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Abstract

Background- Yoga nidra practice in novices is known to improve sleep. Its effect on objective parameters on sleep and
on cognitive performance is not well known. The aim of the study was to study the effect of yoga nidra practice on
cognition and night time sleep using objective parameters.

Methods- 41 healthy volunteers were enrolled and baseline sleep diary collected. Subjects underwent overnight
polysomnography and cognition testing battery comprising of Motor praxis test (MPT), emotion recognition task (ERT),
digital symbol substitution task (DSST), visual object learning task (VOLT), abstract matching (AIM), line orientation
task (LOT), matrix reasoning task (MRT), fractal-2-back test (NBACK), psychomotor vigilance task (PVT-10 min) and
balloon analog risk task (BART). Yoga nidra was practiced for two weeks after training. Cognition testing battery was
done at baseline and at one and two weeks of practice to compare. The cognitive tasks were further analysed using
Python library and power spectra density values (PSD) calculated for EEG frequencies at central, frontal and occipital
locations. Repeat sleep diary and polysomnography to assess pre- post yoga nidra intervention effects were studied.

Results- Improved reaction times for all 10 cognition tasks was seen. Polysomnography (PSG) revealed significant
difference in post intervention as compared to baseline. Data in change (95%Cl; p-value) showed change in sleep
efficiency, wake after sleep onset and delta pV? in deep sleep : +3.62% (0.3, 5.15; p-value=0.03) , -20min (-35.78, -5.02;
p=0.003) and +4.19 (0.5, 9.5; p=0.04) respectively. Accuracy was found to be significantly increased for VOLT (95% Cl:
0.08, 0.17; p=0.002), AIM (95% Cl: 0.03, 0.12; p= 0.02) after two weeks of practice and NBACK (95% Cl: 0.02, 0.13;
p=0.04) with one week of yoga nidra practice. ERT accuracy scores with yoga nidra practice showed increased
recognition scores in happy, fear and anger stimuli (95% Cl: 0.07, 0.24; p=0.004) but reduced scores with neutral
stimuli (95% Cl: -0.3, -0.05; p=0.04) after two weeks of yoga nidra practice.

Conclusion- Yoga nidra practice improves cognitive processing and helps improve night-time sleep in healthy novices.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Introduction:

Yoga nidra practice has been associated with stress reduction, and has been used for insomnia, and other
diseases . Good sleep quality is essential for human performance. Individuals required to take critical
decisions require optimized cognitive functioning. There is evidence that improved sleep can enhance
cognitive functioning and partial sleep deprivation reduces it .

Yoga nidra is documented in ancient scriptures as awake aware sleep. Methodology for its practice by novices
is already laid out *. Yoga nidra is proven to improve sleep in insomnia patients*°. Subjective improvement of
night-time sleep in healthy novices is also reported with evidence of local sleep during the practice in the
morning. However its effect on objective parameters on sleep in healthy novices is not documented. Also
whether yoga nidra practice can improve cognitive performance is also not documented.

There was a felt need to study the effect of yoga nidra practice in novices and study its effect on sleep and
cognition objectively.

Methods
Study Design and Participants:

The project was a pre-post interventional study with an aim to study the effect of yoga nidra practice on
cognitive function and sleep. The study was conducted on healthy volunteers and their cognition was assessed
at baseline and after yoga nidra practice. Objective sleep parameters using overnight polysomnography were
also studied at baseline and after yoga nidra practice.

Yoga nidra supervised training model for novices developed by Datta et al in 2017, was used to study
the effects on cognitive function and on night sleep. Participants were assessed after one and two
weeks of practicing yoga nidra. Details of study design are given in Figure 1(a) and 1(b) for both
objectives, i.e. the effect of yoga nidra practice on cognitive function and objective night-time sleep
parameters respectively.

The study was conducted during 2021-2022 at a premier institute of India after institutional ethical clearance
(IEC/2019/255 dated 25 Apr 2019). The study was registered in CTRL.in, vide no. CTRI1/2021/031349. Local
advertisements in the city were placed and volunteers assessed for eligibility. A minimum of 30 subjects for
each objective was considered for this pilot study.

Screening of Subjects & Enrollment:

Healthy young male volunteers with a consistent sleep wake schedule were recruited. All subjects underwent
a complete thorough examination by a medical practitioner. Sleep wake schedule was monitored and a
baseline sleep diary of 14 days obtained. Exclusion criteria consisted of any sleep disorder, depression, h/o
psychiatric disorder, and h/o acute illness which was likely to affect sleep wake schedule.

Yoga-Nidra Session:

A pre-recorded yoga nidra audio was used ( available at https://youtu.be/OfmMIELN-Ug). Each Yoga-Nidra
session consisted of seven steps, namely: preparation, samkalpa (resolution), body part awareness, breath
awareness, feeling and sensation, visualization, and ending of practice. Supervised Yoga-Nidra sessions were
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done as per the therapeutic model developed earlier °. During these supervised sessions, the investigator
followed the ‘guidelines for observer’ developed for practicel.

Methodology for assessing the effect of yoga nidra practice in novices on cognitive function.
Cognitive Test Battery (CTB):

The cognition test battery was done using the Joggle Research Platform (USA). Our paradigm consisted of ten
tests in a standard sequence of Motor Praxis Task(MPT), Visual Object Learning Task(VOLT), Fractal-2-
Back(NBACK), Abstract Matching(AIM), Line Orientation Task(LOT), Emotion Recognition Task(ERT),
Matrix Reasoning Task(MRT), Digital Symbol Substitute Task(DSST), Balloon Analog Risk Task(BART),
and Psychomotor Vigilance Task(PVT:10min). The various cognition domains that were assessed by these 10
tests were: MPT — Sensory motor speed, VOLT — Spatial learning and memory, NBACK — Working memory,
AIM — Abstraction and concept information, LOT — Spatial orientation, ERT — Emotion identification, MRT —
Abstract reasoning, DSST — Complex scanning and visual tracking, BART — Risk decision making, and PVT
— Vigilant attention®.

CTB was performed on the test condition days of control with eyes open (CEO), control with eyes close
(CEC), at the end of 1% week of Yoga nidra practice (YN1W), and at the end of 2" week of yoga nidra
practice (YN2W). All the subjects completed the CTB paradigm tests three times on each test condition day
i.e. at 10 ‘o’ clock (Mrl), immediately after the test condition of CEC, CEO, YN1W, or YN2W (Mr2) and
then in the afternoon at 1500h (post lunch: PL). The conditions were kept standardized by similar food,
working environment on all condition days for each subject. Detailed representation of study design is shown
in Figure 1(a).

CTB outcome parameters studied were reaction time (for all 10 tests) and accuracy score for 9 tests except
BART. For BART —‘Adjusted Number of Pumps’, ‘Number of Explosions’, ‘Risk Propensity’ and ‘Cash
collected” were analyzed7. ‘Adjusted Pumps’ is the average number of pumps on each balloon during BART
when the balloon did not burst, ‘Number of Explosions’ is the total number of balloons exploded during
BART, ‘Risk Propensity’ is the ratio of total pumps/balloons collected, and ‘Cash collected’ is the amount of
reward earned in BART °. The standard accuracy outcome was ‘proportion correct’ ranging from ‘zero’ to
‘one’, where ‘zero’ and ‘one’ represented worst and best possible performance respectively. For the MPT, the
distance from the center of the square to the point where participant touches is used as an accuracy score. The
center of square translates to ‘one’ accuracy score and an edge of square translate to ‘zero’ accuracy score,
with linear scaling between center and edges. For LOT, the accuracy score was calculated as ‘three” minus
the average number of clicks off, which was then divided by ‘three’. For tests with average number of clicks
off is more than ‘three’, the accuracy score was set to ‘zero’. For PVT, the accuracy score was calculated as
‘one’ — [(number of lapses + number of false starts) / (number of stimuli + number of false starts)]. PVT-
number of false starts was analyzed apart from reaction time and accuracy®. ERT was also studied for various
types of stimuli apart from reaction time and accuracy.

Data Analysis:

One-Way Repeated Measures (RM) Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) for checking significant change in each
of the outcome variable between different test conditions (CEO, CEC, YN1W, and YN2W) and at different
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times (Mrl, Mr2, or PL) used for normal data. If data was not normal, Friedman’s test was used. In instances
where the sphericity assumption was not met, the reported p-values associated with the F-statistics were
adjusted via the Greenhouse-Geisser correction. If the ANOVA model was significant, post-hoc analysis
(pairwise comparison) was done using paired t-test with Bonferroni Correction. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test
with Bonferroni Correction was used for post-hoc analysis (pairwise comparison) if Friedman’s Test was
significant. Bonferroni Correction was used to reduce the probability of type-1 error (i.e. chance of obtaining
false-positive results). All reported p-values were two-tailed and statistical significance was assumed if p-
value < 0.05. All Statistical analysis was done using R-software (version 4.1.2).

PSD Data of EEG daytime recording during CTB:

Power Spectra Density (PSD) using continuous EEG data was obtained and PSD calculated from continuous
daytime EEG data in Python. The spectral analysis of EEG data was performed using MNE-Python, an open-
source library for visualizing, analyzing and exploring the raw EEG signal®. This included loading data, pre-
processing, and segmentation of the continual data on the obtained epoched data. Time-Frequency
investigation was performed and finally spectral-parameters of the EEG signal was extracted °. Spectral
investigation is mainly based on frequency bands. The Power Spectral Density (PSD) is the reflection of
frequency components of EEG signal analyzing the patterns of the frequency bands®®. The calculation of
Power-Spectrum was carried out for the EEG data while doing the CTB for 12 participants. Preprocessing
included low and high frequency filtering of the EEG signal, Notch filtering, removal of bad segments of the
data (made by visual screening of data for sudden artifacts). Eye movements were repaired using the artifacts
repair regression technique, custom Re-referencing and segmentation of the EEG data to epochs. Filtering was
done using Low-Frequency 1Hz and the High-Frequency 90Hz. Notch- filter at 50Hz was used. After manual
marking of artifacts and bad segments, MNE-Python library was used to exclude automatically annotated
spans of data while creating the epochs from the continual EEG data. Special care was taken to avoid
segments with artifacts or noise so that artifact free data would be extracted for further analysis. The EEG
signal acquisition was carried based on the domain of time and future extraction was done. Slow eye
movement artifacts can be recorded as EEG activity at the time of EEG signal acquisition and regression
coefficients on obtained epoched EEG raw signal through subtracting the evoked response was taken. The
computed coefficients were used to repair the artifacts and elimination of EOG signal done from EEG
signal™®.

Segmentation was performed on the clean raw EEG data to segment the EEG data to epochs. The Feature
extraction was done based on Time-Frequency domain °, 2. The time-frequency domain depicts the
distribution of power of the EEG signal with respect to Time-Frequency plane. The computation of Power
Spectral Density (PSD) was carried out using Welch’s Technique. The decomposition of signal to frequency
bands were done using Fourier transforms °. The ranges of the bands were delta (1-4Hz), thetal (4-6Hz),
theta2 (6-8Hz), alphal (8-10Hz), alpha2 (10-12.5Hz), beta (13-30Hz) °. The features used in the EEG signal
analysis were Relative-band-power and ratios between the bands '*. On each test segment spectral analysis
was performed for all the EEG channels. Using 512ms window duration and 256Hz sampling rate the features
were extracted on the desired test segments for all the EEG channels on every individual subjects. The
specified spectral analysis methodology was employed for all the subjects for all test conditions i.e. CEC,
CEO, YN1W, and YN2W for all the times i.e. Mrl, Mr2, and PL. PSD values were compared for various

frequency bands and also as ratios. The various parameters thus studied are: delta, thetal, theta2, alphal,
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alpha2, beta, delta/beta, thetal/beta, theta2/beta, thetal/alphal, theta2/alphal, thetal/alpha2, theta2/alpha2,
delta/thetal, delta/theta2, delta/alphal, and delta/alpha2.

Data Analysis:

One-way ANOVA model was used for checking significance of difference in the PSD outcome parameters
and post hoc analysis using Tukey’s post-hoc test if data was normal. Otherwise Kruskal Wallis test was used
with Wilcoxon test for post hoc analysis. Statistical significance was considered at alpha 0.05. All Statistical
analysis was done using R-software (version 4.1.2).

Sleep Diary (SD):

All subjects filled a baseline sleep diary for 14 days. The sleep diary was filled twice a day, once in the
morning just after getting up and again at night just before bedtime. The subjects continued to fill the sleep
diary during the intervention. The sleep diary parameters obtained were: time in bed (sdTIB), total sleep time
(sdTST), sleep onset latency (sdSOL), wake after sleep onset (sdWASO), sleep quality (sdSQ), and sleep
efficiency (sdSE)°. These parameters were extracted from the two week data of baseline and post-intervention.

Data Analysis:

Sleep diary data was collected and analyzed for pre and post comparison. Normality of data was checked
using Shapiro-Wilk’s test. Paired t-test was used to compare sleep diary parameters before (baseline) yoga
nidra practice and after (post-intervention) yoga nidra practice, if data was normal. For non-normal data
several transformations like: square, square root, log, exponential were tried. If normality was not achieved,
Wilcoxon signed rank test was used. Statistical significance was considered at alpha 0.05. All Statistical
analysis was done using R-software (version 4.1.2).

Methodology for assessing the effect of yoga nidra practice in novices on objective sleep parameters
PSG for Objective Sleep Parameters:

To assess the effect of yoga nidra on objective sleep parameter it was planned to do the overnight
polysomnography (PSG) of 30 subjects was done. PSG was conducted according to AASM criteria** using
‘SOMNOMEDICS©O, Germany PSG System’. EEG, EOG, EMG channels were placed for scoring sleep-wake
stages using DOMINO® software version 3.0.0.6. F3, F4, C3, C4, O1, and O2 EEG channels were placed as
per the 10-20 system. PSG study was done during the night under standard conditions. The impedance was
kept below 5KQ. Polysomnography was performed as baseline (BL PSG) and post intervention i.e. four
weeks of yoga nidra practice (Pl PSG).

PSG data files were analyzed by KD in groups of 15-20 files and each was coded to blind KD from the
identity state of subject data i.e. of baseline (BL) or post-intervention (PI). The files once analyzed were
decoded for further analysis.

Various parameters obtained using PSG were: time in bed (TIB), total sleep time (TST), wake duration, wake
after sleep onset (WASO), and duration of various stages of sleep (i.e. N1, N2, N3 and REM). EEG analysis
I.e. alpha, beta, theta and delta waves amplitude in uVZ. Percentages for sleep, wake, REM, and Non-REM
sleep was calculated and also analyzed.
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Data Analysis:

Normality of data was checked using Shapiro-Wilk’s test for normality. Quantile -Quantile plot for each of the
outcome parameter was made. If normality was not obtained even after square root, square, log, and
exponential transformations then analysis using Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test was done. All statistical analysis
was done using R-software (version 4.1.2).

Results:

Details of number of subjects screened, allocated, and finally analyzed is shown in Figure2. 12 subjects
volunteered for daytime EEG recording during CTB. Sleep diary analysis is shown in Table 1.
Polysomnography data (baseline; post-intervention; p-value) of TIB (min), TST (min), and Total Non-REM
was (428-09+82-13; 423-02+72-96; 0-676), (372-36+68-46; 387-70+74-94; 0-241), and (340-73+111-95;
341-88+73-48; 0-953) respectively. Pre-post intervention analysis of other PSG parameters is shown in Figure
3. Cognition battery testing results for reaction time is shown in Figure 4(i) and (ii) and accuracy scores are
shown in Figure 5(i) and (ii). Trend graphs for accuracy and reaction time for the CTB is given in
Supplementary Figure 1 and Figure 2 respectively. BART results for ‘adjusted number of pumps’, ‘risk
propensity’, ‘cash collected’, and ‘number of balloons burst’ is shown in Figure 6. PVT result of ‘number of
false starts’ is shown in Figure 7. ERT analysis for various types of stimuli is shown in Supplementary Table
2. Significant test results in EEG analysis of power spectra density using Python are shown in Table 2.

Discussion:

Yoga nidra practice by novices is known to improve sleep in insomnia patients “***°. In healthy subjects the
practice showed evidence of local sleep in certain areas of brain while the subject was behaviorally awake °.
Our results showed an objective improvement in night time sleep after yoga nidra practice in novices. The
mechanism of improvement in night time sleep with yoga nidra done during the morning hours is probably
due to the reduction in the sympathetic drive and increase in parasympathetic drive **. However the exact
mechanism is still not elucidated. We found a significant improvement in total sleep time (TST), sleep quality
(SQ), sleep onset latency (SOL), and WASO which was reported subjectively by the patients using sleep
diary. Obijectively we found an increase in sleep efficiency, improvement in WASO and a significant
improvement in delta sleep (%) of slow wave sleep. This objective improvement of the delta sleep in slow
wave sleep is an important factor in improvement of sleep quality. Enhancement of slow wave sleep is
reported using auditory stimuli during sleep, gaboxadol, tiagabine and transcranial direct cranial stimulation*”
9 Slow wave sleep enhancement has been found to improve attention, learning, memory and
performance®>*#°. Slow waves during sleep have been directly or indirectly linked to synaptic strength as a
part of synaptic homeostasis theory °. Local sleep seen during the yoga nidra practice is also found to
enhance task performance ®?!. We found enhanced reaction time of all tests with no reduction in accuracy
after the practice as compared to baseline. The local sleep seen in central, occipital and parietal areas during
the rotation of consciousness in yoga nidra practice as brought out Datta et al earlier may be as a result of
practice. Though not studied in this study, but probably increase in synaptic strength as per the synaptic
hypothesis might be responsible?®
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Yoga nidra practice showed improvement in reaction time with no deterioration in accuracy of all
cognitive battery tests i.e. MPT, VOLT, NBACK, AIM, LOT, ERT, MRT, DSST, BART, and PVT. This
implies an increase in processing speed. Certain tests like AIM, ERT, NABCK, and VOLT actually showed
an increase in accuracy too. Implying effects of yoga nidra practice directly or indirectly on the various brain
regions involved in the tests.

To understand the mechanism of the effect of the yoga nidra practice during these cognitive tasks EEG signals
at O1, F3, and C3 showed significant changes in VOLT, where the accuracy was also found to be increased.
The delta and theta at O1 was more in YN2W also a significant increase at C3 immediately after yoga nidra
practice, implying a local sleep type phenomenon at this area while improvement in accuracy implying a
probable direct or indirect effect on middle-temporal cortex and hippocampus, areas associated with VOLT
implying increased spatial learning in memory. Increased delta propensity during tasks as found using analysis
on EEG PSD values, especially in the early morning readings after two weeks of yoga nidra practice showed a
probable effect of a not so immediate effect of practice or rather a post night sleep effect after yoga nidra
practice the previous few days. After the practice also delta propensity continued without reduction inaccuracy
rather improving reaction time.

Accuracy improved in Abstract Matching test which is specifically related to prefrontal cortex and includes
Abstraction and concept formation. This accuracy found to be increased early morning which may be as a
direct or indirect effect related to improved sleep after yoga nidra practice. Slow wave sleep is essential for
enhanced prefrontal cortex activity. Working memory as shown with NBACK test also showed significant
improvement with yoga nidra practice. The actual number of ‘adjusted number of pumps’ which is on those
balloons which were collected showed a significant increase in post lunch session after two weeks of practice.

ERT showed a significant deterioration in the early morning task scores after yoga nidra intervention,
though the Mr2 recording did not show any significant change in scores as compared to baseline. On further
analysis it was evident that yoga nidra intervention only showed deterioration in neutral stimuli recognition
without affecting the emotion recognition of happy stimuli and in fact improved recognition of anger and fear
stimuli. The exact mechanism of this cannot be understood and would require further study. The relative
improvement in non-neutral emotional recognition task, though not significant, is also interesting and requires
more deliberation with special emphasis on emotion recognition and thus social interaction.

The study highlights the important effect of yoga nidra practice on the cognitive processing. Though there are
limitations of this study as it demonstrates effects of yoga nidra practice for two weeks and the EEG locations
studied while doing the cognitive tasks were also limited, results with larger samples and longer durations
may give a better perspective. This study definitely opens up an opportunity for the use of an easy to do
practice of yoga nidra for population health using standardized supervised model. It also highlights the
possible role of this practice in promoting learning and memory in healthy subjects and might hold promise in
future studies for patients especially with mild learning disability or with mild cognition disorder.

In the post pandemic times, sleep is commonly found to be affected which creates a risk of multiple disorders
including neuropsychiatric disorders®. This practice for insomnia problem along with awareness of physicians
even at the primary care level about simple to do sleep practice guidelines and sleep management thus may be
of value Z.
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1(b) Objective 2- To assess the effect of yoga nidra practice in novices on objective sleep parameters

Figure 1: Study Design for effect of yoga nidra practice on cognitive function (Figure 1a) and on sleep
(Figure 1b)
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Figure 2: Details of the subjects screened, allotted and finally analyzed
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Figure 3: PSG Objective Sleep Parameters Comparison in Subjects before (baseline) and after (post-intervention) yoga
nidra training

Note- §: pvalues computed using Wilcoxon signed rank test. Rest all p-values are computed using two-tailed paired t-
test.
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Figure 4(i): Cognitive Battery Testing test condition wise comparison
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Figure 4(ii): Cognitive Battery Testing time wise comparison

#: One-Way Repeated Measure (RM) Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) p-values

S$: Post-hoc analysis (pairwise comparison) is done using paired t-test with Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the bars).
@: Friedman's test p-value (if data is not normally distributed)

&: Post-hoc analysis (pairwise comparison) is done using Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test with Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given

above the bars).
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Mr2: Tests conducted just after CEO, C EC, YN1W or YN2W

CEO: Control with Eyes Open

YN1W: At the end of one week of Yoga-Nidra practice after training
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Figure 4: Cognitive Battery Test results showing reaction time (Mean + SD) in (a)MPT, (b)VOLT, (c)NBACK,
(d)AIM, (e)LOT, (f)ERT, (g)MRT, (h)DSST, (i)BART, and (j)PVT with test condition wise comparison (fig. 4(i))
and time wise comparison(fig. 4(ii)). (Comparison model for each test condition i.e. CEC, CEOQ, YN1W, and YN2W is
shown below each time i.e. Mr1, Mr2, and PL. Significant post-hoc p-values are also in figure 4(i) and vice versa in 4(ii)
depicted)
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Figure 5(i): Cognitive Battery Testing test condition wise comparison
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Figure 5(ii): Cognitive Battery Testing time wise comparison

#: One-Way Repeated Measure (RM) Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) p-values

S: Post-hoc analysis (pair wise comparison) is done using paired t-test with Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the bars).
@: Friedman's test p-value (if data is not normally distributed)

&: Post-hoc analysis (pair wise comparison) is done using Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test with Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given
above the bars).

Mr1: Test just before CEC, CEO, YN1IW or YN2W Mr2: Tests conducted just after CEO, C EC, YN1IW or YN2W
PL: Test conducted after the lunch CEO: Control with Eyes Open
CEC: Control with Eyes Close YN1W: At the end of one week of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

YN2W: At the end of two weeks of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

Figure 5: Cognitive Battery Test results showing accuracy measure (Mean  SD) in (a)MPT, (b)VOLT,
(c)NBACK, (d)AIM, (e)LOT, (f)ERT, (g)MRT, (h)DSST, and (i)PVT with time wise comparison(fig. 5(i)) and
time wise comparison(fig. 5(ii)). (Comparison model for each test condition i.e. CEC, CEQ, YN1W, and YN2W is
shown below each time i.e. Mr1, Mr2, and PL. Significant post-hoc p-values are also in figure 4(i) and vice versa in 4(ii)
are also depicted)
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Fig. 6(i): Test condition wise comparison
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Fig. 6(ii): Timewise comparison

Notes- #: One-Way Repeated Measure (RM) Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) p-values, $: Post-hoc analysis (pairwise comparison) is done using paired t-test with
Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the bars). , @: Friedman’s test p-value (if data is not normally distributed), &: Post-

hoc analysis (pair wise comparison) is done using Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test with Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the
bars).

Mr1: Test just before CEC, CEO, YN1IW or YN2W Mr2: Tests conducted just after CEO, C EC, YN1IW or YN2W
PL: Test conducted after the lunch CEO: Control with Eyes Open
CEC: Control with Eyes Close YN1W: At the end of one week of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

YN2W: At the end of two weeks of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

Figure 6: BART results (Mean * SD) of a) Adjusted Number of Pumps, b)Total cash collected($), c) Risk
Propensity, and d) Number of Balloons burst before (baseline) and after (post-intervention) yoga nidra
practice test condition wise (Fig. 6(i)) and time wise(Fig. 6(ii)). (P-values for time wise and test condition wise

comparison model is shown below i.e. for Mr1, Mr2, and PL; and CEC, CEO, YN1W, and YN2W respectively. Significant
post-hoc p-values are also depicted)
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Fig(7a): Test condition wise comparison Fig(7b): Time wise comparison

#: One-Way Repeated Measure (RM) Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) p-values, $: Post-hoc analysis (pair wise comparison) is done using paired t-test with Bonferroni
correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the bars).

@: Friedman’s test p-value (if data is not normally distributed), &: Post-hoc analysis (pair wise comparison) is done using Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test with
Bonferroni correction (significant changes indicated by p-values given above the bars).

Mr1: Test just before CEC, CEO, YN1IW or YN2W Mr2: Tests conducted just after CEO, C EC, YNIW or YN2W
PL: Test conducted after the lunch CEO: Control with Eyes Open
CEC: Control with Eyes Close YN1W: At the end of one week of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

YN2W: At the end of two weeks of Yoga-Nidra practice after training

Figure 7: PVT-Number of False Starts (Mean * SD) of subjects before (baseline) and after (post-
intervention) yoga nidra practice comparison in test condition wise (Fig. 7a) and time wise (Fig. 7b)
(Comparison model for each test condition i.e. CEC, CEO, YN1W, and YN2W is shown below each time i.e. Mr1, Mr2,
and PL. Significant post-hoc p-values are also in figure 7a) and vice versa in 7b) are also depicted)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.27.23284927
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.27.23284927; this version posted January 28, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Table 1: Sleep Diary Parameters of subjects before (baseline) and after yoga nidra practice (post

intervention):

S |skepdan | BB erenionet | Tes | pLBC | 00| kP
) - (Mean £ SD) (P-value) | (Mean + SD)

1| sdTIB(min) ot e <00001 | g0 22* (9691, 26-554) | 4.427%

2 | sdTST(min) 33?2'2‘7‘9 * gg%gg‘% * <0-0001 igﬁg; (16-435,33-592) | 6.515%

3 sdSOL(min) 21:(7)?21 * ig:ggg * <0-0001 '2%'.4341551 (-7-601, -3-289) | -25-030%

4 | sdWASO(min) St 2291 <00001 | ;o H0* (-2.612,-0.789) | 42.596%

5 | sdsQ e szl <00001 | 235* (0-178,0432) | 3-840%

6 | sdSE(%) g%ggl * ?féggg * <0-0001 é:%i * (1.248,2:390) | 1.940%

Notes- sdTIB(min): Time in bed in minutes, sdTST(min): Total sleep time in minutes, sdSOL(min): Sleep onset latency in minutes, sdWASO(min): Wake after sleep
onset in minutes, sdSQ: Sleep quality (subjective rating between 0-10), sdSE(%): Sleep efficiency calculated as (TIB/TST)*100
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Table 2: Significant daytime and test condition PSD results in frequency bands during CBT at various EEG

locations
Sr. EEG Test Frequency Test Condition Post-hoc Test . « | 95% ClI for o
No. CBT Channel | Time | Band (Mean + SD) (P-value) Difference Difference* 76 Change
CEC(5.795+4.573)
delta/alphal CEos bivet ore 0-027 -3.250 (-6-21,-0-286) -56.083%
CEC(6-54725-049) _ N o R
delta/alpha2 CEon orast. 140 0-026 3.770 (-7-19, -0-356) 57.584%
CEC(4-202£2-936) 0.031 -2.060 (-3.970,-0.148) | -49-024%
CEO(2-141+0-779)
elta/theta2 CEC(4-202+2-936)
- . 2. 4. -0 - . 0,
oW 08a50.002) 0-043 2.120 (-4-180, -0-052) 50.452%
CEO(0-118+0.024) . . P -
. ML | et | YNawWodsTe00sy | 001 0-039 (0-006, 0-072) 33.051%
YNIW(0-11320-021) _ _ P P
1| voLT YNZWLO.159£0.035) 0-014 0-045 (0-007, 0-082) 39.823%
CEC(0-069+0-026) _ _ - .
Theta2(6-8Hz) | YN2W(0-1070-023) 0-025 0-038 (0-004, 0-073) 55-072%
YNIW(0-07420-019) . . P oo
YNZWL0.10720.029) 0-049 0-033 (0-001, 0-066) 44.595%
theta2/alpha2 CEO(1-329+0-437)
N2 (2-05650.796) 0-024 0-728 (0-078, 1-380) 54.778%
CEO(0-075+0.017)
PL | Theta2(©8H2) | Growio t02:0.016) 0-021 0-028 (0-003, 0-052) 37.333%
c3 Mr2 | Theta2(6-8Hz) 5&?@(%58321%1821) 0.041 0-040 (0-001, 0-080) 72.727%
CEC(0-951+0-458) 0.040° 1.110 (0-039,2-180) 116-719%
YN2W(2-058+1-275)
2 BART | O1 Mr2 delta/beta CEO(0-94620-496)
YT — . — .
YN2W(2.05851.205) 0-029 1.110 (0-090, 2-130) 117-336%
3 |pvT | o1 Mr2 | Theta2(6-8H2) 552\(,3(873;&81&) 0-040 0.027 (0-001, 0-053) 38.028%
CEC(4-506+1.483)
delta/alphal NIW (10,2574 30) 0-026 5.750 (0-570, 10-90) 127.608%
CEC(6-413%2-641) . . . . o
NIVIS 3reicogs) | 002 8.930 (0-481,17-400) | 139-248%
delta/alpha2 CEO(6-613+3-535)
YNIW(S 317o10088) | 0034 8.730 (0-529,16-900) | 132.013%
4 | ERT RS PL CEC(L-73720-224)
delta/thetal SN (o 9300 387) 0-029 0-487 (0-042, 0-932) 28.037%
CEC(3-078+0-644)
delta/theta2 NIV 31510, 170) 0-031 2.270 (0-168, 4-370) 73.749%
CEO(3-440+1.423)
Thetal/alphaz | o0 0-042 3.310 (0-091, 6-530) 96-221%
CEC(L-819+0-460)
5 |LoT |F3 PL | delta/thetal VNIW(2-34850.951) 0-048 0-530 (0-004, 1-050) 29.137%
CEC(0-065+0-029)
6 | MPT |cC3 M2 | Thetal(6H2) | Gniwioos1u0.000) 0-024 0-049 (0-005, 0-092) 75.385%
CEC(1-669+0-372) :
7 | MRT |c3 Ml | delta/beta CEO0.00250.120) 0-048 0737 (-1-29, -0-184) -44.158%

One-way ANOVA model was used for checking significance change and post-hoc analysis is done using Tukey's post hoc test except at $ where Kruskal Wallis test
was used and post-hoc is done using Wilcoxon test:

VOLT: Visual Object Learning Task, BART: Balloon Analog Risk Task, PVT: Psychomotor Vigilance Task, ERT: Emotion Recognition Task, LOT: Line Orientation Task,
MPT: Motor Praxis Task, MRT: Matrix Reasoning Task

CEO: Control with Eyes Open, CEC: Control with Eyes Close, YN1W: At the end of one week of Yoga-nidra practice after training, YN2W: At the end of two weeks of
Yoga-nidra practice after training:

Mr1: Test just before CEC, CEO, YN1IW or YN2W, Mr2: Tests conducted just after CEO, CEC, YNIW or YN2W, PL: Tests conducted after the lunch

*Difference is calculated as difference between two PSD parameters of two test conditions given in ‘Test Condition’ column.
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