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Figure S2: Variation of the receptive field sizes
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Figure S2. Variation of the receptive field sizes. For each data fit we determined the proportional
reduction in error measure (pre). Below each panel we also give the aggregated pre-measures, where
pre(sc) refers to the proportional reduction in error measure of the spatial range of compression,
pre(tc) to the time course of compression, and pre(sc,tc) to a combined measure. In each case from
left to right the time course of compression of four different bar positions, the time course of the
feedback signal and different snapshots in time of the shape of the feedback signal are shown. A)
Resulting data fit of the minimal receptive field size (solid line in Figure 3D). B) Resulting data fit
using a too small receptive field size (dashed line in Figure 3D).



