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* Monkeys performed naturalistic
free viewing of three types of |
videos (Primate, Non-primate,  Non-primate
Scenery);

* Monkeys repeated the viewing of

each video for 30 times on Day 1. SRHIEE
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another 30 repetitions; FDE": | CONTACT
* Head-fixed eye movements were Scenery'm | -
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recorded by an EyelLink eye
tracker.
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Figure 3. Heatmaps of correlations across repetitions (A: horizontal; B: vertical) Figure 4. Linear regression of Pearson correlations
with 15t viewing (A: horizontal; B: vertical)




