Stimulus Dimensionality and Perceptual Similarity in the Processing of Non-Face Objects
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The classic psychological finding of Miller (1956) demonstrates a limitation along the morph continuum of the ! T
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° 2 Conclusions:
° ; We find that changes in stimulus gamut and dimensionality cause identical stimulus transitions to evince different neural responses. The
° \ attenuation of neural dissimilarity for stimulus changes within the 9 space may be the basis of Miller’s limit on absolute identification.
° o While we interpret these findings as sensory representations (Kahn, Harris, Wolk & Aguirre, 2010), additional work is needed to characterize
° . the perceptual correlates of these ERP components.
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