
Anthony N Carlsen

List of Publications by Year
in descending order

Source: https://exaly.com/author-pdf/486048/publications.pdf

Version: 2024-02-01

71

papers

1,693

citations

22

h-index

346980

38

g-index

355658

71

all docs

71

docs citations

71

times ranked

1106

citing authors



Anthony N Carlsen

2

# Article IF Citations

1 Retrospective composite analysis of StartReact data indicates sex differences in simple reaction time
are not attributable to response preparation. Behavioural Brain Research, 2022, 426, 113839. 1.2 3

2
A TMS-induced cortical silent period delays the contralateral limb for bimanual symmetrical
movements and the reaction time delay is reduced on startle trials. Journal of Neurophysiology, 2022,
, .

0.9 1

3 Response preparation of a secondary reaction time task is influenced by movement phase within a
continuous visuomotor tracking task. European Journal of Neuroscience, 2022, 56, 3645-3659. 1.2 0

4 Transcranial direct current stimulation of supplementary motor area improves upper limb kinematics
in Parkinsonâ€™s disease. Clinical Neurophysiology, 2021, 132, 2907-2915. 0.7 11

5 Central nervous system physiology. Clinical Neurophysiology, 2021, 132, 3043-3083. 0.7 12

6 Response triggering by an acoustic stimulus increases with stimulus intensity and is best predicted by
startle reflex activation. Scientific Reports, 2021, 11, 23612. 1.6 7

7 Increased auditory stimulus intensity results in an earlier and faster rise in corticospinal excitability.
Brain Research, 2020, 1727, 146559. 1.1 7

8 An unperceived acoustic stimulus decreases reaction time to visual information in a patient with
cortical deafness. Scientific Reports, 2020, 10, 5825. 1.6 1

9
Bimanual but not unimanual finger movements are triggered by a startling acoustic stimulus: evidence
for increased reticulospinal drive for bimanual responses. Journal of Neurophysiology, 2020, 124,
1832-1838.

0.9 9

10 StartReact effects are dependent on engagement of startle reflex circuits: support for a subcortically
mediated initiation pathway. Journal of Neurophysiology, 2019, 122, 2541-2547. 0.9 14

11 Visual processing is diminished during movement execution. PLoS ONE, 2019, 14, e0213790. 1.1 1

12 High-intensity transcranial magnetic stimulation reveals differential cortical contributions to
prepared responses. Journal of Neurophysiology, 2019, 121, 1809-1821. 0.9 16

13 Startle and the StartReact Effect: Physiological Mechanisms. Journal of Clinical Neurophysiology,
2019, 36, 452-459. 0.9 36

14 A Timeline of Motor Preparatory State Prior to Response Initiation: Evidence from Startle.
Neuroscience, 2019, 397, 80-93. 1.1 11

15 Subâ€•threshold transcranial magnetic stimulation applied after the goâ€•signal facilitates reaction time
under control but not startle conditions. European Journal of Neuroscience, 2018, 47, 333-345. 1.2 5

16 Coactivation of response initiation processes with redundant signals. Neuroscience Letters, 2018, 675,
7-11. 1.0 3

17 Anodal transcranial direct current stimulation over the primary motor cortex does not enhance the
learning benefits of self-controlled feedback schedules. Psychological Research, 2018, 82, 496-506. 1.0 3

18 Offline continuous theta burst stimulation over right inferior frontal gyrus and pre-supplementary
motor area impairs inhibition during a go/no-go task. Neuropsychologia, 2017, 99, 360-367. 0.7 15



3

Anthony N Carlsen

# Article IF Citations

19 Foreknowledge of an impending startling stimulus does not affect the proportion of startle reflexes
or latency of StartReact responses. Experimental Brain Research, 2017, 235, 379-388. 0.7 4

20 Go-activation endures following the presentation of a stop-signal: evidence from startle. Journal of
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