














 

 

Supplementary  Figure  2 

 

The difference of Gaussion pRF model described below was fit to the time 

courses of each surface vertex following the same procedures as described in 

the method. 
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Free parameters #1, #2, and DoG ratio were then averaged per group and 

eccentricity bin. Shaded errorbars indicate the bootstrapped 95% confidence 

interval. Bootstrapped ANOVA’s were run separately for each eccentricity, 

and tested for significance at a false discovery rate of 0.05 per parameter. In 

line with the overlap in errorbars across the data of the three age groups in 

Supplementary Figure 2, this analysis revealed no significant age differences 

in any of the parameters: in Sigma1 (smallest uncorrected p=0.04), Sigma2 
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(smallest uncorrected p = 0.0058), and the DoG-ratio (smallest uncorrected p 

= 0.008).  
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