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Fig. 12. Ablation study plots when any single condition is removed (as described in Section 6.1) from the training dataset where eccentricity 𝑒 = 10◦. See
Figure 11, for further analysis.
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Fig. 13. Ablation study plots when any single condition is removed (as described in Section 6.1) from the training dataset where eccentricity 𝑒 = 20◦. See
Figure 11, for further analysis.
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G PLOTS FOR INDIVIDUAL PARTICIPANTS IN NATURAL TASKS (Section 6.2)
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Fig. 14. Saccade latency histograms for Figure 7. Each subject completed 51 trials for each condition, for each scene for a total of 459 trials. The latencies have
been normalized to a common mean to enable quick comparisons between histograms.
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