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Time allocation as a function of variations of intensity and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.
Figure 2S.A:
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Time allocation as a function of variations of intensity and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.
Figure 2S.B:
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Time allocation as a function of variations of intensity and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.
Figure 3S:
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Time allocation as a function of variations of frequency and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.

Figure 4S.A:
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Time allocation as a function of variations of frequency and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.

Figure 4S.B
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Time allocation as a function of variations of frequency and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.

Figure 5S:
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Missed choice trials as a function of price (hold requirements) and stimulus intensity during training on free-choice trials. Mean of last 5 training sessions per subject ± S.E.
Figure 6S:
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Discrimination Index as a function of variations of intensity and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.
Figure 7S: 
[image: image9.emf]Discrimination Index: SR

>

LES

1.0+
0.8-
0.6-
0.4-
0.2-

0.0+

—_—

125

158

200

1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0

1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0

1s e 25 4s
LE4 LE11
Jp— 1.0 ,/TooIs
72 0.8 /
// 0.6 II
/
/ 0.4 /
/ /
7/ 0.24 /
s 0.0 ————et

T T T T T T
50 63 79 100 125 158 200

LE13

o

50 63 79 100 125 158 200

Frequency (Hz)

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

W5

T e~

T T T T T T T
50 63 79 100 125 158 200









50 63 79 100 125 158 200

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

LE5

50 63 79 100125158 200

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

LE4

50 63 79 100125158 200

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

LE13

50 63 79 100125 158200

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

LE11

50 63 79 100125 158200

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

W5

D

i

s

c

r

i

m

i

n

a

t

i

o

n

 

I

n

d

e

x

:

 

S

R

1 s 2 s 4 s

Frequency (Hz)

A B


Discrimination Index as a function of variations of frequency and price (hold requirements). Abscissas in log scale.
Figure 8S:
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Relationship for amplitude variations of DI50-SR and TA50-Hold-down.
Figure 9S:
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Individual relationship for amplitude variations of discrimination and reinforcement parameters.
Figure 10S.
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Effects of increasing doses of pimozide on TA50, TA-slope and TA-location parameters (A-C) and on DI50, DI-slope and DI-location (D-E). Different symbols and colors represent performance after 1, 2 or 4 s hold-down requirement. Each point is the mean (( S.E.) of 5 subjects tested twice with each dose.

