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Average

Stimuli Trial Accuracy(SD) Frames True Positive True Negative
Still Life: Fruits on a Table 6 99.96%(<0.01) 1904.17 1875.17 28.17
Still Life with Red Onions 9 99.97%(<0.01)  2081.11 2063.00 17.56
Classical Landscape with Figures and Sculpture 4 95.35%(0.06) 1865.25 1781.00 73.50
A Cotton Office in New Orleans 4 99.79%(<0.01) 1930.00 1876.75 49.25
Total 23 99.15%(0.03) 1971.13  1932.57 35.57

Table 2 B Z & OF — 2%, ¥ Accuracy LIRMERZE, FH 7 L — L%, B TP, FH TN K

Average
Stimuli Trial Processing speed(SD) Video duration(min) Runtime(min)
Still Life: Fruits on a Table 6 10.08(0.85) 1.16 11.65
Still Life with Red Onions 9 10.18(1.24) 1.18 12.05
Classical Landscape with Figures and Sculpture 4 8.50(0.40) 1.18 10.01
A Cotton Office in New Orleans 4 10.66(0.96) 1.08 11.50
Total 23 8.94(1.21) 1.16 11.49
Table 3 HM T &L O F — 2, VFHMATIEE & EUERZE, FHBGERE, F 557 4T R H
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