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We blink about 15 times per minute and many thousand times each day while being temporal (Huber et al
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like Hoppe et al.
(2018) could demonstrate for a visual attention task (note that the image has been
reconstructed from data given in Figs. 1 and 2 of the given reference and adapted for
illustrative purposes): (a) HEP-Region

series. For low predictability the likeliness decreased at a significantly lower rate towards a significantly
higher value at stimulus occurrence than for high predictability. In both cases, however, slopes were
significantly different from zero.
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This appears to be somewhat in
disagreement with a result by Brych and Handel (2020) who investigated particularly top-down and bottom-
Compensation up influences on dynamic eye blink regulation in both the visual and auditory domain. In their experiments,
however, only visual input induced a significant decrease in pre-stimulus blink likeliness.

Hoppe et al. (2018) could further show that
eye blinking could be described with the
following mathematical model:
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Hoppe et al. (2018) concluded that eye blinking is dynamically regulated to minimize the eye blink modulation by temporal task s W
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2012, Oh et al. had thus suggested that eye blinking is dynamically modulated by the experiments of Brych and Handel (2022). otherwise, the same as in study 1
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For ~we used the pupillometric data recorded and the blink dynamics can become so weak that it could hardly be noticed.
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