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1) Dynamic 1/f noise is a reasonable approximation to real-world input (see
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Subjects were asked to press a button when seeing
such a marker. Detection rate is determined as pro-
portion of foveation (eccentricity-dependent tolerance)
including accompanying manual response. We
systematically manipulated marker duration (300,
600, 900ms, left two graphs) and minimal amplitude
(0.2, 0.3, 0.4, right two graphs):
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