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Summary
[Please provide a summary of your seminar paper in this section. This summary should give a brief overview of the topic and the key findings of your work. However, it should not exceed half a DIN A4 page in length. The summary does not count toward the total page count of the seminar paper]
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[The table of contents does not count toward the total page count of the seminar paper] 
1 Presentation of the Paper
1.1 Background
[Introduce the topic of the paper here and provide the source of the publication under consideration. Make sure to use a formally correct citation (cf. [4].]
1.2 Basic Concepts
1.2.1 Electroencephalogram (EEG)
 [If necessary for the reader's understanding, define technical terms in a separate subchapter and cite your sources. If defining technical terms is not required, this chapter may be omitted.]
1.3 Summary of Contents
[In this section of the seminar paper, provide a summary of the scientific work you are analyzing. Describe the authors' objectives, methods, and results in your own words over approximately 7–8 pages. This section should remain neutral and free of personal evaluation.]
2 Discussion of the Paper
2.1 Review / Systematic Evaluation
[In this section, you should review the content of your review article and provide a critical evaluation of the abstract, introduction, methods, results, and discussion. Use a systematic approach to critical evaluation, as described in the study 'A systematic guide to reviewing a manuscript' (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16751587/ ) ]
2.2 Comparative Studies
[In this section, select at least two comparative studies (more than two are recommended). When choosing comparative studies, follow a scientific approach by developing a search strategy. Define keywords and mention synonyms, then generate search queries for databases such as PUBMED, SCOPUS, or IEEE Xplore and conduct a search. You are required to report your keywords, synonyms, and provide a snapshot of your search process. Finally, present your screening and the selected studies using a PRISMA flow diagram, which is available at (https://www.prisma-statement.org/prisma-2020) ]
2.3 Comparison
 [In this section, to establish a comparison between your article and comparative studies, you must select comparative criteria based on the literature in 'A systematic guide to reviewing a manuscript.' (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16751587/). You are required to compare in two ways:

1. Formal Comparison: This involves comparing the formal aspects of writing. You should draw on or apply your prior knowledge of research to compare formal writing styles. For example, consider which content should be included in the abstract, introduction, methods, results, discussion, and references.

2. Content Comparison: This section specifically relates to the objectives of your seminar paper and includes a detailed examination of how the researchers conducted their investigations. Important aspects to consider include data collection methods, data sets used, preprocessing techniques, feature selection, implementation details, and performance evaluation. This analysis should be tailored to the specific topics they investigated.] 
3 Conclusions
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