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1 Supplementary Figures and Tables

1.1 Supplementary Figures
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Supplementary Figure 1. Comparison between RT distributions obtained from the pooled data (blue
circles) and group RT distributions (black plusses), which were obtained by determining the quantiles
of individual subjects’ RT distributions and averaging those across subjects (Ratcliff, 1979). The RT

distributions are shown for correct choices in response to three different combinations of relevant and

irrelevant motion strength.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Individual psychometric functions. Format is the same as in Fig. 2A, only
the range of the choice accuracy axis has been increased to now start at 0.3.
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