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ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Electric Field Strength From Prefrontal Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation Determines Degree
of Working Memory Response: A Potential Application of Reverse-Calculation Modeling?.
Neuromodulation, 2022, 25, 578-587.

White matter hyperintensities affect transcranial electrical stimulation in the aging brain. Brain 16 °
Stimulation, 2021, 14, 69-73. :

A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation to Remediate
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Individualized tDCS modeling predicts functional connectivity changes within the working memory 16 31
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Changing head model extent affects finite element predictions of transcranial direct current

stimulation distributions. Journal of Neural Engineering, 2016, 13, 066006.
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