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Supplementary file 1. Statistical test results for 2 and 4 plots. Top, statistical test results for 2 plots. Orange shading, Y-component of the mean vector was tested for significant deviation from 0 (Wilcoxon rank-sum test, red indicates p-values < 0.05). No shading, Y-component of the mean vector was compared across regions using one-way ANOVA (rat, F(7,2587) = 12.64, p = 4.910-16; monkey, F(2,247) = 10.75, p = 3.410-5) followed by Bonferroni post-hoc tests. Significant differences (p-values < 0.05) between regions are indicated in red. Bottom, statistical test results for 4 plots. Orange shading, X-component of the mean vector was tested for significant deviation from 0 (Wilcoxon rank-sum test, red indicates p-values < 0.05). No shading, X-component of the mean vector was compared across regions using one-way ANOVA (rat, F(7,2587) = 3.79, p = 4.310-4; monkey, F(2,247) = 0.95, p = 0.387) followed by Bonferroni post-hoc tests. Significant differences (p-values < 0.05) between regions are indicated in red.
