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Fig. S1. Individual performances across Experiments 1-3. A. Individual subject data from Experiment 1 demonstrates improvements in performance across both upper-body and lower-body conditions. B. On Day 1 of Experiment 2, individual subjects improve on visual search performance and maintain this high level of accuracy on Day 2 on the previously trained upper-body visual search. However, lower-body search performance is notably less accurate. C. Similar to Experiment 2, subjects on Days 1 and 2 of Experiment 3 show improvement during the course of initial upper-body learning that is maintained the following day. However, in contrast to Experiment 2, individual subjects show improvement over the course of Day 2 lower-body visual search and have a higher accuracy for this portion compared with subjects from Experiment 2. 
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Fig. S2. Correlation between visual search performances on Days 1 and 2 for individual subjects. Subjects in both Experiment 2 and Experiment 3 showed similar levels of correlation between accuracy in their second half performance on Day 1 and Day 2, regardless of interference, suggesting that differences in pattern suppression are not due to differences in overall learning rates between subjects, but rather due to specific changes during the respective upper-body and lower-body learning conditions. Performance here is calculated for overall second half performance for both upper- and lower-body clothing. 
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