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EFFICIENCIES FOR PARTS AND WHOLES IN BIOLOGICAL MOTION PERCEPTION
W. DREW BROMFIELD!:%2, CHRIS P. TAYLOR3 & JASON M. GOLD!

IDepartment of Psychological and Brain Sciences, Indiana University, Bloomington

0% .
‘o: 000
' 00
IUB Vision Lab

http://www.iuvisionlab.org

2Program in Neuroscience, Indiana University, Bloomington
3Harvard Medical School

Are humans more efficient with some parts of

point-light walker (PLW) stimuli than others1:2? ® Results & Conclusions

o Information content did not vary

Task across conditions (except missing
Discriminate Left- vs. Right-facing Point-Light Walkers knees)
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