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Figurel: Sum of 1st to 6th order of IPC for each ISI.
(a) Degree wise sum of IPC for each ISI. The average
values were shown. (b) Total IPC for each ISI. Gray
scatters show individual IPC. In each box, median

value was shown as a horizontal line.
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Table 1: Regression analysis of each benchmark

tasks by IPC. In p-val column, *** means p<0.001.

IPC Coef p-val RZqj Task
IPC(s) 0.944 ok 0.890 SR
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IPC(s1) -0.0192 0.930
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IPC(s1s2) 0.974 ok
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Figure 2: (a) Sum of 15t to 6 order IPC for each
music exposure condition. (b) Percentage of each
degree IPC over total IPC in IST 300 ms.
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