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Response bias induced in both face and color data Does the relationship replicate with new stimuli’

Methods:
Is precision a stable property of the observer? /\ /\

COLORS FA CES e : : : : : : 20 : : : : : :
= i - Spearman’s rhp=—0§.22 . Spearman’s rho=—0.19
C c o) : : : : : : : : : :
O 9, 4.5 : : : : : 15 R L SR L L
£ £ : : : : : : :
58 525 A
2 2 > [
® 5 O 515 ) <)
= - ¢ 2
S o g o 0 e
® o 3 6 9 12 15 18 QS 0o 15 3 45 6 75 9
Precision in matching experiment Precision in matching experiment
BT
10 R R T —
- " - - " = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
What is the relationship between representation precision Precision (deg™) Precision (deg™")
and adaptation bias? o o _
Trial structure Variation across blocks (within subjects)
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