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Modulation of visual contrast sensitivity with individualized tRNS
s time-dependent and specific for the primary visual cortex.
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We tested whether tRNS applied to the primary visual cortex (V1) and to the retina improves visual contrast S —- 25, : S —-
detection measured with visual contrast threshold (VCT). We determined the optimal tRNS intensities for each = 201 .- .2, . . =201t T :
individual (ind-tRNS) and retested the effects of ind-tRNS (i) within and (ii) between the sessions, as well as (iii) Q .40 : Q -40; e o :
simultaneous effects of tRNS of V1 and the retina. < 6ol : . < ol ° . .
. -80 -80 T
C onc | usions Block 1 Block 2 Block 1 Block 2 Block 1 Block 2 Block 1 Block 2

contrast detection improvement: ind-tRNS - no tRNS contrast detection improvement: ind-tRNS - no tRNS

o V1 seems to be more sensitive than retina to tRNS-induced modulation of visual

. We also did not observe consistent additive effects of V1 and retina stimulation [t17)=0.8, p=0.22].
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