a negative correlation of r = -.27 between upper alpha band power and 

age in a parietal electrode (Pz). Ref [13] calculated alpha power on source space. The upper alpha 

band was investigated in the occipital and parietal brain regions which most closely match the 
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electrode cluster in the planned study. For the occipital cluster, an r2 of .18 (r = ± .42) was reported; 

for the parietal cluster, the corresponding r2 value was .1 (r = ± .32). Taken together, the literature 

review revealed five studies reporting consistent age differences in total alpha power, but only two 

allowed a calculation of effect sizes. Due to the small number of available observations and the high 

probability of publication bias (e.g., ref [97]), only the smallest observed effect (r = -.27) was chosen 

as the basis for power analysis. This value was transformed to Cohen’s d, resulting in d = 0.56.

The literature search for age differences in aperiodic background signal parameters extracted as in 

the FOOOF algorithm yielded only one study. Ref [23] reported a correlation of aperiodic signal 

slope with age of r = .66 (d = 1.75). Therefore, we conclude that the minimum sample size needed 

for the planned study is driven by the age differences in total alpha power (d = 0.56), as all other 

effects are larger and therefore require smaller sample sizes.

Next, a retrospective power analysis was performed, as the maximum number of participants 

available for the main study is 200. Therefore, a simulation-based approach was chosen. One 

thousand simulated datasets of alpha parameters were drawn randomly from normal distributions, 

each with a group difference of d = 0.56. On each dataset, a brms model was fitted investigating age 

effects on the alpha power. When the 95% CI of the model coefficient of the age effect did not include 

zero, the result was considered significant [55,98]. When using a sample size of 200, the age effect 

was found in 97.4% of the 1000 simulations. Figure 2 shows the results of the simulations using 

sample sizes ranging from 2 to 200.
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Figure 2: Percentage of simulations (1000 per sample size) being sufficiently powered (i.e., showing 
significant age effects on total alpha power). Red line indicates power of 0.9.

Based on this simulation analysis, we conclude that the sample size is determined by the effect size 

of age on total alpha power, as this is the smallest effect that was found in the literature. The planned 

sample size of 200 subjects for the main analysis provides sufficient power for the investigation of 

both total alpha power and aperiodic signal parameters, even in the case of a considerable proportion 

of subjects drop out (see Figure 2). This also applies to the validation dataset, which consists of data 

from 215 subjects.

2.11 Secondary analyses

In order to validate the results obtained for the main dataset in the analysis described above, the same 

analyses will be performed on an openly available dataset [30]. The dataset has been downloaded and 

no further observations on this data have been made. The dataset consists of EEG recordings of 215 

healthy participants comprising a young and an elderly group. In this study, participants were seated 

in a sound-attenuated Faraday cage, a 16-minute resting-state EEG was recorded (eight blocks of 

eyes-open condition, eight blocks of eyes-closed condition, each 60s long). EEG was recorded using 

62-channel active ActiCAP electrodes, attached according to the international 10-10 system. Data 
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was recorded with a sampling rate of 2500 Hz and referenced to the electrode FCz. Data was bandpass 

filtered between 0.015 Hz and 1 KHz, and impedances were kept below 5 KΩ. 

To ensure this data is comparable to that in the other two datasets, it will be down-sampled to 125 Hz 

and only the first five of the eight eyes-closed blocks will be used. We will extract data from a time-

window ranging from 2 seconds to 38 seconds after the beginning of each block, as done with the 

main dataset. Data will be preprocessed, analyzed, and scaled in exactly the same way as described 

above. Accordingly, the same exclusion criteria will be applied.

For the remaining data, the same statistical procedure will be applied here as described in 2.6.

As this dataset is publicly available it has been analyzed several times, yet no other study so far has 

done similar efforts to investigate EEG age differences in total or aperiodic adjusted alpha power.

2.12 Quality & feasibility checks, positive controls & bias minimization

In order to ensure that the obtained results can test the stated hypothesis, we will implement different 

checks. First, the data quality of the EEG files is automatically and objectively rated by the 

preprocessing pipeline (see 2.4). Additionally, the grand average topographical distribution of alpha 

power will be plotted. This also serves as a quality check of the data, as alpha power shows a specific 

topographical distribution, with maximum power in posterior and occipital electrodes (e.g., refs 

[6,7]). Furthermore, we also test age differences in total alpha power, which is a prerequisite for 

testing whether these effects change when adjusting for the aperiodic signal. Replicating previous 

findings [6,13–17] will ensure that the analyses can also test the additional hypothesis. Pilot analyses 

(see section 3) serve as feasibility checks for the analysis code, as descriptive support for the 

principled evaluation of the proposed hypotheses. Positive controls as defined for classical 

experiments cannot be applied here, as no experimental manipulation is performed in resting state 

recordings.

All analysis code is prepared using the pilot samples and is shared in an OSF repository 

(https://osf.io/8e2kd/). The only changes for the analysis of two main datasets, which have not been 
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observed in any way so far, will be done in order to adjust the scripts to correctly handle the different 

data structure of the two datasets. This will remove all the degrees of freedom for the experimenter.

2.13 Anticipated timeline

Data collection of the dataset recorded in our laboratory is ongoing and expected to be completed 

within the next two months. Preprocessing, analysis and preparation of stage 2 submission including 

possible exploratory analysis are expected to be finished within 4 months after in principle 

acceptance. 

2.14 Data availability plan

All data used for the planned analysis will be stored on the OSF repository https://osf.io/8e2kd/. In 

this repository, code of the pilot analyses is published. The adapted analyses for the main dataset and 

the validation dataset will also be publicly available here.

2.15 Ethical approval plan

The study was approved by the ethics committee of the canton of Zurich, Switzerland (BASEC-Nr: 

2017–00226) and written informed consent was obtained from each subject.

3. Pilot data

We conducted a pilot study to test the feasibility of proposed methods, to implement reality checks, 

to prepare analysis code for the main analyses, and to extract priors for Bayesian analysis in the main 
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study. The pilot study investigated age effects on all the spectral parameters described above in a 

dataset from a longitudinal cognitive training study [34]. Because of the smaller sample size, the pilot 

dataset has insufficient power (see Power Analysis section) to conduct robust statistical analyses. 

Therefore, the pilot data results are presented here exclusively for illustrative purposes and only effect 

sizes (i.e., Cohen’s d) are reported. We refrain from any interpretation based on these data, which 

should be based on the two larger independent samples.

3.1. Methods

We used a dataset from a previous study published by our group [34] consisting of data from 118 

subjects. In this study, participants underwent four weeks of adaptive working memory (WM) 

training. EEG was recorded twice, once before the onset of the four-week training phase (time point 

1) and once after all training was completed (time point 2). EEG recordings included a resting-state 

condition and a subset of the WM tasks. Only the resting-state EEG data from the first time point was 

included in this pilot study, as the WM training might otherwise affect the parameters extracted here. 

The data acquisition, preprocessing, and analysis parameters were identical to those described for the 

main dataset described in section 2.2, 2.4, 2.5 and 2.7 except that the EEG was recorded with a 

256‐channel EEG Geodesic Netamps system (Electrical Geodesics, Eugene, Oregon). After the 

preprocessing, data dimensionality was reduced to the same 70 channels as in the planned study. All 

parameters described above (see 2.5.1 and 2.5.2) were extracted for each of the 70 electrodes. Of the 

original 118 subjects, three were excluded from further processing due to poor data quality rating by 

the preprocessing pipeline (see 2.4). 

A final sample size of 115 participant was evaluated (Nyoung = 61, mean age = 23.37 years, sd = 3.97 

years, age range = 18–35 years, 38 female; Nold = 54, sd=3.17 years, mean age = 68.42 years, age 

range = 61–77, 22 female).
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3.1.1 Cluster-wise analysis

The same electrode-cluster-based analysis was performed as described in 2.5.3. For this larger 

electrode cap, matching electrodes for the parieto-occipital cluster were: E101 (Pz), E126 (Oz), E119 

(POz), E109 (PO3), E140 (PO4). 

To investigate how the age differences in alpha power are affected by the adjustment for the aperiodic 

signal, the same bootstrapping methods as described above (2.6.1) were applied on the averaged data 

of the cluster.

In order to receive informative prior distributions for the planned analyses, the same Bayesian models 

as described above (see 2.6.2) were also fitted to the pilot data.

3.1.2 Electrode-wise analysis

For the additional electrode-wise analysis, each parameter of each electrode was extracted as 

described above (2.5.1 and 2.5.2, Table 2) and grand-averaged within the two age groups. The results 

were then plotted as topographical maps to visualize regions of interest for possible differences 

between the age groups. Additionally, to extract meaningful priors for the main analyses, the brms 

models were fitted for each electrode. The models were defined as described in equation 1. The 

models included all extracted parameters as dependent variables (see 2.6.2). 

As described in 3.1.1, all parameters were scaled and the same uninformative Cauchy priors were 

used.

3.1.3 Source level analysis

The same source analysis as described in 2.7 was performed on this dataset.
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3.2. Results

Due to bad model fits (R2 <.90), 6.06% of data points (i.e., only affected data points were removed, 

not the full subject, as described in 2.5.4) were excluded in the group of old subjects, in the young 

group, 1.62% of data points were excluded.

In the remaining data, both age groups showed a high model fit over all electrodes for the 

parameterized power spectrum (R2
old = 0.985, sd = 0.017; R2

young = 0.988, sd = 0.014).

Additionally, in the group of elderly subjects, 1.96% of data points were excluded as they exceeded 

a threshold of three standard deviations in any of the parameters. In the young group, 1.08% were 

excluded from further processing.

3.2.1. Cluster-wise analysis

For the parieto-occipital electrode cluster, grand average power spectral components for each age 

group are visualized in Figure 3: 

Figure 3: Grand average spectral decompositions in parieto-occipital electrode cluster for both age 
groups. Shaded areas represent standard error bars. Panel a illustrates the location of the parieto-
occipital electrode cluster. Panel b shows unadjusted power spectra for each group. Panel c visualizes 
the fitted aperiodic signal for each age group. Panel d shows aperiodic-adjusted power spectra.

Figure 3 B and C indicate that the decrease of power in age in the range of the alpha oscillation is at 

least partly driven by decreases in the aperiodic signal. This is also reflected in the bootstrapped age 
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differences in upper and canonical alpha power (Figure 4). While the age differences in the aperiodic 

adjusted alpha measure are centered at 0 (no age difference), the age difference in the total power 

spectrum tend to be more negative in this smaller pilot sample. 

Figure 4: Bootstrapped age difference in lower alpha, upper alpha and canonical alpha band power.

Investigating Cohen’s d for each alpha related measure, decreases in age effects on adjusted power 

to the corresponding age effect in total power were observed in canonical alpha (dtotal = 0.23, dadjusted 

= 0.02) and upper alpha (dtotal = 0.24, dadjusted = 0.12), while an increase was observed in lower alpha 

(dtotal = 0.31, dadjusted = 0.52).

As indicated by Figure 3 C, the aperiodic intercept and slope tend to show a decrease in age in the 

bootstrapped age differences (see Figure 5). Furthermore, these bootstrapped results indicate a 

decrease of the IAF in age.
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Figure 5: Bootstrapped age difference in aperiodic intercept, aperiodic slope and alpha peak 

frequency (IAF)

The results of the Bayesian statistical models should not be interpreted as the used sample is not 

sufficiently powered to investigate age effects in the alpha power measures (see section 2.10). The 

models were still fitted in order to fix the analyses scripts and to extract priors for the planned 

analyses. For completeness, the results will briefly be reported in supplementary table 1 

(https://osf.io/8e2kd/).

3.2.2 Electrode-wise analysis

Figure 6 shows the age differences (Cohen’s d) for each alpha parameter. The scalp topographies 

indicate a widespread decrease of the various total alpha power parameters in age. Additionally, when 

adjusting for the aperiodic signal, an increase of age differences for lower alpha power can be 

observed, especially in occipital electrodes. In the upper and canonical alpha parameters, the changes 

in age effects when correcting for the aperiodic signal are more diffuse but tend to decrease in parietal 

electrodes. 
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Figure 6. Scalp distribution of age differences (Cohen’s d) for total canonical alpha power and the 
corresponding aperiodic-adjusted measure. Above each difference plot, topographies of the 
corresponding measure in log power microvolt are plotted for each age group. 

The scalp distribution of the aperiodic signal parameters indicates a widespread decrease in age for 

both the aperiodic intercept and slope (see Figure 7).
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Figure 7. Scalp distribution of age differences (Cohen’s d) of the intercept and slope parameter of the 
aperiodic signal. Above each difference plot, topographies of the corresponding measure are plotted 
for each age group. 

The topographical plots for lower and upper alpha power age differences and the resulting posterior 

distributions from the statistical models for each electrode are available in an OSF repository 

(https://osf.io/8e2kd/). Posteriors are not reported here in detail as they are only used to extract 

informative priors for the planned main analysis.

3.2.3 Source-level analysis

Source analysis of adjusted canonical alpha power reveals similar spatial distribution as scalp level 

topographies. Yet, topographical age-related increases in central adjusted alpha power (as indicated 

in Figure 6) seem to originate from temporal source regions (see Figure 8). These preliminary plots 

indicate that the previously observed parieto-occipital age-related decreases of alpha power (e.g., 

refs [13,14]) may no longer be existent in the aperiodic adjusted measure.
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Figure 8. Distribution of age differences (Cohen’s d) for aperiodic-adjusted canonical alpha power in 
source space. Above the difference plots, spatial distributions are plotted for each age group. 

Figure 9 illustrates source reconstructed spatial distribution of the aperiodic slope parameter. Similar 

to the topographical results (see Figure 7), there are wide spread age differences across the cortex.
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Figure 9. Source reconstructed spatial distribution of the aperiodic slope parameter for each age group 
(top) and age differences (bottom).

For source reconstructed spatial distribution of lower and upper aperiodic-adjusted alpha power, see 

supplementary figure 3 and 4 (https://osf.io/8e2kd/).

3.3. Evaluation of feasibility of the planned project

Pilot data analysis showed the feasibility of the proposed analysis in the main study, as differences in 

total alpha power were observed between the two age groups. The statistical models should not be 

interpreted independently of the main analyses, yet they provide first hints of a replication of previous 

findings of decreased alpha power in age when analyzing total alpha power in parietal electrodes 

(e.g., refs [13,14]). Additionally, topographical plots of age differences and the bootstrap statistics 

indicate that these results may change when adjusting for the aperiodic background signal. At the 

same time, the analysis of the pilot sample could replicate age differences in the aperiodic signal 

parameters [23]. This suggests that the aperiodic background signal may introduce a bias in aging 

studies investigating alpha band power differences, as proposed by ref [19] and awaits further 

investigation.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


40
 

References
1. Bazanova OM, Vernon D (2014) Interpreting EEG alpha activity. Neuroscience and biobehavioral 

reviews 44: 94–110. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0149763413001279.
2. Klimesch W (1999) EEG alpha and theta oscillations reflect cognitive and memory performance: a 

review and analysis. Brain Research Reviews 29 (2-3): 169–195. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0165017398000563.

3. Klimesch W (2012) α-band oscillations, attention, and controlled access to stored information. Trends 
in Cognitive Sciences 16 (12): 606–617. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1364661312002434.

4. Niedermeyer E (1999) The normal EEG of the waking adult.
5. Babiloni C, Barry RJ, Başar E, Blinowska KJ, Cichocki A et al. (2020) International Federation of 

Clinical Neurophysiology (IFCN) - EEG research workgroup: Recommendations on frequency and 
topographic analysis of resting state EEG rhythms. Part 1: Applications in clinical research studies. 
Clinical neurophysiology : official journal of the International Federation of Clinical Neurophysiology 
131 (1): 285–307. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245719311642.

6. Breslau J, Starr A, Sicotte N, Higa J, Buchsbaum MS (1989) Topographic EEG changes with normal 
aging and SDAT. Electroencephalography and Clinical Neurophysiology 72 (4): 281–289. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0013469489900631.

7. Markand ON (1990) Alpha Rhythms. Journal of Clinical Neurophysiology 7 (2): 163. Available: 
https://journals.lww.com/clinicalneurophys/citation/1990/04000/alpha_rhythms.3.aspx.

8. Gasser T, Bächer P, Steinberg H (1985) Test-retest reliability of spectral parameters of the EEG. 
Electroencephalography and Clinical Neurophysiology 60 (4): 312–319. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0013469485900057.

9. Berger H (1929) Über das elektroenkephalogramm des menschen.
10. Jensen O, Mazaheri A (2010) Shaping functional architecture by oscillatory alpha activity: gating by 

inhibition. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 4: 186. Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnhum.2010.00186/full.

11. Foxe JJ, Snyder AC (2011) The Role of Alpha-Band Brain Oscillations as a Sensory Suppression 
Mechanism during Selective Attention. Front. Psychol. 2: 154. Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00154/full.

12. Klimesch W (1997) EEG-alpha rhythms and memory processes. International Journal of 
Psychophysiology 26 (1-3): 319–340. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0167876097007733.

13. Babiloni C, Binetti G, Cassarino A, Dal Forno G, Del Percio C et al. (2006) Sources of cortical rhythms 
in adults during physiological aging: a multicentric EEG study. Human Brain Mapping 27 (2): 162–
172.

14. Polich J (1997) EEG and ERP assessment of normal aging. Electroencephalography and Clinical 
Neurophysiology/Evoked Potentials Section 104 (3): 244–256. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0168559797961396.

15. Roubicek J (1977) The electroencephalogram in the middle-aged and the elderly. Journal of the 
American Geriatrics Society 25 (4): 145–152.

16. Scally B, Burke MR, Bunce D, Delvenne J-F (2018) Resting-state EEG power and connectivity are 
associated with alpha peak frequency slowing in healthy aging. Neurobiology of Aging 71: 149–155. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0197458018302550.

17. Vysata O, Kukal J, Prochazka A, Pazdera L, Valis M (2012) Age-Related Changes in the Energy and 
Spectral Composition of EEG. Neurophysiology 44 (1): 63–67.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


41
 

18. Klimesch W, Doppelmayr M, Russegger H, Pachinger T, Schwaiger J (1998) Induced alpha band 
power changes in the human EEG and attention. Neuroscience Letters 244 (2): 73–76. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0304394098001220.

19. Donoghue T, Haller M, Peterson EJ, Varma P, Sebastian P et al. (2020) Parameterizing neural power 
spectra into periodic and aperiodic components. Nat Neurosci 23 (12): 1655–1665. Available: 
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41593-020-00744-x.

20. Chiang AKI, Rennie CJ, Robinson PA, van Albada SJ, Kerr CC (2011) Age trends and sex differences 
of alpha rhythms including split alpha peaks. Clinical neurophysiology : official journal of the 
International Federation of Clinical Neurophysiology 122 (8): 1505–1517. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245711000903.

21. Donoghue T, Dominguez J, Voytek B (2020) Electrophysiological Frequency Band Ratio Measures 
Conflate Periodic and Aperiodic Neural Activity. eNeuro 7 (6).

22. He W, Donoghue T, Sowman PF, Seymour RA, Brock J et al. (2019) Co-Increasing Neuronal Noise 
and Beta Power in the Developing Brain. bioRxiv.

23. Voytek B, Kramer MA, Case J, Lepage KQ, Tempesta ZR et al. (2015) Age-Related Changes in 1/f 
Neural Electrophysiological Noise. J. Neurosci. 35 (38): 13257–13265. Available: 
https://www.jneurosci.org/content/35/38/13257.short.

24. Wen H, Liu Z (2016) Separating Fractal and Oscillatory Components in the Power Spectrum of 
Neurophysiological Signal. Brain Topogr 29 (1): 13–26.

25. Miller KJ, Sorensen LB, Ojemann JG, Nijs M den (2009) Power-law scaling in the brain surface 
electric potential. PLOS Computational Biology 5 (12): e1000609. Available: 
https://journals.plos.org/ploscompbiol/article?id=10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000609.

26. Voytek B, Knight RT (2015) Dynamic network communication as a unifying neural basis for cognition, 
development, aging, and disease. Biological Psychiatry 77 (12): 1089–1097. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0006322315003546.

27. Winawer J, Kay KN, Foster BL, Rauschecker AM, Parvizi J et al. (2013) Asynchronous broadband 
signals are the principal source of the BOLD response in human visual cortex. Current biology : CB 23 
(13): 1145–1153. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0960982213005642.

28. Usher, Stemmler, Olami (1995) Dynamic pattern formation leads to 1/f noise in neural populations. 
Physical review letters 74 (2): 326–329.

29. Gao R, Peterson EJ, Voytek B (2017) Inferring synaptic excitation/inhibition balance from field 
potentials. NeuroImage 158: 70–78. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811917305621.

30. Babayan A, Erbey M, Kumral D, Reinelt JD, Reiter AMF et al. (2019) A mind-brain-body dataset of 
MRI, EEG, cognition, emotion, and peripheral physiology in young and old adults. Sci Data 6 (1): 
180308. Available: https://www.nature.com/articles/sdata2018308.

31. Matheson GJ (2019) We need to talk about reliability: making better use of test-retest studies for study 
design and interpretation. PeerJ 7: e6918. Available: https://peerj.com/articles/6918/.

32. Doppelmayr M, Klimesch W, Stadler W, Pöllhuber D, Heine C (2002) EEG alpha power and 
intelligence. Intelligence 30 (3): 289–302. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0160289601001015.

33. Klimesch W, Vogt F, Doppelmayr M (1999) Interindividual differences in alpha and theta power reflect 
memory performance. Intelligence 27 (4): 347–362. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0160289699000276.

34. Langer N, Bastian CC von, Wirz H, Oberauer K, Jäncke L (2013) The effects of working memory 
training on functional brain network efficiency. Cortex 49 (9): 2424–2438. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0010945213000117.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


42
 

35. Rossini PM, Rossi S, Babiloni C, Polich J (2007) Clinical neurophysiology of aging brain: from normal 
aging to neurodegeneration. Progress in Neurobiology 83 (6): 375–400. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0301008207001451.

36. Ishii R, Canuet L, Aoki Y, Hata M, Iwase M et al. (2017) Healthy and Pathological Brain Aging: From 
the Perspective of Oscillations, Functional Connectivity, and Signal Complexity. NPS 75 (4): 151–161.

37. Hoshi H, Shigihara Y (2020) Age- and gender-specific characteristics of the resting-state brain activity: 
a magnetoencephalography study. Aging 12 (21): 21613–21637.

38. Wang C, Kang M, Li Z, Li Y, Guan M et al. (2020) Altered relation of resting-state alpha rhythm with 
blood oxygen level dependent signal in healthy aging: Evidence by EEG-fMRI fusion analysis. Clinical 
neurophysiology : official journal of the International Federation of Clinical Neurophysiology 131 (9): 
2105–2114. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245720303606.

39. Pfurtscheller G, Da Lopes Silva FH (1999) Event-related EEG/MEG synchronization and 
desynchronization: basic principles. Clinical Neurophysiology 110 (11): 1842–1857. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245799001418.

40. Steriade M, Llinás RR (1988) The functional states of the thalamus and the associated neuronal 
interplay. Physiological reviews 68 (3): 649–742.

41. Schliebs R, Arendt T (2011) The cholinergic system in aging and neuronal degeneration. Behavioural 
Brain Research 221 (2): 555–563. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0166432810007837.

42. Sarter M, Bruno JP (1998) Age-related changes in rodent cortical acetylcholine and cognition: main 
effects of age versus age as an intervening variable. Brain Research Reviews 27 (2): 143–156. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0165017398000034.

43. Gallagher M, Colombo PJ (1995) Ageing: the cholinergic hypothesis of cognitive decline. Current 
Opinion in Neurobiology 5 (2): 161–168. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0959438895800220.

44. Ricceri L, Minghetti L, Moles A, Popoli P, Confaloni A et al. (2004) Cognitive and neurological 
deficits induced by early and prolonged basal forebrain cholinergic hypofunction in rats. Experimental 
Neurology 189 (1): 162–172. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0014488604002110.

45. Babiloni C, Binetti G, Cassetta E, Cerboneschi D, Dal Forno G et al. (2004) Mapping distributed 
sources of cortical rhythms in mild Alzheimer's disease. A multicentric EEG study. NeuroImage 22 (1): 
57–67. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811903005743.

46. Dierks T, Ihl R, Frölich L, Maurer K (1993) Dementia of the alzheimer type: Effects on the 
spontaneous EEG described by dipole sources. Psychiatry Research: Neuroimaging 50 (3): 151–162. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/092549279390027f.

47. Kuskowski MA, Mortimer JA, Morley GK, Malone SM, Okaya AJ (1993) Rate of cognitive decline in 
Alzheimer's disease is associated with EEG alpha power. Biological Psychiatry 33 (8-9): 659–662. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/000632239390108p.

48. Moretti D, Babiloni C, Binetti G, Cassetta E, Dal Forno, G., Ferreric, F. et al. (2004) Individual analysis 
of EEG frequency and band power in mild Alzheimer's disease. Clinical Neurophysiology 115 (2): 
299–308. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245703003456.

49. Rodriguez G, Copello F, Vitali P, Perego G, Nobili F (1999) EEG spectral profile to stage Alzheimer's 
disease. Clinical Neurophysiology 110 (10): 1831–1837. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1388245799001236.

50. Sokhadze G, Campbell PW, Guido W (2019) Postnatal development of cholinergic input to the 
thalamic reticular nucleus of the mouse. European Journal of Neuroscience 49 (8): 978–989.

51. Lopes da Silva, Fernando H., Vos J, Mooibroek J, van Rotterdam A (1980) Relative contributions of 
intracortical and thalamo-cortical processes in the generation of alpha rhythms, revealed by partial 
coherence analysis. Electroencephalography and Clinical Neurophysiology 50 (5-6): 449–456.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


43
 

52. Schreckenberger M, Lange-Asschenfeldt C, Lange-Asschenfeld C, Lochmann M, Mann K et al. (2004) 
The thalamus as the generator and modulator of EEG alpha rhythm: a combined PET/EEG study with 
lorazepam challenge in humans. NeuroImage 22 (2): 637–644. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811904000886.

53. Vijayan S, Kopell NJ (2012) Thalamic model of awake alpha oscillations and implications for stimulus 
processing. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 109 (45): 
18553–18558.

54. Manning JR, Jacobs J, Fried I, Kahana MJ (2009) Broadband shifts in local field potential power 
spectra are correlated with single-neuron spiking in humans. J. Neurosci. 29 (43): 13613–13620. 
Available: https://www.jneurosci.org/content/29/43/13613.short.

55. Kruschke JK (2014) Doing Bayesian data analysis. A tutorial with R, JAGS, and Stan. Amsterdam: 
Academic Press. 759 p.

56. Folstein MF, Robins LN, Helzer JE (1983) The Mini-Mental State Examination. Arch Gen Psychiatry 
40 (7): 812.

57. O'Bryant SE, Humphreys JD, Smith GE, Ivnik RJ, Graff-Radford NR et al. (2008) Detecting dementia 
with the mini-mental state examination in highly educated individuals. Arch Neurol 65 (7): 963–967.

58. Alexander LM, Escalera J, Ai L, Andreotti C, Febre K et al. (2017) An open resource for 
transdiagnostic research in pediatric mental health and learning disorders. Sci Data 4 (1): 170181. 
Available: https://www.nature.com/articles/sdata2017181.

59. Lezak MD, Howieson DB, Loring DW, Fischer JS (2004) Neuropsychosocial assessment. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press. 1016 p.

60. Wechsler D (1997) WAIS-III Administration and scoring manual. San Antonio, TX: The Psychological 
Association.

61. Crowe SF (1998) The differential contribution of mental tracking, cognitive flexibility, visual search, 
and motor speed to performance on parts A and B of the trail making test. J. Clin. Psychol. 54 (5): 585–
591.

62. Sánchez-Cubillo, I., Periáñez, J. A., Adrover-Roig, D., Rodríguez-Sánchez, J. M., Rios-Lago, M., 
Tirapu, J. E. E. A., & Barceló, F. (2009) Construct validity of the Trail Making Test: role of task-
switching, working memory, inhibition/interference control, and visuomotor abilities. J Int 
Neuropsychol Soc 15 (3): 438–450.

63. Misdraji EL, Gass CS (2010) The Trail Making Test and its neurobehavioral components. Journal of 
Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology 32 (2): 159–163.

64. Baddeley A (2000) The episodic buffer: a new component of working memory. Trends in Cognitive 
Sciences 4 (11): 417–423. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1364661300015382.

65. Giofrè D, Stoppa E, Ferioli P, Pezzuti L, Cornoldi C (2016) Forward and backward digit span 
difficulties in children with specific learning disorder. Journal of Clinical and Experimental 
Neuropsychology 38 (4): 478–486.

66. Hester, R. L., Kinsella, G. J., & Ong, B. (2004) Effect of age on forward and backward span tasks. J Int 
Neuropsychol Soc 10 (4): 475–481.

67. Pedroni A, Bahreini A, Langer N (2019) Automagic: Standardized preprocessing of big EEG data. 
NeuroImage 200: 460–473. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811919305439.

68. Cheveigné A de (2020) ZapLine: A simple and effective method to remove power line artifacts. 
NeuroImage 207: 116356. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811919309474.

69. Pion-Tonachini L, Kreutz-Delgado K, Makeig S (2019) ICLabel: An automated 
electroencephalographic independent component classifier, dataset, and website. NeuroImage 198: 
181–197. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s1053811919304185.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


44
 

70. Luu P, Ferree T (2000) Determination of the Geodesic Sensor Nets' Average Electrode Positions and 
Their 10 – 10 International Equivalents. Inc, Technical Note. Available: 
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/thomas_ferree/publication/266609828_determination_of_the_geod
esic_sensor_nets'_average_electrode_positions_and_their_10_-_10_international_equivalents.

71. Welch P (1967) The use of fast Fourier transform for the estimation of power spectra: A method based 
on time averaging over short, modified periodograms. IEEE Trans. Audio Electroacoust. 15 (2): 70–73.

72. Delorme A, Makeig S (2004) EEGLAB: an open source toolbox for analysis of single-trial EEG 
dynamics including independent component analysis. Journal of Neuroscience Methods 134 (1): 9–21. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0165027003003479.

73. Posthuma D, Neale MC, Boomsma DI, Geus EJ de (2001) Are smarter brains running faster? 
Heritability of alpha peak frequency, IQ, and their interrelation. Behav Genet 31 (6): 567–579. 
Available: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/a:1013345411774.

74. Smit CM, Wright MJ, Hansell NK, Geffen GM, Martin NG (2006) Genetic variation of individual alpha 
frequency (IAF) and alpha power in a large adolescent twin sample. International Journal of 
Psychophysiology 61 (2): 235–243. Available: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s0167876005002618.

75. Nyholt DR (2004) A simple correction for multiple testing for single-nucleotide polymorphisms in 
linkage disequilibrium with each other. The American Journal of Human Genetics 74 (4): 765–769. 
Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/s000292970761903x.

76. Oostenveld R, Fries P, Maris E, Schoffelen J-M (2011) FieldTrip: Open source software for advanced 
analysis of MEG, EEG, and invasive electrophysiological data. Computational Intelligence and 
Neuroscience 2011: 156869.

77. Bürkner P-C (2017) brms : An R Package for Bayesian Multilevel Models Using Stan. J. Stat. Soft. 80 
(1): 1–28. Available: https://www.jstatsoft.org/index.php/jss/article/view/v080i01.

78. Delignette-Muller ML, Dutang C (2015) fitdistrplus : An R Package for Fitting Distributions. J. Stat. 
Soft. 64 (4).

79. Kruschke JK (2018) Rejecting or Accepting Parameter Values in Bayesian Estimation. Advances in 
Methods and Practices in Psychological Science 1 (2): 270–280.

80. Cohen J (1988) Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Earlbam 
Associates.

81. Lipsey MW, Wilson DB (2009) Practical meta-analysis. Thousand Oaks, Calif.: Sage Publications. 247 
p.

82. Gelman A, Jakulin A, Pittau MG, Su Y-S (2008) A weakly informative default prior distribution for 
logistic and other regression models. The Annals of Applied Statistics 2 (4): 1360–1383. Available: 
https://projecteuclid.org/euclid.aoas/1231424214.

83. Gramfort A, Papadopoulo T, Olivi E, Clerc M (2010) OpenMEEG: opensource software for quasistatic 
bioelectromagnetics. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 9 (1): 45. Available: 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/1475-925x-9-45.

84. van Veen BD, van Drongelen W, Yuchtman M, Suzuki A (1997) Localization of brain electrical 
activity via linearly constrained minimum variance spatial filtering. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 44 (9): 
867–880.

85. Bhapkar VP (1966) A Note on the Equivalence of Two Test Criteria for Hypotheses in Categorical 
Data. Journal of the American Statistical Association.

86. Finn RH (1970) A Note on Estimating the Reliability of Categorical Data. Educational and 
Psychological Measurement 30 (1): 71–76. Available: 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/001316447003000106.

87. McGraw KO, Wong SP (1996) Forming inferences about some intraclass correlation coefficients. 
Psychological Methods 1 (1): 30–46.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


45
 

88. Cicchetti DV (1994) Guidelines, criteria, and rules of thumb for evaluating normed and standardized 
assessment instruments in psychology. Psychological Assessment 6 (4): 284–290.

89. Bland JM, Altman DG (1999) Measuring agreement in method comparison studies. Statistical Methods 
in Medical Research 8 (2): 135–160.

90. Kalra A (2017) Decoding the Bland–Altman plot: Basic review. J Pract Cardiovasc Sci 3 (1): 36. 
Available: https://www.j-pcs.org/article.asp?issn=2395-
5414;year=2017;volume=3;issue=1;spage=36;epage=38;aulast=kalra.

91. Earthman CP (2015) Body Composition Tools for Assessment of Adult Malnutrition at the Bedside: A 
Tutorial on Research Considerations and Clinical Applications. Journal of Parenteral and Enteral 
Nutrition 39 (7): 787–822.

92. Sedgwick P (2013) Limits of agreement (Bland-Altman method). BMJ 346: f1630. Available: 
https://www.bmj.com/content/346/bmj.f1630.short.

93. Lakens D, Scheel AM, Isager PM (2018) Equivalence Testing for Psychological Research: A Tutorial. 
Advances in Methods and Practices in Psychological Science 1 (2): 259–269.

94. Diedenhofen B, Musch J (2015) cocor: a comprehensive solution for the statistical comparison of 
correlations. PLOS ONE 10 (3): e0121945. Available: 
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0121945.

95. Zou GY (2007) Toward using confidence intervals to compare correlations. Psychological methods 12 
(4): 399–413.

96. Cohen J (1962) The statistical power of abnormal-social psychological research: a review. The Journal 
of Abnormal and Social Psychology 65 (3): 145–153.

97. Franco A, Malhotra N, Simonovits G (2016) Underreporting in Psychology Experiments. Social 
Psychological and Personality Science 7 (1): 8–12.

98. Barret T (2019, July 21) Bayesian Power Analysis with `data.table`, `tidyverse`, and `brms` [Blog post]. 
Available: https://tysonbarrett.com/jekyll/update/2019/07/21/BayesianSims/.

.CC-BY 4.0 International licensemade available under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.26.445765
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

