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Supplementary Figure S6. Controlling for potential interictal events.

(A) Scatter plots show distribution of peaks in cortical activity, averaged over cortex. Left: Example animal, raised on a DOX-diet.
Peaks were of variable length and remained at promince below %5 Right: Example animal, raised on a standard-diet. Clearly
visible are peaks of short latency and high promince red dots . (B) Interictal event probability for all mice. )our out of five mice
that were raised on standard non-DOX diet show potential interactival activity. (C) Example trace for removal of interictal activity
using interpolation. (D-E) Modeling results for all DOX-raised animals. Similar to )igure 2 E  *. (F-G) Modeling results for all
non-DOX-raised animals, showing potential interictal activity. Modeling results between the two groups were highly similar,
demonstrating that our results are not due to potential interactical activity in some of the mice.



