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Preface
The purpose of this dissertation was inspired by my coaching experience. Over my coaching career I was frequently questioned by various coaches about how to develop optimal practice plans to get their athletes best prepared for game-day. Although the current experiment was confined to a laboratory setting, this work seeks to address the coaching sentiment mentioned above, as the research experiment reported here tested the effectiveness of a novel adaptive practice method on motor performance and skill acquisition. What is worth noting is that the findings of this work may be narrowly specified to a laboratory environment but could be generalizable to face valid conditions commonly conducted in sport like volleyball serve reception, baseball batting, or basketball free-throw shooting. However, empirical investigation for face valid sport motor skills will be required to generalize the findings reported in this document.
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	Practice schedule optimization is an important topic for practitioners and researchers alike. One way to optimize a practice schedule and promote motor skill learning is to adapt practice conditions to the learner. This is important as creating customized practice conditions based on the learner could provide a new way to improve skill acquisition. The literature review starts with a history of adaptive practice followed by definitions and terms relevant to this topic. Then, our current understanding of adaptive practice is overviewed by first explaining the characteristics of different methods and models, and second, introducing the practice conditions adaptively modified in motor skill acquisition research. Next, the current findings and limitations of the methods and models are discussed. Following the literature review, and to address some of the limitations from previous work, a novel method for adapting practice is presented. Last, a research experiment was undertaken to investigate the effectiveness of the novel adaptive practice method on motor performance and learning. 
Keywords: adaptive practice; adaptive training; motor performance; motor learning; human learning; skill acquisition
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[bookmark: _Toc173136490]History of Adaptive Practice
	 The earliest known research experiment on adaptive practice was conducted by Birmingham (1959) in a naval research laboratory. At that time Birmingham (1959) was investigating practice interventions that adapted the task practiced to a learner’s practice performance outcomes. The reason this area of research started gaining traction is at that time computer and machine technologies advanced to the point that they had the capability to modify practice conditions in response to the input of practice performance data (Birmingham, 1959). Researchers at the time speculated that these computer controlled machines could automatically adjust or adapt practice in near real-time to find optimal practice conditions to improve learning. In the first experiment conducted by Birmingham (1959), he created an adaptive practice machine with the goal of assisting naval operators’ skill acquisition in a high frequency tracking task with a custom built oscillatory tracking system. In this experiment, naval operators tracked a constant oscillating frequency on the screen of the tracking system. As the operators performed the task, the tracking system would record the operators’ performance as an averaged filtered time-series and then compute the distance between the filtered recording and the oscillation shown on the screen. After computing the distance metric, the adaptive practice machine modified the oscillation speed in response to the performance level of the naval operator. As an example, as the distance between the performance of the operator and the displayed frequency became smaller the adaptive practice machine responded by increasing the speed of the oscillation frequency. This also worked in reverse, as the distance increased between the naval operators’ performance and the displayed frequency the adaptive practice machine decreased the speed of the oscillatory frequency. In essence, the adaptive practice machine created by Birmingham (1959) modified the difficulty of the oscillation tracking task by changing the speed of the oscillation frequency based on the distance metric computed from the performance data recorded from the naval operator. Thus, the idea of adaptive practice was born as the change in practice conditions in response to practice performance to optimize skill acquisition.
	Since the first known experiment on adaptive practice conducted by Birmingham (1959), early work in the 1960s investigated new parameter inputs and the inclusion of assistive augmented information in the hopes of improving the effectiveness of the adaptive practice machine. For instance, both Birmingham et al. (1962) and Hudson (1962) included an additional velocity metric for the same oscillation tracking task to investigate if adding additional input measures or parameters to the adaptive practice machine would improve the naval operator’s skill acquisition. In addition to the velocity metric included as an input to the adaptive practice machine, the experiment conducted by Hudson (1962) inserted an augmented visual display available to the naval operators that included real-time information about task performance. For example, when the distance and velocity metrics where high, indicating performance was far away and at a different velocity from the presented oscillatory frequency, the augmented visual display would give additional information to the operators to improve their tracking performance. As the naval operator’s performance improved the information on the augmented visual display faded and eventually turned off when the operator’s tracking performance was identical to the presented oscillatory frequency. 
	Later, research in the adaptive practice literature shifted to investigate a multitude of different kinds of interactions with adaptive changes to task difficulty. For example, Cote et al. (1978) took the knowledge acquired from the augmented feedback literature and incorporated it into an adaptive practice paradigm. They used a two-dimensional pursuit tracking task and investigated the interaction between augmented feedback and adaptive practice on motor performance and transfer of learning. Separately, Mané (1984) examined incorporating adaptive practice with a part practice and a whole practice manipulation in a Space Fortress computer game task. In this study the researchers developed subtasks for part components of the Space Fortress computer game while measuring: button pressing, decision making selection, aiming, and ship control. The study adapted the practice by increasing the difficulty of Space Fortress computer game at a fixed rate set a priori by increasing the speed a mine was introduced within the game. 
	In the 2000s and 2010s new ways to adapt practice were introduced into the literature. This included modeling the learner’s practice performance according to Fitts and Posner’s (1967) stages of learning, as adaptation would occur according to a model’s prediction on the learner’s current stage of learning (Wadden et al., 2019). Other work created performance assessment functions to adapt the difficulty of practice for the learner’s zone of optimal challenge (Choi et al., 2008). Moreover, research was conducted to investigate new heuristics or rule-based decision-making for adaptive practice such as the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) or the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017). The adaptive practice literature included additional practice modifications not limited to just manipulating task difficulty, but also including a change in the amount of contextual interference (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021). Altogether, even though there have been many investigations on adaptive practice with different kinds of practice modifications, the core principle and goal of the adaptive practice literature is the same…to design a practice schedule that changes practice conditions in response to practice performance with the goal to enhance motor skill learning (Kelley, 1969).
[bookmark: _Toc166678881][bookmark: _Toc166840335][bookmark: _Toc173136491]Definitions
Practice schedule optimization is an important topic of consideration for practitioners and researchers alike (Smith et al., 2023). In an ideal case, an optimal practice design for motor skill learning is constructed in such a way to promote long-term retention and transfer of the practiced task(s). One method to achieve the end goal of enhancing long-term retention and transfer, while accounting for changes in practice performance, has been done with what is known as “adaptive training” (Kelley, 1969) herein referred to as adaptive practice. Adaptive practice includes three primary elements: input data in the form of some sort of performance measure or measures, an agent that decides when the practice is going to be modified, and the output variable or modification to practice conditions (Kelley, 1969). These three elements work in a closed loop where the performance measure is given to some agent as input, the agent then uses some computation or logical deduction based on the input data to decide what to do, then the agent will moderate or modify some variable in practice as output (Mané, 1984). Once the practice has been modified new performance data is collected and input back into the agent which closes the loop between the three adaptive practice elements (Figure 1).
There are different categories of adaptive practice depending on timing of the agent’s modification to practice conditions. For instance, Park and Lee (2003) make a distinction in adaptive practice by differentiating the timing of when adaptation occurs into two separate approaches, which are termed micro-adaptive or macro-adaptive. According to Park and Lee (2003) micro-adaptive practice is when the agent intervenes with or modifies the practice conditions within a practice session. For instance, in the micro-adaptive approach, as new 
[image: A diagram of a machine

Description automatically generated]
[bookmark: _Ref170858333][bookmark: _Toc172733203]Figure 1. Adaptive Practice Closed Loop Diagram. Input data is given to an agent that uses logical steps or computation to then output a change to practice conditions. New data is then collected from that change and fed back into the agent, thus closing the loop. 


performance data is input into the agent, the agent will output a response by making changes within the practice session. This cycle of input and output continues in a closed-loop process until the conclusion of the practice session. On the other hand, a macro-adaptive approach for practice when the agent makes modifications to an upcoming practice session. Specifically, the agent will change practice conditions for the next practice session outside the practice session period. For instance, in the case of two practice sessions held once per day for two consecutive days, all the practice performance data from the practice session held on the first day would be fed into the macro-adaptive agent. Then, after the data is input into the macro-adaptive agent, the agent would design the practice for the practice session held on the second day. Therefore, the change for the second day of practice would be designed by the agent outside of either of the two practice sessions. A second way to use the macro-adaptive approach, using the same two-day practice scheme, is to have a pre-test prior to each practice session and use information from the pre-test to design the following practice session. For example, after completing a pre-test prior to the practice session, the performance data would be fed into a macro-adaptive agent. The agent would then design the practice conditions for the practice session that followed the pre-test on the same day. This procedure of completing a pre-test, input performance data into the agent, agent designs the practice, and then the practice would commence, would be repeated prior to each day of practice. This second way of macro-adaptive practice also follows the outside session description described by Park and Lee (2003) as the macro-adaptive agent designs the practice conditions prior to the initiation of each practice session. 
In the advancement of adaptive practice, the agent development in this research area has improved greatly since the first experiment by Birmingham (1959) using an adaptive practice machine. For instance, some agents are designed to follow rule-based systems. Rule based systems are defined by a series of if-then logical statements that are typically informed by expert knowledge or data and return some effect to get a desirable output (Liao, 2005). Other agents are created as parametric models that fit performance data to a known probability distribution function and make predictions about future outcomes (Wadden et al., 2019). In parametric modeling, the modeling term means that once the sample data are obtained, they are then fitted, and the parametric term means that fitting is done to some known probability distribution. Therefore, in the case of adaptive practice, parametric modeling is the process of taking performance data and fitting the data to some known probability distribution (Barndorff-Nielsen, 1988). Parametric modeling is conducted with the purpose of obtaining the underlying probability distribution from a sparse or small amount of data, and then the model is used to make predictions about future performance. In statistics, a probability distribution is a mathematical function that describes the occurrence or spread of values for a random variable (Barndorff-Nielsen, 1988). 
[bookmark: _Toc166678882][bookmark: _Toc166840336][bookmark: _Toc173136492]Methods and Models
The following section will describe the procedures of the methods or models used by agents to design adaptive practice conditions. All the methods or models described are micro-adaptive where the agent modifies practice within a practice session (Park & Lee, 2003). First, the procedures for the methods or models are explained. Then the implementation of the methods and models are described. Last, a brief summary of the method or model is provided.
[bookmark: _Toc166678883][bookmark: _Toc166840337][bookmark: _Toc173136493]Win-Shift Lose-Stay
One of the rule-based decisions systems an agent can use to adapt practice is the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method utilized by Simon et al. (2008). The first step of this procedure is to define some criterion threshold or objective as a “Win” condition prior to the start of the practice session. Anything that falls outside or beyond the bounds of the “Win” condition is considered a “Lose.” For example, for a dart throwing task a threshold for a “Win” could be to hit a designated target like the bulls-eye or it could be to hit any number of locations on the dartboard that share the same color. During the practice session, the procedure for the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method follows that upon attainment of a “Win” a shift in the practice conditions occur so that the next task or task variation scheduled will be different from the task or task variation previously attempted. If a “Win” is not attained, then the performance on the current trial is considered a “Lose,” thus the task variation would be repeated (Figure 2). Taken together, the rule-based decisions of the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method are such that practice is designed to repeat task or task variations succession until attaining a “Win.” Then, upon attainment of a “Win” the practice is adapted by shifting the next practice trial to a new task or task variation (Simon et al., 2008). 
In the inaugural work using the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, Simon et al. (2008) had two different Win-Shift Lose Stay (i.e., WSLS 1 & 2) groups where participants performed a key sequence typing task with three different task variations each with a different target movement time. Prior to practice researchers defined the “Win” criterion as achieving a movement time within five percent of the target movement time for each key pressing sequence. One group was denoted as WSLS1 where a task switch for the key sequence typing task was contingent on attaining a single “Win.” A second group was denoted as WSLS2 where a task switch was contingent on attaining two consecutive “Wins.” For both groups the “Lose” condition was set as anything outside of a five percent threshold bound for the target movement time associated with each key pressing sequence. 
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[bookmark: _Ref170858449][bookmark: _Toc172733204]Figure 2. Diagram of the Win-Shift Lose-Stay Method. If the current performance (trial n) meets or exceeds the threshold a Win is achieved so the next trial (trial n+1) is a task switch. If the current performance (trial n) is below the threshold a Lose is obtained so the next trial (trial n+1) is a task repeat.

Porter et al. (2020) used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method for adaptive practice in a basketball shooting task. The basketball shooting task had four different locations that varied in distance from the basketball hoop. Unlike the Simon et al. (2008) study that had a range of acceptable values that fell within the “Win” criterion, Porter et al. (2020) used a binary criterion for the “Win” or “Lose” conditions. Porter et al. (2020) set the binary “Win” criterion as a successful basketball shot where the basketball travels through the basketball hoop. The “Lose” criterion was any basketball shot that did not successfully travel through the basketball hoop. The Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, as stated above, in the Porter et al. (2020) study, followed the same procedure as the WSLS1 group in the Simon et al. (2008) study where the “Win” criteria only had to be reached a single time to produce a task switch for the next successive practice trial.
Regardless of the criteria used to define the “Win” condition, whether it is binary (Porter et al., 2020) or an acceptable range of values (Simon et al., 2008), prior work has demonstrated that the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method is not restricted to a certain kind of criteria. In addition, the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method is not limited to a single trial adaptive practice design. For example, Simon et al. (2008) showed that the method can handle multiple trials to achieve the set “Win” condition (i.e., WSLS2). In sum, the Win-Shift Lose Stay method is a rule-based system to adapt practice based on prior practice performance, where a change in practice conditions occurs upon achieving a “Win” condition that is set prior to the practice session. 
[bookmark: _Toc166678884][bookmark: _Toc166840338][bookmark: _Toc173136494]Staircase Procedure
The staircase procedure is another rule-based system used to adapt practice. The name of the staircase procedure comes from the idea of moving up or down levels as done when moving up or down a staircase (Levitt, 1971). The first step, as done in Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008), is to establish the criteria for a successful or unsuccessful performance in practice. The next step is defining the levels of the staircase that are used to modify practice conditions. Once the performance criteria and staircase levels are determined, the adaptive practice can begin. During practice, the adaptive structure of the staircase procedure is as follows: upon a successful performance of the current trial, the subsequent trial will “move up” a level on the staircase, and if the performance on the current practice trial is unsuccessful the next consecutive trial will “move down” a level (Levitt, 1971). 
Although the staircase procedure follows a similar rule-based system as the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008), there is an important distinction that makes the staircase procedure different than the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method. In the staircase procedure there is a higher likelihood of non-repeated practice trials regardless of the criteria used to determine the success or lack thereof on the first trial (Levitt, 1971). This is because the rule-based manipulation for the staircase procedure is designed to change levels. For instance, for an equivalent criteria used for both the Win-Shift Lose Stay method and the staircase procedure, the manipulation result for a second consecutive practice trial for the staircase procedure will result in a change in level. This is required in the staircase procedure for any subsequent practice trial that has an option to move up and down the staircase regardless of the performance result on the previous practice trial (Figure 3). This rule-based process is fundamentally different than the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method utilized by Simon et al. (2008). As stated in the previous section, in the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method a change in practice only occurs when the practice performance meets the “Win” condition, whereas the next trial is repeated if the practice performance does not meet the “Win” condition. Thus, the difference between the two methods is that there is a higher likelihood for change in subsequent practice trials in the staircase procedure and change is less 
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[bookmark: _Ref170858501][bookmark: _Toc172733205]Figure 3. Graphical View of the Staircase Procedure. Panel A: On any intermediate level the next trial will either go up or down the staircase. Panel B: At the top level, if the criterion is met then the next trial repeat, anything less will result in moving down on the staircase. Panel C: At the bottom level, if the criterion is met the next trial will move up the staircase, anything less will result in a task repeat. 


likely to occur for the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method since the only change opportunity is upon a “Win” since a “Lose” returns a repeat of the previous practice trial. However, there is an instance in the staircase procedure that can prohibit an adaptation or change in a subsequent practice trial. That instance is when the level for the current practice trial is either at the top level or bottom level of the staircase. For instance, if the current practice trial is at the bottom level of the staircase and the performance result was unsuccessful then the next practice trial will be a repeat of the previous trial. In addition, if the current practice is at the top level of the staircase and the performance result was successful then the following practice trial will be a repeat of the previous trial. Thus, to generalize the staircase method, for a finite number of levels a task repeat is only possible at the top and bottom of the staircase and all any level in between the top and bottom will result a change in practice conditions (Figure 3). 
Only one study within the area of adaptive practice has implemented the staircase procedure in a motor learning context. Gray (2017) used the rule-based staircase procedure to adapt practice conditions in a virtual baseball batting task. For the virtual baseball batting task, the criteria for a successful baseball batting trial, which is also referred to as a “swing” or “at-bat,” was defined as the baseball bat making contacting the pitched baseball, which is known as a “hit.” An unsuccessful baseball batting trial was defined as the bat not making contact with the pitched baseball. Thus, the criteria set by Gray (2017) was a binary of successful or unsuccessful. Once the criteria for baseball batting performance was determined, the researcher set the staircase levels at different degrees of difficulty. In specific, Gray (2017) set up a staircase of six equidistant levels where moving up each level of the staircase increased the pitching velocity by 2 mph (i.e., ~3.23 kph), and moving down each level decreased the pitching velocity by 2 mph (i.e., ~3.23 kph). If the current practice trial was on the lowest level of the staircase and the practice performance result was unsuccessful then that next trial had the same pitching velocity, but the ball traveled to a different location. This rule-based logic also applied at the highest staircase level. If the current practice trial was at the highest level of the staircase and the practice performance result was successful then the difficulty of the next trial, in terms of pitching velocity, was the same but the location of the baseball pitch was different. Thus, Gray (2017) set up equidistant levels and changed among them using a binary criterion.
In brief, the staircase procedure is a rule-based adaptive practice method that changes the level of the next trial based on the performance of the previous trial, with one notable exception. The exception occurs at the bounds which is the top and bottom levels of the staircase. At the bounds of the staircase a repeat in level will occur on a subsequent trial upon successful performance at the top level and will occur upon an unsuccessful performance at the bottom level. 
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[bookmark: _Hlk166142965]A threshold is defined as some level of magnitude or boundary that must be passed in order for some change to occur. Many studies in the adaptive practice literature use a threshold to determine when a change or adaptation will occur in the practice session (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Cote et al., 1978; Mané, 1984; Marraffino et al., 2021). A threshold can be operationalized in a number of different ways. For instance, one way a threshold can be used to define the boundary to change practice conditions, where a change occurs when practice performance improves to a certain level (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Cote et al., 1978; Gray 2017; Mané, 1984; Marraffino et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). To add, the threshold can also be applied in the opposite direction. In this case, the threshold is operationalized by changing the practice conditions when practice performance goes below a certain performance value or above an acceptable error limit (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Cote et al., 1978; Gray 2017; Marraffino et al., 2021). Moreover, instead of setting an arbitrary threshold that applies to all individuals equally, other work created thresholds that were customized to the individual (Wadden et al., 2019). In all the cases, thresholds in adaptive practice are used to decide when practice conditions change, and that occurs when the performance data meets or crosses the threshold criterion.
One implementation of a threshold in adaptive practice is for practice conditions to remain unchanged unless practice performance meets the threshold criteria. This kind of threshold is utilized in the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). For instance, for the WSLS1 group the Simon et al. (2008) study, a change for the next practice trial to a new key pressing sequence only occurred if the current practice performance was within a five percent target movement time. If the current practice performance was outside of the five percent target movement time, then the trial was repeated. Thus, the practice conditions only changed when the practice performance was within an acceptable threshold bound, a five percent boundary around the target movement time, and did not change when the performance was outside those bounds. In a similar vein, Porter et al. (2020) also used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method with a binary criterion of successful or unsuccessful performance based on the practice performance outcome in a basketball shooting task. Just as in the Simon et al. (2008) study, a change in the practice conditions was only permitted if the threshold of a successful basketball shooting performance was attained. If the practice performance did not meet the threshold in the basketball shooting task, then, following the rule-based Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, the next practice trial was a repeat of the previous trial attempted (Porter et al., 2020). Taken together, for the rule-based Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, a change in practice conditions only occurs if the practice performance meets a threshold, otherwise the practice conditions do not change. 
A similar implementation of a threshold, as done in the Porter et al. (2020) study which used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, is when the criterion is based on completion of a task objective. For instance, Mané (1984), in a Space Fortress computer game task, did this by setting the threshold as a task objective in the Space Fortress computer game. Specifically, the task objective was to destroy a mine or fortress. Once a mine or fortress was destroyed a change would occur within the computer game. If a mine or fortress was not destroyed, then the Space Fortress game conditions remained the same. Worthy of note is that in the Mané (1984) study, the change in the game conditions only took place in one direction (i.e., increasing difficulty) upon completing the task objective. Thus, the Mané (1984) study had a similar threshold implementation as the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method since changes in practice conditions only occurred upon attaining the objective to destroy a mine or fortress, which is similar to the concept of achieving a “Win” in the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method.
Another implementation of thresholds in adaptive practice is used to define adaptive practice conditions that change when practice performance is above or below a set value or limit. For example, in a motor key pressing sequence task both Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) set an a priori error limit as their threshold to determine what kind of change in practice conditions would occur. If the practice performance fell below the error limit (i.e., below the threshold) then the next trial block was designed to adjust to the low error value. If the practice performance rose above the error limit (i.e., above the threshold) a different adaptation in subsequent practice trial block took place to accommodate for the high practice performance error. A similar use case of this kind of threshold was utilized in the staircase procedure used by Gray (2017), as the decision making logic operates in a similar manner to the implementation of adapting practice conditions conducted by Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021). In the staircase procedure recall that Gray (2017) used a binary objective of successful or unsuccessful practice performance to decide if the next trial would move up or down a level on the staircase. This means that for any practice performance result there was a change up or down a level of difficulty on the subsequent trial. This was because in the staircase procedure, there was a single threshold used to determine the success or failure of the practice performance for each trial. Hence, the implementation of the threshold used by Beik and Fazeli (2021), Beik et al. (2021), and Gray (2017) demonstrates that a threshold can be used to change practice conditions in two different directions dependent on the outcomes of the practice performance relative to the set performance threshold.
The above-mentioned threshold implementations in adaptive practice literature, describe an arbitrary criterion set prior to the practice session. A different way of setting the criterion is by customizing it to the individual based on a performance reference value. Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 2) created a customized adaptive practice schedule for an individualized threshold value based on two factors: the practice performance of the current trial, and the performance from a reference value. Taken these two factors together, a threshold was customized to the individual because it handled the rate of change from the reference value obtained from performance values acquired from Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 1) to the current performance in practice. Hence, a slope, or rate of change, was calculated between the reference value and the current practice performance. If the slope between the reference value and current performance exceeded the individualized threshold value, then some change in the practice conditions occurred. If the slope did not exceed the individualized threshold, then the practice conditions remained unchanged. Thus, a threshold used to adapt practice conditions is not exclusively arbitrary, as Wadden et al. (2019) showed that the threshold can be customized to the individual based on both a reference to earlier motor performance, and current practice performance.
Taken together, thresholds have been used to change practice conditions if practice performance meets a criterion (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) or when practice performance falls below a criterion (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Gray, 2017). Thresholds can either be set arbitrarily (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) or customized to the individual (Wadden et al., 2019; experiment 2). In short, thresholds have been used in adaptive practice to make decisions on when to change practice conditions.
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A parametric model is used in adaptive practice to fit performance data to a known probability distribution. The performance data can come from practice performance, a pre-test, or from pilot data collected prior to the experiment. Recall that obtaining a parametric model requires obtaining data and then fitting the data to some known probability distribution (Barndorff-Nielsen, 1988). In adaptive practice, once the parametric model is fitted to practice performance data, the model is used to make estimations on the likelihood of subsequent performance outcome(s). These estimates can be helpful in constructing adaptive practice because the model can provide some inference about the performer, which is more information than what is acquired from practice performance data alone. The features that are estimated from the parametric model are used to describe and bring inference about the performer since only a few features are required to describe the entire underlying distribution (Barndorff-Nielsen, 1988). For example, in a Gaussian or standard normal distribution only having two features, mean and variance, can describe the entire probability distribution. Obtaining the underlying distribution by fitting the performance data to a parametric model can provide researchers with much more information about practice performance data than the data can alone. The following paragraphs will explain some examples of parametric models and their use in adaptive practice.
Using a visuomotor cursor to target task, Choi et al. (2008) had an adaptive practice condition where practice performance was parametrically modeled to an exponential probability distribution. Researchers in this study used the parametric model to assist in the construction of practice conditions for future practice trials. The parametric model modified practice by considering both the practice performance observed and the predicted error estimate made by the parametric model. To add, a change in the practice conditions occurred in two different directions. For instance, if the error observed in the current practice trial was greater than the estimates from the parametric model, then the practice conditions would be adjusted to accommodate for the difference in the estimate and observed practice result. On the other hand, if the error was less than the estimate from the parametric model then the change occurred in the opposite direction, as the practice conditions would be modified to manage the difference between the estimate and observed practice outcome. Thus, the parametric model estimates were used to adapt practice conditions when compared to observed practice performance.
Similar to the adaptive practice schedule developed by Choi et al. (2008), Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 2) used a parametric model to design the practice conditions for a discrete pairing task. In Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 1) performance data from each participant was collected to create a customized performance reference value that was used as part of the information incorporated in the decision-making process for designing adaptive practice conditions in Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 2). In addition to the creation of the performance reference value from Wadden et al. (2019, experiment 1), researchers also parametrically modeled each participant’s stage of learning (Fitts & Posner, 1967) by fitting the practice performance data to an exponential distribution, which is akin to the parametric modeling done in previous work conducted by Choi et al. (2008). Once the parametric models were fitted to the practice performance data obtained in the first experiment (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 1), researchers in the second experiment (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) used the parametric model to make predictions on the expected practice performance value for each practice trial. The parametric model estimates on expected performance were then used as a coefficient in an adaptive practice function created to determine the practice conditions in subsequent practice trials for the second research experiment (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). Specifically, the expected performance prediction from the parametric model was multiplied by the difference between the reference value and the practice performance of the current trial. The result from this computation was then used to determine if practice conditions would change or be repeated in subsequent trials within the practice session. Thus, the findings from Wadden et al. (2019) provide a demonstration that a parametric model fitted to an individual’s practice performance data can be applied as information to adapt practice conditions in a future practice session.   
In a separate implementation, Bittmann et al. (2017) used a parametric model to create customized therapy sessions to assist stroke patients in a robotic prehension task for the patient’s affected arm. In that study, stroke patients manipulated a force field joystick to move a robotic arm to 10 different targets across multiple days. For each day of the experiment, the stroke patients did a pre-test assessment where baseline performance was acquired from several trials by patients moving the robotic arm to different targets. After baseline performance data was collected, the mean and standard deviation were calculated. Once the mean and standard deviation were obtained, the values were then input into a seventh order polynomial to estimate the mean and standard deviation for future performance error on the robot arm reaching task. The parametric model used by Bittmann et al. (2017) differs from the probability distributions chosen by Choi et al. (2008) and Wadden et al. (2019) as Bittmann et al. (2017) used a Gaussian distribution to parametrically model the robot reaching error for each stroke patient. During practice, researchers used the parametric model to adapt practice conditions by changing the amount of force required to move the joystick and thus the robotic arm to each of the 10 targets. Therefore, the parametric model was used to adapt the practice conditions, specifically the force required to move the joystick, for each patient with the goal of designing a custom therapy session to best assist the patient in the robot arm prehension task. Thus, given the individual differences observed in the performance baseline for each stroke patient in the robot reaching task, Bittmann et al. (2017) used a parametric model to account for those differences by adapting practice conditions in each practice session to the mean and standard deviation error estimates parametrically modeled from the baseline data. 
Taken together, prior work has shown that parametric modeling can be fitted to practice performance data and then used to adapt practice conditions (Bittmann et al 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). Furthermore, the results of these works are evidence that parametric modeling can be used to adapt practice conditions beyond the group level and where the models can be specified to adapt practice conditions at the individual level. In summary, parametric models and the predictions made by the models are another way to decide when to adapt practice conditions.
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The following section will describe the practice modifications conducted in previous work. First, a description of the practice modification will be provided. Second, previous work in adaptive practice implementing the practice modification will be described. Third, the results from the practice modification used in adaptive practice are given. Last, a short synopsis of the findings is provided. 
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	One modification to practice conditions can be via augmented instruction, where augmented means a source that is not naturally available in the environment (Magill & Anderson, 2021). An example of an augmented source can be a coach giving verbal instructions to players on a basketball court or a teacher giving information to students in the classroom. Remediation is a form of augmented instruction where the instructor or agent gives information about a task or objective with the goal of improving the understanding of that task or objective (Gopher et al., 1989). Adaptive remediation in practice modifies provided instructions about the task and/or task objective when practice performance is below a criterion or threshold (Anthony et al., 1999). 
	Adaptive remediation was used by Anthony et al. (1999) to investigate if giving additional instructional information to learners would assist performance in a Space Fortress computer game. Researchers in this study designed an experimental group that received adaptive remediation with an emphasis or focus on component parts. The component parts emphasized were the ship velocity, ship control, mine recognition timing, battle points, and total game score. Participants in the experimental adaptive remediation group played a Space Fortress game and were instructed to emphasize a single component part. The participants then played the Space Fortress computer game and the results were compared to a criterion score. If a participant’s results passed the criterion score for the emphasized component part, they were then instructed to emphasize the next component part and continued to play the Space Fortress computer game. If the performance results did not surpass the criterion score, then the researchers gave remediation on the task objective and re-emphasize the component part. This remediation procedure continued until the criterion score was passed with a 75% success rate. Altogether, the implementation of remediation done by Anthony et al. (1999) was adaptive as the additional instructions about the task objective were contingent on practice performance in the Space Fortress computer game. 
At the time of writing this dissertation, Anthony et al. (1999) was the only study to investigate the use and modification of adaptive remediation within adaptive practice. The use of adaptive remediation was compared to two other practice interventions: one that was instructed to emphasize total score and a second that was instructed to emphasize multiple components, but without any remediation. Findings from this study indicate that adaptive remediation was effective in increasing the performance of ship velocity and ship control in the Space Fortress computer game. However, the adaptive remediation condition performed worse on measures of total score and battle points compared to the other conditions. Taken together, it can be inferred by these results that adaptive remediation may be assistive in the performance variables related to the ship but not helpful for improvement on outcome measures.
This area of adaptive practice is still relatively unexplored with only one known publication on adaptive remediation. Nevertheless, the results of the Anthony et al. (1999) are mixed as some variables showed improvement with adaptive remediation whereas other outcome measures did not. Thus, more work is needed to elucidate the effects of adaptive remediation.
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The spacing effect occurs when a greater amount of non-tested (i.e., filler) practice trials are scheduled in-between tested practice trials, that assists learning for tested practice trials (Ebbinghaus, 1913; Dempster, 1989). Generally speaking, the greater the amount of space, in the form of filler practice trials, between each tested practice trial that was assessed in a retention test will produce greater improvements in retention test performance. The benefits to learning from the spacing effect is explained by the retrieval effort hypothesis (Bjork & Bjork, 1992) where interleaving filler practice trials increases the difficulty of memory retrieval for the tested practice trials. Thus, the effort for memory retrieval is enhanced for the tested practice trials. Therefore, by increasing the space between tested practice trials, up to certain extent, memory retrieval can be facilitated to promote learning.
Mettler et al. (2016) adapted practice by modifying the space, by changing the number of filler practice trials, between tested practice trials in a geography matching task. In that task, a geographic map was presented at the center of a computer monitor along with a list of countries’ names shown on the right-hand side of the monitor. Each trial for the geography matching task began when a country on the map was highlighted. The goal was to select the correct country name that was highlighted on a computer monitor as quickly and accurately as possible. The practice session included both non-tested countries, meaning those countries that were filler practice trials used to change the space between tested practice trials, and tested countries, which were later assessed on a retention test. 
For the adaptive condition in the Mettler et al. (2016) study, researchers spaced the number tested practice trials by use of an Adaptive Response-Time-Based Sequencing (ARTS) algorithm. The inputs to the ARTS algorithm were the response time, accuracy, and the last occurrence of the last tested practice trial, which was a country name matched with the geographic location highlighted on a map that was later assessed on a test of retention. The lower the response time on a tested practice trial, given that the trial country selected was accurate, the greater the amount of space added until the next occurrence. The greater the response time on a tested practice trial, the smaller the amount of space added until the next occurrence. Hence, the modification to the practice was the amount of space between tested practice trials. Mettler et al. (2016) used the spacing effect to increase the amount of retrieval effort required for the adaptive group to improve learning. 
The adaptive group in the Mettler et al. (2016) study was compared to a fixed equal spacing group where tested practice trials were presented at regular intervals with a consistent amount of non-tested trials. In addition, a third fixed expanding group was included as that group received a predefined practice schedule where the amount of space between each tested practice trials increased throughout the practice session. The findings from this study indicated that the adaptive group outperformed both comparison groups on a delayed one-week post-test assessment as measured by accuracy and average response time.
Taken together, practice conditions can be modified by the spacing effect (Ebbinghaus, 1913; Dempster, 1989) by manipulating the amount of space between tested practice trials (Mettler, et al. 2016). This kind of modification is thought to promote retrieval effort (Bjork & Bjork, 1992) and thus enhance learning. The study by Mettler et al. (2016) demonstrates that the spacing effect can be adaptively modified in response to practice performance. In short, results from Mettler et al. (2016) are evidence that adaptive practice via manipulation of the space between testable practice trials is an effective way to improve learning compared to fixed practice conditions.
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Another modification to practice conditions is task switching. A continuum of contextual interference (Battig, 1979; Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990) describes the degree of task switching. From the earlier work on contextual interference, random practice—where multiple tasks or task variations are interleaved—has shown to depress practice performance but facilitate greater long-term learning effects compared to blocked practice—where all of one task or task variation is completed before moving onto the next (Battig, 1979; Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990). There have been a variety of proposed explanations for the role of task switching in motor skill learning ranging from elaboration, action plan reconstruction, and error processing hypotheses (Broadbent et al., 2017; Lee & Magill, 1985; Shea & Morgan, 1979). All three of these hypotheses are premised in the conclusion that increasing cognitive effort benefits in motor skill learning, but depresses practice performance (Broadbent et al., 2017; Lee & Magill, 1985; Shea & Morgan, 1979). The elaboration hypothesis suggests that task switching enhances cognitive effort, which is then used for motor memory storage and retrieval. According to the elaboration hypothesis, the process of task switching enhances skill acquisition as cognitive effort is used to compare and contrast multiple motor memories. This compare and contrast process is thought to make the motor memories more clearly separated which enhance the peculiarities or resolution of each motor memory (Shea & Morgan, 1979). Separately, the action-plan reconstruction hypothesis contends that upon a task switch motor memories are partially or fully forgotten (Lee & Magill, 1985). Thus, due to forgetting that has taken place, cognitive effort is then required to recreate an action plan to perform the next task. According to the action-plan reconstruction hypothesis, task switching improves motor memory retention as the capability to reconstruct action plans becomes more practiced and learned (Lee & Magill, 1985). In contrast, the error-processing hypothesis put forward by Broadbent et al. (2017) includes elements of both the elaboration (Shea & Morgan, 1979) and action-plan reconstruction hypotheses (Lee & Magill, 1985) with the inclusion of effortful cognition on deviations from the objective. In essence, the error-processing hypothesis proposes that when an error occurs during practice and is followed by a switch to a different task, cognitive effort is spent updating the action plan from the previous task into memory and recreating a new action plan to execute the different upcoming task from motor memory (Broadbent et al, 2017). In addition to the effortful error processing that takes place to update the action plan in memory via comparison to the current result, elaboration takes place resultant of the task switch where the motor memory of the previous task is contrasted to a different motor memory that generates the next action plan for the upcoming trial. No matter the explanation, task switching decreases practice performance and enhances long-term learning (Magill & Anderson, 2021).
A few studies in the adaptive practice literature have modified practice conditions by manipulating the amount of task switching within a practice session (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). There have been a number of strategies involved in manipulating the occurrence of a task switch in a practice session. For instance, previous work has used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method, a rule-based logical system, where the occurrence of a task switch is contingent upon meeting a threshold criterion for a predefined “Win” condition (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Other research used parametric models that estimated expected performance in practice and compared the estimates to the observed practice performance to decide to task switch or to repeat a practice trial (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). Moreover, some used a predefined acceptable error rate or threshold to decide the amount of change in contextual interference level needed in subsequent practice trial blocks (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021). In short, there have been a variety of task switch modifications that have been implemented in the adaptive practice literature. All the methods mentioned are focused on changing the amount of contextual interference experienced in practice to optimize cognitive effort to improve skill acquisition.
 The findings on the adaptive modification task switching seems to be dependent on the methodological implementation done in practice. For example, studies that used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method as the adaptive practice approach have seen both null differences and improvement in skill acquisition. For example, in the study conducted by Simon et al. (2008) researchers found that the adaptive group using the Win-Shift Lose Stay (WSLS1) method outperformed a blocked comparison during retention. However, the retention test performance from the adaptive group was only marginally different than that of the random practice group. Porter et al. (2020) also used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method as the adaptive procedure in a basketball shooting task. They compared their adaptive group to a blocked and random practice condition and found no significant differences on any post-test following practice: immediate post-test, retention test, and transfer test. Thus, as far as outcomes from the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method implementation are concerned, both studies provide evidence that there were no significant differences between adaptive and random practice conditions on tests of retention. However, interestingly enough, the adaptive groups in both studies that had task switches modified by the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method had significantly less task switches in practice compared to random practice conditions with similar performance outcomes on retention tests (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). These results suggest the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method might produce similar amounts of cognitive effort to random practice conditions with a significant reduction in the amount of task switches in practice. 
Research that modified practice conditions via task switching based on predictive practice performance estimates from a parametric model have shown that this improves motor skill acquisition (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). However, in that experiment, researchers did not have any comparison group to juxtapose the results of the adaptive practice condition. Thus, experiment two in Wadden et al. (2019) serves as a proof of concept for the adaptive method and model, that predictions from a parametric model can be used to modify task switching in a practice session. Therefore, more research is needed with comparison groups to validate the effectiveness of parametric modeling on motor skill acquisition utilizing an adaptive task switching manipulation.
Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) investigated a different approach to modifications of task switches within a practice session. In those studies, the amount of contextual interference was split into four levels: blocked, blocked-serial, serial, and random. In the adaptive practice condition for both studies, a change in the level of contextual interference occurred when the practice performance of a trial block was greater than or less than a threshold error limit. The basic decisions rules were as follows: if the practice performance error was less than the threshold error limit then a subsequent trial block had a higher level of contextual interference compared to the level of interference in the previous trial block. The reverse was also true. If the practice performance error was greater than the error limit threshold then the subsequent trial block had a lower level of contextual interference. However, if the practice performance error was below the threshold limit and the previous trial block was random practice, then the subsequent trial block would remain randomly scheduled. The performance results from the Beik and Fazeli (2021) study showed that the adaptive group significantly outperformed the blocked and random practice conditions. Moreover, results from the Beik et al. (2021) study corroborate the findings from Beik and Fazeli (2021) as the adaptive practice group in the Beik et al. (2021) study had lower mean error compared to the blocked and random practice groups. However, even though the mean error on the retention test was lower for the adaptive practice group, these differences were only marginal as there were no statistically significant differences between random and adaptive practice performance results. Hence, the results of adaptive practice using an error threshold are mixed as the statistical evidence between the Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) are not in agreement. 
There have been a variety of methods used to modify task switching in the adaptive practice literature. Findings from previous work are not conclusive in favor of or against adaptive practice with a task switching manipulation as only one of the studies showed statistical evidence that adaptive task switching improved skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021). The cited works either did not use comparison groups (Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) or the results of adaptive practice were not significantly different from random practice on a test of retention (Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Thus, more research in this area is needed to elucidate the effects and effectiveness of a task switching manipulation as the adaptive practice modification.
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Task difficulty was the first used modifier to change practice conditions in the adaptive practice literature (Birmingham, 1959). Task difficulty is defined as the amount of challenge that is inherent in the task (Magill & Anderson, 2021). The challenge inherent in the task is referred to as nominal task difficulty in the Challenge Point Framework (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). Task difficulty can be modified in a variety of ways by changing any of the following: target size (Fitts, 1954), target distance (Fitts, 1954), task complexity (Magill & Anderson, 2021), and time to complete the task (Magill & Anderson, 2021) to name a few. The following section reviews implementations from prior work on adapting task difficulty in a practice session.
There have been several different methodological implementations of task difficulty in adapting practice conditions such as meeting a criterion objective threshold (Mané, 1984), through a rule-based logical system (Gray, 2017), or by comparing observed practice performance to parametric models estimates (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008). For instance, Gray (2017) used the staircase procedure to change the level of task difficulty dependent on the comparison between practice performance of the current practice trial and a predefined threshold criteria. In addition, parametric models used by Bittmann et al. (2017) and Choi et al. (2008) adapted the task difficulty of subsequent practice trials based on the error distribution modeled in a pre-test (Bittmann et al., 2017) or based on the threshold set by an expected practice performance estimate (Choi et al., 2008). However, the results on the adaptive task difficulty manipulation differed, as studies in this area have different findings on the effects of adaptive task difficulty on skill acquisition.
In a Space Fortress computer game, Mané (1984) used a task objective threshold or criterion to decide the occurrence of an increase in task difficulty for subsequent practice trials. The objective threshold for the Space Fortress computer game was to destroy a mine or fortress. Once the mine or fortress was destroyed, game speed (i.e., task difficulty) increased. The comparison groups included in the study were a part practice group which played component parts of the Space Fortress game sequentially, and a whole practice group which played the Space Fortress computer game at a fixed speed. Upon analyzing the data it was observed that the part practice group earned the highest game score compared to the other practice groups. However, the data analyzed only contained practice data from a single session, as Mané (1984) did not include a retention test to assess skill acquisition. Hence, the effects of adapting task difficulty, with a task objective criterion, for motor skill learning are inconclusive as learning effects were never assessed in the study.
Another way to modify task difficulty is through the use of a rule-based system like the staircase procedure (Levitt, 1971). In a virtual reality baseball batting task, Gray (2017) used the staircase procedure with a binary criterion, to determine if a subsequent practice trial would increase or decrease the level of task difficulty. If the practice trial performance was deemed successful, then the following trial increased in task difficulty. If the practice trial performance was deemed unsuccessful then there was a decrease in task difficulty for the subsequent practice trial. The adaptive practice group was compared to the following groups: a group that received non-adaptive extra virtual reality baseball batting practice, a group that received extra real world non-adaptive baseball batting practice, and a control group that received no additional practice. The adaptive group had higher skill acquisition compared to all other groups as evidenced by better performance on a real world batting retention test that followed the practice intervention. However, this effect was only marginal as there were no significant differences between groups. Thus, the staircase procedure with a modification to task difficulty in Gray (2017) demonstrated how adaptive practice can be implemented using the staircase procedure. 
Instead of using a rule-based system, like the staircase procedure (Levitt, 1971), other work used parametric models to adapt the task difficulty within a practice session (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008). In the Choi et al. (2008) study, their adaptive practice condition used a parametric model fitted to practice performance data using an exponential probability distribution. Then, the fitted parametric model made predictions on the expected practice performance of the learner. If the learner’s practice performance was greater than that of the estimate provided by the parametric model, then the task difficulty of the next trial would increase. If the learner’s observed practice performance was less than the estimate, then the task difficulty of next trial would decrease. Bittmann et al. (2017) also used a parametric model, as researchers modeled the reaching error in a robotic arm prehension task for stroke patients. The reaching error data was modeled using a seventh order polynomial, where the means and standard deviations were derived from the polynomial function. Then those means and standard deviations obtained were fitted to a Gaussian or normal distribution. Once the parametric model was obtained after fitting the means and standard deviations to a Gaussian distribution, estimates on expected error were used to construct a practice schedule with customized task difficulty for each practice trial. Task difficulty was then adapted to the error produced by each stroke patient. Results from both of those studies provide evidence that using a parametric model combined with a task difficulty practice modification led to improved performance on the practiced task. In Choi et al. (2008) the adaptive practice group with the task difficulty manipulation outperformed a fixed difficulty condition on a test of retention. Bittmann et al. (2017) had no comparison groups, as it was a proof of concept or case study to investigate the effectiveness of parametric modeling and practice design for stroke patients. Taking these two papers together, there is preliminary evidence to suggest that parametric modeling with a task difficulty modification is beneficial for skill acquisition compared to fixed or non-adaptive practice conditions.
Taken together, previous work has shown that there are a multitude of approaches to modifying task difficulty for adaptive practice. From rule-based methods like the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017), to parametric modeling (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008), or even a task objective criterion (Mané, 1984). All of the mentioned works have modified practice by changing task difficulty. However, only one of the experiments found that adaptive practice outperformed comparison groups (Choi et al., 2008), as the others did not test motor skill learning (Mané, 1984) or did not have comparison groups (Bittmann et al., 2017). Hence, more work is needed to see if the task difficulty modification can be done adaptively in practice to improve skill acquisition.
[bookmark: _Toc166678892][bookmark: _Toc166840346][bookmark: _Toc173136502]Summary and Future Directions
Across the various modifications used to adapt practice there is evidence that adaptive practice can enhance motor skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016). However, there is also evidence opposed, as many studies found no additional improvements in motor skill learning resultant from adaptive practice (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik et al., 2021; Gray, 2017; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). In addition, many studies did not test motor skill learning (Birmingham, 1959; Mané, 1984; Marraffino et al., 2021) or did not have comparison groups to see the difference in acquisition from adaptive practice (Bittmann et al., 2017; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). Given that the literature on adaptive practice for motor skill acquisition is rather sparse and has conflicted results for and against the effectiveness of adaptive practice, it is important to further investigate the methods used to adapt practice during acquisition to understand the effectiveness of adaptive practice. 
One important consideration to understand the prior work conducted is that all studies used a threshold to decide when to modify practice conditions. Regardless of the practice condition manipulation, whether it was to task switch (Beik & Fazeli 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2), change task difficulty (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984), give remediation (Anthony et al., 1999), or to change the space between tested practice trials (Mettler et al., 2016), all the reviewed studies utilized a threshold to determine if and when the practice manipulation occurred. In addition, thresholds have been used ubiquitously to adapt practice conditions regardless of the methods or models used such as rule-based systems (Gray, 2017; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) and parametric models (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019; experiment 2). Thresholds have been widely used since a decision to change practice conditions must occur at a particular point in time within the practice session. One reason for the widespread use of thresholds in adaptive practice is that a determination to change in practice conditions can be easily made from juxtaposing practice performance to a practice performance threshold. Since deciding how to change practice conditions is quite easy via juxtaposition of practice performance to a threshold, the problem then becomes the procedure to decide the threshold value. Currently, there is no existing literature that has established a function or equation to calculate or approximate what the threshold should be for a specific task. Thus, the findings that contrast the benefits of adaptive practice could simply be explained by concluding the chosen threshold was suboptimal. Therefore, the threshold chosen could be a confound for any adaptive practice studies that did not find improvements in motor skill acquisition. This means that a description for any observed null effects in previous research can be explained by a suboptimal threshold and not the effectiveness or lack thereof of the adaptive practice method. Future research should seek to address this concern by providing a method of adapting practice that does not require a threshold to eliminate the confound of the chosen threshold value.
Another consideration beyond the choice of a threshold, is how much data to consider when adapting practice. Of the studies surveyed in the literature review, only six (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) used more than a single trial of data to decide when to adapt practice. Five of these studies found improvements in motor skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) and three of the studies found improvements in skill acquisition compared to other groups (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016). Only one of these studies did not find statistically significant differences between other practice conditions and adaptive practice (Beik et al., 2021). Moreover, of the studies that used a single trial rule-based systems like the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017) or the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) only one found improvements in motor skill acquisition when compared to other practice conditions and that improvement was observed from data collected years after the practice intervention from baseball players in their professional leagues (Gray, 2017). Taken together, it seems that a larger amount of information used to decide practice conditions is assistive for designing effective adaptive practice conditions compared to only adapting practice on information provided from a single practice trial. This could mean that larger sample sizes from practice performance could also be a confounding factor in adaptive practice design. However, the research is still limited in this area. Thus, future work should investigate adaptive practice methods or models that use a larger sample size of practice performance data to make decisions on when to change practice conditions with the goal of optimizing motor learning.


[bookmark: _Toc173136503]Chapter 2: Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc167640806][bookmark: _Toc167640817][bookmark: _Hlk169166327]In the field of motor behavior, the quest to design and implement optimal practice conditions to improve motor skill learning has been one of its most fundamental pursuits within the discipline (Hebert et al., 1996; Porter et al., 2020; Smith et al., 2023). There have been many investigative lines of motor behavior research which have led to discoveries of novel ways to improve motor skill learning. For example, researchers have developed new ways to more effectively direct attention (Wulf, 2013), deliver augmented feedback (Sigrist et al., 2013), create contextual interference (Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990), and provide demonstration (Hodges & Franks, 2002), to name a few. In addition, previous work has been conducted to adapt practice conditions to changes in learner’s practice performance (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Cote et al., 1978; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Maraffino et al., 2021; Mettler et al., 2011; Mettler et al., 2016; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019), under the basic premise that skill acquisition could be optimized by tailoring practice conditions adaptively to performance changes in practice (Kelley, 1969). 
Previous work has demonstrated that adaptive practice can work effectively as a proof of concept (Bittmann et al., 2017; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). Additional studies have shown adaptive practice schedules can improve skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Mettler et al., 2016). Moreover, there are studies that show no differences between adaptive practice conditions and comparison groups (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik et al., 2021; Mané, 1984; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Findings in adaptive practice do not uniformly point in a single direction as some studies found null effects (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik et al., 2021; Mané, 1984; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) and others found improvements in skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016). Furthermore, the amount of work conducted in this research area is still sparse even though the literature has a long history dating back to the first experiment conducted by Birmingham (1959). Given the sparsity of work in this area, despite its long history, additional research is required to more fully understand both the design and application to enact adaptive practice conditions to enhance motor skill learning. 
One item that is consistent throughout all of the adaptive practice literature is the use of a threshold to decide when to change practice conditions (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Cote et al., 1978; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Maraffino et al., 2021; Mettler et al., 2011; Mettler et al., 2016; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). In adaptive practice, a threshold is defined as some level of magnitude or boundary that must be met or crossed in order for some change to occur in the practice session (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Cote et al., 1978; Mané, 1984; Marraffino et al., 2021). For instance, a change in practice conditions could occur if the learner meets or exceeds a threshold such as performing below an error limit (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Cote et al., 1978; Gray 2017; Marraffino et al., 2021) or meets a threshold criteria like shooting a mine in the Space Fortress computer game (Mané, 1984). However, even though the usage of a threshold is widely utilized in this area of research, it is difficult to determine what the effective threshold limit or level should be to design an effective adaptive practice design. For instance, many works set the threshold to a game condition, such as destroying a mine or fortress in a Space Fortress computer game (Mané, 1984) or shooting a basketball into the basketball hoop (Porter et al., 2020) or arbitrarily assigning a threshold to a constant value, like a nonchanging scalar (i.e. 15% error), for some acceptable success or error limit (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Simon et al., 2008). Some studies used pilot data to empirically estimate what the threshold should be for a specific task used in the research experiment (Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019). Others normalized their threshold to the performance level of the participants prior to conducting the research experiment (Gray, 2017) and one study created new thresholds prior to each practice session based on pre-test performance data (Bittmann et al., 2017). However, there is a generalizability problem and practical expense issue for determining the threshold required to elicit skill acquisition in adaptive practice.
In the case of generalizability, if a threshold is chosen arbitrarily then it is difficult to transfer the same constant value and get the same effect on motor learning across a variety of motor skills. For instance, when performing a baseball batting task against a live pitcher, an arbitrarily chosen acceptable success rate or threshold may be 25% for practice performance. However, that same threshold of 25% success rate may be too low to be effectively useful for a task such as a basketball free-throw. This example illustrates that an arbitrarily chosen threshold for one task may not be generalizable to other tasks or skills suggesting the usefulness of thresholds may be task specific. For instance, the threshold that is appropriate for the baseball batting task may be too high or too low to effectively adapt practice conditions for motor skill learning in the basketball free-throw task (Figure 4). In addition, even if a 25% threshold is deemed appropriate by practitioners or researchers prior to practice it still is an educated guess, as the selection of threshold value may not even be effective to obtain a desired learning effect. To handle this arbitrary selection issue, some researchers derived an appropriate or effective threshold empirically by experimentally testing threshold values on pilot participants prior to the research study (Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019). However, this 
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[bookmark: _Ref170858640][bookmark: _Toc172733206][bookmark: _Hlk170830776]Figure 4. Schematic of Issues with Adaptive Practice Threshold Generalization. Panel A: An appropriate threshold chosen for task one. Panel B: Possibility one, the same threshold used for task one is inappropriate for task two as the threshold non-interactive as the threshold is below task two performance. Panel C: Possibility two, the same threshold used for task one is inappropriate for task two as the threshold is non-interactive as the threshold is above task two performance.


procedure can be time costly as a number of different thresholds may need to be tested, which requires more participants in the laboratory before selecting an appropriate value for the research experiment. There is also a face validity concern with the empirical threshold derivation procedure, as the time and personal costs are high which limits the adoption of the procedure by practitioners. Hence, practitioners in the field may not have enough time or human resources (in terms of pilot participants) to acquire the data needed to choose the best threshold to conduct effective adaptive practice. Thus, alternative methods for adapting practice are needed that do not require the time and personal costs to empirically derive an appropriate threshold value.  
  Another concern for practitioners looking to create an adaptive practice schedule is how to change the scalar threshold as the learner progresses in their skill development. It could be that the 25% threshold mentioned earlier is appropriate for novices in a baseball batting task but may become ineffective for intermediate, or skilled learners (Fitts & Posner, 1967). Thus, there could be a skill level interaction on the effectiveness of the threshold as single scalar threshold value does not dynamically change with the learner because the threshold was held at a constant value in previous research. Some prior work has managed this consideration by using a parametric model fitted to practice performance data (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). Parametric models help to customize the practice schedule adaptively by considering the prior practice performance of the learner fitted to a known probability distribution. The fitted probability distribution provides estimates on expected practice performance, which can be compared to observed performance values. Thus, the parametric model can modify the threshold value by considering previous practice performance and making new predictions on a future threshold that better matches the skill level of the learner for a current practice trial. However, parametric modeling requires sufficient samples from practice performance data to accurately model the skill level of the learner to then make an accurate prediction about a future performance. Thus, the process of parametric modeling has shortcomings for deriving a threshold as the learner is changing skill capability during the acquisition process, which is a similar concern for choosing thresholds based on pilot testing. Specifically, there is a time cost in gathering sufficient data to improve the accuracy and predictive capability of the parametric model. An ample amount of time is required to obtain the sufficient data needed for the parametric model so that the model estimates are useful to adapt practice in real-time. This is required in order to accurately model the learner and their needs. Given the time cost and the number of samples to acquire sufficient data to fit a parametric model, this method may not be practically useful in the field. Therefore, novel methods to adapt practice conditions should be developed which utilize data collected in real-time during acquisition at a level that is comparable to the sufficient amount of data required to parametrically model the development of the skill level of the learner for the task practiced. The utilization of such adaptive methods may optimize learning to evolve the practice schedule concurrently to actively meet the evolving needs of the learner rather than organizing practice from data acquired from assessments prior to practice.
Other methods used in adaptive practice do not require empirical testing or sampling procedures to derive a threshold value. Methods like Win-Shift Lose-Stay (Simon et al., 2008) and the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017) only take practice performance data from a single practice trial to determine a change in practice conditions. For instance, the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008) will repeat a task or switch to a new task dependent on the practice performance of the previous trial. The staircase procedure, with an infinite number of levels, will always result in a change in the task difficulty of a subsequent practice trial based on the performance of the previous trial. These methods are useful insofar as they reduce the amount of time and data required for adaptation to occur; however, the results on the effectiveness from these single-trial adaptive studies on motor skill learning are beneficial but not better than random practice. For instance, studies that have used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method have found that the adaptive condition improved motor skill learning as assessed by a retention test (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). However, upon group-wise comparison of the adaptive practice condition that used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method to a random practice condition, there were no significant differences found on a test of retention (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). This suggests that the benefits of the single trial Win-Shift Lose-Stay method to adapt practice is no more effective than a randomly selected practice trial order, with the caveat that the random practice condition follows a uniform distribution for all practiced task variations. By point of comparison, Gray (2017) used a different single trial adaptive method, the staircase procedure, which adaptively changed practice conditions following every trial dependent on the performance of the preceding trial compared to a binary threshold of successful or unsuccessful performance. A binary threshold is an expression of separation (i.e. threshold) between two outcomes (i.e., binary). For instance, Gray (2017) defined a successful outcome in a virtual baseball batting as a “hit” which was when the baseball bat made contact with the pitched baseball, and the unsuccessful outcome was when a “hit” did not occur. The adaptive group in the Gray (2017) study outperformed all other comparison groups on a real-world baseball batting retention test, however the difference failed to reach statistical significance. Based on the limited available findings, it appears that using information derived from a single trial of practice as a basis to modify the structure of practice does not produce results which are different from random practice comparison groups. Thus, there seems to be a need to acquire information from multiple performance trials to test the efficacy of adaptive practice to effectively modify the arrangement of practice trials to meet the needs of the learner.
For instance, protocols for adaptive practice scheduling like the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) or staircase procedure (Gray, 2017) may adapt too abruptly or quickly by considering only a single trial because the single trial performance may reflect purposeful noise or exploratory motor variability inherent in the central nervous system (CNS) (Dhawale et al., 2019; Dhawale et al., 2017; Wu et al., 2014), see Figure 5. Exploratory motor variability occurs when the central nervous system navigates the movement space to find an improved way to perform a motor skill (i.e., action exploration). In addition, this process by design as the CNS generates movement noise to find a better motor program or movement solution in the movement space through the exploration process. However, in this process the CNS may not consistently organize the body to find a more effective movement pattern, which results in a temporary increase in performance error. Taking this idea forward, an increase in error observed from a single practice trial for any given motor task may not be representative of the skill level of the learner, but instead may represent the central nervous system exploring a new way to move (Figure 5). Consistent with this idea, Wu et al. (2014) found that inherent motor variability is temporally structured to optimize the motor learning process where a single trial error observation may be a byproduct of the central nervous system trying to explore a more optimal movement solution for the motor task at a specific time during practice. This exploratory motor variability is helpful for motor skill acquisition, but results in an increase in error, and this is separate from skill level as the single trial to trial change in performance does not accurately represent the individual’s current stage of learning 
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[bookmark: _Ref170858744][bookmark: _Toc172733207]Figure 5. Sources of Motor Variability and Effects on Motor Performance. Adapted from Dhawale et al. (2017). Inherent motor variability in the motor control system is derived from exploratory noise purposely generated by the central nervous system (εexplore) and unintentional noise from variation in signal transmission from the peripheral nervous system (εexecute). εexplore is used to explore the solution space of all motor programs. εexecute is typically detrimental to performance resultant from neurotransmitter signal variation to alpha motor neurons, muscular tissue, or both. Both are sources of inherent motor variability which affect motor performance. The task illustrated is a push manipulation of the linear slide positioning task.



[bookmark: _Ref170858841][bookmark: _Toc172733208]Figure 6. Single Trial Adaptive Sample Procedures Compared to Central Tendency. Blue violin plots and gray boxplots show the spread of the performance sample distribution (i.e., 30 trials). The large black circle in the center of each plot represents the mean. The small smokey gray dots on the right represent each performance trial in the 30-trial sample. The red circles and arrows represent the value selected to represent the performance sample distribution. The left-side, left-center, and right-center figures represent a single trial selection from a sample distribution of 30 performance trials. The right-side figure represents a central tendency (i.e., mean) selection to represent the performance distribution. Single trial sampling methods are susceptible to misspecification of the learner’s skill level because noisy high or low samples can be selected (i.e., left-side, left-center plots), however, it is still possible to select a value from the center of the sample distribution (i.e., right-center plot). With enough samples, a central tendency measure can accurately represent the skill level of the learner and is robust to noise in the sampled data (i.e., right-side plot). 


(Dhawale et al., 2019; Dhawale et al., 2017), see Figure 6. Hence, single trial adaptive methods like Win-Shift Lose-Stay (Simon et al., 2008) could schedule repeat trials of a task or task variation by misidentifying the current skill level of the learner (Figure 6) and thus overrespond to the single trial practice performance error. The overresponse in Win-Shift Lose-Stay method would be to repeat a task variation which could minimize the potential information to be learned from an error from a trial repeat (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004; Krakauer et al., 2019) since a task switch could provide more information to reduce error for a different task variation.
A second explanation for why previous studies have demonstrated that adaptive practice is no more effective than non-adaptive practice is provided through the idea of central tendency. A central tendency is a measure that attempts to describe a summary of a whole set of sampled data via a single value that represents the middle or center of the sample (Cohen, 1988). A central tendency measure commonly used in motor behavior research is the mean or average of performance data (Gray, 2017; Magill & Anderson, 2021; Reeve & Cone 1980; Reeve & Magill, 1981, Schmidt & Lee, 2011). Averages, a central tendency measure, have been used to infer the skill level of the learner or any changes to a learner following a practice intervention (Gray, 2017; Magill & Anderson, 2021; Reeve & Cone 1980; Reeve & Magill, 1981, Schmidt & Lee, 2011). However, sufficient samples from performance data are required to use central tendency measures to accurately represent the skill level of the learner. Single trial adaptive practice methods like Win-Shift Lose-Stay (Simon et al., 2008) or the staircase procedure (Gary, 2017) may not accurately capture the skill level of the learner since decisions to change practice conditions are not made on the central tendency of performance error but rather based on a single trial (Figure 6). Therefore, methods like Win-Shift Lose-Stay (Simon et al., 2008) or the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017) may misidentify the skill level of the learner since only a single trial is sampled. Thus, these single trial methods could change practice conditions in a suboptimal way since the learner’s skill level may not be accurately represented. Instead of using a single trial, measures of central of tendency which describe a larger sample of practice performance data that could be used to more accurately represent the current skill level of the learner and thus be more informative for when to adapt practice conditions (Figure 6). 
Unlike single trial adaptive methods that do not require large samples from practice performance to create a threshold that is used to determine a change in practice conditions, parametric modeling takes samples from prior practice performance and thus more time to acquire the data necessary to use the models to estimate the current practice performance and provide a customized threshold value. Previous studies which used parametric modeling to adapt practice conditions found improvements in motor skill learning as a result of this form of adaptive practice (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). The methods using parametric models require a sufficient amount of performance data to accurately model the learner. Therefore, these studies could be indicative that there is a need for a greater amount of practice performance data needed to make an accurate inference on when to change practice conditions, and specifically more than a single trial of data. However, single trial adaptive approaches like the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008) and the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017) are faster to implement in practice given that they do not require more data to build a parametric model of the individual learner. Thus, there is a need to balance the speed and accuracy tradeoff between the two methods that still require a sufficient amount of practice performance to accurately infer the current state or skill level of the learner (i.e., parametric model) and be pragmatically useful in practice.
 The present study offers a new method to adapt practice that does not require the use of a threshold nor pilot data to adapt practice conditions. The adaptive method used in the present study replaces a scalar value or parametric estimate with a ratio of practice performance error for each task variation relative to total practice performance error. This error proportion or ratio for each task or task variation over all error for all tasks or task variations prevents the need to define an arbitrary threshold prior to practice (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Mané, 1984; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) and removes the need for empirical testing required to determine the appropriateness of a threshold as done in previous experiments (Choi et al, 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019). The approach is different than the aforementioned, as the adaptive method used in the current study is completely data-informed and does not require prior assumptions about an appropriate threshold value. In addition, this approach is pragmatically useful as adapting practice in this way does not require time or effort to compare practice performance to an arbitrary threshold nor does it require the time or effort to calculate a threshold from pilot data. We use this approach to adapt practice based on the proportion of error observed during acquisition. 
Since the method in the present study adapts practice conditions based on the proportion of practice performance error for each task variation, there is a requirement to aggregate enough samples from practice performance data to understand the practice performance and error relationship across practiced task variations. Thus, trial blocks of practice, where there are many trials aggregated, were used to capture the proportion of error for each task variation. The procedure to acquire trial blocks of data, rather than from a single trial of practice, has been used in previous work in the adaptive practice literature (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021). Once a trial block of practice performance data was collected, the central tendency of error at each task variation was calculated. Obtaining the central tendency of practice performance error for each task variation helps to reduce the chance of misidentifying the performance capability of the learner. Thus, finding the central tendency of practice performance of each task variation hypothetically increases the accuracy of finding the skill level of the learner. In addition, a measure of central tendency is more resistant to noise in the practice performance data because a central tendency measure describes multiple sampled data points rather than a single performance trial. Theoretically, finding a more accurate estimate, via a measure of central tendency, of the learner’s skill level will assist in adapting practice conditions since changes to practice conditions are informed by that estimate. In short, using the central tendency calculated from a block of practice trials will theoretically increase the effectiveness of adaptive practice by providing a better estimate of a learner’s skill level as input into the adaptive practice method.
Previous researchers have changed practice conditions according to the theoretical basis of the challenge point framework (Gray, 2017). The challenge point framework (CPF) describes an optimal challenge point where practice conditions are modified to provide the optimal amount of interpretable information based on the information processing capabilities (i.e., skill level) of the learner (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). In the CPF functional task difficulty represents the challenge of a task with reference to the skill level of the learner and the conditions of the practice environment. In the CPF as functional task difficulty increases so does the amount of potential interpretable information which can be garnered from the practice environment. The increase in potential interpretable information occurs because as the challenge or functional task difficulty of the task increases so does the amount of uncertainty regarding the outcome of the task (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004; Krakauer et al., 2019). Specifically, the uncertainty is derived from the desired expectation of a planned action and the action outcome. For example, when a novice shoots a basketball the amount of uncertainty for shooting successfully in an indoor facility will be far less when compared to shooting a basketball in a windy outdoor basketball court. This is because the functional task difficulty is greater in the windy outdoor environment compared to the indoor environment with no wind. In addition, since the uncertainty to meet the desired outcome of shooting a basketball successfully is greater for the windy outdoor environment, more interpretable information is available compared to the indoor environment. In this same example, a rightward wind may push the basketball shot by twenty centimeters. This feedback delivers interpretable information about the directional bias present in the outdoor environment. In sum, the CPF proposes that an increase in functional task difficulty results in a greater amount of uncertainty between expectation and actual outcome, which also increases the amount of interpretable information.  
It is important to note that in the CPF there exists a limit or upper bound for increasing functional task difficulty to improve the amount of interpretable information for a learner. For instance, Guadagnoli and Lee (2004) mention that the learner must have the skill or information processing capability in order to interpret the information available in the practice environment. For instance, in the same basketball shooting example mentioned above, a low skilled learner may not be able to understand if they missed a shot attempted outdoors because of poor technique or because of windy conditions. Whereas a more skilled learner may have the information processing capability developed from previous experience to understand that a missed shot was the product of poor shooting technique and not windy conditions. In addition, if the functional task difficulty is beyond the learner’s ability to process or interpret information, the information will not facilitate learning. Taken together, the ability to interpret information is bounded or limited by the learner’s skill level. 
In the present study the theoretical foundation for adapting practice conditions is based on functional task difficulty from the CPF (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). Practice conditions were adapted in an attempt to optimize the amount of interpretable information by changing the functional task difficulty of the practice session. This is done by utilizing a novel adaptive practice modification. This adaptive practice modification was achieved by adjusting the number of trials for each task variation in proportion to the error observed from previous practice performance. Thus, a greater number of trials were scheduled for task variations with a greater proportion of error, and a lesser number of trials were scheduled for task variations with a lesser proportion of error. This adaptive practice modification was designed with the intent to facilitate learning by optimizing the amount of functional task difficulty in a practice session by giving learners more opportunities to practice task variations that produced a higher proportion of error (i.e., higher level of uncertainty). The amount of functional task difficulty within a trial block of practice was balanced by scheduling fewer practice trials that had a low proportion of performance error (i.e., lower level of uncertainty). The potential benefit to modifying practice conditions in this way is to enhance overall practice performance error by increasing the functional task difficulty and thus the interpretable information of a practice session. Thus, it was hypothesized that the greatest gains in motor skill acquisition would be obtained by practice where functional task difficulty is greatest thereby providing maximal interpretable information to reduce error during practice. In essence, the adaptive practice manipulation in the present study seeks to enhance interpretable information acquired in practice by optimizing functional task difficulty via an adaptive trial number manipulation. Furthermore, the present study investigated if this form of adaptive practice optimized motor learning compared to a practice structure which did not evolve based on the proportion of error observed in practice. 
	The adaptive modification to practice was implemented at the level of the individual learner. This means when the adaptive method was used it only included the error from an individual’s practice performance to modify the structure of practice. Thus, this method adapted practice conditions by customizing the number of trials for task variations to the individual based on the learner’s proportion of error during acquisition. Thus, the functional task difficulty of the practice session was customized to each learner. The comparison used was a yoked practice condition, which controls for both the number of practice trials allocated for all task variations and the sequence in which they were scheduled. 
[bookmark: _Toc166956811][bookmark: _Toc173136504]Specific Aims and Predictions
	The purpose of this study was to contribute a novel data-informed adaptive method to change practice conditions. Then, to investigate the effects of the novel method of adaptive practice on practice performance, immediate performance following practice, and on learning (i.e., retention). In the pursuit of this objective, the following aims and predictions were made.
[bookmark: _Toc173136505]Practice
Given that the adaptive group will practice task variations that are scheduled in proportion to their acquisition performance error, which theoretically increases the functional task difficulty in the practice session, it was predicted that a greater amount of error would be observed during practice compared to yoked counterparts. An increase in practice error was predicted because the practice schedule designed for the adaptive group afforded more opportunities to acquire interpretable information, thus increasing the functional task difficulty. The increase in functional task difficulty was achieved by increasing the amount of task variations scheduled in the practice session that had a greater proportion of previous performance error. This process was done at the individual level, so each individual learner had their practice schedule adapted based on their error proportions from previous practice performance error calculated within the practice session. To add, the yoked group followed the adaptive group’s practice schedule, so the yoked group did not have a practice schedule designed on the basis of their previous performance error. This means that the yoked group did not receive a prescribed increase in trials for target locations that had a greater amount of previous performance error. Therefore, the yoked group had less functional task difficulty in their practice session since the practice schedule was not designed to optimize the amount of interpretable information like it did in the adaptive group. Thus, it was theorized that the adaptive group would have greater error in their practice performance compared to the yoked group since the adaptive group incurred greater amounts of functional task difficulty as practice was modified to increase the amount of trials that had the greater proportion of previous practice performance error. Therefore, given that rationale, it was predicted that there will be a greater amount of error, as measured by absolute error (AE) and variable error (VE), observed from the practice performance of the adaptive group compared to their yoked counterparts. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136506]Immediate Post-Test
 Extending the theoretical framework that affording a greater amount of opportunities to practice skills performed poorly facilitates the learner’s ability to locate target variations with a greater amount of previous performance error in the adaptive group. It was hypothesized that the adaptive practice schedule would facilitate improvements in motor skill performance for the adaptive group significantly more than the yoked group. This is because the schedule designed for the adaptive group provided more opportunities, in the form of allocated practice trials, to acquire more interpretable information and thus improve the ability to locate targets of task variations that previously had high performance error. A duplicate copy of the adaptive group’s practice schedule prescribed to the yoked group was hypothesized to not have the same positive effect on acquiring the motor ability to locate the same targets. Thus, the yoked group received a practice schedule not designed to give them more opportunities to acquire an optimal amount of interpretable information since the functional task difficulty was customized for the adaptive group. Therefore, the yoked group did not have the same level of motor skill needed to reduce performance error to the same extent as the adaptive group. Given the aforementioned, it was predicted that the adaptive practice group would produce significantly less error, as measured by absolute error (AE) and variable error (VE), on an immediate performance test following acquisition compared to their yoked counterparts. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136507]Delayed Post-Test
Similar to the aims and predictions associated with practice and immediate post-testing, the final aim of the present study is regarding the assessment of motor learning as measured on a delayed post-test. Considering the practice schedule created for the adaptive group was designed to optimize functional task difficulty, and thus enhance the amount of interpretable information, it was hypothesized that the adaptive group would display optimized learning compared to the yoked group. Therefore, it was predicted that the adaptive group would produce less error, as measured by absolute error (AE) and variable error (VE), on a test of retention compared to a yoked group.


[bookmark: _Toc173136508]Chapter 3: Method
[bookmark: _Toc167640807][bookmark: _Toc173136509]Participants
	A sample of 56 (male = 19, female = 37) college students ranging from 18-23 years old (Myears = 20.15, SD = 1.24) from the University of Tennessee, Knoxville participated in the research experiment, see Tables 8 and 9 in Appendix 1. Of those that participated only adaptive-yoked pairs that completed the entire research experiment were kept for data analysis. Of the 56 initial participants, a total of 52 (male = 17, female = 35) university aged college students (Myears = 20.14, SD = 1.22) completed the research experiment and were included for data analysis (Table 2). See Appendix 2 for analysis of the entire dataset. Participants were informed they would perform a positioning task on a linear slide apparatus and were naïve to the purpose of the study. Participants were recruited from kinesiology courses at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville. Participants volunteered their time and were not paid to participate in the research experiment. All participants read and signed a written informed consent form before participating in the study, see Appendix 3. The University of Tennessee Institutional Review Board approved all forms and methods prior to participant recruitment (UTK IRB 22-07204-XP). 
[bookmark: _Toc167640808][bookmark: _Toc173136510]Task and Apparatus
In this study participants performed a linear positioning task (see Figures 7 and 8) from a seated position. The objective of the linear positioning task was to push a handle along a linear trackway to a specified target. The linear slide apparatus includes a linear horizontal trackway which was made of two parallel 122 cm long metal rods, 1 cm radius, which were elevated 3 cm above a wooden base. The rods were suspended above and attached to the wooden base by two metal shafts located on each end of the metal rods. A handle with a spherical grip, 10 cm in diameter, was housed on the horizontal trackway by two metal sleeve bearings. The attached bearings allowed for movement of the handle via the horizontal trackway. In addition, the horizontal trackway was lubricated to allow for near frictionless movement of the handle. The movable handle had two sides: a measurement side and a non-measurement side. The measurement side had a position indicator used to show the position of the handle along the linear horizontal trackway (Figure 9). The outside end of the position indicator was located just outside the width of the horizontal metal rod on the measurement side of the handle which faced toward the researcher. To determine the position of the handle along the trackway, a one-meter aluminum measurement ruler (Johnson Measurement Company, model M391) was secured to the wooden base parallel to the trackway beneath the position indicator. For this experiment, the usable horizontal track distance was constrained to a distance of 95 cm. This constraint of the usable horizontal distance was secured by two metal pins located on each end of the measurement ruler.
The objective of the linear positioning task was to push the handle along the linear trackway such that movement of the position indicator ceased as close as possible to a specified target location. The spherical grip of the handle was used to push the device away from the start position (0 cm). Participants sat in a stationary chair located behind the start position of the linear slide, see Figures 7 and 8. After informed consent was obtained participants were seated in a stable, stationary chair and blindfolded in a climate-controlled laboratory for the duration of the research experiment. Data recording and practice design scheduling were achieved using a custom-built software program, Python version 3.10 (https://www.python.org), see Appendix 4. 
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[bookmark: _Ref170310864][bookmark: _Toc172733209]Figure 7. Images of Linear Slide Apparatus and Experimental Setup from the Researcher Perspective. The above images depict a participant in the seated position while completeing the linear slide task. Specifically, the image on the left demonstrates the handle in the starting position (0 cm) and the image on the right demonstrates the handle after it is pushed across the linear slide apparatus.
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[bookmark: _Ref170310927][bookmark: _Toc172733210]Figure 8. Image of Linear Slide Apparatus and Experimental Setup from the Perspective of the Participant. 
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[bookmark: _Ref170310976][bookmark: _Toc172733211]Figure 9. Up Close Image of the Linear Slide Position Indicator. The image depicts the position indicator at a distance of 22.5 cm. 


[bookmark: _Toc167640809][bookmark: _Toc173136511]Procedure
In this study, a linear discrete push manipulation task was chosen which required participants to slide a handle across the linear slide apparatus to three target locations (e.g., 20 cm, 35 cm, 65 cm) with differing amounts of nominal task difficulty. The index of difficulty, as calculated by Fitts’ law (Fitts, 1954) for each target location is presented in Table 1. After obtaining informed consent, participants self-reported their demographic information for age, sex, and preferred handedness (see Table 2). Then, participants were seated in a stable, stationary chair and blindfolded thereby inhibiting inherent visual feedback regarding their performance. The blindfold was worn during all phases of the experiment, however, inherent kinesthetic and augmented auditory feedback was available to participants (Gill, 1975; Reeve & Cone, 1980; Reeve & Magill, 1981). Participants were randomly assigned to either an adaptive group or a yoked group, using the built-in random library in Python. Once blindfolded, participants were then informed of the objective of the linear positioning task, which was to push the handle forward from the start position (0 cm) so the handle will stop as close as possible to a specified target location (i.e., 20 cm, 35 cm, 65 cm) along the linear trackway. In addition, participants were instructed to only use their right hand, regardless of their preferred handedness, to push the spherical end of the handle. After the handle was pushed and then came to rest, constant error (i.e., distance between goal distance and position indicator) was recorded. Following the recording of constant error, the researcher returned the handle back to the start position (0 cm). The experiment took place across two consecutive weekdays. At the beginning of each day, participants were blindfolded and then pushed the handle to a self-selected preferred distance five times to familiarize themselves with the linear slide apparatus. The experimental protocol began following the familiarization trials on day one and two. On day one, there were three 
[bookmark: _Ref170311371][bookmark: _Toc173136784]Table 1. The Index of Difficulty (ID) for each of the Specified Target Locations. The following abbreviations are used in this table: ID = Index of difficulty; log2 = logarithm base two; D = distance between target and start position (0 cm); W = width of the target (1 cm).
	Difficulty
	Target Locations

	
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm

	ID = log2(2D/W)
	5.32
	6.13
	7.02




[bookmark: _Ref170311382][bookmark: _Toc173136785]Table 2. Participants Demographic Information. The following abbreviations are used in this table: n = number of participants; % = percentage of participants.
	Characteristic
	Adaptive
	Yoked

	
	n
	%
	n
	%

	Sex
	
	
	
	

	Male
	10
	38.46
	7
	26.92

	Female
	16
	61.54
	19
	73.08

	Preferred Handedness
	
	
	
	

	Right
	25
	96.15
	21
	80.77

	Left
	1
	3.85
	5
	19.23


	


experimental phases which consisted of a 30 trial pre-test, five blocks of 30 trials each for a total of 150 trials of acquisition, and an immediate 30 trial post-test to evaluate the immediate retention of practice effects. On day two, only a single experimental phase was conducted, consisting of a delayed 30 trial post-test to assess retention. See Table 3 for a schematic representation of the experimental workflow.
For each trial, participants were instructed to push the handle so it came to rest at one of the three target locations (i.e., 20 cm, 35 cm, 65 cm) along the linear trackway. Results were recorded as a measure of constant error (CE) and were documented after each trial. CE is defined as the difference between the recorded performance and specified target location and reveals the performance bias in a one-dimensional task (Ho & Shea, 1979; Schutz, 1977; Schutz & Roy, 1973; Spray, 1986). The equation for CE is provided below, as x represents the measured performance and k is the target location in the set of K target locations. 
The handle’s position indicator was used to determine the position of the handle along the meter ruler. If the position indicator was positioned at a distance less than the target location the distance was recorded as a negative value. If the indicator screw location was positioned at a distance greater than the target location, the distance was recorded as a positive value. A zero was recorded if the position indicator landed directly above the specified target location. Consistent with previous research, measurements were rounded to the nearest centimeter (Gill, 1975). 
The original measurement of CE was converted in the measures of absolute error (AE) and variable error (VE), both AE and VE served as dependent measures in the present study. AE is a measure of error magnitude which is calculated by finding the Manhattan distance (L1 norm). 
[bookmark: _Ref170311414][bookmark: _Toc173136786]Table 3. Experimental Phases of the Study. Note that day one and two were consecutive weekdays.
	Day 1
	Day 2

	Pre-Test
(30 trials)
	Practice
(150 trials)
	Immediate
Post-Test
(30 trials)
	Delayed
Post-Test
(30 trials)




The Manhattan distance is the shortest path between two points on a one dimensional grid, from the result observed x and the specified target location k for all target locations in the set of K target locations. In other words, AE is calculated by taking the absolute value of the difference between the measured observation x and the target location k. AE indicates the magnitude of error without revealing the direction of error (Newell, 1976; Schutz & Roy, 1973; Spray, 1986; Woodworth, 1938). The formula for calculating AE is reported below. 

To calculate the precision of performance, VE was determined from n number of trials for all target locations in a set of all K targets. This measure encapsulates the variability of error for all target locations for n number of trials. VE was calculated by taking the square root of the summation of the square difference between result x indexed by i from the sampled average x̄, divided by n number of trials. It is equivalent to calculating the standard deviation of all responses from result i to n number of trials. The formula for calculating VE is reported below.

[bookmark: _Toc167640810][bookmark: _Toc173136512]Pre-Test Phase
A pre-test with each participant was conducted to gather a baseline motor performance assessment for the linear positioning task. For the adaptive group, data collected during the pre-test was used to design the schedule for the first trial block of 30 practice trials in acquisition. In the pre-test phase, participants were given 10 trials at each of the three target locations where the order of trials are scheduled randomly with no target distance appearing more than twice in a row. The pre-test trial order and the amount of trials allocated to each target location was consistent among all conditions to limit confounds within the data, see Table 13 in Appendix 5 for the pre-test trial sequence. For each trial, the linear slide handle originated at the start position (0 cm). Then, a researcher verbally specified a target location (e.g., 20 cm, 35 cm, or 65 cm) to the participant. Then, the participant pushed the handle such that it slid towards the specified target distance. Once the handle ceased movement along the linear trackway, CE was recorded. No augmented feedback about the knowledge of results (KR) was provided during the pre-test. Following the completion of each trial, the researcher said “okay” and then returned the handle back to the starting position (0 cm) in front of the participant, see Figure 8. Once the handle was placed at the starting position, the next target location was specified by the researcher. This series of events was repeated until the completion of the 30 trial pre-test. 
[bookmark: _Toc167640811][bookmark: _Toc173136513]Practice Phase
	The practice phase began immediately following the completion of the pre-test. The practice phase consisted of five trial blocks of 30 trials for a total of 150 acquisition trials, see Table 4. In an attempt to standardize the contextual interference effect, each trial block was scheduled randomly with no target distance appearing more than twice in a row (Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990), see the weighted scaled-shift algorithm for an explicit description for how the exact sequence of trials was determined (Table 5). Before the first trial, participants were instructed that during the practice phase they will receive a specified target location (e.g., 20 cm, 35 cm, 65 cm) as done in the pre-test. Participants were told the objective of the task remained the same, to try and get as close to the specified target location as possible. Moreover, consistent with prior work using a linear positioning task, participants were told that veridical KR augmented feedback will be given after each trial describing both the direction and distance of the handle position indicator from the target following each trial (Adams et al., 1975; Lucariello et al., 1983; Wrisberg & Schmidt, 1975). The direction was described following the same format 

[bookmark: _Ref170469589][bookmark: _Ref170913769][bookmark: _Toc173136787]Table 4. Practice Phase Structure. Practice occurred on day one of the research experiment. The following abbreviations are used in this table: TB = trial block.
	Practice Phase

	TB1
	TB2
	TB3
	TB4
	TB5

	30 trials
	30 trials
	30 trials
	30 trials
	30 trials






as the CE scheme described in the task and apparatus section: where CE is negative for a distance that is under target, positive for distance that is over target, and zero if distance is equivalent to the target location. Feedback about the distance from target was rounded to the nearest centimeter.
Samples of the veridical augmented feedback provided are as follows:
Position indicator beyond the target: You are over target by [distance in cm].
Position indicator beneath the target: You are under target by [distance in cm].
Position indicator on target: You hit target.
Once the participants were informed about the protocol, the practice phase commenced.
	The custom algorithm, weighted scaled shift, was used to design the practice schedule for the adaptive group. For the first 30 trial block of practice, data from the pre-test was used to determine the practice sequence. For each successive 30 trial practice block, only practice performance data from the previous 30 trial block were utilized in the algorithm. This procedure was repeated until the fifth and final trial block. See Table 5 for the pseudocode description of the weighted scaled shift algorithm. 
For the weighted scaled shift algorithm, t is the trial block number in set T number of practice trial blocks, and T is equal to five trial blocks. The number of practice trials is n in trial block t, where k is a target location within the set of K target locations (i.e., 20 cm, 35 cm, and 65 cm), and nk,t is the number of k targets in trial block t. MAEk,t is the mean absolute error calculated for target k in trial block t, and REk,t is the relative error calculated for each target k in trial block t. Mean absolute error (MAE) is used to determine the average Manhattan distance from a given target location. Relative error (RE) is used to determine the proportion of error (i.e., weight of the error) as measured by MAE at each target location relative to the overall MAE for 

[bookmark: _Ref170311472][bookmark: _Toc173136788][bookmark: _Hlk170310375]Table 5. Weighted Scaled Shift Algorithm Pseudocode. The following acronyms are used in this table: X = the pre-test performance results; t = a trial block in the set of T trial blocks; k = target location in the set of K target locations; n = the number of trials; i = the index number for each trial for n number of trials; MAE = mean absolute error; RE = the relative error and represents the proportion of error for k target locations; s.t. = subject to and represents the constraints placed on the algorithm.
	Algorithm: Weighted Scale Shift

	Input: X, results from pre-test performance

	Initialize: T set of trial blocks, K set of target locations

	For:

	
	Step 1:
	Calculate mean absolute error for each target location k, in trial block t

	
	
	 

	
	Step 2:
	Calculate relative error for each target location k, in trial block t

	
	
	 

	
	Step 3:
	Calculate nk,t+1 for each target location k, for trial block t+1

	
	
	 

	
	Step 3.1:
	If 

	
	  

	
	 

	
	Step 4:
	Randomize the practice schedule

	
	
	While :

	
	
	 

	
	Step 5:
	Increment to the next trial block

	
	
	 

	s.t.

	1. All trial blocks are 30 trials each

	 

	2. No target location is scheduled more than two-thirds of all trials

	 




all target locations, that occurred within a trial block. By multiplying the RE of each target location, calculated from the previous trial block, by the number of trials in the following trial block nt, the algorithm can determine the number of trials to allocate to each target location for each subsequent trial block. The number of trials for each target location calculated for the following trial block will be nearly proportional to the amount of RE measured in the previous trial block. Therefore, if more RE for a given target location is observed in the previous trial block, then there will be a near proportional increase in the number trials for the same target location in the following trial block. The reason it is not an exact proportional increase in the number trials scheduled for a subsequent trial block is to account for any rounding errors in the algorithm. The rounding is done by utilizing a floor procedure, which means that any decimal that is calculated after the proportion of RE for k target location is multiplied by nt trials is always rounded down. Using a floor rounding procedure for all scheduled trials in subsequent trial blocks prevents overshooting the total number of trials per trial block nt, but may undershoot for a number of trials less than the required nt. To manage the possibility of calculating less trials than the required number nt, k target locations scheduled was stochastically (i.e., randomly) assigned until an aggregate of nt trials for the practice trial block was met. Once the number of practice trials for each target location was determined, the practice schedule was randomly sequenced so that no target location appears more than twice in a row (Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990). This method of practice was designed to evolve for each participant in the adaptive group giving them a unique schedule based on their prior performance. 
There were several constraints (i.e., rules) imposed on the algorithm to meet the study design criteria. First, a practice block was structured so the number of trials n in each practice block is equivalent to 30 trials. This constraint was enforced regardless of the number of trials assigned to each target location within each practice block. Second, a maximum target location limit was imposed to keep the practice randomly scheduled so no target would repeat more than twice in a row. In this study, the maximum number of trials that a single target location could be practiced per trial block was limited to 20 trials, or two thirds of the total number of trials per trial block of practice. This constraint was enforced even if the proportional RE calculated from the previous block resulted in more than 20 target locations per subsequent trial block of practice. If the number of trials at a target location exceeded this threshold, then the maximum number of 20 would be adopted for that location. There was no minimum requirement for the amount of trials a target must have been practiced within a trial block. As a result, there was a possibility that if no MAE was observed for a target location k within practice trial block t, then no subsequent target k was scheduled in any future t+1 trial block(s) in the set of T trial blocks. 
A yoked group was used to assess the impact of the individualized nature of the practice schedule generated from the adaptive group. The yoking procedure included duplicating the practice schedule of the adaptive group in both the number of task variations and the order they were sequenced. Inclusion of the yoked group allowed for the analysis of the effectiveness of the algorithm to account for individual differences when compared to the adaptive group, and removed the confounds of trial amount per task variation and task variation trial order. 
[bookmark: _Toc167640812][bookmark: _Toc173136514]Immediate Post-Test Phase	
An immediate 30 trial post-test following the practice phase was conducted to assess the immediate effect of practice on motor skill performance. Similar to the pre-test, all groups took an immediate post-test with 10 trials at each target location in a randomly assorted schedule. This trial arrangement was a unique order in an attempt to control for order effects within tests. See Table 14 in Appendix 5 for the immediate post-test trial sequence. As done in the pre-test, KR augmented feedback was withheld for the immediate post-test. Participants were only told “okay” after each trial during the test. After the movement of the handle terminated, data was recorded and the handle was returned to the start position (0 cm) by the researcher. This procedure was followed until the conclusion of the immediate post-test. Upon completion of the immediate post-test, the blindfold was removed, and participants were instructed to return to the lab the following day.
[bookmark: _Toc167640813][bookmark: _Toc173136515]Delayed Post-Test Phase
Participants returned to the lab one day following the acquisition phase of the research experiment to perform a delayed 30 trial post-test to evaluate motor skill learning. Before the delayed post-test was conducted, participants were blindfolded and seated in a stationary chair residing in the same location as done on the previous day. Thereafter, participants completed a refamiliarization period where they pushed the handle of the linear slide apparatus for five trials to a self-selected preferred distance. Following refamiliarization, participants were re-informed of the task objective, which was to get as close to the specified target location as possible. Then, participants performed a 30 trial delayed post-test. Consistent with the procedures of the pre-test and immediate post-test, KR augmented feedback was withheld for the delayed post-test, and instead participants were only told “okay” after each trial during the delayed post-test. Consistent with the pre-test and immediate post-test, there were 10 trials for each target location, where the sequence of target locations was ordered in a unique random arrangement, see Table 15 in Appendix 5 for the delayed post-test trial sequence. 
[bookmark: _Toc167640814][bookmark: _Toc173136516]Data Analysis
[bookmark: _Toc167640815][bookmark: _Toc173136517]Practice Performance
	Data were analyzed using the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) version 28.0.1 software (IBM Corporation, Armond, NY), Python version 3.10 (https://www.python.com). To determine differences in practice performance, separate 2 (group) x 5 (trial block) mixed repeated measures of analysis of variance (rmANOVA) with repeated measures on the last factor for each dependent measure (i.e., AE & VE) were conducted. Post-hoc least significant differences were conducted following a statistically significant finding for pair-wise comparisons. A Mauchly’s test of sphericity was conducted to test the assumption of sphericity. If a violation of sphericity was detected, a Greenhouse-Geisser correction was applied. A Box’s M test was conducted to detect any violation of the covariance assumption. If there was a violation of shared covariance, then a more conservative alpha level (α = .01) was utilized to decrease the likelihood of a type 1 error.
[bookmark: _Toc167640816][bookmark: _Toc173136518]Test Performance
A post-hoc power analysis was conducted to determine the power of the present study on data analyzed at the immediate post-test and delayed post-test. To determine if there were differences between the experimental conditions at each testing phase of the experiment, an independent t-test was conducted for each dependent measure. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted to test the assumption of normality for each dependent measure at each testing phase. Effect sizes were calculated using Cohen’s d (Cohen, 1988).


[bookmark: _Toc173136519]Chapter 4: Results
[bookmark: _Toc167640818][bookmark: _Toc173136520]Practice Performance
[bookmark: _Hlk166942764]For absolute error (AE), prior to data analysis a Mauchly’s test of sphericity indicated no violation of sphericity (p = .16) therefore no statistical correction was used. A Box’s M test showed no violation of the covariance equality assumption (p = .64), so the alpha level was unchanged (α = .05). To test the impact of practice schedule on practice performance accuracy as measured by absolute error, a 2 (group) x 5 (trial block) mixed rmANOVA was conducted. There was no statistically significant group x trial block interaction, nor a significant group main effect (p > .05). However, the mixed rmANOVA indicated a statistically significant main effect for trial block F(4, 200) = 12.81, p < .001, ηp2 = .20. Post-hoc least significant differences analysis revealed there was a statistically significant difference between trial block one (M = 6.63, SD = 1.79) with a higher AE compared to all other trial blocks (p < .001). In addition, there was a statistically significant difference between trial block two (M = 5.66, SD = 1.80) with higher AE compared to trial block five (M = 5.08, SD = 1.89) with lower AE (p = .01), see Table 6 and Figures 10 and 11. 
For variable error (VE) prior to data analysis a Mauchly’s test of sphericity indicated no violation of sphericity (p = .07) therefore no statistical correction was used. A Box’s M test showed no violation of the covariance equality assumption (p = .94), so the alpha level was unchanged (α = .05). To test the impact of practice schedule on practice performance consistency as measured by VE, a 2 (group) x 5 (trial block) mixed rmANOVA was conducted. There was no statistically significant group x trial block interaction, nor a significant group main effect (p > .05). However, the mixed rmANOVA indicated a statistically significant main effect for trial block F(4, 200) = 15.67, p < .001, ηp2 = .24. Post-hoc least significant differences analysis revealed there was a statistically significant difference between trial block one (M = 8.47, SD = 2.25) with a higher VE compared to all other trial blocks (p < .001). In addition, there was a statistically significant difference between trial block two (M = 7.02, SD = 2.31) with higher VE compared to trial block five (M = 6.37, SD = 2.23) with lower VE (p = .02), see Table 6 and Figures 12 and 13. 
[bookmark: _Toc167640819][bookmark: _Toc173136521]Test Performance
[bookmark: _Toc167640820][bookmark: _Toc173136522]Pre-Test
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found a violation of the normality assumption for the adaptive group (p = .01) but not the yoked group (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed that there were statistically significant differences in AE, t(50) = 2.487, p = .02, d = .69, as the adaptive group had greater AE (M = 13.43, SD = 6.39) compared to the yoked group (M = 9.95, SD = 3.18), see Figure 14 and Table 7.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE between the two groups t(50) = 0.33, p = .75, d = .09, see Figure 15 and Table 7.
[bookmark: _Toc167640821][bookmark: _Toc173136523]Immediate Post-Test
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .06. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice 
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[bookmark: _Ref170311889][bookmark: _Ref170311853][bookmark: _Toc172733212]Figure 10. Accuracy of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks by Practice Groups. No statistically significant group-wise performance differences between adaptive and yoked groups were found at any trial block throughout the practice session. Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block.
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[bookmark: _Ref170311903][bookmark: _Toc172733213]Figure 11. Accuracy of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks for all Participants. Total represents the combination of all performance data from both adaptive and yoked groups. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block. *p < .05. ***p < .001.
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[bookmark: _Ref170311939][bookmark: _Toc172733214]Figure 12. Consistency of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks by Practice Group. No statistically significant group-wise performance differences between adaptive and yoked groups were found at any trial block throughout the practice session. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block.
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[bookmark: _Ref170311946][bookmark: _Toc172733215]Figure 13. Consistency of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks for all Participants. Total represents the combination of all performance data from both adaptive and yoked groups. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block. *p < .05. ***p < .001.


[bookmark: _Ref170311831][bookmark: _Toc173136789]Table 6. Descriptive Statistics of each Practice Trial Block. All error measures are reported in centimeters (cm). The following acronyms are used in this table: M = mean; SD = one standard deviation from the mean; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval.
	Experimental Group
	Absolute Error
	Variable Error

	
	M
	SD
	95% CI
	M
	SD
	95% CI

	Adaptive
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Trial Block 1
	6.58
	1.83
	[5.87, 7.30]
	8.55
	2.33
	[7.66, 9.45]

	
	Trial Block 2
	5.75
	1.81
	[5.04, 6.46]
	7.30
	2.42
	[6.38, 8.21]

	
	Trial Block 3
	5.74
	2.11
	[4.98, 6.49]
	7.28
	2.57
	[6.36, 8.20]

	
	Trial Block 4
	5.37
	1.93
	[4.68, 6.07]
	6.66
	2.51
	[5.76, 7.56]

	
	Trial Block 5
	5.25
	2.20
	[4.50, 6.00]
	6.63
	2.55
	[5.75, 7.52]

	Yoked
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Trial Block 1
	6.67
	1.79
	[5.96, 7.38]
	8.38
	2.21
	[7.49, 9.28]

	
	Trial Block 2
	5.57
	1.82
	[4.85, 6.28]
	6.75
	2.21
	[5.84, 7.66]

	
	Trial Block 3
	5.21
	1.69
	[4.45, 5.96]
	6.45
	2.08
	[5.53, 7.37]

	
	Trial Block 4
	5.16
	1.59
	[4.47, 5.86]
	6.40
	2.02
	[5.50, 7.29]

	
	Trial Block 5
	4.91
	1.54
	[4.17, 5.66]
	6.11
	1.88
	[5.23, 6.99]
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[bookmark: _Ref170311984][bookmark: _Toc172733216]Figure 14. Performance Accuracy at Pre-Test. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. *p < .05.
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[bookmark: _Ref170914349][bookmark: _Ref170312007][bookmark: _Toc172733217]Figure 15. Performance Consistency at Pre-Test. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.


[bookmark: _Ref170311993][bookmark: _Ref170913865][bookmark: _Toc173136790]Table 7. Descriptive Statistics of each Test Phase. All error measures are reported in centimeters (cm). Total represents the combination of all performance data from both the adaptive and yoked groups. The following acronyms are used in this table: M = mean; SD = one standard deviation from the mean; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval.
	Test Phase
	Absolute Error
	Variable Error

	
	M
	SD
	95% CI
	M
	SD
	95% CI

	Pre-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	13.43
	6.39
	[10.84, 16.01]
	10.37
	2.43
	[9.39, 11.35]

	
	Yoked
	9.95
	3.18
	[8.66, 11.23]
	10.14
	2.65
	[9.07, 11.21]

	
	Total
	11.69
	5.30
	[10.21, 13.16]
	10.26
	2.52
	[9.55, 10.96]

	Immediate Post-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	5.28
	2.07
	[4.44, 6.11]
	6.12
	2.01
	[5.31, 6.93]

	
	Yoked
	5.41
	1.81
	[4.67, 6.14]
	6.18
	1.80
	[5.46, 6.91]

	
	Total
	5.34
	1.93
	[4.80, 5.88]
	6.15
	1.89
	[5.62, 6.68]

	Delayed Post-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	6.59
	2.33
	[5.66, 7.54]
	7.14
	2.45
	[6.14, 8.12]

	
	Yoked
	7.27
	2.43
	[6.29, 8.26]
	6.81
	2.19
	[5.93, 7.70]

	
	Total
	6.94
	2.38
	[6.27, 7.60]
	6.98
	2.30
	[6.33, 7.62]




group as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in AE between the two groups t(50) = -0.24, p = .81, d = .07, see Figure 16 and Table 7.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .05. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE between the two groups t(50) = -0.13, p = .90, d = .04, see Figure 17 and Table 7.
[bookmark: _Toc167640822][bookmark: _Toc173136524]Delayed Post-Test
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .17. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed there were no statistically significant differences in AE between the two groups t(50) = -1.03, p = .31, d = .29, see Figure 18 and Table 7.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .08. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE between the two groups t(50) = 0.51, p = .31, d = .14, see Figure 19 and Table 7.
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[bookmark: _Ref170312059][bookmark: _Ref170855028][bookmark: _Toc172733218]Figure 16. Performance Accuracy at Immediate Post-Test. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170312072][bookmark: _Toc172733219]Figure 17. Performance Consistency at Immediate Post-Test. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170855083][bookmark: _Toc172733220]Figure 18. Performance Accuracy at Delayed Post-Test. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170855094][bookmark: _Toc172733221]Figure 19. Performance Consistency at Delayed Post-Test. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.




[bookmark: _Toc173136525]Chapter 5: Discussion
Adaptive practice has been used to modify practice conditions based on changes in practice performance (Kelley, 1969). Given the intent of adaptive practice is to optimize practice conditions to enhance motor skill acquisition, it is important to determine when and how to change practice conditions to ascertain the desired effect of improved motor skill learning. Currently, the empirical evidence in the adaptive practice literature is sparse with findings that include both null and improvements in skill acquisition based on a variety of inputs, methods, models, and modifications used to change to practice conditions (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Cote et al., 1978; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Maraffino et al., 2021; Mettler et al., 2011; Mettler et al., 2016; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). Even though the adaptive practice literature is limited, findings from multiple studies have provided evidence that adaptive practice can be an effective way to design or change practice conditions, whether as a proof of concept (Bittmann et al., 2017; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2) or compared to other kinds of practice conditions (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Mettler et al., 2016). However, all the aforementioned studies utilized a threshold to adapt the practice condition regardless of the method or model used. This means that practice performance must be compared to some value or a performance criteria set a priori (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Birmingham, 1959; Gray, 2017; Mané, 1984; Mettler et al., 2016; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) or a value from a model that dynamically changes (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). For instance, Simon et al. (2008) compared practice performance to a task success threshold defined to be within five percent of a goal movement time. Mané (1984) used a game objective in a Space Fortress computer game as the threshold. Specifically, the criteria to change practice conditions was contingent on destroying a mine or fortress in the computer game. As of writing this document, all the studies in the adaptive practice literature have used a threshold or criterion in juxtaposition against practice performance as part of the adaptive logic to decide when and how to change practice conditions. Given that this has been the only way practice has been adapted, this leaves a gap for new methods or procedures to adapt practice conditions to improve motor performance and learning.
As mentioned previously, a threshold is a boundary or a level of magnitude that must be met or exceeded in order for some change to occur. Thresholds are not exclusive to a specific type as the boundary can be a criterion, such as a hitting a baseball (Gray, 2017), be a constant scalar value, like a rate or limit of task success (Simon et al., 2008) or error (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021), or be dynamically adjusted by use of a parametric model (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019; experiment 2). One of the possible confounds with using threshold criteria for the adaptive method or procedure is that the value or threshold criterion chosen can have great influence on the effectiveness of adaptive practice. Many studies in the adaptive practice literature have picked threshold criterion and have found no significant difference between adaptive and other practice conditions (Anthony et al., 1999; Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) whereas others have found improvements in skill acquisition (Beik & Fazeli, 2021). It is difficult to know if skill acquisition failed to improve because of the threshold chosen in the method or procedure to adapt practice, or if it is the adaptive method itself. Some prior work handled this confound by deriving a threshold empirically from pilot data (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). However, without empirically testing the effectiveness, or lack thereof, an adaptive practice method could be confounded by the choice of threshold selection. Thus, there is a need for a new method that does not use the performance-threshold juxtaposition to decide changes in practice conditions.
This study removed the confound of the threshold selection on adaptive practice conditions by using a data informed approach. In addition, this study offered a novel practice modification which had never been tested empirically. This novel practice modifier changed the amount of trials practiced for a task variation based upon practice performance within a concurrent practice session. Specifically, the present study investigated the effects of a novel method of adaptive practice by using an algorithm which scheduled the amount of trials for an upcoming trial block based on the performance error observed in a previous block of trials. This adaptive practice algorithm was designed with the intent to optimize practice conditions by changing functional task difficulty within the practice session (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). In the current study, the adaptive group was compared to a yoked practice condition, where the yoked group received the same number of practice trials of each task variation and trial sequence as the adaptive group. The yoked group served as an experimental control as it removed both the confound for a difference in the number of practice trials scheduled per task variation and the confound of practice trial sequence within a given trial block. Thus, the present study was able to analyze the effects of a novel method of adaptive practice on motor skill performance and learning. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136526]Experimental Hypotheses
In general, it was hypothesized that adapting practice conditions based on the proportion of previous practice performance error would increase the functional task difficulty within the practice session. Thus, the effect on practice performance would be an increase in the amount of error since the practice would become more challenging for the adaptive group. As a result of this increased challenge delivered through the adaptive practice condition, it was theorized this form of practice would facilitate motor skill learning relative to a yoked condition that did not follow a customized adaptive practice schedule. Further, it was theorized that a learning effect would be the product of the adaptive group gaining access to additional interpretable information by way of increased functional task difficulty (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). The increase in interpretable information was thought to be assistive to learners as an increase in interpretable information from practice would improve learner’s performance immediately following practice and on a delayed retention test. Given this prior research the following predictions were made.
First, it was predicted that the adaptive group would have greater error in practice compared to yoked counterparts since the adaptive practice schedule was designed to increase the functional task difficulty of practice by modifying the amount of acquisition trials allocated in practice based on previous practice performance error. 
Second, it was predicted that the adaptive group would outperform the yoked group on an immediate performance test following practice since it was hypothesized that the customized adaptive practice schedule would give more interpretable information to the adaptive group compared to the yoked group. 
Third, it was predicted that the adaptive group would outperform the yoked group on a delayed post-test since the adaptive group should have gained a greater amount of interpretable information from the practice session compared to the yoked group. 
In the following subsections the findings from the study from each dependent measure are presented. Next, the predictions mentioned are evaluated based on the evidence reported in this study. Then, theoretical interpretations of the findings are provided. Last, conclusions and limitations for the present study are listed.
[bookmark: _Toc167640824][bookmark: _Toc173136527]Practice Performance
[bookmark: _Toc167640825][bookmark: _Toc173136528]Absolute Error	
It was predicted that the adaptive group would perform worse than the yoked group in practice since the adaptive practice was designed to the optimize the amount of interpretable information by increasing functional task difficulty (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). Functional task difficulty was increased by adapting the frequency of opportunities, in the form of practice trials, of task variations (i.e., target locations) to the proportion of error within a practice session. Hence, as the proportion of error increased for a task variation so did the amount of opportunities to practice those high error task variations (i.e., target locations). The results of the present study do not support the experimental prediction that the adaptive group would have greater AE during acquisition compared to the yoked group. Specifically, the data analyzed in this study showed that there were no statistically significant differences between the practice performance of adaptive and yoked groups as measured by absolute error (AE).
Previous adaptive practice work that used an accuracy measure as the dependent variable found mixed results on practice performance when juxtaposed to other comparison conditions. For instance, in a key pressing sequence task, practice performance accuracy for the Win-Shift Lose-Stay one (WSLS1) adaptive condition in the Simon et al. (2008) study was not significantly different from the practice performance accuracy from a random practice condition. In addition, Porter et al. (2020) also used the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method to adapt practice in a basketball shooting task and found no significant differences in practice performance shooting accuracy across random and adaptive practice conditions. Moreover, similar findings were presented by Beik et al. (2021) for their sequential key pressing task as researchers found no significant differences in practice performance accuracy between adaptive and random practice conditions. The only study that contrasts the aforementioned findings is from Beik and Fazeli (2021). In the Beik and Fazeli (2021) study, researchers used the same key pressing task and apparatus used in the Beik et al. (2021) paper. The key pressing sequence task was divided into two separate groups: a similar and a dissimilar condition. The similar key pressing sequence task had three task variations with a mean of 1500 milliseconds and a variation of only ± 10 percent. Hence, the goal timing of the three task variations for the similar key pressing task were 1350, 1500, and 1650 milliseconds. The dissimilar key pressing sequence task had three task variations with a mean 1500 milliseconds with a variation of ± 30 percent, which meant the goal timing for the three task variations were 1050, 1500, and 1950 milliseconds. Beik and Fazeli (2021) found no significant differences in performance accuracy between their adaptive practice condition and random practice condition for the similar key pressing task. However, for the dissimilar key pressing task, there was a statistically significant difference in practice performance accuracy as the adaptive practice condition outperformed the random practice condition. One possible reason the findings of the present study contrast the findings in the dissimilar key pressing sequence task from Beik and Fazeli (2021) is that the differences between task variations in their study are greater than the task variations in the present study. It could be that the task variations performed in the present study more closely resemble the similar key pressing task variations rather than the dissimilar key pressing task variations in the Beik and Fazeli (2021) study. Even though the present study used a yoked comparison condition, the yoked condition still followed a random practice trial arrangement (Battig, 1979; Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990). Thus, the results of the present study confirm the findings from the majority of studies on adaptive practice that reported practice performance accuracy (Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Generally speaking, it could be that adaptive practice methods that involve task switching manipulations (Beik et al., Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) have a similar effect to random practice on practice performance accuracy.
In the current study, the trial manipulation used here was not shown to have differential effects on practice performance accuracy when compared to a yoked practice condition that was randomly sequenced. From the CPF (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004) this could be because the functional task difficulty was similar across the two groups and thus the amount of challenge experience, with respect to the skill level of the learner, was theoretically comparable. In sum, the findings of the present study align with the majority of adaptive practice literature that reported performance accuracy comparisons between adaptive and random practice conditions (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Specifically, this study found that there was no significant difference in practice performance accuracy, as measured by AE, between adaptive and random practice conditions. The findings of the present study indicate that having novices practice tasks with varying levels of functional task difficulty by adapting the number of allocated trials based on the performance of previous practice was no more effective at increasing AE than practicing an adaptive schedule based on someone else’ practice performance error.
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In addition to the predictions made for improved practice performance accuracy, it was also predicted that the adaptive group would have lower performance consistency in practice, as measured by variable error (VE), compared to the performance of yoked counterparts. The results of the current study provide evidence rejecting this prediction as there were no statistically significant differences between adaptive and yoked practice conditions on practice performance consistency.
The only other adaptive practice research study to measure practice performance consistency was conducted by Beik et al. (2021). Similar to the study conducted by Beik and Fazeli (2021), Beik et al. (2021) used a key pressing sequence task. The methods used by Beik et al. (2021) included random and blocked practice conditions for a group-wise comparison against the adaptive practice intervention. VE was captured as the dependent measure for analysis of performance consistency. Upon analysis, it was found that the random practice group and adaptive groups had greater VE compared to blocked practice conditions. Findings of the present study between adaptive and yoked groups in the present confirm the results of the Beik et al. (2021) study, as practice performance consistency reported in the present study, as measured by VE, was not significantly different between adaptive and yoked practice groups. Even though the present study did not use a “traditional” random practice condition, where task variations were uniformly distributed in a random practice sequence (Battig, 1979; Brady, 1998; Magill & Hall, 1990), the yoked group did follow a random practice schedule arrangement. Taken together, even though the adaptive methods between the prior work of Beik et al. (2021) and the present study are different, similar effects were observed across both studies as there were no significant differences between adaptive and random (Beik et al., 2021) or adaptive and yoked practice groups. Thus, it appears that the adaptive practice schedule utilized in the present study had similar effects on practice performance consistency compared to the random form of practice which was experienced by the yoked group.
The results presented here can be explained by the CPF. In the present study, the trial manipulation likely had no differential effect on functional task difficulty between the adaptive and yoked practice groups. This is evidenced by the lack of significant differences for any trial block between the adaptive and yoked conditions. From the CPF (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004) this could be because the functional task difficulty, modified by the trial amount manipulation, was similar across the two groups producing a comparable level of challenge between the experimental conditions. This speculation is evidenced by the non-significant differences found between the two practice conditions.
In short, the results reported in the present study refute the prediction made on practice performance consistency as no significant differences were found in VE between the adaptive and yoked groups. This could be due to the similar amount of functional task difficulty—challenge of a task relative to the environmental context and skill level of the learner—experienced by both groups as they followed the same amount of change in the environmental conditions at the same time in the practice schedule. 
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On the immediate post-test it was predicted that the performance accuracy, as measured by AE, would be significantly better for the adaptive group compared to the performance accuracy of the yoked group. This prediction was based on the hypothesis that the adaptive practice manipulation would increase the amount of interpretable information for the adaptive group by customizing the practice schedule based on the proportion of previous performance error. It was hypothesized that yoked group counterparts would not gain the same amount of interpretable information as the functional task difficulty of the practice was designed to optimize learning for the adaptive group. However, upon analysis of the immediate post-test data, it was found that there were no significant differences between the two groups on performance accuracy, thereby rejecting the prediction (see Figure 16). 
Previous work which conducted post-tests immediately following practice have shown mixed effects of adaptive practice on immediate performance accuracy. For instance, Beik and Fazeli (2021) found their adaptive groups had better performance accuracy immediately following the practice intervention compared to the performance accuracy of the blocked and random practice groups. This finding was confirmed by a study conducted by Beik et al. (2021) who also used a key pressing sequence task. Findings reported in the Beik et al. (2021) study found that the adaptive group had greater performance accuracy on an immediate post-test compared to the performance accuracy observed from the blocked and random practice groups. However, the findings from Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) contrast those of Porter et al. (2020). Immediately after practicing a basketball shooting task, Porter et al. (2020) recorded shooting performance accuracy of all the practice groups: adaptive, random, and blocked. Results reported in the Porter et al. (2020) study revealed no significant differences among groups on the immediate post-test. These contrasting results can be explained by the different methods used for adapting practice within the studies. Specifically, both Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) modified the amount of contextual interference between practice trial blocks within the practice session dependent on the practice performance compared to an error threshold. That form of practice condition modification changed the amount of task switches during practice but kept the distribution among task variations uniform. Thus, there was an equal amount of task variations practiced and only the number of task switches was changed. In contrast, Porter et al. (2020) adapted practice by use of the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al. 2008), which is a single trial adaptive procedure where the next practice trial is repeated or switched dependent on the practice performance of the current practice trial. Modifying practice conditions using the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method changed both the number of task switches and the number of trials practiced for each task variation and findings reported by Simon et al. (2008) found no significant differences between random and adaptive practice conditions on the immediate post-test. Through collective examination, it could be that the unequal or non-uniform distribution of task variations practiced may have an effect on performance immediately following the practice intervention. Taken together, it is likely that the discrepancy in immediate post-test findings was resultant of the methods used to adapt practice conditions.
The results of the present study are consistent with those reported by Porter et al. (2020). This is because the adaptive algorithm used in the present study modified the practice conditions by changing the amount of trials allocated to a task variation based on the proportion of previous performance error relative to overall error of all task variations. This is similar in effect to what occurred in the adaptive condition from Porter et al. (2020). This means that the modification used in the present study to change the amount of practice trials scheduled may have resulted in similar effects on immediate post-test performance accuracy as the effects of using the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008). This is because adapting practice conditions by use of either the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method or the adaptive condition used in the present study resulted in a practice schedule with a non-uniform distribution of task variations performed in practice. Thus, these two adaptive practice methods create a practice schedule where some task variations are practiced more than others. The resultant effect of a non-uniform distribution of practiced task variations is a fundamentally different adaptive practice modification than manipulating the amount of task switches or contextual interference in practice (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021), as changing the amount of task switches maintains a uniform distribution of practice trials for all task variations. One explanation for the contrast in findings is that changing the level of contextual interference in practice and modifying the number of practiced task variations may have differentially impacted performance immediately following practice. What is interesting to note is that both groups in the present study followed a random practice schedule which was not done in the adaptive Win-Shift Lose-Stay method used by Porter et al. (2020), yet the results of the present study align with the immediate post-test performance accuracy findings reported Porter et al. (2020). This could be the case because the present study and the study conducted by Porter et al. (2020) had an adaptive method that changed the distribution of practice trials across task variations. This common change in practice trial distribution is speculated to have comparable effects on practice performance accuracy as observed in the present study. Thus, the present study confirms the findings from previous work (Porter et al., 2020) as the trial manipulation in the present study used by the adaptive practice algorithm was ineffective in improving motor performance immediately following practice. This is evidenced by the non-significant differences in AE between the two practice groups as the adaptive group did not outperform their yoked counterparts.
By designing the practice schedule for the adaptive group to give more opportunities to practice task variations that had a high proportion of performance error, it increased the amount of functional task difficulty and interpretable information. Thus, it was predicted that the adaptive group would outperform the yoked group as the practice was designed to increase the amount of interpretable information of the adaptive group and not for their yoked counterparts. By increasing the functional task difficulty by affording more opportunities to practice previously poorly performing task variations, it was predicted that the adaptive group would reduce overall error to a greater extent than the yoked group. However, evidence for this prediction was not found as there were no significant differences in AE between the two groups on the immediate post-test. 
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For the dependent measure of VE, it was predicted that the adaptive group would outperform its yoked counterparts on an immediate post-test following practice. Like the prediction made for AE, this prediction was based on the hypothesis that the adaptive practice group would increase the amount of interpretable information provided by a customized adaptive practice schedule designed to optimized functional task difficulty (Guadagnoli & Lee, 2004). The increased interpretable information would improve the adaptive groups’ performance consistency immediately following acquisition. Given this hypothesis it was predicted that the adaptive group would have lower VE on an immediate post-test compared to yoked counterparts since it was thought that the adaptive group would have greater skill improvement due to the increase in interpretable information. However, the results of this study reject this prediction as no statistically significant group-wise differences were found on practice performance consistency on immediate post-test (see Figure 17).
Theoretically, the findings here could mean that the change in functional task difficulty, as implemented by the practice trial modification, was not effective in improving immediate performance consistency. Thus, this could mean that the practice method did not enhance the amount of interpretable information during the practice intervention which would have revealed itself in performance consistency immediately following acquisition. 
To surmise the findings, based on the non-significant differences found in the present study on the dependent measure VE, it is likely that the adaptive group did not experience any differential amount of interpretable information from the collection of target locations practiced. Therefore, both groups likely experienced a similar amount of interpretable information as the adaptive practice trial manipulation was unsuccessful in reducing VE in the adaptive group compared to their yoked counterparts. In summary, the prediction for reduced VE in the adaptive group was rejected as the adaptive group did not outperform yoked counterparts on the immediate post-test.
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Motor skill learning was investigated as it was of primary interest for the present study. It was predicted that the performance accuracy, as measured by AE, on a 24 hour delayed retention test would be lower for the adaptive group compared to the yoked group following the practice intervention. This prediction was rejected as there were no significant group differences found on performance accuracy for the delayed post-test (see Figure 18). The present study is the first to report an assessment of motor skill learning between adaptive practice as a product of an algorithm compared to yoked counterparts. Previous work in adaptive practice has also found similar non-significant results on tests of retention that measured performance accuracy. For instance, prior work that adapted practice conditions using the Win-Shift Lose-Stay method (Simon et al., 2008) found no significant differences between adaptive and random practice conditions on a test of retention (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). The non-significant finding on retention observed in the present study is also confirmed by Gray (2017) which used the staircase procedure (Levitt, 1971). In addition, Choi et al. (2008) found no significant difference on a retention test assessing performance accuracy comparing an adaptive difficulty condition with a fixed practice condition. However, there are studies that report evidence where there are significant motor skill learning performance improvements compared to other practice conditions. For example, Beik and Fazeli (2021) manipulated the level of contextual interference or task switches and found that their adaptive practice condition outperformed a random practice condition as assessed by performance accuracy. The findings reported by Beik and Fazeli (2021) are consistent with research from Beik et al. (2021) as the adaptive contextual interference adaptive method improved performance accuracy on a retention test compared to random practice conditions. Hence, the historical evidence on adaptive practice for improved motor skill learning, as assessed by performance accuracy, compared to other practice conditions has demonstrated both null and improvements in motor skill acquisition. 
The evidence of the present study confirms the findings of non-significant differences between adaptive and random practice conditions (Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) and contrasts the findings from Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021). One explanation for this could be in the methods used to adapt practice conditions varied across the aforementioned studies. For instance, the studies conducted by Beik and Fazeli (2021) and Beik et al. (2021) used an adaptive practice method that changed practice conditions by manipulating the level of contextual interference dependent on the practice performance from the current trial block compared to a predetermined error threshold. Three of the former studies that did not find significant differences all used single trial adaptive practice manipulations like the Win-Shift Lose Stay method (Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008) and the staircase procedure (Gray, 2017). These single trial adaptive methods are susceptible to adapting practice suboptimally since they only consider information from a single trial instead of from multiple trial samples (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021) or from a fitted parametric model (Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Wadden et al., 2019). The single trial adaptive method could change practice conditions based on a single noisy or non-representative sample, and thus impact the practice conditions in a way that does not optimize motor skill acquisition. 
Returning to the present work, the findings of the delayed post-test assessment fall in line with the non-significant findings from previous adaptive practice literature (Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Theoretically, one explanation for this finding is that the adaptive practice schedule did not effectively modify the functional task difficulty to a degree that increased the amount of interpretable information from the practice session. Since there was no significant difference between the adaptive and yoked groups, it is likely that the amount of interpretable information was comparable during the practice session for the two conditions resulting in similar learning effects, as measured by performance accuracy. 
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Another way to measure motor skill acquisition is performance consistency. For the 24 hour delayed post-test it was predicted that performance consistency, as measured by VE, would be lower for the adaptive group compared to the yoked group. This prediction was made on the hypothesis that the adaptive practice intervention would preferentially increase the amount of interpretable information by modulating the functional task difficulty via a customized practice schedule where the amount of trials for each task variations was adapted for the adaptive group based on their previous practice performance error. Given this hypothesis, it was predicted that VE would be significantly lower on a retention test since the adaptive group would have greater performance capability compared to yoked counterparts. However, results of the present study refute the prediction made as there were no significant differences in performance consistency, as measured by VE, on the delayed post-test following the adaptive practice intervention (see Figure 19).
	Beik et al. (2021) reported performance consistency as a dependent variable to describe changes in motor skill acquisition on a retention test following adaptive practice. Findings from that study also showed no significant differences between adaptive, where the level of contextual interference was modified with reference to the practice performance compared to an a priori error threshold, and non-adaptive random practice groups on a test of retention (Beik et al., 2021). The results of the current study align with evidence reported in prior work as no statistically significant differences in the present work were found on performance consistency between adaptive and yoked practice conditions. It could be VE may not be sensitive enough to capture differences among random and adaptive conditions since comparison groups in the present study and prior work share the commonality of task switching. Thus, it could be that more practice is needed for the trial manipulation to have an effect and thus to elucidate differences between conditions. However, this is just pragmatic speculation, as this idea would need to be empirically tested. 
	Another explanation for the non-significant differences between practice conditions observed in the present study is that the adaptive practice algorithm failed to increase the amount of interpretable information via functional task difficulty for the adaptive group during the practice session. Given that there was no significant difference between groups in performance consistency it could be that the interpretable information was similar between the two practice conditions. Since both groups are speculated to have received similar amounts of interpretable information, the adaptive method used in the present study have been ineffective at improving motor skill acquisition compared to receiving a randomly sequenced adaptive schedule generated from someone else’s error. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136536]Conclusion
Since the inception of adaptive practice (Birmingham, 1959), the objective of this line of work has been to modify practice conditions to enhance motor skill acquisition (Kelley, 1969). Previous work in adaptive practice has shown improvements in motor skill acquisition by using a variety of methods (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Bittmann et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2008; Mettler et al., 2016; Wadden et al., 2019, experiment 2). The present experiment was conducted to expand the adaptive practice literature by contributing a novel method to adapt practice conditions that did not require meeting a performance threshold. Specifically, a method was tested which adapted the number of trials of task variations based on the proportion of previous performance error. In addition, the current study sought to understand the effects of this novel method on practice performance and performance immediately following practice. The primary interest of the present study was to evaluate how this novel form of adaptive practice influenced motor skill learning as measured via a delayed retention test. Thus, this study investigated the effects of a novel adaptive practice method across two consecutive days and included a yoked comparison group as a control measure. Results of the present study found no significant differences between practice groups at any time period during acquisition, which aligns with previous work in this area (Beik & Fazeli, 2021; Beik et al., 2021; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008), immediately following the practice intervention (Porter et al., 2020), and during retention (Choi et al., 2008; Gray, 2017; Porter et al., 2020; Simon et al., 2008). Practically speaking, prescribing more trials based on what was previously done poorly does not seem to enhance motor skill acquisition. However, even though no significant differences were found between practice conditions, this study makes a novel contribution to the literature by providing a new method to modify practice conditions by changing the amount of trials allocated per task variation, which has not been done previously in motor behavior research. Notably, the greatest contribution of this study is the demonstration of an adaptive practice method that used a new paradigm to change practice conditions and thus did not require a threshold to compare against practice performance, but instead used a data-informed non-parametric approach which utilized the relative performance amongst task variations. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136537]Limitations
	While this study did contribute a new way to adapt practice it is not without its limitations. Moreover, the limitations provided below provide clear avenues for future research. One important limitation of the present study is that it is underpowered. Thus, all of the reported findings and results are under the assumption that a type II error was not committed. However, it seems likely that a false negative was committed since the power achieved for the present study on the primary area of interest (i.e., motor skill acquisition) on the retention test had 1-β values of .17 and .08. Therefore, given these 1-β values, there is a greater likelihood of finding a false negative in the present study than finding a true negative (Ellis, 2010). Thus, the findings of the present study should be interpreted with caution as the findings reported may not accurately represent the true effects of the adaptive practice intervention. In future work, a higher number of participants are needed to increase the sample size of the research experiment and thus reduce the likelihood of making a Type II error. 
A few additional limitations need to be mentioned with respect to the adaptive method used in the present study. For instance, the input data used in the adaptive algorithm (see Table 5) was RE as a proportion of mean absolute error (MAE) for each task variation. Using the percentage of MAE for each task variation as input to the adaptive method requires the assumption that this measure is not only sensitive enough to capture the current level of performance of the individual, but also is robust or resilient enough to withstand noise or outliers present in the performance data. This was never investigated prior to the current research experiment and thus it was assumed, for the purpose of this study, that the percentage or proportion of MAE was a valid input to the adaptive method since it was speculated that the measure was both sensitive and resilient since the mean is a descriptive measure of central tendency (Cohen, 1988). However, this was not empirically validated prior to the start of the research experiment. Considering that using MAE as the input for RE did not have a significant effect on motor skill acquisition, future research should consider other parameters, features, and measures as inputs for the present algorithm to best represent the individual’s level of performance and stage of learning (Fitts & Posner, 1967). For instance, a different input variable for this method could be “E” which incorporates both the performance accuracy and consistency of the learner into a single scalar value (Henry, 1974; 1975; Woodworth, 1938) which may provide more information about the learner than MAE alone. Moreover, future work should include a parametric model from the performance data in addition to a scalar variable may improve the descriptive accuracy of the current performance level of the individual, which would then better assist in adapting practice conditions to meet the needs of the individual.
	An additional limitation of the current study were the fixed and equally distributed time points where adaptation occurred in the practice schedule. These time points were arbitrarily decided prior to the start of the experiment. Thus, it is possible that the fixed time points decided a priori were suboptimal as they may not have optimized when adaptive changes in practice were needed to enhance motor skill acquisition. To illustrate, previous work on the concept of a learning curve has suggested the greatest gains in motor skill acquisition occur early in practice and smaller gains are made thereafter (Book, 1925; Thurstone, 1919). Previous learning curve models on a variety of motor skills have found these data are typically modeled as a negative exponential (Heathcote et al., 2000; Mazur & Hastie, 1978), hyperbolic, or accumulation functions (Mazur & Hastie, 1978; Thurstone, 1919). However, the present experiment designed the adaptation time points at an equally spaced interval which does not follow any of the functions or curves described above. Therefore, the adaptive practice algorithm may have been ineffective or suboptimal since it did not follow or match the features of learning curves used in in previous motor learning research and instead had fixed, equally distributed adaptive time points (i.e., after every 30 trials). Future work should design a practice schedule where the timepoints of adaptation follow learning curves to adapt practice condition in conjunction with the learner’s practice performance. 
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[bookmark: _Toc173136540]Appendix 1: Participant Demographics for the Entire Dataset
[bookmark: _Ref170419035][bookmark: _Toc173136791]Table 8. Participants Demographic Information for the Entire Dataset at Pre-Test, Practice, and Immediate Post-Test. The following abbreviations are used in this table: n = number of participants; % = percentage of participants.
	Characteristic
	Adaptive
	Yoked

	
	n
	%
	n
	%

	Sex
	
	
	
	

	Male
	11
	37.93
	7
	25.93

	Female
	18
	62.07
	20
	74.07

	Preferred Handedness
	
	
	
	

	Right
	28
	96.55
	22
	81.48

	Left
	1
	3.45
	5
	18.52







[bookmark: _Ref170419037][bookmark: _Toc173136792]Table 9. Participants Demographic Information for the Entire Dataset at Delayed Post-Test. The following abbreviations are used in this table: n = number of participants; % = percentage of participants.
	Characteristic
	Adaptive
	Yoked

	
	N
	%
	n
	%

	Sex
	
	
	
	

	Male
	11
	39.29
	7
	25.93

	Female
	17
	60.71
	20
	74.07

	Preferred Handedness
	
	
	
	

	Right
	27
	96.43
	22
	81.48

	Left
	1
	3.57
	5
	18.52




[bookmark: _Toc173136541]Appendix 2: Analysis of the Entire Dataset
[bookmark: _Toc173136542]Practice Performance
All participants (N = 56) in the adaptive (N = 29) and the yoked groups (N = 27) that completed the entire practice phase were included in the analysis.
For absolute error (AE), prior to data analysis, a Mauchly’s test of sphericity indicated no violation of sphericity (p = .09) therefore no statistical correction was used. A Box’s M test showed no violation of the covariance equality assumption (p = .56), so the alpha level was unchanged (α = .05). To test the impact of practice schedule on practice performance accuracy as measured by absolute error, a 2 (group) x 5 (trial block) mixed rmANOVA was conducted. There was no statistically significant group x trial block interaction, nor a significant group main effect (p > .05). However, the mixed rmANOVA indicated a statistically significant main effect for trial block F(4, 216) = 20.78, p < .001, ηp2 = .21. Post-hoc least significant differences analysis revealed that there was a statistically significant difference between trial block one (M = 6.60, SD = 1.78) with a higher AE compared to all other trial blocks (p < .001). In addition, there was a statistically significant difference between trial block two (M = 5.63, SD = 1.81) with higher AE compared to trial block five (M = 5.04, SD = 1.90) with lower AE (p < .01), see Table 10 and Figures 20 and 21. 
For variable error (VE), prior to data analysis, a Mauchly’s test of sphericity indicated no violation of sphericity (p = .09) therefore no statistical correction was used. A Box’s M test showed no violation of the covariance equality assumption (p = .34), so the alpha level was unchanged (α = .05). To test the impact of practice schedule on practice performance consistency as measured by VE, a 2 (group) x 5 (trial block) mixed rmANOVA was conducted. There was no statistically significant group x trial block interaction, nor a significant group main effect (p > .05). However, the mixed rmANOVA indicated a statistically significant main effect for trial block F(4, 216) = 16.95, p < .001, ηp2 = .24. Post-hoc least significant differences analysis revealed that there was a statistically significant difference between trial block one (M = 8.41, SD = 2.24) with a higher VE compared to all other trial blocks (p < .001). In addition, there was a statistically significant difference between trial block two (M = 6.95, SD = 2.37) with higher VE compared to trial block five (M = 6.30, SD = 2.27) with lower VE (p < .05), see Table 10 and Figures 22 and 23. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136543]Test Performance
[bookmark: _Toc173136544]Pre-Test
. All participants (N = 56) in the adaptive (N = 29) and the yoked groups (N = 27) that completed the pre-test phase were included in the analysis.
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found a violation of the normality assumption for the adaptive group (p < .01) but not the yoked group (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice condition as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed that there were statistically significant differences in AE, t(54) = 2.546, p = .01, d = .68, as the adaptive group had greater AE (M = 13.26, SD = 6.19) compared to the yoked group (M = 9.89, SD = 3.14), see Figure 24 and Table 11.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice condition as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE 
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[bookmark: _Ref170330194][bookmark: _Toc172733222]Figure 20. Accuracy of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks by Practice Groups for the Entire Dataset. No statistically significant group-wise performance differences between adaptive and yoked groups were found at any trial block throughout the practice session. Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330200][bookmark: _Toc172733223]Figure 21. Accuracy of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks for all Participants in the Entire Dataset. Total represents all performance data from both adaptive and yoked groups. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330256][bookmark: _Toc172733224]Figure 22. Consistency of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks by Practice Group for the Entire Dataset. No statistically significant group-wise performance differences between adaptive and yoked groups were found at any trial block throughout the practice session. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330265][bookmark: _Toc172733225]Figure 23. Consistency of Practice Performance Across Trial Blocks for all Participants in the Entire Dataset. Total represents all performance data collected from both adaptive and yoked groups. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviation is used in this figure: TB = trial block. *p < .05. ***p < .001.


[bookmark: _Ref170330150][bookmark: _Toc173136793]Table 10. Descriptive Statistics of each Practice Trial Block for the Entire Dataset. All error measures are reported in centimeters (cm). The following acronyms are used in this table: M = mean; SD = one standard deviation from the mean; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval.
	Experimental Group
	Absolute Error
	Variable Error

	
	M
	SD
	95% CI
	M
	SD
	95% CI

	Adaptive
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Trial Block 1
	6.51
	1.82
	[5.85, 7.18]
	8.37
	2.31
	[7.53, 9.21]

	
	Trial Block 2
	5.68
	1.86
	[5.00, 6.36]
	7.13
	2.57
	[6.24, 8.01]

	
	Trial Block 3
	5.56
	2.11
	[4.84, 6.27]
	7.06
	2.62
	[6.17, 7.96]

	
	Trial Block 4
	5.27
	1.94
	[4.61, 5.94]
	6.61
	2.63
	[5.73, 7.50]

	
	Trial Block 5
	5.10
	2.20
	[4.39, 5.82]
	6.60
	2.61
	[5.66, 7.35]

	Yoked
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Trial Block 1
	6.70
	1.76
	[6.01, 7.39]
	8.44
	2.18
	[7.57, 9.31]

	
	Trial Block 2
	5.57
	1.78
	[4.87, 6.27]
	6.75
	2.36
	[5.83, 7.67]

	
	Trial Block 3
	5.28
	1.70
	[4.54, 6.02]
	6.56
	2.11
	[5.64, 7.49]

	
	Trial Block 4
	5.23
	1.59
	[4.54, 5.92]
	6.50
	2.06
	[5.58, 7.42]

	
	Trial Block 5
	4.97
	1.54
	[4.23, 5.71]
	6.07
	1.86
	[5.19, 6.95]
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[bookmark: _Ref170330332][bookmark: _Toc172733226]Figure 24. Performance Accuracy at Pre-Test for the Entire Dataset. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. *p < .05.
[bookmark: _Ref170330395][bookmark: _Ref170330505][bookmark: _Toc173136794]
Table 11. Descriptive Statistics of each Test Phase for the Entire Dataset. All error measures are reported in centimeters (cm). Total represents the combination of all performance data from both the adaptive and yoked groups. The following acronyms are used in this table: M = mean; SD = one standard deviation from the mean; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval.
	Test Phase
	Absolute Error
	Variable Error

	
	M
	SD
	95% CI
	M
	SD
	95% CI

	Pre-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	13.26
	6.19
	[10.91, 15.61]
	10.36
	2.34
	[9.45, 11.27]

	
	Yoked
	9.89
	3.14
	[8.65, 11.13]
	10.16
	2.60
	[9.13, 11.19]

	
	Total
	11.63
	5.20
	[10.24, 13.02]
	10.26
	2.45
	[9.60, 10.93]

	Immediate Post-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	5.07
	2.13
	[4.24, 5.90]
	5.89
	2.11
	[5.07, 6.71]

	
	Yoked
	5.44
	1.79
	[4.74, 6.16]
	6.25
	1.80
	[5.54, 6.96]

	
	Total
	5.25
	1.96
	[4.73, 5.79]
	6.070
	1.95
	[5.54, 6.60]

	Delayed Post-Test
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adaptive
	6.45
	2.30
	[5.56, 7.34]
	7.03
	2.39
	[6.10, 7.96]

	
	Yoked
	7.30
	2.39
	[6.35, 8.24]
	6.88
	2.17
	[6.02, 7.74]

	
	Total
	6.87
	2.36
	[6.23, 7.50]
	6.96
	2.27
	[6.34, 7.57]





between the two groups t(54) = 0.45, p = .65, d = .12, see Figure 25 and Table 11.
[bookmark: _Toc173136545]Immediate Post-Test
. All participants (N = 56) in the adaptive (N = 29) and the yoked groups (N = 27) that completed the immediate post-test phase were included in the analysis.
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .11. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in AE between the two groups t(50) = -0.70, p = .49, d = .19, see Figure 26 and Table 11.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .10. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE between the two groups t(50) = -0.64, p = .53, d = .17, see Figure 27 and Table 11.
[bookmark: _Toc173136546]Delayed Post-Test
. All participants (N = 55) in the adaptive (N = 28) and the yoked groups (N = 27) that completed the delayed post-test phase were included in the analysis.
For the dependent measure of absolute error (AE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .26. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice group as the independent variable and AE as the dependent variable showed there were no 
[image: A graph of a graph with blue and orange squares
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[bookmark: _Ref170330337][bookmark: _Toc172733227]Figure 25. Performance Consistency at Pre-Test for the Entire Dataset. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170914523][bookmark: _Ref170330445][bookmark: _Toc172733228]Figure 26. Performance Accuracy at Immediate Post-Test for the Entire Dataset. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330479][bookmark: _Toc172733229]Figure 27. Performance Consistency at Immediate Post-Test for Entire Dataset. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.



statistically significant differences in AE between the two groups t(50) = -1.34, p = .09, d = .36, see Figure 28 and Table 11.
For the dependent measure of variable error (VE), a post-hoc power analysis showed a 1-β of .06. A Shapiro-Wilk test was conducted and found no violation of the normality assumption for either adaptive or yoked groups (p > .05). The results of the independent t-test with practice condition as the independent variable and VE as the dependent variable showed that there were no statistically significant differences in VE between the two groups t(50) = 0.25, p = .81, d = .07, see Figure 29 and Table 11.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330536][bookmark: _Toc172733230]Figure 28. Performance Accuracy at Delayed Post-Test for the Entire Dataset. Absolute error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.
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[bookmark: _Ref170330541][bookmark: _Toc172733231]Figure 29. Performance Consistency at Delayed Post-Test for the Entire Dataset. Variable error was measured in centimeters (cm). Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean.


[bookmark: _Toc173136547]Appendix 3: Consent Form
Consent for Research Participation
Research Study Title:  An algorithmic approach to finding the challenge point
Researcher(s): 	Andrew J. Strick, MS, University of Tennessee, Knoxville
	Jared M. Porter, PhD, University of Tennessee, Knoxville


[bookmark: _Toc169365523]Why am I being asked to be in this research study?
You are invited to be in this research study because our goal is to determine how the use of algorithms during practice can help improve motor learning and performance. 
[bookmark: _Toc169365524]What is this research study about?
The purpose of the study is to determine how the use of algorithms during practice can help improve motor learning and performance.
[bookmark: _Toc169365525]Who is conducting this research study?
This study is being conducted by researchers at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville.  
[bookmark: _Toc169365526]How long will I be in the research study?
· It is estimated that your participant in this study will take approximately 75 minutes over the course of two days. 
· Day one of testing and practice will last approximately 60 minutes.
· Day two of testing will last approximately 15 minutes.
[bookmark: _Toc169365527]What will happen if I say “Yes, I want to be in this research study”? 
If you agree to participate in this research study, you will be asked to schedule two consecutive days to come to the Motor Behavior Lab (HPER 129).
Upon arrival, you will sign the informed consent form. You will then be instructed regarding how to perform the to be practiced motor skill followed by a demonstration of the to be practiced skill.
After you receive the instructions and physical demonstration of the practiced motor skill, you will then have the opportunity to practice the task for a few trials so you can become familiar with the skill. Then, after familiarization with the skill you will perform 30 trials, followed by a second practice phase of 150 trials. The first day of your participation will end with you performing an additional 30 trials. The skill will be performed for a total of 210 trials on day one. 
On day two, you will return to the same location (HPER 129) to perform the same task for an additional 30 trials. 
  
[bookmark: _Toc169365528]What happens if I say “No, I do not want to be in this research study”?
Being in this study is up to you. You can say no now or leave the study later. If you choose to not participate in this study there is no consequence.
[bookmark: _Toc169365529]What happens if I say “Yes” but change my mind later?
Even if you decide to be in the study now, you can change your mind and stop at any time in the future. 
If you decide to stop before the study is completed, there is no consequence.
· If you choose to withdraw from the study please contact the researcher listed on the first page and let them know you will no longer be participating. 
· If you choose to withdraw you may decide if your data may be used or if you would also like it to be removed from the study.  
[bookmark: _Toc169365530]Are there any possible risks to me?
There is no inherent physical risk to you for your participation in this study other than the minimal risk that exist when you perform any minimal physical activity. 
[bookmark: _Toc169365531]Are there any benefits to being in this research study?
We anticipate that this study will improve our understanding of human movement, specifically how algorithms can be assistive in motor learning and performance.
[bookmark: _Toc169365532]Who can see or use the information collected for this research study?
Storage of all hard copy results will be in a locked cabinet in the research lab, which is located on the University of Tennessee campus. The co-primary investigator (Andrew Strick) and primary investigator (Dr. Jared Porter) have keys to the lab space, which is kept locked when not in use. All electronic data will be stored on an external hard drive, which will also remain in a locked filing cabinet when not in use or on a password protected computer. All participants will be assigned a participant number using a random number generator and their data will be stored under their participant number (not their name) in all files that contain data. The only place the name will be stored is in a file that contains all consent forms, which the individual must sign and on an electronic excel sheet that links their name with their participant number. Only Andrew Strick and Dr. Jared Porter, in the Motor Behavior Lab, will have access to the file that links names and participant numbers. A hard copy of the consent form will be stored for no longer than 3 years after it has been collected, providing time for data analysis to be conducted. After 3 years, the hard copy of the health history form will be de-identified. Electronic copies of the collected data will be deidentified and kept indefinitely.
We will protect the confidentiality of your information by using the following methods:
If information from this study is published or presented at scientific meetings, your name and other personal information will not be used.
We will make every effort to prevent anyone who is not on the research team from knowing that you gave us information or what information came from you.  Although it is unlikely, there are times when others may need to see the information we collect about you.  These include:
· People at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville who oversee research to make sure it is conducted properly.
· Government agencies (such as the Office for Human Research Protections in the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services), and others responsible for watching over the safety, effectiveness, and conduct of the research. 
· If a law or court requires us to share the information, we would have to follow that law or final court ruling.
[bookmark: _Toc169365533]What will happen to my information after this study is over?
We will keep your information to use for data analysis indefinitely. Your name and other information that can directly identify you will be kept secure and stored separately from your research data collected as part of the study.
We may share your research data with other researchers without asking for your consent again, but it will not contain information that could directly identify you. 
[bookmark: _Toc169365534]Will I be paid for being in this research study?
You will not be paid for being in this study  
[bookmark: _Toc169365535]Will it cost me anything to be in this research study?
It will not cost you anything to be in this study.
[bookmark: _Toc169365536]What else do I need to know?
If you participate in this study: 
· If we learn about any new information that may change your mind about being in the study, we will tell you.  If that happens, you may be asked to sign a new consent form.
· Your research data may be used to create products or to deliver services, including some that may be sold or make money for others.  If this happens, there are no plans to provide financial payment to you or your family.
We use procedures to lower the possibility of risks happening. Even so, you may still experience problems or injury, even when we are careful to avoid them. Please tell the researcher in charge, Andrew Strick, about any injuries, side effects, etc. or other problems that you have during this study.
In the unlikely event that physical injury would occur, we would assist you to the University Health Center or call 911 depending on the severity. 
The University of Tennessee does not automatically pay for medical claims or give other compensation for injuries or other problems.  
[bookmark: _Toc169365537]Who can answer my questions about this research study?
If you have questions or concerns about this study, or have experienced a research related problem or injury, contact the researchers, [Andrew Strick, astrick@vols.utk.edu, or Jared Porter, jporter@utk.edu.]
For questions or concerns about your rights or to speak with someone other than the research team about the study, please contact: 
Institutional Review Board
The University of Tennessee, Knoxville
1534 White Avenue
Blount Hall, Room 408
Knoxville, TN 37996-1529
Phone: 865-974-7697
Email: utkirb@utk.edu
[bookmark: _Toc169365538]STATEMENT OF CONSENT
I have read this form and the research study has been explained to me.  I have been given the chance to ask questions and my questions have been answered.  If I have more questions, I have been told who to contact.  By signing this document, I am agreeing to be in this study.  I will receive a copy of this document after I sign it.

					
Name of Adult Participant		Signature of Adult Participant	     Date

Researcher Signature (to be completed at time of informed consent)
I have explained the study to the participant and answered all of his/her questions. I believe that he/she understands the information described in this consent form and freely consents to be in the study.

					
Name of Research Team Member		Signature of Research Team Member	     Date



[bookmark: _Toc173136548]Appendix 4: Custom Software Program
A custom software program was developed to carry out the present research experiment. This customized software program was needed since the practice phase of the experiment required a near seamless transition between all practice trial blocks for the adaptive condition, and a seamless transition between experimental phases. The custom software program had a graphical user interface (GUI) which included two rows: the top row consisted experimental information that allowed the researcher to select appropriate options for the research experiment, and the bottom row included buttons that allowed the researcher to select functions for the program to execute, see Figure 30. The following sections include descriptions of the program and functions of each part of the custom software program.
[bookmark: _Toc173136549]Experiment Information
The top row of the custom software program consisted of three boxes that were used to input different kinds of experimental information. In the experiment information row of the custom software program included the following boxes: a box on the left labeled “Trials Per Block”, a middle box labeled “Participant ID,” and a box on the right labeled “Experiment Type,” see Figure 30. Each box was used to inform the software program of different experimental information.
[bookmark: _Toc173136550]Trials Per Block
.
 Below the “Trials Per Block” label, there resides a box with two buttons to the right that have an up-arrow and a down-arrow. The the up and down arrows were used by the researcher to increase or decrease the number of trials per trial block for the research experiment, see Figure 31. Changing the number of trials per trial block informs the software program how many trials to create in the next trial block, and how many trials to sample from to calculate the relative error (RE) from a previous trial block to, see Table 5. In the present
[image: A screenshot of a computer program
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[bookmark: _Ref170388075][bookmark: _Toc172733232]Figure 30. Overview of the Graphical User Interface of the Custom Software Program. The top row consists of experimental information that is input by the research. The bottom row consists of buttons that execute different functions.




[bookmark: _Ref170394092][bookmark: _Toc172733233]Figure 31. Trials Per Block Selection on the Custom Software Program. The trials per block section is enclosed by a red dashed box. The number of trials per trial block is 30, as highlighted by the blue background and white letters. The mouse pointer icon is positioned over the up and down arrows buttons within the trials per block section of the experiment information row. The arrow buttons were used to change the number of trials per trial block. 


research experiment, the trials per trial block was set to 30. This means, in the current experiment, each trial block consisted of 30 trials, and the number of trials sampled to calculate RE from a previous trial block was also 30.
[bookmark: _Toc173136551]Participant ID
. In the experimental information row of the custom software program, the middle box with the label “Participant ID,” represents the participant’s identification number, see Figures 30 and 32. This box includes up and down arrow buttons on the right that are used to modify the identification number. After the participant identification number is input into the custom software program the number would then be used to create the filename of the output data file, and the identification number was also used for row entries in the output data file under the “Participant_ID” column header, see an example of the data file structure provided in Table 12. In the present experiment any odd number corresponded to the adaptive condition, and any even number corresponded to the yoked condition. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136552]Experiment Type
. The right-side input box with the label “Experiment Type”, in the experiment information row was used to choose a motor task for the research experiment see Figure 33. On the right of this box includes a down arrow that, when selected a drop-down menu appeared with a variety of motor task options: linear slide, bassin anticipation timing, rotary pursuit tracker, kinesthesiemotry, golf putting, and golf chip shot. After a motor task was chosen from the drop-down menu, the text of the task was used for the file name of the output data file. For the present research experiment the “Linear Slide” option was selected, see Figure 33.
[bookmark: _Toc173136553]Program Output
[bookmark: _Ref170395946]The bottom row of the custom software program consisted of five buttons that were used to execute different functions for the research experiment, and it included a tracking number between two of the buttons, see Figure 30. The five research buttons were labeled the following: 
[bookmark: _Ref170914023][bookmark: _Toc173136795][bookmark: _Hlk172299925]Table 12. Example Dataset from Output File. Participant identification number is one. The Result column is where the constant error (CE) was input into the output data file. Example data have been entered into the Result column of this table. The following abbreviations are used in this table: Trial_Num = trial number; Participant_ID = participant identification number; Test = experimental phase; Trial_Category = target location; A = 20cm target location; B = 35cm target location; C = 65cm target location. 
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	1
	1
	1
	A
	12

	2
	1
	1
	B
	25

	3
	1
	1
	A
	-11

	4
	1
	1
	B
	11

	5
	1
	1
	A
	10

	6
	1
	1
	C
	-17

	7
	1
	1
	A
	5

	8
	1
	1
	B
	14

	9
	1
	1
	A
	7

	10
	1
	1
	A
	7

	11
	1
	1
	C
	15

	12
	1
	1
	B
	24

	13
	1
	1
	C
	15

	14
	1
	1
	C
	13

	15
	1
	1
	B
	-12

	16
	1
	1
	A
	5

	17
	1
	1
	C
	10

	18
	1
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	1
	1
	C
	12

	20
	1
	1
	B
	20

	21
	1
	1
	C
	-17

	22
	1
	1
	C
	13

	23
	1
	1
	A
	7

	24
	1
	1
	B
	21

	25
	1
	1
	C
	-14

	26
	1
	1
	B
	12

	27
	1
	1
	A
	9

	28
	1
	1
	B
	12

	29
	1
	1
	B
	-17

	30
	1
	1
	C
	13




[bookmark: _Ref170395152][bookmark: _Toc172733234]Figure 32. Participant ID on the Custom Software Program. The Participant ID label represents the participant’s identification number for the research experiment, and it is enclosed by a red dashed box. The participant identification number in this figure is one. The mouse pointer icon is positioned over the up and down arrows buttons. The arrow buttons were used to change the participant identification number. 




[bookmark: _Ref170398486][bookmark: _Toc172733235]Figure 33. Experiment Type on the Custom Software Program. The experiment type represents the motor task used in the research experiment, and it is enclosed by a red dashed box. The mouse pointer icon is positioned over the drop-down arrow button, which was used to open the experiment type drop-down menu. The experiment type selected, as shown in this figure, is Linear Slide.
“Pre-Test,” “Import Data,” “Post-Test Day1,” “Post-Test Day2,” and “Yoked”. The number included in the program output row was located between the “Import Data” and “Post-Test Day1” buttons.
[bookmark: _Toc173136554]Pre-Test Button
. Once all the experiment information was input into the three boxes of the experiment information row, the researcher used the buttons in the program output row. The “Pre-Test” button, see Figures 30 and 34, opened a dialog box used to select the directory or folder to save a newly created output data file, see Figure 35. Once the directory or folder was selected the output file name was created in the specified directory/folder. The default file name of the output data file was presented as the new file to be saved when a directory or folder was selected. The default file name begins with the motor task selected from the experimental type drop-down menu. This was then followed by an underscore and then the word “participant.” After the word “participant”, default file name included an underscore and the file name was concluded by the participant identification number, which was selected from the “Participant ID” box in the experiment information row, see Figure 36. 
The newly created output data file included five column headers, which are shown in Table 12. Beneath the first column header “Trial_Num” included the trial numbers, which were indexed by one. Each row beneath the “Participant_ID” included the participant identification number chosen from the “Participant_ID” section of the program. Below the “Test” column included the phase of the research experiment. The fourth column header “Trial_Category” showed the target location trial sequence for each experimental phase. The last column header “Result” was used to record CE from each trial. 
Within the new output data file was created the pre-test trial sequence was inserted, see Table 13 within Appendix 5 for the pre-test trial sequence. 

[bookmark: _Ref170402198][bookmark: _Toc172733236]Figure 34. Pre-Test Button. The pre-test button is enclosed by a red dashed box. The mouse pointer icon is positioned over the pre-test button. When this button was pressed, a dialog box was opened that was used to create and save a new output data file to a chosen directory or folder. In addition, the pre-test trial sequence was inserted into the new output data file. 






[bookmark: _Ref170402232][bookmark: _Toc172733237]Figure 35. Directory Selection Dialog Box. This dialog box was opened after the pre-test button was pressed. This dialog box was used to select the folder or directory for the output data file. In the bottom right of the figure the mouse pointer icon is positioned over the select folder button, which was used to choose the directory. The current folder or directory is located at the top of the figure and is enclosed by a red dashed box.




[bookmark: _Ref170403268][bookmark: _Toc172733238]Figure 36. Open File Dialog Box. This dialog box was used for every button that updated the output data file. The output data file selected in this figure is enclosed by a red dashed box. The mouse pointer icon is positioned in the bottom right of the figure over the open button. Once the open button was pressed the output data file was updated.




[bookmark: _Ref170406001][bookmark: _Toc172733239]Figure 37. Import Data Button. The import data button, which is enclosed by the red dashed box, was used to update the practice schedule for the adaptive group in the practice phase of the research experiment. The mouse pointer icon is positioned on top of the import data button. After the import data button was pressed, the tracking number, which is located to the right of the import data button and enclosed by the light blue dashed box, increased by one.


[bookmark: _Toc173136555]Import Data Button
. The “Import Data” button was used to update the practice schedule for the adaptive group, see Figures 30 and 37. In the present research experiment, if the participant was in the adaptive group, the import data button was selected after the pre-test phase and after each of the first four trial blocks in the practice phase. Every time the import data button was pressed, a dialog box opened that began the directory or folder selected from the pre-test button, see Figure 36. Once the dialog box opened the output data file from the odd number participant—adaptive group—was selected. After the output data file was selected the practice schedule was updated within the output data file. On the custom software program, after each time the import data button was pressed, the number between the “Import Data” button and the “Post-Test Day1” button would increase by an increment of one, see Figure 37. This number between the two buttons was used to assist the researcher in tracking the number of times the import data button was selected. For the present experiment, the number between the two buttons was to go no higher than five, since that represented the number of times that the practice schedule was updated, see Table 4.    
[bookmark: _Toc173136556]Post-Test Day1 Button
. Within the program output row of the custom software program was the “Post-Test Day1” button, see Figures 30 and 38. This button was used insert the immediate post-test trial sequence, see Table 14 in Appendix 5, into the output data file. Once the button was pressed a dialog box appeared that was used to select the output data file, see Figure 36. Within the dialog box the output data file would then be selected. Upon selection the immediate post-test sequence was inserted into the output data file.
[bookmark: _Toc173136557]Post-Test Day2 Button
. To the right of the “Post-Test Day1” button is the “Post-Test Day2” button, see Figures 30 and 39. The “Post-Test Day2” button had a function to insert the delayed post-test trial sequence, see Table 15 in Appendix 5, into the output data file. When this button was pressed a dialog box appeared that was used to select the output data file, see Figure 36. Hence, in the present study, the delayed post-test button was pressed to insert the delayed post-test trial sequence into the output data file.
[bookmark: _Toc173136558]Yoked button
. The “Yoked” button was used to copy the practice schedule from the adaptive group’s output data file and insert the copied practice schedule into the yoked group’s output data file. The “Yoked” button was located on the farthest right-hand side of the program output row of the custom software program, see Figures 30 and 40. Once the “Yoked” button was pressed two dialog boxes would open, one at a time. The first dialog box was used to designate the file path and filename of the yoked group’s output data file, where the filename ends with an even number participant identification designation, see Figure 41. After the yoked group’s output data file was selected the second dialog box appeared. The second dialog box was used to select the file path and filename of the adaptive group’s output data file, see Figure 42. The adaptive group’s output data file would end with an odd numbered participation identification designation. Once both filenames and file paths were selected the custom software program would copy the practice schedule within the adaptive group’s output data file and insert the copied practice schedule into the yoked group’s output data file. Thus, in the present study both groups had the same practice schedule during the practice phase of the research experiment.


[bookmark: _Ref170407328][bookmark: _Toc172733240]Figure 38. Post-Test Day1 Button. The post-test day1 button is enclosed by a red dashed box and a mouse pointer icon is located over it. This button’s function is to insert the immediate post-test trial sequence into an output data file. Once the output data file was selected the immediate post-test trial sequence was inserted into the file.




[bookmark: _Ref170408323][bookmark: _Toc172733241]Figure 39. Post-Test Day2 Button. The post-test day2 button is enclosed by a red dashed box and a mouse pointer icon is located over it. This button’s function was to insert the delayed post-test trial sequence into an output data file. Once the output data file was selected the delayed post-test trial sequence was inserted into the file.




[bookmark: _Ref170416098][bookmark: _Toc172733242]Figure 40. Yoked Button. The yoked button is enclosed by a red dashed box and the mouse pointer icon hovers above it. The function of this button was to duplicate the adaptive group’s practice schedule and insert the duplicate practice schedule into the yoked group’s output date file. Once the button was pressed two dialog boxes would open to operate the yoked button’s function.




[bookmark: _Ref170417368][bookmark: _Toc172733243]Figure 41. First Dialog Box for Yoked Button. This dialog box was used to select yoked group’s output data file as the location where the adaptive group’s practice schedule would be copied to. The blue dashed box in the top left of the figure indicates what kind of participant should be selected. Enclosed within the orange box is the file path or directory for the output data files. The mouse pointer icon is positioned over the open button on the bottom right of the figure. Once the open button was pressed the output data file enclosed in the red dashed box, the yoked group, was selected as the destination file.
  



[bookmark: _Ref170417377][bookmark: _Toc172733244]Figure 42. Second Dialog Box for Yoked Button. This dialog box was used to select adaptive group’s output data file so to copy their practice schedule within the data file. The blue dashed box in the top left of the figure indicates what kind of participant should be selected. Enclosed within the orange box is the file path or directory for the output data files. The mouse pointer icon is positioned in the bottom right of the figure over the open button. Once the open button was pressed the practice schedule from the adaptive group’s output data file, enclosed in the red dashed box, was copied.


[bookmark: _Toc173136559]Appendix 5: Test Phase Trial Sequences
[bookmark: _Ref170403417][bookmark: _Toc173136796][bookmark: _Hlk170128457]Table 13. Pre-Test Phase Trial Sequence. The trial sequence was randomly arranged, where no target location was repeated more than twice in a row. This Pre-Test sequence was used for all participants. Each target location amount was uniformly distributed (10 trials each). The following abbreviations are used in this table: A = 20cm target location; B = 35cm target location; C = 65cm target location; cm = centimeters.
	Trial Number
	Target Label
	Target Location

	1
	A
	20cm

	2
	B
	35cm

	3
	A
	20cm

	4
	B
	35cm

	5
	A
	20cm

	6
	C
	65cm

	7
	A
	20cm

	8
	B
	35cm

	9
	A
	20cm

	10
	A
	20cm

	11
	C
	65cm

	12
	B
	35cm

	13
	C
	65cm

	14
	C
	65cm

	15
	B
	35cm

	16
	A
	20cm

	17
	C
	65cm

	18
	A
	20cm

	19
	C
	65cm

	20
	B
	35cm

	21
	C
	65cm

	22
	C
	65cm

	23
	A
	20cm

	24
	B
	35cm

	25
	C
	65cm

	26
	B
	35cm

	27
	A
	20cm

	28
	B
	35cm

	29
	B
	35cm

	30
	C
	65cm



[bookmark: _Ref170418724][bookmark: _Ref170406607][bookmark: _Toc173136797]Table 14. Immediate Post-Test Phase Trial Sequence. The trial sequence was randomly arranged, where no target location was repeated more than twice in a row. The Immediate Post-Test sequence was used for all participants. Each target location amount was uniformly distributed (10 trials each). The following abbreviations are used in this table: A = 20cm target location; B = 35cm target location; C = 65cm target location; cm = centimeters.
	Trial Number
	Trial Label
	Target Location

	181
	B
	35cm

	182
	A
	20cm

	183
	B
	35cm

	184
	A
	20cm

	185
	C
	65cm

	186
	A
	20cm

	187
	B
	35cm

	188
	A
	20cm

	189
	B
	35cm

	190
	C
	65cm

	191
	A
	20cm

	192
	C
	65cm

	193
	B
	35cm

	194
	C
	65cm

	195
	C
	65cm

	196
	B
	35cm

	197
	A
	20cm

	198
	C
	65cm

	199
	A
	20cm

	200
	C
	65cm

	201
	B
	35cm

	202
	C
	65cm

	203
	A
	20cm

	204
	A
	20cm

	205
	B
	35cm

	206
	B
	35cm

	207
	C
	65cm

	208
	A
	20cm

	209
	B
	35cm

	210
	C
	65cm


[bookmark: _Ref170408287]


[bookmark: _Ref173093646][bookmark: _Toc173136798]Table 15. Delayed Post-Test Phase Trial Sequence. The trial sequence was randomly arranged, where no target location was repeated more than twice in a row. The Delayed Post-Test sequence was used for all participants. Each target location amount was uniformly distributed (10 trials each). The following abbreviations are used in this table: A = 20cm target location; B = 35cm target location; C = 65cm target location; cm = centimeters.
	Trial Number
	Trial Label
	Target Location

	211
	A
	20cm

	212
	C
	65cm

	213
	A
	20cm

	214
	C
	65cm

	215
	B
	35cm

	216
	A
	20cm

	217
	B
	35cm

	218
	C
	65cm

	219
	B
	35cm

	220
	C
	65cm

	221
	A
	20cm

	222
	C
	65cm

	223
	A
	20cm

	224
	B
	35cm

	225
	A
	20cm

	226
	A
	20cm

	227
	C
	65cm

	228
	A
	20cm

	229
	B
	35cm

	230
	B
	35cm

	231
	C
	65cm

	232
	B
	35cm

	233
	A
	20cm

	234
	B
	35cm

	235
	A
	20cm

	236
	C
	65cm

	237
	B
	35cm

	238
	B
	35cm

	239
	C
	65cm

	240
	C
	65cm





[bookmark: _Toc173136560]Appendix 6: List of Abbreviations
A = 20cm target location
AE = absolute error
ARTS = Adaptive Response-Time-Based Sequencing
B = 35cm target location
C = 65cm target location
CE = constant error
CI = confidence interval
cm = centimeters
CNS = central nervous system
CPF = Challenge Point Framework
D = distance from the target
E = composite error
εexplore = exploratory motor variability
εexecute = execution motor variability
GUI = graphical user interface
ID = index of difficulty
i = the trial number index
log2 = log base two
k = target location
K = set of target location
kph = kilometers per hour
KR = knowledge of results
MAE = mean absolute error
M = mean
Myears = mean years of age
mph = miles per hour
n = number of trials
N = number of participants
Part. = participant
RE = relative error
rmANOVA = repeated measures analysis of variance
R = random selection
SD = standard deviation
s.t. = subject to
TB = trial block
t = a trial block
T = the set of trial blocks
x = performance result
x̄ = sample average performance result
X = pre-test performance results
VE = variable error
WSLS = Win-Shift Lose-Stay
W = width of the target



[bookmark: _Toc173136561]Appendix 7: List of Equations
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 



[bookmark: _Toc173136562]Appendix 8: Distribution of Practice Trials
[bookmark: _Toc173136799]Table 16. Amount of Practice Trials Scheduled for each Participant per Trial Block. The following abbreviations are used in this table: cm = centimeters; Part. = participant; TB = trial block; 20cm = 20cm target location; 35cm = 35cm target location; 65cm = 65cm target location.
	Part. Number
	TB1
	TB2
	TB3
	TB4
	TB5

	
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm

	Part. 1
	10
	11
	9
	6
	5
	19
	7
	7
	16
	5
	13
	12
	4
	8
	18

	Part. 3
	14
	10
	6
	6
	7
	17
	4
	13
	13
	8
	10
	12
	11
	9
	10

	Part. 5
	9
	10
	11
	7
	9
	14
	6
	5
	19
	7
	9
	14
	9
	10
	11

	Part. 7
	7
	9
	14
	7
	8
	15
	16
	3
	11
	9
	8
	13
	6
	8
	16

	Part. 9
	13
	13
	4
	9
	8
	13
	12
	12
	6
	5
	20
	5
	6
	11
	13

	Part. 11
	13
	7
	10
	8
	6
	16
	6
	8
	16
	4
	10
	16
	10
	10
	10

	Part. 13
	6
	4
	20
	9
	8
	13
	6
	8
	16
	8
	11
	11
	7
	7
	16

	Part. 15
	5
	8
	17
	6
	12
	12
	4
	9
	17
	5
	10
	15
	5
	9
	16

	Part. 17
	12
	8
	10
	6
	6
	18
	5
	8
	17
	7
	14
	9
	8
	7
	15

	Part. 19
	7
	16
	7
	5
	5
	20
	7
	11
	12
	4
	9
	17
	6
	9
	15

	Part. 21
	4
	9
	17
	5
	9
	16
	4
	10
	16
	9
	9
	12
	6
	7
	17

	Part. 23
	11
	11
	8
	6
	11
	13
	13
	5
	12
	5
	10
	15
	4
	10
	16

	Part. 25
	6
	8
	16
	11
	9
	10
	5
	11
	14
	9
	7
	14
	3
	13
	14

	Part. 27
	9
	11
	10
	5
	10
	15
	6
	7
	17
	6
	11
	13
	3
	13
	14

	Part. 29
	9
	10
	11
	6
	10
	14
	5
	15
	10
	6
	13
	11
	6
	11
	13

	Part. 31
	12
	10
	8
	4
	11
	15
	6
	8
	16
	6
	7
	17
	6
	8
	16

	Part. 33
	4
	10
	16
	6
	9
	15
	7
	8
	15
	2
	8
	20
	8
	12
	10

	Part. 35
	3
	9
	18
	7
	11
	12
	3
	10
	17
	13
	6
	11
	7
	7
	16

	Part. 39
	12
	9
	9
	4
	7
	19
	6
	10
	14
	4
	9
	17
	4
	8
	18

	Part. 41
	4
	8
	18
	4
	7
	19
	4
	9
	17
	3
	12
	15
	2
	11
	17

	Part. 43
	2
	8
	20
	12
	5
	13
	4
	9
	17
	6
	8
	16
	6
	10
	14

	Part. 45
	14
	10
	6
	7
	10
	13
	7
	10
	13
	5
	11
	14
	4
	13
	13

	Part. 47
	3
	7
	20
	10
	7
	13
	5
	11
	14
	10
	8
	12
	6
	8
	16

	Part. 49
	11
	5
	14
	3
	9
	18
	4
	10
	16
	5
	9
	16
	7
	9
	14

	Part. 51
	2
	8
	20
	15
	4
	11
	8
	9
	13
	12
	9
	9
	9
	6
	15

	Part. 53
	12
	13
	5
	4
	9
	17
	6
	8
	16
	7
	7
	16
	5
	10
	15

	Part. 55
	4
	7
	19
	7
	6
	17
	5
	11
	14
	7
	9
	14
	8
	12
	10





[bookmark: _Toc173136800]Table 17. Amount of Practice Trials Scheduled per Participant. The following abbreviations are used in this table: cm = centimeters; Part. = participant; 20cm = 20cm target location; 35cm = 35cm target location; 65cm = 65cm target location.
	Part. Number
	Practice Trials

	
	20 cm
	35 cm
	65 cm

	Part. 1
	32
	44
	74

	Part. 3
	43
	49
	58

	Part. 5
	38
	43
	69

	Part. 7
	45
	36
	69

	Part. 9
	45
	64
	41

	Part. 11
	41
	41
	68

	Part. 13
	36
	38
	76

	Part. 15
	25
	48
	77

	Part. 17
	38
	43
	69

	Part. 19
	29
	50
	71

	Part. 21
	27
	44
	78

	Part. 23
	39
	47
	64

	Part. 25
	34
	48
	68

	Part. 27
	29
	52
	69

	Part. 29
	32
	59
	59

	Part. 31
	34
	44
	72

	Part. 33
	27
	47
	76

	Part. 35
	33
	43
	74

	Part. 39
	30
	43
	77

	Part. 41
	17
	47
	86

	Part. 43
	30
	40
	80

	Part. 45
	37
	54
	59

	Part. 47
	34
	41
	75

	Part. 49
	30
	42
	78

	Part. 51
	46
	36
	68

	Part. 53
	34
	47
	69

	Part. 55
	31
	45
	74




[image: A graph with colored lines and dots
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[bookmark: _Toc172733245]Figure 43. Distribution of Trials for the Adaptive Practice Group. Line dots represent the mean. Error bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The following abbreviations are used in this figure: cm = centimeters; TB = trial block; 20cm = 20cm target location; 35cm = 35cm target location; 65cm = 65cm target location.


[bookmark: _Toc173136563]Appendix 9: Raw Data
[bookmark: _Toc173136801]Table 18. Raw Dataset. The Result column is where the constant error (CE) was input into the output data file. Experimental phases are listed in the test column and represent the following: 1 = pre-test, 2 = first 30 trial block of practice, 3 = second 30 trial block of practice, 4 = third 30 trial block of practice, 5 = fourth 30 trial block of practice, 6 = fifth 30 trail block of practice, 7 = immediate post-test, 8 = delayed post-test. The following abbreviations are used in this table: Trial_Num = trial number; Participant_ID = participant identification number; Test = experimental phase; Trial_Category = target location; A = 20cm target location; B = 35cm target location; C = 65cm target location. 
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	1
	1
	1
	A
	25

	2
	1
	1
	B
	43

	3
	1
	1
	A
	29

	4
	1
	1
	B
	25

	5
	1
	1
	A
	34

	6
	1
	1
	C
	30

	7
	1
	1
	A
	31

	8
	1
	1
	B
	23

	9
	1
	1
	A
	25

	10
	1
	1
	A
	40

	11
	1
	1
	C
	35

	12
	1
	1
	B
	27

	13
	1
	1
	C
	30

	14
	1
	1
	C
	30

	15
	1
	1
	B
	32

	16
	1
	1
	A
	26

	17
	1
	1
	C
	30

	18
	1
	1
	A
	41

	19
	1
	1
	C
	5

	20
	1
	1
	B
	30

	21
	1
	1
	C
	28

	22
	1
	1
	C
	22

	23
	1
	1
	A
	27

	24
	1
	1
	B
	36


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	25
	1
	1
	C
	7

	26
	1
	1
	B
	28

	27
	1
	1
	A
	34

	28
	1
	1
	B
	41

	29
	1
	1
	B
	45

	30
	1
	1
	C
	26

	31
	1
	2
	C
	26

	32
	1
	2
	C
	-3

	33
	1
	2
	A
	14

	34
	1
	2
	B
	0

	35
	1
	2
	A
	15

	36
	1
	2
	C
	9

	37
	1
	2
	B
	4

	38
	1
	2
	C
	-15

	39
	1
	2
	C
	-2

	40
	1
	2
	A
	-3

	41
	1
	2
	B
	-7

	42
	1
	2
	C
	-17

	43
	1
	2
	A
	1

	44
	1
	2
	A
	1

	45
	1
	2
	C
	-24

	46
	1
	2
	A
	-2

	47
	1
	2
	B
	-6

	48
	1
	2
	A
	-7

	49
	1
	2
	B
	-2

	50
	1
	2
	A
	-2

	51
	1
	2
	B
	-4

	52
	1
	2
	C
	-23

	53
	1
	2
	B
	-6

	54
	1
	2
	B
	1

	55
	1
	2
	A
	1

	56
	1
	2
	B
	-5

	57
	1
	2
	A
	-3

	58
	1
	2
	B
	-1

	59
	1
	2
	C
	-13

	60
	1
	2
	B
	-10

	61
	1
	3
	C
	-4

	62
	1
	3
	C
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	63
	1
	3
	A
	-4

	64
	1
	3
	C
	-1

	65
	1
	3
	C
	-8

	66
	1
	3
	B
	4

	67
	1
	3
	C
	-3

	68
	1
	3
	A
	3

	69
	1
	3
	C
	11

	70
	1
	3
	A
	4

	71
	1
	3
	C
	-14

	72
	1
	3
	C
	-6

	73
	1
	3
	B
	-1

	74
	1
	3
	C
	-12

	75
	1
	3
	A
	3

	76
	1
	3
	C
	-5

	77
	1
	3
	C
	-4

	78
	1
	3
	B
	1

	79
	1
	3
	A
	1

	80
	1
	3
	C
	-6

	81
	1
	3
	C
	1

	82
	1
	3
	A
	-1

	83
	1
	3
	C
	3

	84
	1
	3
	C
	-5

	85
	1
	3
	B
	-5

	86
	1
	3
	C
	12

	87
	1
	3
	C
	-4

	88
	1
	3
	B
	2

	89
	1
	3
	C
	-1

	90
	1
	3
	C
	-1

	91
	1
	4
	B
	8

	92
	1
	4
	B
	1

	93
	1
	4
	C
	-8

	94
	1
	4
	C
	-3

	95
	1
	4
	B
	-2

	96
	1
	4
	C
	2

	97
	1
	4
	C
	-5

	98
	1
	4
	A
	0

	99
	1
	4
	C
	1

	100
	1
	4
	C
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	101
	1
	4
	B
	6

	102
	1
	4
	C
	1

	103
	1
	4
	C
	-11

	104
	1
	4
	A
	-2

	105
	1
	4
	C
	1

	106
	1
	4
	C
	0

	107
	1
	4
	B
	-3

	108
	1
	4
	C
	-6

	109
	1
	4
	A
	-1

	110
	1
	4
	C
	-2

	111
	1
	4
	C
	-7

	112
	1
	4
	A
	-7

	113
	1
	4
	A
	2

	114
	1
	4
	C
	-5

	115
	1
	4
	B
	-9

	116
	1
	4
	A
	0

	117
	1
	4
	A
	0

	118
	1
	4
	C
	3

	119
	1
	4
	C
	-12

	120
	1
	4
	B
	-5

	121
	1
	5
	B
	-8

	122
	1
	5
	C
	-3

	123
	1
	5
	B
	-1

	124
	1
	5
	A
	-1

	125
	1
	5
	C
	-10

	126
	1
	5
	A
	-1

	127
	1
	5
	B
	-7

	128
	1
	5
	A
	-2

	129
	1
	5
	C
	2

	130
	1
	5
	C
	-11

	131
	1
	5
	B
	0

	132
	1
	5
	C
	10

	133
	1
	5
	C
	-15

	134
	1
	5
	B
	-2

	135
	1
	5
	A
	-2

	136
	1
	5
	B
	-3

	137
	1
	5
	C
	-8

	138
	1
	5
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	139
	1
	5
	C
	5

	140
	1
	5
	B
	-3

	141
	1
	5
	B
	-3

	142
	1
	5
	C
	9

	143
	1
	5
	B
	-3

	144
	1
	5
	B
	2

	145
	1
	5
	C
	-8

	146
	1
	5
	B
	1

	147
	1
	5
	C
	1

	148
	1
	5
	A
	-1

	149
	1
	5
	C
	6

	150
	1
	5
	B
	2

	151
	1
	6
	C
	-11

	152
	1
	6
	C
	-2

	153
	1
	6
	B
	0

	154
	1
	6
	C
	-3

	155
	1
	6
	C
	7

	156
	1
	6
	B
	3

	157
	1
	6
	C
	5

	158
	1
	6
	A
	0

	159
	1
	6
	C
	-16

	160
	1
	6
	C
	4

	161
	1
	6
	B
	1

	162
	1
	6
	A
	-1

	163
	1
	6
	C
	-3

	164
	1
	6
	C
	-4

	165
	1
	6
	B
	2

	166
	1
	6
	C
	5

	167
	1
	6
	B
	-1

	168
	1
	6
	C
	1

	169
	1
	6
	B
	1

	170
	1
	6
	C
	2

	171
	1
	6
	C
	7

	172
	1
	6
	B
	5

	173
	1
	6
	C
	6

	174
	1
	6
	A
	2

	175
	1
	6
	C
	-16

	176
	1
	6
	A
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	177
	1
	6
	C
	3

	178
	1
	6
	B
	0

	179
	1
	6
	C
	3

	180
	1
	6
	C
	-5

	181
	1
	7
	B
	7

	182
	1
	7
	A
	-4

	183
	1
	7
	B
	-3

	184
	1
	7
	A
	-3

	185
	1
	7
	C
	-9

	186
	1
	7
	A
	-3

	187
	1
	7
	B
	-11

	188
	1
	7
	A
	-4

	189
	1
	7
	B
	-5

	190
	1
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	1
	7
	A
	-2

	192
	1
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	1
	7
	B
	-7

	194
	1
	7
	C
	-9

	195
	1
	7
	C
	-6

	196
	1
	7
	B
	-2

	197
	1
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	1
	7
	C
	-1

	199
	1
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	1
	7
	C
	-1

	201
	1
	7
	B
	-1

	202
	1
	7
	C
	5

	203
	1
	7
	A
	5

	204
	1
	7
	A
	-1

	205
	1
	7
	B
	5

	206
	1
	7
	B
	-4

	207
	1
	7
	C
	12

	208
	1
	7
	A
	-1

	209
	1
	7
	B
	-11

	210
	1
	7
	C
	-2

	211
	1
	8
	A
	4

	212
	1
	8
	C
	13

	213
	1
	8
	A
	7

	214
	1
	8
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	215
	1
	8
	B
	15

	216
	1
	8
	A
	5

	217
	1
	8
	B
	11

	218
	1
	8
	C
	4

	219
	1
	8
	B
	7

	220
	1
	8
	C
	5

	221
	1
	8
	A
	6

	222
	1
	8
	C
	3

	223
	1
	8
	A
	6

	224
	1
	8
	B
	5

	225
	1
	8
	A
	5

	226
	1
	8
	A
	8

	227
	1
	8
	C
	4

	228
	1
	8
	A
	3

	229
	1
	8
	B
	10

	230
	1
	8
	B
	-4

	231
	1
	8
	C
	-1

	232
	1
	8
	B
	0

	233
	1
	8
	A
	3

	234
	1
	8
	B
	8

	235
	1
	8
	A
	8

	236
	1
	8
	C
	5

	237
	1
	8
	B
	0

	238
	1
	8
	B
	2

	239
	1
	8
	C
	4

	240
	1
	8
	C
	11

	1
	2
	1
	A
	11

	2
	2
	1
	B
	35

	3
	2
	1
	A
	8

	4
	2
	1
	B
	12

	5
	2
	1
	A
	11

	6
	2
	1
	C
	10

	7
	2
	1
	A
	14

	8
	2
	1
	B
	11

	9
	2
	1
	A
	4

	10
	2
	1
	A
	10

	11
	2
	1
	C
	12

	12
	2
	1
	B
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	13
	2
	1
	C
	4

	14
	2
	1
	C
	12

	15
	2
	1
	B
	7

	16
	2
	1
	A
	10

	17
	2
	1
	C
	6

	18
	2
	1
	A
	15

	19
	2
	1
	C
	6

	20
	2
	1
	B
	20

	21
	2
	1
	C
	26

	22
	2
	1
	C
	29

	23
	2
	1
	A
	15

	24
	2
	1
	B
	27

	25
	2
	1
	C
	10

	26
	2
	1
	B
	24

	27
	2
	1
	A
	14

	28
	2
	1
	B
	24

	29
	2
	1
	B
	19

	30
	2
	1
	C
	20

	31
	2
	2
	C
	26

	32
	2
	2
	C
	-3

	33
	2
	2
	A
	11

	34
	2
	2
	B
	3

	35
	2
	2
	A
	0

	36
	2
	2
	C
	-18

	37
	2
	2
	B
	10

	38
	2
	2
	C
	-19

	39
	2
	2
	C
	-4

	40
	2
	2
	A
	0

	41
	2
	2
	B
	11

	42
	2
	2
	C
	-6

	43
	2
	2
	A
	-5

	44
	2
	2
	A
	5

	45
	2
	2
	C
	-16

	46
	2
	2
	A
	-4

	47
	2
	2
	B
	3

	48
	2
	2
	A
	-3

	49
	2
	2
	B
	-14

	50
	2
	2
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	51
	2
	2
	B
	-2

	52
	2
	2
	C
	-17

	53
	2
	2
	B
	-1

	54
	2
	2
	B
	-10

	55
	2
	2
	A
	-6

	56
	2
	2
	B
	4

	57
	2
	2
	A
	1

	58
	2
	2
	B
	8

	59
	2
	2
	C
	-6

	60
	2
	2
	B
	8

	61
	2
	3
	C
	-16

	62
	2
	3
	C
	-1

	63
	2
	3
	A
	-2

	64
	2
	3
	C
	-2

	65
	2
	3
	C
	-1

	66
	2
	3
	B
	11

	67
	2
	3
	C
	-4

	68
	2
	3
	A
	1

	69
	2
	3
	C
	-4

	70
	2
	3
	A
	-5

	71
	2
	3
	C
	-2

	72
	2
	3
	C
	-2

	73
	2
	3
	B
	4

	74
	2
	3
	C
	-4

	75
	2
	3
	A
	9

	76
	2
	3
	C
	-4

	77
	2
	3
	C
	7

	78
	2
	3
	B
	14

	79
	2
	3
	A
	0

	80
	2
	3
	C
	-1

	81
	2
	3
	C
	-1

	82
	2
	3
	A
	1

	83
	2
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	2
	3
	C
	-2

	85
	2
	3
	B
	7

	86
	2
	3
	C
	12

	87
	2
	3
	C
	-6

	88
	2
	3
	B
	12


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	89
	2
	3
	C
	4

	90
	2
	3
	C
	5

	91
	2
	4
	B
	15

	92
	2
	4
	B
	17

	93
	2
	4
	C
	13

	94
	2
	4
	C
	-2

	95
	2
	4
	B
	9

	96
	2
	4
	C
	0

	97
	2
	4
	C
	-9

	98
	2
	4
	A
	-2

	99
	2
	4
	C
	-6

	100
	2
	4
	C
	0

	101
	2
	4
	B
	-6

	102
	2
	4
	C
	-8

	103
	2
	4
	C
	-1

	104
	2
	4
	A
	4

	105
	2
	4
	C
	-12

	106
	2
	4
	C
	-1

	107
	2
	4
	B
	0

	108
	2
	4
	C
	-5

	109
	2
	4
	A
	-1

	110
	2
	4
	C
	-2

	111
	2
	4
	C
	-5

	112
	2
	4
	A
	-2

	113
	2
	4
	A
	-3

	114
	2
	4
	C
	1

	115
	2
	4
	B
	0

	116
	2
	4
	A
	0

	117
	2
	4
	A
	-1

	118
	2
	4
	C
	-9

	119
	2
	4
	C
	0

	120
	2
	4
	B
	-3

	121
	2
	5
	B
	7

	122
	2
	5
	C
	-3

	123
	2
	5
	B
	4

	124
	2
	5
	A
	-6

	125
	2
	5
	C
	-2

	126
	2
	5
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	127
	2
	5
	B
	2

	128
	2
	5
	A
	-1

	129
	2
	5
	C
	2

	130
	2
	5
	C
	-6

	131
	2
	5
	B
	-4

	132
	2
	5
	C
	4

	133
	2
	5
	C
	-3

	134
	2
	5
	B
	0

	135
	2
	5
	A
	-4

	136
	2
	5
	B
	2

	137
	2
	5
	C
	-5

	138
	2
	5
	B
	4

	139
	2
	5
	C
	-1

	140
	2
	5
	B
	-3

	141
	2
	5
	B
	2

	142
	2
	5
	C
	0

	143
	2
	5
	B
	3

	144
	2
	5
	B
	-2

	145
	2
	5
	C
	-12

	146
	2
	5
	B
	9

	147
	2
	5
	C
	-9

	148
	2
	5
	A
	1

	149
	2
	5
	C
	-4

	150
	2
	5
	B
	3

	151
	2
	6
	C
	-5

	152
	2
	6
	C
	-1

	153
	2
	6
	B
	0

	154
	2
	6
	C
	4

	155
	2
	6
	C
	-2

	156
	2
	6
	B
	2

	157
	2
	6
	C
	-2

	158
	2
	6
	A
	-3

	159
	2
	6
	C
	-2

	160
	2
	6
	C
	-2

	161
	2
	6
	B
	7

	162
	2
	6
	A
	0

	163
	2
	6
	C
	0

	164
	2
	6
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	165
	2
	6
	B
	-3

	166
	2
	6
	C
	-5

	167
	2
	6
	B
	3

	168
	2
	6
	C
	0

	169
	2
	6
	B
	4

	170
	2
	6
	C
	-2

	171
	2
	6
	C
	0

	172
	2
	6
	B
	-1

	173
	2
	6
	C
	-6

	174
	2
	6
	A
	0

	175
	2
	6
	C
	-8

	176
	2
	6
	A
	-1

	177
	2
	6
	C
	1

	178
	2
	6
	B
	2

	179
	2
	6
	C
	5

	180
	2
	6
	C
	0

	181
	2
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	2
	7
	A
	-4

	183
	2
	7
	B
	3

	184
	2
	7
	A
	-6

	185
	2
	7
	C
	-6

	186
	2
	7
	A
	-3

	187
	2
	7
	B
	-1

	188
	2
	7
	A
	-4

	189
	2
	7
	B
	-5

	190
	2
	7
	C
	-7

	191
	2
	7
	A
	-1

	192
	2
	7
	C
	0

	193
	2
	7
	B
	2

	194
	2
	7
	C
	3

	195
	2
	7
	C
	-1

	196
	2
	7
	B
	12

	197
	2
	7
	A
	0

	198
	2
	7
	C
	0

	199
	2
	7
	A
	3

	200
	2
	7
	C
	5

	201
	2
	7
	B
	5

	202
	2
	7
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	203
	2
	7
	A
	-2

	204
	2
	7
	A
	3

	205
	2
	7
	B
	7

	206
	2
	7
	B
	11

	207
	2
	7
	C
	3

	208
	2
	7
	A
	0

	209
	2
	7
	B
	4

	210
	2
	7
	C
	-4

	211
	2
	8
	A
	-1

	212
	2
	8
	C
	9

	213
	2
	8
	A
	2

	214
	2
	8
	C
	16

	215
	2
	8
	B
	11

	216
	2
	8
	A
	5

	217
	2
	8
	B
	8

	218
	2
	8
	C
	7

	219
	2
	8
	B
	6

	220
	2
	8
	C
	14

	221
	2
	8
	A
	6

	222
	2
	8
	C
	22

	223
	2
	8
	A
	10

	224
	2
	8
	B
	21

	225
	2
	8
	A
	7

	226
	2
	8
	A
	9

	227
	2
	8
	C
	9

	228
	2
	8
	A
	9

	229
	2
	8
	B
	23

	230
	2
	8
	B
	12

	231
	2
	8
	C
	4

	232
	2
	8
	B
	15

	233
	2
	8
	A
	1

	234
	2
	8
	B
	17

	235
	2
	8
	A
	5

	236
	2
	8
	C
	18

	237
	2
	8
	B
	14

	238
	2
	8
	B
	11

	239
	2
	8
	C
	15

	240
	2
	8
	C
	22


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	1
	3
	1
	A
	48

	2
	3
	1
	B
	37

	3
	3
	1
	A
	23

	4
	3
	1
	B
	12

	5
	3
	1
	A
	8

	6
	3
	1
	C
	-4

	7
	3
	1
	A
	9

	8
	3
	1
	B
	5

	9
	3
	1
	A
	14

	10
	3
	1
	A
	22

	11
	3
	1
	C
	-9

	12
	3
	1
	B
	2

	13
	3
	1
	C
	-18

	14
	3
	1
	C
	-14

	15
	3
	1
	B
	-1

	16
	3
	1
	A
	18

	17
	3
	1
	C
	2

	18
	3
	1
	A
	14

	19
	3
	1
	C
	3

	20
	3
	1
	B
	18

	21
	3
	1
	C
	-2

	22
	3
	1
	C
	6

	23
	3
	1
	A
	18

	24
	3
	1
	B
	19

	25
	3
	1
	C
	8

	26
	3
	1
	B
	16

	27
	3
	1
	A
	12

	28
	3
	1
	B
	11

	29
	3
	1
	B
	17

	30
	3
	1
	C
	14

	31
	3
	2
	C
	16

	32
	3
	2
	A
	24

	33
	3
	2
	A
	-7

	34
	3
	2
	C
	-9

	35
	3
	2
	A
	-3

	36
	3
	2
	A
	7

	37
	3
	2
	B
	11

	38
	3
	2
	A
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	39
	3
	2
	C
	-22

	40
	3
	2
	B
	-8

	41
	3
	2
	B
	4

	42
	3
	2
	A
	1

	43
	3
	2
	A
	0

	44
	3
	2
	C
	-10

	45
	3
	2
	A
	0

	46
	3
	2
	B
	-4

	47
	3
	2
	A
	2

	48
	3
	2
	B
	0

	49
	3
	2
	B
	-4

	50
	3
	2
	A
	2

	51
	3
	2
	B
	3

	52
	3
	2
	A
	0

	53
	3
	2
	C
	-11

	54
	3
	2
	A
	2

	55
	3
	2
	B
	8

	56
	3
	2
	A
	-3

	57
	3
	2
	B
	4

	58
	3
	2
	B
	-2

	59
	3
	2
	C
	-3

	60
	3
	2
	A
	4

	61
	3
	3
	C
	-8

	62
	3
	3
	A
	6

	63
	3
	3
	B
	-5

	64
	3
	3
	C
	4

	65
	3
	3
	A
	0

	66
	3
	3
	C
	-1

	67
	3
	3
	B
	4

	68
	3
	3
	C
	-10

	69
	3
	3
	C
	-2

	70
	3
	3
	B
	6

	71
	3
	3
	B
	0

	72
	3
	3
	C
	-5

	73
	3
	3
	C
	12

	74
	3
	3
	A
	1

	75
	3
	3
	C
	-9

	76
	3
	3
	A
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	77
	3
	3
	C
	-15

	78
	3
	3
	C
	8

	79
	3
	3
	B
	23

	80
	3
	3
	C
	2

	81
	3
	3
	C
	-3

	82
	3
	3
	A
	2

	83
	3
	3
	C
	19

	84
	3
	3
	C
	-3

	85
	3
	3
	B
	5

	86
	3
	3
	C
	-4

	87
	3
	3
	B
	-1

	88
	3
	3
	C
	3

	89
	3
	3
	C
	0

	90
	3
	3
	A
	-4

	91
	3
	4
	B
	10

	92
	3
	4
	A
	-8

	93
	3
	4
	B
	5

	94
	3
	4
	B
	-4

	95
	3
	4
	C
	7

	96
	3
	4
	C
	-3

	97
	3
	4
	B
	7

	98
	3
	4
	C
	-2

	99
	3
	4
	B
	-4

	100
	3
	4
	B
	13

	101
	3
	4
	A
	3

	102
	3
	4
	C
	15

	103
	3
	4
	C
	-15

	104
	3
	4
	B
	-7

	105
	3
	4
	C
	17

	106
	3
	4
	C
	0

	107
	3
	4
	B
	5

	108
	3
	4
	C
	-13

	109
	3
	4
	C
	-10

	110
	3
	4
	B
	0

	111
	3
	4
	B
	2

	112
	3
	4
	C
	-7

	113
	3
	4
	C
	7

	114
	3
	4
	A
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	115
	3
	4
	C
	0

	116
	3
	4
	B
	-13

	117
	3
	4
	A
	-7

	118
	3
	4
	C
	3

	119
	3
	4
	B
	-1

	120
	3
	4
	B
	8

	121
	3
	5
	B
	5

	122
	3
	5
	B
	-7

	123
	3
	5
	C
	-25

	124
	3
	5
	B
	-11

	125
	3
	5
	A
	-7

	126
	3
	5
	A
	7

	127
	3
	5
	B
	-5

	128
	3
	5
	C
	1

	129
	3
	5
	A
	4

	130
	3
	5
	B
	4

	131
	3
	5
	C
	-7

	132
	3
	5
	C
	-4

	133
	3
	5
	A
	9

	134
	3
	5
	C
	-5

	135
	3
	5
	A
	7

	136
	3
	5
	C
	7

	137
	3
	5
	B
	-1

	138
	3
	5
	C
	0

	139
	3
	5
	B
	-10

	140
	3
	5
	C
	-7

	141
	3
	5
	B
	-7

	142
	3
	5
	A
	-6

	143
	3
	5
	C
	-3

	144
	3
	5
	C
	-4

	145
	3
	5
	B
	0

	146
	3
	5
	A
	-4

	147
	3
	5
	A
	3

	148
	3
	5
	B
	3

	149
	3
	5
	C
	-8

	150
	3
	5
	C
	0

	151
	3
	6
	B
	8

	152
	3
	6
	A
	10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	153
	3
	6
	C
	4

	154
	3
	6
	C
	-13

	155
	3
	6
	B
	5

	156
	3
	6
	C
	0

	157
	3
	6
	C
	8

	158
	3
	6
	A
	9

	159
	3
	6
	B
	12

	160
	3
	6
	B
	-4

	161
	3
	6
	A
	0

	162
	3
	6
	C
	-14

	163
	3
	6
	B
	-5

	164
	3
	6
	A
	-3

	165
	3
	6
	A
	-1

	166
	3
	6
	B
	-1

	167
	3
	6
	A
	-4

	168
	3
	6
	A
	4

	169
	3
	6
	C
	-6

	170
	3
	6
	B
	-8

	171
	3
	6
	C
	-26

	172
	3
	6
	A
	1

	173
	3
	6
	A
	5

	174
	3
	6
	C
	-11

	175
	3
	6
	C
	8

	176
	3
	6
	A
	0

	177
	3
	6
	B
	10

	178
	3
	6
	C
	10

	179
	3
	6
	A
	2

	180
	3
	6
	B
	-3

	181
	3
	7
	B
	-5

	182
	3
	7
	A
	-5

	183
	3
	7
	B
	-11

	184
	3
	7
	A
	-6

	185
	3
	7
	C
	-14

	186
	3
	7
	A
	-6

	187
	3
	7
	B
	-1

	188
	3
	7
	A
	-5

	189
	3
	7
	B
	-8

	190
	3
	7
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	191
	3
	7
	A
	-1

	192
	3
	7
	C
	-2

	193
	3
	7
	B
	-7

	194
	3
	7
	C
	-3

	195
	3
	7
	C
	-10

	196
	3
	7
	B
	-8

	197
	3
	7
	A
	-3

	198
	3
	7
	C
	-6

	199
	3
	7
	A
	2

	200
	3
	7
	C
	-4

	201
	3
	7
	B
	-5

	202
	3
	7
	C
	-4

	203
	3
	7
	A
	-5

	204
	3
	7
	A
	8

	205
	3
	7
	B
	10

	206
	3
	7
	B
	3

	207
	3
	7
	C
	0

	208
	3
	7
	A
	-3

	209
	3
	7
	B
	-7

	210
	3
	7
	C
	3

	211
	3
	8
	A
	16

	212
	3
	8
	C
	8

	213
	3
	8
	A
	1

	214
	3
	8
	C
	20

	215
	3
	8
	B
	11

	216
	3
	8
	A
	5

	217
	3
	8
	B
	0

	218
	3
	8
	C
	11

	219
	3
	8
	B
	5

	220
	3
	8
	C
	-9

	221
	3
	8
	A
	2

	222
	3
	8
	C
	6

	223
	3
	8
	A
	6

	224
	3
	8
	B
	3

	225
	3
	8
	A
	4

	226
	3
	8
	A
	3

	227
	3
	8
	C
	-10

	228
	3
	8
	A
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	229
	3
	8
	B
	-1

	230
	3
	8
	B
	-4

	231
	3
	8
	C
	-1

	232
	3
	8
	B
	0

	233
	3
	8
	A
	-5

	234
	3
	8
	B
	-4

	235
	3
	8
	A
	2

	236
	3
	8
	C
	13

	237
	3
	8
	B
	2

	238
	3
	8
	B
	6

	239
	3
	8
	C
	4

	240
	3
	8
	C
	10

	1
	4
	1
	A
	17

	2
	4
	1
	B
	16

	3
	4
	1
	A
	5

	4
	4
	1
	B
	7

	5
	4
	1
	A
	2

	6
	4
	1
	C
	-43

	7
	4
	1
	A
	2

	8
	4
	1
	B
	-12

	9
	4
	1
	A
	-9

	10
	4
	1
	A
	-10

	11
	4
	1
	C
	-36

	12
	4
	1
	B
	-11

	13
	4
	1
	C
	-29

	14
	4
	1
	C
	-39

	15
	4
	1
	B
	-4

	16
	4
	1
	A
	-3

	17
	4
	1
	C
	-40

	18
	4
	1
	A
	-2

	19
	4
	1
	C
	-29

	20
	4
	1
	B
	-18

	21
	4
	1
	C
	-14

	22
	4
	1
	C
	-40

	23
	4
	1
	A
	-8

	24
	4
	1
	B
	-13

	25
	4
	1
	C
	0

	26
	4
	1
	B
	-14


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	27
	4
	1
	A
	-2

	28
	4
	1
	B
	-6

	29
	4
	1
	B
	-9

	30
	4
	1
	C
	-13

	31
	4
	2
	C
	-42

	32
	4
	2
	A
	-6

	33
	4
	2
	A
	0

	34
	4
	2
	C
	6

	35
	4
	2
	A
	-7

	36
	4
	2
	A
	6

	37
	4
	2
	B
	-11

	38
	4
	2
	A
	-5

	39
	4
	2
	C
	0

	40
	4
	2
	B
	-3

	41
	4
	2
	B
	-4

	42
	4
	2
	A
	-2

	43
	4
	2
	A
	1

	44
	4
	2
	C
	-20

	45
	4
	2
	A
	-6

	46
	4
	2
	B
	-2

	47
	4
	2
	A
	-4

	48
	4
	2
	B
	-14

	49
	4
	2
	B
	-3

	50
	4
	2
	A
	-1

	51
	4
	2
	B
	3

	52
	4
	2
	A
	-6

	53
	4
	2
	C
	20

	54
	4
	2
	A
	-7

	55
	4
	2
	B
	5

	56
	4
	2
	A
	11

	57
	4
	2
	B
	1

	58
	4
	2
	B
	-5

	59
	4
	2
	C
	12

	60
	4
	2
	A
	-5

	61
	4
	3
	C
	-8

	62
	4
	3
	A
	-2

	63
	4
	3
	B
	0

	64
	4
	3
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	65
	4
	3
	A
	0

	66
	4
	3
	C
	5

	67
	4
	3
	B
	-5

	68
	4
	3
	C
	2

	69
	4
	3
	C
	1

	70
	4
	3
	B
	-3

	71
	4
	3
	B
	-8

	72
	4
	3
	C
	-26

	73
	4
	3
	C
	2

	74
	4
	3
	A
	3

	75
	4
	3
	C
	16

	76
	4
	3
	A
	-4

	77
	4
	3
	C
	0

	78
	4
	3
	C
	-12

	79
	4
	3
	B
	-9

	80
	4
	3
	C
	-1

	81
	4
	3
	C
	-7

	82
	4
	3
	A
	1

	83
	4
	3
	C
	-13

	84
	4
	3
	C
	12

	85
	4
	3
	B
	-18

	86
	4
	3
	C
	-6

	87
	4
	3
	B
	-10

	88
	4
	3
	C
	0

	89
	4
	3
	C
	7

	90
	4
	3
	A
	-8

	91
	4
	4
	B
	-3

	92
	4
	4
	A
	-2

	93
	4
	4
	B
	-2

	94
	4
	4
	B
	-4

	95
	4
	4
	C
	18

	96
	4
	4
	C
	-8

	97
	4
	4
	B
	-4

	98
	4
	4
	C
	3

	99
	4
	4
	B
	-18

	100
	4
	4
	B
	6

	101
	4
	4
	A
	7

	102
	4
	4
	C
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	103
	4
	4
	C
	2

	104
	4
	4
	B
	-15

	105
	4
	4
	C
	8

	106
	4
	4
	C
	-10

	107
	4
	4
	B
	0

	108
	4
	4
	C
	3

	109
	4
	4
	C
	13

	110
	4
	4
	B
	-2

	111
	4
	4
	B
	-1

	112
	4
	4
	C
	13

	113
	4
	4
	C
	-14

	114
	4
	4
	A
	0

	115
	4
	4
	C
	-9

	116
	4
	4
	B
	-3

	117
	4
	4
	A
	5

	118
	4
	4
	C
	-9

	119
	4
	4
	B
	-3

	120
	4
	4
	B
	0

	121
	4
	5
	B
	1

	122
	4
	5
	B
	1

	123
	4
	5
	C
	-3

	124
	4
	5
	B
	1

	125
	4
	5
	A
	-2

	126
	4
	5
	A
	1

	127
	4
	5
	B
	8

	128
	4
	5
	C
	19

	129
	4
	5
	A
	-5

	130
	4
	5
	B
	16

	131
	4
	5
	C
	-12

	132
	4
	5
	C
	8

	133
	4
	5
	A
	1

	134
	4
	5
	C
	-2

	135
	4
	5
	A
	15

	136
	4
	5
	C
	17

	137
	4
	5
	B
	-13

	138
	4
	5
	C
	26

	139
	4
	5
	B
	-8

	140
	4
	5
	C
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	141
	4
	5
	B
	3

	142
	4
	5
	A
	-4

	143
	4
	5
	C
	-3

	144
	4
	5
	C
	-19

	145
	4
	5
	B
	-5

	146
	4
	5
	A
	0

	147
	4
	5
	A
	3

	148
	4
	5
	B
	4

	149
	4
	5
	C
	1

	150
	4
	5
	C
	9

	151
	4
	6
	B
	3

	152
	4
	6
	A
	6

	153
	4
	6
	C
	0

	154
	4
	6
	C
	-17

	155
	4
	6
	B
	-19

	156
	4
	6
	C
	-10

	157
	4
	6
	C
	-7

	158
	4
	6
	A
	0

	159
	4
	6
	B
	0

	160
	4
	6
	B
	-1

	161
	4
	6
	A
	-8

	162
	4
	6
	C
	-3

	163
	4
	6
	B
	-9

	164
	4
	6
	A
	2

	165
	4
	6
	A
	3

	166
	4
	6
	B
	-4

	167
	4
	6
	A
	1

	168
	4
	6
	A
	-2

	169
	4
	6
	C
	13

	170
	4
	6
	B
	-10

	171
	4
	6
	C
	-6

	172
	4
	6
	A
	-6

	173
	4
	6
	A
	0

	174
	4
	6
	C
	-10

	175
	4
	6
	C
	-1

	176
	4
	6
	A
	4

	177
	4
	6
	B
	-10

	178
	4
	6
	C
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	179
	4
	6
	A
	8

	180
	4
	6
	B
	1

	181
	4
	7
	B
	2

	182
	4
	7
	A
	-6

	183
	4
	7
	B
	4

	184
	4
	7
	A
	-3

	185
	4
	7
	C
	0

	186
	4
	7
	A
	-5

	187
	4
	7
	B
	-7

	188
	4
	7
	A
	-5

	189
	4
	7
	B
	-6

	190
	4
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	4
	7
	A
	4

	192
	4
	7
	C
	-7

	193
	4
	7
	B
	2

	194
	4
	7
	C
	1

	195
	4
	7
	C
	-1

	196
	4
	7
	B
	4

	197
	4
	7
	A
	3

	198
	4
	7
	C
	-5

	199
	4
	7
	A
	-5

	200
	4
	7
	C
	0

	201
	4
	7
	B
	-3

	202
	4
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	4
	7
	A
	-7

	204
	4
	7
	A
	5

	205
	4
	7
	B
	8

	206
	4
	7
	B
	-10

	207
	4
	7
	C
	-7

	208
	4
	7
	A
	-9

	209
	4
	7
	B
	-18

	210
	4
	7
	C
	-19

	211
	4
	8
	A
	2

	212
	4
	8
	C
	-28

	213
	4
	8
	A
	-4

	214
	4
	8
	C
	17

	215
	4
	8
	B
	5

	216
	4
	8
	A
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	217
	4
	8
	B
	-9

	218
	4
	8
	C
	-4

	219
	4
	8
	B
	-8

	220
	4
	8
	C
	-15

	221
	4
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	4
	8
	C
	-5

	223
	4
	8
	A
	-5

	224
	4
	8
	B
	-5

	225
	4
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	4
	8
	A
	2

	227
	4
	8
	C
	-21

	228
	4
	8
	A
	-4

	229
	4
	8
	B
	6

	230
	4
	8
	B
	-18

	231
	4
	8
	C
	-1

	232
	4
	8
	B
	-5

	233
	4
	8
	A
	-6

	234
	4
	8
	B
	-4

	235
	4
	8
	A
	-2

	236
	4
	8
	C
	-9

	237
	4
	8
	B
	-4

	238
	4
	8
	B
	-1

	239
	4
	8
	C
	13

	240
	4
	8
	C
	-4

	1
	5
	1
	A
	20

	2
	5
	1
	B
	5

	3
	5
	1
	A
	1

	4
	5
	1
	B
	19

	5
	5
	1
	A
	21

	6
	5
	1
	C
	-18

	7
	5
	1
	A
	-3

	8
	5
	1
	B
	-7

	9
	5
	1
	A
	9

	10
	5
	1
	A
	13

	11
	5
	1
	C
	-3

	12
	5
	1
	B
	14

	13
	5
	1
	C
	-28

	14
	5
	1
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	15
	5
	1
	B
	15

	16
	5
	1
	A
	9

	17
	5
	1
	C
	-14

	18
	5
	1
	A
	8

	19
	5
	1
	C
	-22

	20
	5
	1
	B
	-1

	21
	5
	1
	C
	-7

	22
	5
	1
	C
	-8

	23
	5
	1
	A
	8

	24
	5
	1
	B
	20

	25
	5
	1
	C
	2

	26
	5
	1
	B
	16

	27
	5
	1
	A
	7

	28
	5
	1
	B
	15

	29
	5
	1
	B
	8

	30
	5
	1
	C
	-17

	31
	5
	2
	C
	-8

	32
	5
	2
	B
	7

	33
	5
	2
	C
	0

	34
	5
	2
	B
	1

	35
	5
	2
	B
	12

	36
	5
	2
	A
	-2

	37
	5
	2
	C
	-13

	38
	5
	2
	A
	4

	39
	5
	2
	C
	-15

	40
	5
	2
	A
	3

	41
	5
	2
	A
	-8

	42
	5
	2
	C
	-29

	43
	5
	2
	B
	5

	44
	5
	2
	A
	1

	45
	5
	2
	C
	-2

	46
	5
	2
	B
	-6

	47
	5
	2
	A
	-7

	48
	5
	2
	C
	-3

	49
	5
	2
	A
	8

	50
	5
	2
	C
	-15

	51
	5
	2
	B
	8

	52
	5
	2
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	53
	5
	2
	B
	9

	54
	5
	2
	A
	6

	55
	5
	2
	C
	-15

	56
	5
	2
	B
	-7

	57
	5
	2
	A
	-5

	58
	5
	2
	B
	4

	59
	5
	2
	C
	-14

	60
	5
	2
	B
	-11

	61
	5
	3
	C
	-25

	62
	5
	3
	C
	-16

	63
	5
	3
	A
	2

	64
	5
	3
	A
	-2

	65
	5
	3
	B
	0

	66
	5
	3
	A
	4

	67
	5
	3
	C
	-7

	68
	5
	3
	C
	-19

	69
	5
	3
	B
	11

	70
	5
	3
	C
	-10

	71
	5
	3
	B
	1

	72
	5
	3
	B
	2

	73
	5
	3
	C
	-6

	74
	5
	3
	C
	-11

	75
	5
	3
	A
	3

	76
	5
	3
	A
	4

	77
	5
	3
	C
	-7

	78
	5
	3
	B
	1

	79
	5
	3
	C
	-4

	80
	5
	3
	B
	-4

	81
	5
	3
	C
	-13

	82
	5
	3
	B
	6

	83
	5
	3
	C
	-11

	84
	5
	3
	C
	4

	85
	5
	3
	B
	1

	86
	5
	3
	C
	9

	87
	5
	3
	B
	-1

	88
	5
	3
	A
	1

	89
	5
	3
	A
	6

	90
	5
	3
	C
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	91
	5
	4
	C
	2

	92
	5
	4
	A
	-5

	93
	5
	4
	C
	-3

	94
	5
	4
	C
	-11

	95
	5
	4
	A
	0

	96
	5
	4
	C
	-6

	97
	5
	4
	C
	15

	98
	5
	4
	B
	2

	99
	5
	4
	C
	1

	100
	5
	4
	C
	4

	101
	5
	4
	A
	9

	102
	5
	4
	C
	-4

	103
	5
	4
	B
	8

	104
	5
	4
	C
	21

	105
	5
	4
	C
	2

	106
	5
	4
	A
	-3

	107
	5
	4
	C
	3

	108
	5
	4
	C
	-6

	109
	5
	4
	A
	1

	110
	5
	4
	C
	-14

	111
	5
	4
	B
	-7

	112
	5
	4
	C
	0

	113
	5
	4
	C
	-24

	114
	5
	4
	B
	0

	115
	5
	4
	C
	-9

	116
	5
	4
	A
	7

	117
	5
	4
	C
	-12

	118
	5
	4
	B
	10

	119
	5
	4
	C
	-6

	120
	5
	4
	C
	-9

	121
	5
	5
	C
	21

	122
	5
	5
	C
	6

	123
	5
	5
	A
	5

	124
	5
	5
	B
	9

	125
	5
	5
	B
	2

	126
	5
	5
	C
	-1

	127
	5
	5
	A
	9

	128
	5
	5
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	129
	5
	5
	C
	1

	130
	5
	5
	B
	-1

	131
	5
	5
	C
	4

	132
	5
	5
	B
	4

	133
	5
	5
	C
	6

	134
	5
	5
	B
	9

	135
	5
	5
	C
	14

	136
	5
	5
	B
	3

	137
	5
	5
	C
	11

	138
	5
	5
	A
	5

	139
	5
	5
	B
	10

	140
	5
	5
	B
	-3

	141
	5
	5
	A
	-5

	142
	5
	5
	C
	8

	143
	5
	5
	C
	-8

	144
	5
	5
	A
	4

	145
	5
	5
	A
	16

	146
	5
	5
	C
	0

	147
	5
	5
	A
	1

	148
	5
	5
	B
	20

	149
	5
	5
	C
	4

	150
	5
	5
	C
	12

	151
	5
	6
	B
	21

	152
	5
	6
	A
	-1

	153
	5
	6
	A
	4

	154
	5
	6
	B
	-3

	155
	5
	6
	C
	9

	156
	5
	6
	A
	1

	157
	5
	6
	C
	7

	158
	5
	6
	C
	-7

	159
	5
	6
	A
	6

	160
	5
	6
	B
	2

	161
	5
	6
	B
	6

	162
	5
	6
	C
	-7

	163
	5
	6
	C
	-1

	164
	5
	6
	A
	12

	165
	5
	6
	C
	11

	166
	5
	6
	C
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	167
	5
	6
	B
	10

	168
	5
	6
	B
	4

	169
	5
	6
	A
	-9

	170
	5
	6
	B
	18

	171
	5
	6
	A
	-2

	172
	5
	6
	C
	-3

	173
	5
	6
	B
	-2

	174
	5
	6
	B
	0

	175
	5
	6
	C
	18

	176
	5
	6
	C
	-1

	177
	5
	6
	B
	-4

	178
	5
	6
	A
	-5

	179
	5
	6
	C
	8

	180
	5
	6
	A
	-2

	181
	5
	7
	B
	4

	182
	5
	7
	A
	-3

	183
	5
	7
	B
	5

	184
	5
	7
	A
	6

	185
	5
	7
	C
	-5

	186
	5
	7
	A
	4

	187
	5
	7
	B
	8

	188
	5
	7
	A
	3

	189
	5
	7
	B
	12

	190
	5
	7
	C
	4

	191
	5
	7
	A
	1

	192
	5
	7
	C
	-4

	193
	5
	7
	B
	-9

	194
	5
	7
	C
	-12

	195
	5
	7
	C
	-6

	196
	5
	7
	B
	-7

	197
	5
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	5
	7
	C
	-11

	199
	5
	7
	A
	10

	200
	5
	7
	C
	-13

	201
	5
	7
	B
	5

	202
	5
	7
	C
	-7

	203
	5
	7
	A
	3

	204
	5
	7
	A
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	205
	5
	7
	B
	13

	206
	5
	7
	B
	5

	207
	5
	7
	C
	-5

	208
	5
	7
	A
	6

	209
	5
	7
	B
	11

	210
	5
	7
	C
	6

	211
	5
	8
	A
	14

	212
	5
	8
	C
	5

	213
	5
	8
	A
	3

	214
	5
	8
	C
	-9

	215
	5
	8
	B
	16

	216
	5
	8
	A
	8

	217
	5
	8
	B
	19

	218
	5
	8
	C
	-10

	219
	5
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	5
	8
	C
	0

	221
	5
	8
	A
	12

	222
	5
	8
	C
	7

	223
	5
	8
	A
	18

	224
	5
	8
	B
	14

	225
	5
	8
	A
	13

	226
	5
	8
	A
	9

	227
	5
	8
	C
	-12

	228
	5
	8
	A
	14

	229
	5
	8
	B
	12

	230
	5
	8
	B
	1

	231
	5
	8
	C
	-2

	232
	5
	8
	B
	6

	233
	5
	8
	A
	6

	234
	5
	8
	B
	7

	235
	5
	8
	A
	9

	236
	5
	8
	C
	1

	237
	5
	8
	B
	11

	238
	5
	8
	B
	3

	239
	5
	8
	C
	-3

	240
	5
	8
	C
	-11

	1
	6
	1
	A
	2

	2
	6
	1
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	3
	6
	1
	A
	-3

	4
	6
	1
	B
	-4

	5
	6
	1
	A
	2

	6
	6
	1
	C
	19

	7
	6
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	6
	1
	B
	-9

	9
	6
	1
	A
	-2

	10
	6
	1
	A
	5

	11
	6
	1
	C
	-21

	12
	6
	1
	B
	-6

	13
	6
	1
	C
	-6

	14
	6
	1
	C
	8

	15
	6
	1
	B
	1

	16
	6
	1
	A
	1

	17
	6
	1
	C
	-6

	18
	6
	1
	A
	-2

	19
	6
	1
	C
	-24

	20
	6
	1
	B
	-13

	21
	6
	1
	C
	-8

	22
	6
	1
	C
	-5

	23
	6
	1
	A
	2

	24
	6
	1
	B
	-9

	25
	6
	1
	C
	-11

	26
	6
	1
	B
	-10

	27
	6
	1
	A
	-5

	28
	6
	1
	B
	-8

	29
	6
	1
	B
	-8

	30
	6
	1
	C
	-17

	31
	6
	2
	C
	-13

	32
	6
	2
	B
	-7

	33
	6
	2
	C
	-6

	34
	6
	2
	B
	4

	35
	6
	2
	B
	-7

	36
	6
	2
	A
	0

	37
	6
	2
	C
	-20

	38
	6
	2
	A
	-2

	39
	6
	2
	C
	4

	40
	6
	2
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	41
	6
	2
	A
	5

	42
	6
	2
	C
	-6

	43
	6
	2
	B
	-5

	44
	6
	2
	A
	-3

	45
	6
	2
	C
	-18

	46
	6
	2
	B
	4

	47
	6
	2
	A
	-2

	48
	6
	2
	C
	-17

	49
	6
	2
	A
	0

	50
	6
	2
	C
	5

	51
	6
	2
	B
	5

	52
	6
	2
	C
	7

	53
	6
	2
	B
	0

	54
	6
	2
	A
	1

	55
	6
	2
	C
	-21

	56
	6
	2
	B
	-3

	57
	6
	2
	A
	0

	58
	6
	2
	B
	-5

	59
	6
	2
	C
	-22

	60
	6
	2
	B
	3

	61
	6
	3
	C
	17

	62
	6
	3
	C
	-3

	63
	6
	3
	A
	-22

	64
	6
	3
	A
	0

	65
	6
	3
	B
	-9

	66
	6
	3
	A
	1

	67
	6
	3
	C
	-19

	68
	6
	3
	C
	-12

	69
	6
	3
	B
	-7

	70
	6
	3
	C
	-9

	71
	6
	3
	B
	0

	72
	6
	3
	B
	2

	73
	6
	3
	C
	-13

	74
	6
	3
	C
	-1

	75
	6
	3
	A
	5

	76
	6
	3
	A
	2

	77
	6
	3
	C
	-10

	78
	6
	3
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	79
	6
	3
	C
	-5

	80
	6
	3
	B
	-2

	81
	6
	3
	C
	-14

	82
	6
	3
	B
	2

	83
	6
	3
	C
	-5

	84
	6
	3
	C
	6

	85
	6
	3
	B
	9

	86
	6
	3
	C
	-2

	87
	6
	3
	B
	2

	88
	6
	3
	A
	1

	89
	6
	3
	A
	1

	90
	6
	3
	C
	-9

	91
	6
	4
	C
	-1

	92
	6
	4
	A
	0

	93
	6
	4
	C
	-6

	94
	6
	4
	C
	-4

	95
	6
	4
	A
	1

	96
	6
	4
	C
	-2

	97
	6
	4
	C
	4

	98
	6
	4
	B
	4

	99
	6
	4
	C
	1

	100
	6
	4
	C
	-6

	101
	6
	4
	A
	3

	102
	6
	4
	C
	-6

	103
	6
	4
	B
	-2

	104
	6
	4
	C
	-7

	105
	6
	4
	C
	2

	106
	6
	4
	A
	2

	107
	6
	4
	C
	1

	108
	6
	4
	C
	-8

	109
	6
	4
	A
	2

	110
	6
	4
	C
	1

	111
	6
	4
	B
	2

	112
	6
	4
	C
	-6

	113
	6
	4
	C
	3

	114
	6
	4
	B
	8

	115
	6
	4
	C
	1

	116
	6
	4
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	117
	6
	4
	C
	7

	118
	6
	4
	B
	-3

	119
	6
	4
	C
	-7

	120
	6
	4
	C
	-1

	121
	6
	5
	C
	-3

	122
	6
	5
	C
	-1

	123
	6
	5
	A
	5

	124
	6
	5
	B
	4

	125
	6
	5
	B
	-5

	126
	6
	5
	C
	2

	127
	6
	5
	A
	0

	128
	6
	5
	C
	-12

	129
	6
	5
	C
	1

	130
	6
	5
	B
	9

	131
	6
	5
	C
	1

	132
	6
	5
	B
	9

	133
	6
	5
	C
	8

	134
	6
	5
	B
	-5

	135
	6
	5
	C
	5

	136
	6
	5
	B
	10

	137
	6
	5
	C
	-25

	138
	6
	5
	A
	2

	139
	6
	5
	B
	-4

	140
	6
	5
	B
	-5

	141
	6
	5
	A
	2

	142
	6
	5
	C
	-6

	143
	6
	5
	C
	1

	144
	6
	5
	A
	6

	145
	6
	5
	A
	4

	146
	6
	5
	C
	4

	147
	6
	5
	A
	3

	148
	6
	5
	B
	-2

	149
	6
	5
	C
	-4

	150
	6
	5
	C
	9

	151
	6
	6
	B
	2

	152
	6
	6
	A
	2

	153
	6
	6
	A
	2

	154
	6
	6
	B
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	155
	6
	6
	C
	-11

	156
	6
	6
	A
	8

	157
	6
	6
	C
	10

	158
	6
	6
	C
	-16

	159
	6
	6
	A
	-1

	160
	6
	6
	B
	5

	161
	6
	6
	B
	-2

	162
	6
	6
	C
	-10

	163
	6
	6
	C
	8

	164
	6
	6
	A
	-1

	165
	6
	6
	C
	-22

	166
	6
	6
	C
	-1

	167
	6
	6
	B
	-2

	168
	6
	6
	B
	-3

	169
	6
	6
	A
	-2

	170
	6
	6
	B
	-2

	171
	6
	6
	A
	0

	172
	6
	6
	C
	-21

	173
	6
	6
	B
	8

	174
	6
	6
	B
	2

	175
	6
	6
	C
	-4

	176
	6
	6
	C
	-6

	177
	6
	6
	B
	0

	178
	6
	6
	A
	2

	179
	6
	6
	C
	4

	180
	6
	6
	A
	2

	181
	6
	7
	B
	6

	182
	6
	7
	A
	2

	183
	6
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	6
	7
	A
	1

	185
	6
	7
	C
	-5

	186
	6
	7
	A
	3

	187
	6
	7
	B
	-1

	188
	6
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	6
	7
	B
	2

	190
	6
	7
	C
	4

	191
	6
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	6
	7
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	193
	6
	7
	B
	13

	194
	6
	7
	C
	13

	195
	6
	7
	C
	0

	196
	6
	7
	B
	8

	197
	6
	7
	A
	1

	198
	6
	7
	C
	12

	199
	6
	7
	A
	10

	200
	6
	7
	C
	24

	201
	6
	7
	B
	2

	202
	6
	7
	C
	7

	203
	6
	7
	A
	2

	204
	6
	7
	A
	6

	205
	6
	7
	B
	17

	206
	6
	7
	B
	-2

	207
	6
	7
	C
	13

	208
	6
	7
	A
	4

	209
	6
	7
	B
	2

	210
	6
	7
	C
	7

	211
	6
	8
	A
	-2

	212
	6
	8
	C
	-11

	213
	6
	8
	A
	-8

	214
	6
	8
	C
	-9

	215
	6
	8
	B
	-7

	216
	6
	8
	A
	-7

	217
	6
	8
	B
	-13

	218
	6
	8
	C
	-10

	219
	6
	8
	B
	-11

	220
	6
	8
	C
	-13

	221
	6
	8
	A
	1

	222
	6
	8
	C
	-13

	223
	6
	8
	A
	-1

	224
	6
	8
	B
	-7

	225
	6
	8
	A
	0

	226
	6
	8
	A
	-5

	227
	6
	8
	C
	-15

	228
	6
	8
	A
	-5

	229
	6
	8
	B
	-9

	230
	6
	8
	B
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	231
	6
	8
	C
	-17

	232
	6
	8
	B
	-10

	233
	6
	8
	A
	-4

	234
	6
	8
	B
	-9

	235
	6
	8
	A
	-2

	236
	6
	8
	C
	-16

	237
	6
	8
	B
	-8

	238
	6
	8
	B
	-10

	239
	6
	8
	C
	-11

	240
	6
	8
	C
	-7

	1
	7
	1
	A
	-5

	2
	7
	1
	B
	-11

	3
	7
	1
	A
	-1

	4
	7
	1
	B
	-8

	5
	7
	1
	A
	-1

	6
	7
	1
	C
	-10

	7
	7
	1
	A
	3

	8
	7
	1
	B
	-4

	9
	7
	1
	A
	3

	10
	7
	1
	A
	5

	11
	7
	1
	C
	-15

	12
	7
	1
	B
	-3

	13
	7
	1
	C
	-15

	14
	7
	1
	C
	-11

	15
	7
	1
	B
	3

	16
	7
	1
	A
	5

	17
	7
	1
	C
	-4

	18
	7
	1
	A
	7

	19
	7
	1
	C
	-4

	20
	7
	1
	B
	6

	21
	7
	1
	C
	-5

	22
	7
	1
	C
	-6

	23
	7
	1
	A
	5

	24
	7
	1
	B
	6

	25
	7
	1
	C
	-7

	26
	7
	1
	B
	4

	27
	7
	1
	A
	7

	28
	7
	1
	B
	4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	29
	7
	1
	B
	4

	30
	7
	1
	C
	-8

	31
	7
	2
	A
	3

	32
	7
	2
	C
	-8

	33
	7
	2
	B
	8

	34
	7
	2
	C
	-13

	35
	7
	2
	C
	-14

	36
	7
	2
	B
	4

	37
	7
	2
	C
	5

	38
	7
	2
	A
	4

	39
	7
	2
	C
	0

	40
	7
	2
	C
	-4

	41
	7
	2
	A
	3

	42
	7
	2
	B
	-2

	43
	7
	2
	B
	-2

	44
	7
	2
	A
	2

	45
	7
	2
	C
	-2

	46
	7
	2
	B
	-2

	47
	7
	2
	C
	-2

	48
	7
	2
	B
	1

	49
	7
	2
	C
	2

	50
	7
	2
	B
	-2

	51
	7
	2
	A
	1

	52
	7
	2
	A
	0

	53
	7
	2
	C
	-2

	54
	7
	2
	C
	0

	55
	7
	2
	A
	-1

	56
	7
	2
	C
	2

	57
	7
	2
	B
	0

	58
	7
	2
	B
	1

	59
	7
	2
	C
	2

	60
	7
	2
	C
	3

	61
	7
	3
	C
	0

	62
	7
	3
	C
	0

	63
	7
	3
	A
	-1

	64
	7
	3
	C
	-1

	65
	7
	3
	A
	-2

	66
	7
	3
	B
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	67
	7
	3
	C
	1

	68
	7
	3
	C
	1

	69
	7
	3
	B
	0

	70
	7
	3
	C
	0

	71
	7
	3
	B
	0

	72
	7
	3
	C
	0

	73
	7
	3
	B
	0

	74
	7
	3
	C
	-1

	75
	7
	3
	B
	0

	76
	7
	3
	C
	1

	77
	7
	3
	B
	-1

	78
	7
	3
	B
	0

	79
	7
	3
	C
	1

	80
	7
	3
	A
	-1

	81
	7
	3
	A
	-1

	82
	7
	3
	C
	3

	83
	7
	3
	C
	1

	84
	7
	3
	A
	-3

	85
	7
	3
	C
	3

	86
	7
	3
	C
	-2

	87
	7
	3
	A
	-2

	88
	7
	3
	C
	2

	89
	7
	3
	B
	0

	90
	7
	3
	A
	-1

	91
	7
	4
	A
	-1

	92
	7
	4
	A
	-1

	93
	7
	4
	C
	3

	94
	7
	4
	B
	1

	95
	7
	4
	A
	2

	96
	7
	4
	C
	4

	97
	7
	4
	A
	0

	98
	7
	4
	C
	3

	99
	7
	4
	C
	0

	100
	7
	4
	A
	1

	101
	7
	4
	A
	0

	102
	7
	4
	C
	0

	103
	7
	4
	A
	1

	104
	7
	4
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	105
	7
	4
	B
	0

	106
	7
	4
	C
	0

	107
	7
	4
	C
	0

	108
	7
	4
	A
	-1

	109
	7
	4
	C
	1

	110
	7
	4
	A
	1

	111
	7
	4
	A
	1

	112
	7
	4
	C
	1

	113
	7
	4
	A
	2

	114
	7
	4
	C
	0

	115
	7
	4
	C
	0

	116
	7
	4
	A
	-1

	117
	7
	4
	A
	0

	118
	7
	4
	B
	-1

	119
	7
	4
	A
	0

	120
	7
	4
	A
	0

	121
	7
	5
	B
	-2

	122
	7
	5
	C
	-2

	123
	7
	5
	B
	-1

	124
	7
	5
	C
	-1

	125
	7
	5
	B
	0

	126
	7
	5
	A
	-1

	127
	7
	5
	A
	-1

	128
	7
	5
	C
	-3

	129
	7
	5
	B
	0

	130
	7
	5
	A
	0

	131
	7
	5
	C
	-2

	132
	7
	5
	A
	0

	133
	7
	5
	A
	-1

	134
	7
	5
	C
	0

	135
	7
	5
	A
	0

	136
	7
	5
	C
	1

	137
	7
	5
	C
	1

	138
	7
	5
	A
	-1

	139
	7
	5
	B
	0

	140
	7
	5
	C
	-1

	141
	7
	5
	C
	1

	142
	7
	5
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	143
	7
	5
	C
	-1

	144
	7
	5
	B
	-1

	145
	7
	5
	C
	0

	146
	7
	5
	A
	0

	147
	7
	5
	C
	1

	148
	7
	5
	C
	-1

	149
	7
	5
	A
	0

	150
	7
	5
	B
	-1

	151
	7
	6
	C
	0

	152
	7
	6
	C
	0

	153
	7
	6
	A
	1

	154
	7
	6
	C
	-2

	155
	7
	6
	B
	0

	156
	7
	6
	C
	0

	157
	7
	6
	A
	2

	158
	7
	6
	C
	0

	159
	7
	6
	B
	0

	160
	7
	6
	C
	1

	161
	7
	6
	B
	0

	162
	7
	6
	C
	0

	163
	7
	6
	C
	-1

	164
	7
	6
	A
	1

	165
	7
	6
	C
	-2

	166
	7
	6
	C
	3

	167
	7
	6
	A
	0

	168
	7
	6
	C
	1

	169
	7
	6
	C
	-1

	170
	7
	6
	B
	0

	171
	7
	6
	A
	1

	172
	7
	6
	B
	1

	173
	7
	6
	C
	0

	174
	7
	6
	B
	0

	175
	7
	6
	C
	-2

	176
	7
	6
	B
	0

	177
	7
	6
	A
	3

	178
	7
	6
	C
	2

	179
	7
	6
	C
	2

	180
	7
	6
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	181
	7
	7
	B
	0

	182
	7
	7
	A
	3

	183
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	7
	7
	A
	2

	185
	7
	7
	C
	-2

	186
	7
	7
	A
	2

	187
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	188
	7
	7
	A
	2

	189
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	190
	7
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	7
	7
	A
	0

	192
	7
	7
	C
	-1

	193
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	194
	7
	7
	C
	0

	195
	7
	7
	C
	0

	196
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	197
	7
	7
	A
	1

	198
	7
	7
	C
	-1

	199
	7
	7
	A
	0

	200
	7
	7
	C
	-1

	201
	7
	7
	B
	-1

	202
	7
	7
	C
	-2

	203
	7
	7
	A
	1

	204
	7
	7
	A
	-1

	205
	7
	7
	B
	0

	206
	7
	7
	B
	1

	207
	7
	7
	C
	-3

	208
	7
	7
	A
	2

	209
	7
	7
	B
	0

	210
	7
	7
	C
	-4

	211
	7
	8
	A
	-2

	212
	7
	8
	C
	-6

	213
	7
	8
	A
	-2

	214
	7
	8
	C
	-4

	215
	7
	8
	B
	-1

	216
	7
	8
	A
	0

	217
	7
	8
	B
	-1

	218
	7
	8
	C
	-8


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	219
	7
	8
	B
	-2

	220
	7
	8
	C
	-5

	221
	7
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	7
	8
	C
	-10

	223
	7
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	7
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	7
	8
	A
	-1

	226
	7
	8
	A
	0

	227
	7
	8
	C
	-9

	228
	7
	8
	A
	0

	229
	7
	8
	B
	-1

	230
	7
	8
	B
	-1

	231
	7
	8
	C
	-5

	232
	7
	8
	B
	-1

	233
	7
	8
	A
	1

	234
	7
	8
	B
	0

	235
	7
	8
	A
	0

	236
	7
	8
	C
	-8

	237
	7
	8
	B
	0

	238
	7
	8
	B
	1

	239
	7
	8
	C
	-4

	240
	7
	8
	C
	-3

	1
	8
	1
	A
	-2

	2
	8
	1
	B
	1

	3
	8
	1
	A
	4

	4
	8
	1
	B
	5

	5
	8
	1
	A
	6

	6
	8
	1
	C
	-19

	7
	8
	1
	A
	13

	8
	8
	1
	B
	3

	9
	8
	1
	A
	15

	10
	8
	1
	A
	7

	11
	8
	1
	C
	-18

	12
	8
	1
	B
	-4

	13
	8
	1
	C
	-20

	14
	8
	1
	C
	-19

	15
	8
	1
	B
	-2

	16
	8
	1
	A
	4
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	Participant_ID
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	Result

	17
	8
	1
	C
	-15

	18
	8
	1
	A
	6

	19
	8
	1
	C
	-19

	20
	8
	1
	B
	4

	21
	8
	1
	C
	-8

	22
	8
	1
	C
	-15

	23
	8
	1
	A
	5

	24
	8
	1
	B
	10

	25
	8
	1
	C
	-23

	26
	8
	1
	B
	-3

	27
	8
	1
	A
	7

	28
	8
	1
	B
	0

	29
	8
	1
	B
	0

	30
	8
	1
	C
	-7

	31
	8
	2
	A
	9

	32
	8
	2
	C
	-10

	33
	8
	2
	B
	0

	34
	8
	2
	C
	-17

	35
	8
	2
	C
	-12

	36
	8
	2
	B
	-9

	37
	8
	2
	C
	-6

	38
	8
	2
	A
	7

	39
	8
	2
	C
	-9

	40
	8
	2
	C
	3

	41
	8
	2
	A
	-6

	42
	8
	2
	B
	-15

	43
	8
	2
	B
	10

	44
	8
	2
	A
	-2

	45
	8
	2
	C
	-7

	46
	8
	2
	B
	-4

	47
	8
	2
	C
	-21

	48
	8
	2
	B
	-11

	49
	8
	2
	C
	5

	50
	8
	2
	B
	-5

	51
	8
	2
	A
	0

	52
	8
	2
	A
	4

	53
	8
	2
	C
	-9

	54
	8
	2
	C
	-14


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	55
	8
	2
	A
	-9

	56
	8
	2
	C
	3

	57
	8
	2
	B
	-5

	58
	8
	2
	B
	-15

	59
	8
	2
	C
	-1

	60
	8
	2
	C
	-16

	61
	8
	3
	C
	3

	62
	8
	3
	C
	-9

	63
	8
	3
	A
	-10

	64
	8
	3
	C
	4

	65
	8
	3
	A
	3

	66
	8
	3
	B
	-9

	67
	8
	3
	C
	-16

	68
	8
	3
	C
	8

	69
	8
	3
	B
	3

	70
	8
	3
	C
	-9

	71
	8
	3
	B
	4

	72
	8
	3
	C
	-4

	73
	8
	3
	B
	-9

	74
	8
	3
	C
	-10

	75
	8
	3
	B
	1

	76
	8
	3
	C
	-12

	77
	8
	3
	B
	-6

	78
	8
	3
	B
	4

	79
	8
	3
	C
	-7

	80
	8
	3
	A
	-8

	81
	8
	3
	A
	-5

	82
	8
	3
	C
	-10

	83
	8
	3
	C
	-9

	84
	8
	3
	A
	1

	85
	8
	3
	C
	7

	86
	8
	3
	C
	-17

	87
	8
	3
	A
	8

	88
	8
	3
	C
	-10

	89
	8
	3
	B
	-9

	90
	8
	3
	A
	1

	91
	8
	4
	A
	-4

	92
	8
	4
	A
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	93
	8
	4
	C
	4

	94
	8
	4
	B
	-5

	95
	8
	4
	A
	-5

	96
	8
	4
	C
	-3

	97
	8
	4
	A
	-2

	98
	8
	4
	C
	-7

	99
	8
	4
	C
	1

	100
	8
	4
	A
	6

	101
	8
	4
	A
	-3

	102
	8
	4
	C
	9

	103
	8
	4
	A
	1

	104
	8
	4
	A
	0

	105
	8
	4
	B
	4

	106
	8
	4
	C
	-6

	107
	8
	4
	C
	-6

	108
	8
	4
	A
	-7

	109
	8
	4
	C
	-9

	110
	8
	4
	A
	-1

	111
	8
	4
	A
	3

	112
	8
	4
	C
	-7

	113
	8
	4
	A
	0

	114
	8
	4
	C
	-10

	115
	8
	4
	C
	-2

	116
	8
	4
	A
	-1

	117
	8
	4
	A
	-4

	118
	8
	4
	B
	0

	119
	8
	4
	A
	-3

	120
	8
	4
	A
	7

	121
	8
	5
	B
	-5

	122
	8
	5
	C
	-6

	123
	8
	5
	B
	-6

	124
	8
	5
	C
	7

	125
	8
	5
	B
	3

	126
	8
	5
	A
	1

	127
	8
	5
	A
	1

	128
	8
	5
	C
	-7

	129
	8
	5
	B
	9

	130
	8
	5
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	131
	8
	5
	C
	-4

	132
	8
	5
	A
	11

	133
	8
	5
	A
	-1

	134
	8
	5
	C
	-7

	135
	8
	5
	A
	0

	136
	8
	5
	C
	12

	137
	8
	5
	C
	-8

	138
	8
	5
	A
	-3

	139
	8
	5
	B
	-1

	140
	8
	5
	C
	-12

	141
	8
	5
	C
	-4

	142
	8
	5
	B
	-9

	143
	8
	5
	C
	-4

	144
	8
	5
	B
	-12

	145
	8
	5
	C
	-6

	146
	8
	5
	A
	-3

	147
	8
	5
	C
	8

	148
	8
	5
	C
	-14

	149
	8
	5
	A
	-4

	150
	8
	5
	B
	-6

	151
	8
	6
	C
	-2

	152
	8
	6
	C
	-12

	153
	8
	6
	A
	3

	154
	8
	6
	C
	-5

	155
	8
	6
	B
	-1

	156
	8
	6
	C
	-6

	157
	8
	6
	A
	-5

	158
	8
	6
	C
	-14

	159
	8
	6
	B
	-8

	160
	8
	6
	C
	-15

	161
	8
	6
	B
	-6

	162
	8
	6
	C
	-4

	163
	8
	6
	C
	-8

	164
	8
	6
	A
	-1

	165
	8
	6
	C
	-13

	166
	8
	6
	C
	-7

	167
	8
	6
	A
	1

	168
	8
	6
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	169
	8
	6
	C
	0

	170
	8
	6
	B
	-7

	171
	8
	6
	A
	-2

	172
	8
	6
	B
	2

	173
	8
	6
	C
	-18

	174
	8
	6
	B
	-4

	175
	8
	6
	C
	-7

	176
	8
	6
	B
	2

	177
	8
	6
	A
	-2

	178
	8
	6
	C
	2

	179
	8
	6
	C
	-23

	180
	8
	6
	B
	-5

	181
	8
	7
	B
	-11

	182
	8
	7
	A
	-6

	183
	8
	7
	B
	-9

	184
	8
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	8
	7
	C
	-2

	186
	8
	7
	A
	-3

	187
	8
	7
	B
	-7

	188
	8
	7
	A
	-7

	189
	8
	7
	B
	-10

	190
	8
	7
	C
	-16

	191
	8
	7
	A
	-7

	192
	8
	7
	C
	-14

	193
	8
	7
	B
	-10

	194
	8
	7
	C
	-22

	195
	8
	7
	C
	-7

	196
	8
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	8
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	8
	7
	C
	-13

	199
	8
	7
	A
	-7

	200
	8
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	8
	7
	B
	-7

	202
	8
	7
	C
	-17

	203
	8
	7
	A
	-5

	204
	8
	7
	A
	-3

	205
	8
	7
	B
	0

	206
	8
	7
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	207
	8
	7
	C
	-26

	208
	8
	7
	A
	-7

	209
	8
	7
	B
	-9

	210
	8
	7
	C
	-15

	211
	8
	8
	A
	-7

	212
	8
	8
	C
	-5

	213
	8
	8
	A
	-2

	214
	8
	8
	C
	-1

	215
	8
	8
	B
	-1

	216
	8
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	8
	8
	B
	5

	218
	8
	8
	C
	-1

	219
	8
	8
	B
	-7

	220
	8
	8
	C
	-3

	221
	8
	8
	A
	-3

	222
	8
	8
	C
	0

	223
	8
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	8
	8
	B
	-11

	225
	8
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	8
	8
	A
	-4

	227
	8
	8
	C
	-13

	228
	8
	8
	A
	-7

	229
	8
	8
	B
	-7

	230
	8
	8
	B
	-9

	231
	8
	8
	C
	-8

	232
	8
	8
	B
	0

	233
	8
	8
	A
	-3

	234
	8
	8
	B
	-3

	235
	8
	8
	A
	1

	236
	8
	8
	C
	-10

	237
	8
	8
	B
	-6

	238
	8
	8
	B
	-7

	239
	8
	8
	C
	-7

	240
	8
	8
	C
	-1

	1
	9
	1
	A
	25

	2
	9
	1
	B
	11

	3
	9
	1
	A
	12

	4
	9
	1
	B
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	5
	9
	1
	A
	3

	6
	9
	1
	C
	1

	7
	9
	1
	A
	6

	8
	9
	1
	B
	4

	9
	9
	1
	A
	-2

	10
	9
	1
	A
	-2

	11
	9
	1
	C
	0

	12
	9
	1
	B
	-4

	13
	9
	1
	C
	-1

	14
	9
	1
	C
	-2

	15
	9
	1
	B
	-2

	16
	9
	1
	A
	0

	17
	9
	1
	C
	-2

	18
	9
	1
	A
	0

	19
	9
	1
	C
	1

	20
	9
	1
	B
	-10

	21
	9
	1
	C
	-3

	22
	9
	1
	C
	1

	23
	9
	1
	A
	-4

	24
	9
	1
	B
	-3

	25
	9
	1
	C
	0

	26
	9
	1
	B
	-15

	27
	9
	1
	A
	3

	28
	9
	1
	B
	1

	29
	9
	1
	B
	1

	30
	9
	1
	C
	-4

	31
	9
	2
	A
	-2

	32
	9
	2
	B
	-6

	33
	9
	2
	A
	-2

	34
	9
	2
	A
	0

	35
	9
	2
	B
	-1

	36
	9
	2
	C
	-3

	37
	9
	2
	B
	-2

	38
	9
	2
	A
	0

	39
	9
	2
	B
	0

	40
	9
	2
	C
	-4

	41
	9
	2
	A
	-3

	42
	9
	2
	B
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	43
	9
	2
	A
	1

	44
	9
	2
	A
	1

	45
	9
	2
	B
	0

	46
	9
	2
	A
	-3

	47
	9
	2
	B
	0

	48
	9
	2
	B
	0

	49
	9
	2
	C
	2

	50
	9
	2
	A
	-3

	51
	9
	2
	B
	-3

	52
	9
	2
	A
	-2

	53
	9
	2
	B
	-3

	54
	9
	2
	A
	-2

	55
	9
	2
	B
	-1

	56
	9
	2
	A
	-1

	57
	9
	2
	A
	-5

	58
	9
	2
	B
	-3

	59
	9
	2
	B
	1

	60
	9
	2
	C
	-3

	61
	9
	3
	A
	-1

	62
	9
	3
	C
	0

	63
	9
	3
	A
	-3

	64
	9
	3
	A
	-1

	65
	9
	3
	C
	-2

	66
	9
	3
	C
	0

	67
	9
	3
	A
	-5

	68
	9
	3
	C
	-1

	69
	9
	3
	A
	-6

	70
	9
	3
	C
	-1

	71
	9
	3
	C
	5

	72
	9
	3
	B
	-3

	73
	9
	3
	C
	-1

	74
	9
	3
	A
	0

	75
	9
	3
	B
	0

	76
	9
	3
	B
	-3

	77
	9
	3
	C
	-1

	78
	9
	3
	A
	-6

	79
	9
	3
	C
	-3

	80
	9
	3
	B
	-13


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	81
	9
	3
	B
	-3

	82
	9
	3
	C
	2

	83
	9
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	9
	3
	A
	-3

	85
	9
	3
	C
	3

	86
	9
	3
	B
	-1

	87
	9
	3
	A
	-5

	88
	9
	3
	C
	4

	89
	9
	3
	B
	1

	90
	9
	3
	B
	3

	91
	9
	4
	B
	4

	92
	9
	4
	B
	3

	93
	9
	4
	A
	-3

	94
	9
	4
	A
	-1

	95
	9
	4
	C
	3

	96
	9
	4
	B
	1

	97
	9
	4
	A
	0

	98
	9
	4
	B
	36

	99
	9
	4
	C
	4

	100
	9
	4
	B
	5

	101
	9
	4
	C
	3

	102
	9
	4
	A
	5

	103
	9
	4
	B
	12

	104
	9
	4
	B
	10

	105
	9
	4
	A
	0

	106
	9
	4
	B
	8

	107
	9
	4
	C
	0

	108
	9
	4
	A
	3

	109
	9
	4
	A
	4

	110
	9
	4
	B
	8

	111
	9
	4
	A
	2

	112
	9
	4
	B
	1

	113
	9
	4
	C
	1

	114
	9
	4
	C
	1

	115
	9
	4
	A
	0

	116
	9
	4
	A
	1

	117
	9
	4
	B
	11

	118
	9
	4
	B
	8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	119
	9
	4
	A
	0

	120
	9
	4
	A
	1

	121
	9
	5
	B
	-2

	122
	9
	5
	B
	0

	123
	9
	5
	A
	1

	124
	9
	5
	B
	8

	125
	9
	5
	B
	8

	126
	9
	5
	C
	2

	127
	9
	5
	B
	-4

	128
	9
	5
	B
	1

	129
	9
	5
	A
	3

	130
	9
	5
	B
	0

	131
	9
	5
	B
	2

	132
	9
	5
	C
	10

	133
	9
	5
	B
	8

	134
	9
	5
	B
	2

	135
	9
	5
	A
	0

	136
	9
	5
	B
	6

	137
	9
	5
	B
	5

	138
	9
	5
	C
	7

	139
	9
	5
	B
	5

	140
	9
	5
	B
	6

	141
	9
	5
	A
	6

	142
	9
	5
	B
	4

	143
	9
	5
	B
	1

	144
	9
	5
	C
	-3

	145
	9
	5
	B
	6

	146
	9
	5
	B
	5

	147
	9
	5
	C
	-1

	148
	9
	5
	B
	-2

	149
	9
	5
	A
	1

	150
	9
	5
	B
	7

	151
	9
	6
	B
	10

	152
	9
	6
	B
	10

	153
	9
	6
	A
	9

	154
	9
	6
	B
	9

	155
	9
	6
	C
	1

	156
	9
	6
	C
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	157
	9
	6
	A
	0

	158
	9
	6
	B
	20

	159
	9
	6
	C
	-1

	160
	9
	6
	C
	1

	161
	9
	6
	A
	4

	162
	9
	6
	B
	10

	163
	9
	6
	C
	2

	164
	9
	6
	C
	1

	165
	9
	6
	A
	5

	166
	9
	6
	C
	1

	167
	9
	6
	B
	1

	168
	9
	6
	C
	5

	169
	9
	6
	B
	5

	170
	9
	6
	C
	-6

	171
	9
	6
	A
	5

	172
	9
	6
	C
	0

	173
	9
	6
	A
	5

	174
	9
	6
	B
	5

	175
	9
	6
	C
	4

	176
	9
	6
	C
	-2

	177
	9
	6
	B
	2

	178
	9
	6
	B
	2

	179
	9
	6
	C
	-3

	180
	9
	6
	B
	0

	181
	9
	7
	B
	2

	182
	9
	7
	A
	3

	183
	9
	7
	B
	2

	184
	9
	7
	A
	0

	185
	9
	7
	C
	-4

	186
	9
	7
	A
	5

	187
	9
	7
	B
	2

	188
	9
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	9
	7
	B
	13

	190
	9
	7
	C
	1

	191
	9
	7
	A
	9

	192
	9
	7
	C
	-4

	193
	9
	7
	B
	4

	194
	9
	7
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	195
	9
	7
	C
	-2

	196
	9
	7
	B
	3

	197
	9
	7
	A
	3

	198
	9
	7
	C
	-5

	199
	9
	7
	A
	3

	200
	9
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	9
	7
	B
	5

	202
	9
	7
	C
	-2

	203
	9
	7
	A
	4

	204
	9
	7
	A
	-3

	205
	9
	7
	B
	2

	206
	9
	7
	B
	1

	207
	9
	7
	C
	-5

	208
	9
	7
	A
	2

	209
	9
	7
	B
	4

	210
	9
	7
	C
	-8

	211
	9
	8
	A
	3

	212
	9
	8
	C
	-6

	213
	9
	8
	A
	0

	214
	9
	8
	C
	-1

	215
	9
	8
	B
	1

	216
	9
	8
	A
	1

	217
	9
	8
	B
	-3

	218
	9
	8
	C
	-2

	219
	9
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	9
	8
	C
	-3

	221
	9
	8
	A
	0

	222
	9
	8
	C
	-6

	223
	9
	8
	A
	2

	224
	9
	8
	B
	5

	225
	9
	8
	A
	0

	226
	9
	8
	A
	6

	227
	9
	8
	C
	-5

	228
	9
	8
	A
	1

	229
	9
	8
	B
	5

	230
	9
	8
	B
	3

	231
	9
	8
	C
	-6

	232
	9
	8
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	233
	9
	8
	A
	2

	234
	9
	8
	B
	-1

	235
	9
	8
	A
	0

	236
	9
	8
	C
	-6

	237
	9
	8
	B
	-3

	238
	9
	8
	B
	-1

	239
	9
	8
	C
	-6

	240
	9
	8
	C
	-4

	1
	10
	1
	A
	-2

	2
	10
	1
	B
	-4

	3
	10
	1
	A
	2

	4
	10
	1
	B
	-6

	5
	10
	1
	A
	0

	6
	10
	1
	C
	-22

	7
	10
	1
	A
	-10

	8
	10
	1
	B
	-8

	9
	10
	1
	A
	-5

	10
	10
	1
	A
	-3

	11
	10
	1
	C
	6

	12
	10
	1
	B
	-6

	13
	10
	1
	C
	-11

	14
	10
	1
	C
	7

	15
	10
	1
	B
	0

	16
	10
	1
	A
	1

	17
	10
	1
	C
	-24

	18
	10
	1
	A
	11

	19
	10
	1
	C
	-15

	20
	10
	1
	B
	-8

	21
	10
	1
	C
	-10

	22
	10
	1
	C
	-19

	23
	10
	1
	A
	11

	24
	10
	1
	B
	6

	25
	10
	1
	C
	4

	26
	10
	1
	B
	-5

	27
	10
	1
	A
	30

	28
	10
	1
	B
	4

	29
	10
	1
	B
	1

	30
	10
	1
	C
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	31
	10
	2
	A
	0

	32
	10
	2
	B
	-1

	33
	10
	2
	A
	-1

	34
	10
	2
	A
	-1

	35
	10
	2
	B
	2

	36
	10
	2
	C
	-6

	37
	10
	2
	B
	-5

	38
	10
	2
	A
	5

	39
	10
	2
	B
	-15

	40
	10
	2
	C
	-5

	41
	10
	2
	A
	12

	42
	10
	2
	B
	1

	43
	10
	2
	A
	6

	44
	10
	2
	A
	-7

	45
	10
	2
	B
	0

	46
	10
	2
	A
	1

	47
	10
	2
	B
	-3

	48
	10
	2
	B
	3

	49
	10
	2
	C
	0

	50
	10
	2
	A
	6

	51
	10
	2
	B
	-5

	52
	10
	2
	A
	6

	53
	10
	2
	B
	-8

	54
	10
	2
	A
	6

	55
	10
	2
	B
	6

	56
	10
	2
	A
	-2

	57
	10
	2
	A
	0

	58
	10
	2
	B
	-2

	59
	10
	2
	B
	-2

	60
	10
	2
	C
	21

	61
	10
	3
	A
	-3

	62
	10
	3
	C
	-1

	63
	10
	3
	A
	1

	64
	10
	3
	A
	4

	65
	10
	3
	C
	7

	66
	10
	3
	C
	-15

	67
	10
	3
	A
	0

	68
	10
	3
	C
	18


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	69
	10
	3
	A
	9

	70
	10
	3
	C
	27

	71
	10
	3
	C
	25

	72
	10
	3
	B
	-11

	73
	10
	3
	C
	25

	74
	10
	3
	A
	-11

	75
	10
	3
	B
	-15

	76
	10
	3
	B
	1

	77
	10
	3
	C
	-3

	78
	10
	3
	A
	-2

	79
	10
	3
	C
	-3

	80
	10
	3
	B
	-1

	81
	10
	3
	B
	-1

	82
	10
	3
	C
	-10

	83
	10
	3
	C
	-16

	84
	10
	3
	A
	-5

	85
	10
	3
	C
	20

	86
	10
	3
	B
	-4

	87
	10
	3
	A
	-3

	88
	10
	3
	C
	3

	89
	10
	3
	B
	-2

	90
	10
	3
	B
	-6

	91
	10
	4
	B
	-5

	92
	10
	4
	B
	-2

	93
	10
	4
	A
	-2

	94
	10
	4
	A
	6

	95
	10
	4
	C
	15

	96
	10
	4
	B
	-16

	97
	10
	4
	A
	12

	98
	10
	4
	B
	10

	99
	10
	4
	C
	-2

	100
	10
	4
	B
	2

	101
	10
	4
	C
	10

	102
	10
	4
	A
	14

	103
	10
	4
	B
	-6

	104
	10
	4
	B
	18

	105
	10
	4
	A
	4

	106
	10
	4
	B
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	107
	10
	4
	C
	-20

	108
	10
	4
	A
	-2

	109
	10
	4
	A
	2

	110
	10
	4
	B
	7

	111
	10
	4
	A
	-7

	112
	10
	4
	B
	0

	113
	10
	4
	C
	-5

	114
	10
	4
	C
	-30

	115
	10
	4
	A
	-3

	116
	10
	4
	A
	1

	117
	10
	4
	B
	-13

	118
	10
	4
	B
	-3

	119
	10
	4
	A
	4

	120
	10
	4
	A
	-2

	121
	10
	5
	B
	0

	122
	10
	5
	B
	-3

	123
	10
	5
	A
	-2

	124
	10
	5
	B
	-5

	125
	10
	5
	B
	3

	126
	10
	5
	C
	-16

	127
	10
	5
	B
	-2

	128
	10
	5
	B
	4

	129
	10
	5
	A
	7

	130
	10
	5
	B
	16

	131
	10
	5
	B
	-2

	132
	10
	5
	C
	5

	133
	10
	5
	B
	11

	134
	10
	5
	B
	2

	135
	10
	5
	A
	10

	136
	10
	5
	B
	-5

	137
	10
	5
	B
	4

	138
	10
	5
	C
	3

	139
	10
	5
	B
	-2

	140
	10
	5
	B
	2

	141
	10
	5
	A
	-2

	142
	10
	5
	B
	1

	143
	10
	5
	B
	-2

	144
	10
	5
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	145
	10
	5
	B
	-4

	146
	10
	5
	B
	17

	147
	10
	5
	C
	-3

	148
	10
	5
	B
	3

	149
	10
	5
	A
	3

	150
	10
	5
	B
	7

	151
	10
	6
	B
	-3

	152
	10
	6
	B
	-7

	153
	10
	6
	A
	1

	154
	10
	6
	B
	9

	155
	10
	6
	C
	-1

	156
	10
	6
	C
	-10

	157
	10
	6
	A
	6

	158
	10
	6
	B
	0

	159
	10
	6
	C
	-8

	160
	10
	6
	C
	-1

	161
	10
	6
	A
	-2

	162
	10
	6
	B
	11

	163
	10
	6
	C
	2

	164
	10
	6
	C
	8

	165
	10
	6
	A
	-7

	166
	10
	6
	C
	16

	167
	10
	6
	B
	-3

	168
	10
	6
	C
	17

	169
	10
	6
	B
	15

	170
	10
	6
	C
	-16

	171
	10
	6
	A
	2

	172
	10
	6
	C
	18

	173
	10
	6
	A
	-4

	174
	10
	6
	B
	-2

	175
	10
	6
	C
	-6

	176
	10
	6
	C
	-3

	177
	10
	6
	B
	-14

	178
	10
	6
	B
	7

	179
	10
	6
	C
	11

	180
	10
	6
	B
	8

	181
	10
	7
	B
	-5

	182
	10
	7
	A
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	183
	10
	7
	B
	-9

	184
	10
	7
	A
	-4

	185
	10
	7
	C
	-20

	186
	10
	7
	A
	1

	187
	10
	7
	B
	10

	188
	10
	7
	A
	1

	189
	10
	7
	B
	-1

	190
	10
	7
	C
	-7

	191
	10
	7
	A
	8

	192
	10
	7
	C
	20

	193
	10
	7
	B
	2

	194
	10
	7
	C
	19

	195
	10
	7
	C
	1

	196
	10
	7
	B
	-3

	197
	10
	7
	A
	3

	198
	10
	7
	C
	12

	199
	10
	7
	A
	7

	200
	10
	7
	C
	9

	201
	10
	7
	B
	-8

	202
	10
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	10
	7
	A
	0

	204
	10
	7
	A
	5

	205
	10
	7
	B
	13

	206
	10
	7
	B
	8

	207
	10
	7
	C
	-4

	208
	10
	7
	A
	0

	209
	10
	7
	B
	-3

	210
	10
	7
	C
	24

	211
	10
	8
	A
	-5

	212
	10
	8
	C
	-21

	213
	10
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	10
	8
	C
	-20

	215
	10
	8
	B
	-8

	216
	10
	8
	A
	-5

	217
	10
	8
	B
	-11

	218
	10
	8
	C
	-30

	219
	10
	8
	B
	-9

	220
	10
	8
	C
	-29


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	221
	10
	8
	A
	4

	222
	10
	8
	C
	-29

	223
	10
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	10
	8
	B
	4

	225
	10
	8
	A
	-4

	226
	10
	8
	A
	0

	227
	10
	8
	C
	-14

	228
	10
	8
	A
	-3

	229
	10
	8
	B
	-8

	230
	10
	8
	B
	-2

	231
	10
	8
	C
	-18

	232
	10
	8
	B
	-11

	233
	10
	8
	A
	1

	234
	10
	8
	B
	-9

	235
	10
	8
	A
	-9

	236
	10
	8
	C
	-22

	237
	10
	8
	B
	-12

	238
	10
	8
	B
	-6

	239
	10
	8
	C
	-21

	240
	10
	8
	C
	-23

	1
	11
	1
	A
	44

	2
	11
	1
	B
	15

	3
	11
	1
	A
	24

	4
	11
	1
	B
	0

	5
	11
	1
	A
	26

	6
	11
	1
	C
	10

	7
	11
	1
	A
	5

	8
	11
	1
	B
	4

	9
	11
	1
	A
	29

	10
	11
	1
	A
	29

	11
	11
	1
	C
	24

	12
	11
	1
	B
	29

	13
	11
	1
	C
	25

	14
	11
	1
	C
	14

	15
	11
	1
	B
	16

	16
	11
	1
	A
	20

	17
	11
	1
	C
	27

	18
	11
	1
	A
	32


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	19
	11
	1
	C
	22

	20
	11
	1
	B
	1

	21
	11
	1
	C
	21

	22
	11
	1
	C
	29

	23
	11
	1
	A
	37

	24
	11
	1
	B
	36

	25
	11
	1
	C
	29

	26
	11
	1
	B
	27

	27
	11
	1
	A
	19

	28
	11
	1
	B
	8

	29
	11
	1
	B
	16

	30
	11
	1
	C
	14

	31
	11
	2
	C
	22

	32
	11
	2
	A
	13

	33
	11
	2
	A
	-5

	34
	11
	2
	B
	10

	35
	11
	2
	A
	19

	36
	11
	2
	A
	10

	37
	11
	2
	C
	-29

	38
	11
	2
	A
	1

	39
	11
	2
	A
	-1

	40
	11
	2
	C
	-17

	41
	11
	2
	A
	-10

	42
	11
	2
	B
	-9

	43
	11
	2
	A
	3

	44
	11
	2
	C
	-8

	45
	11
	2
	C
	3

	46
	11
	2
	B
	-7

	47
	11
	2
	B
	1

	48
	11
	2
	C
	-19

	49
	11
	2
	B
	-1

	50
	11
	2
	B
	-4

	51
	11
	2
	A
	1

	52
	11
	2
	C
	-13

	53
	11
	2
	A
	5

	54
	11
	2
	C
	5

	55
	11
	2
	B
	-3

	56
	11
	2
	A
	8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	57
	11
	2
	C
	-8

	58
	11
	2
	A
	-3

	59
	11
	2
	A
	2

	60
	11
	2
	C
	-5

	61
	11
	3
	C
	10

	62
	11
	3
	C
	0

	63
	11
	3
	A
	-1

	64
	11
	3
	C
	-15

	65
	11
	3
	C
	-2

	66
	11
	3
	B
	1

	67
	11
	3
	C
	-3

	68
	11
	3
	A
	0

	69
	11
	3
	C
	5

	70
	11
	3
	C
	15

	71
	11
	3
	A
	15

	72
	11
	3
	C
	29

	73
	11
	3
	B
	2

	74
	11
	3
	C
	10

	75
	11
	3
	A
	-2

	76
	11
	3
	A
	-3

	77
	11
	3
	C
	8

	78
	11
	3
	C
	-5

	79
	11
	3
	B
	-6

	80
	11
	3
	B
	4

	81
	11
	3
	C
	-11

	82
	11
	3
	A
	0

	83
	11
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	11
	3
	A
	-5

	85
	11
	3
	C
	-22

	86
	11
	3
	C
	-5

	87
	11
	3
	B
	-14

	88
	11
	3
	C
	-8

	89
	11
	3
	A
	3

	90
	11
	3
	B
	2

	91
	11
	4
	B
	-8

	92
	11
	4
	B
	13

	93
	11
	4
	A
	-10

	94
	11
	4
	C
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	95
	11
	4
	C
	-25

	96
	11
	4
	B
	-3

	97
	11
	4
	C
	-5

	98
	11
	4
	C
	-20

	99
	11
	4
	A
	0

	100
	11
	4
	C
	4

	101
	11
	4
	C
	-4

	102
	11
	4
	B
	15

	103
	11
	4
	C
	20

	104
	11
	4
	C
	-31

	105
	11
	4
	A
	-5

	106
	11
	4
	C
	-8

	107
	11
	4
	B
	-4

	108
	11
	4
	C
	12

	109
	11
	4
	A
	-2

	110
	11
	4
	C
	-24

	111
	11
	4
	C
	8

	112
	11
	4
	B
	-14

	113
	11
	4
	C
	8

	114
	11
	4
	A
	0

	115
	11
	4
	C
	0

	116
	11
	4
	B
	-11

	117
	11
	4
	A
	4

	118
	11
	4
	C
	8

	119
	11
	4
	C
	-29

	120
	11
	4
	B
	-3

	121
	11
	5
	C
	0

	122
	11
	5
	B
	-3

	123
	11
	5
	B
	-7

	124
	11
	5
	C
	0

	125
	11
	5
	C
	3

	126
	11
	5
	A
	0

	127
	11
	5
	C
	-5

	128
	11
	5
	A
	-5

	129
	11
	5
	C
	-10

	130
	11
	5
	B
	-9

	131
	11
	5
	B
	4

	132
	11
	5
	C
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	133
	11
	5
	B
	7

	134
	11
	5
	C
	8

	135
	11
	5
	C
	-8

	136
	11
	5
	B
	1

	137
	11
	5
	C
	-2

	138
	11
	5
	B
	-10

	139
	11
	5
	A
	-3

	140
	11
	5
	C
	-2

	141
	11
	5
	C
	-2

	142
	11
	5
	B
	-8

	143
	11
	5
	C
	2

	144
	11
	5
	A
	16

	145
	11
	5
	B
	2

	146
	11
	5
	C
	15

	147
	11
	5
	C
	-6

	148
	11
	5
	B
	-11

	149
	11
	5
	C
	19

	150
	11
	5
	C
	-16

	151
	11
	6
	A
	1

	152
	11
	6
	B
	0

	153
	11
	6
	A
	3

	154
	11
	6
	C
	-20

	155
	11
	6
	A
	-5

	156
	11
	6
	A
	1

	157
	11
	6
	C
	-24

	158
	11
	6
	C
	-11

	159
	11
	6
	B
	-10

	160
	11
	6
	C
	-8

	161
	11
	6
	A
	0

	162
	11
	6
	C
	3

	163
	11
	6
	B
	6

	164
	11
	6
	C
	-3

	165
	11
	6
	A
	-1

	166
	11
	6
	B
	-3

	167
	11
	6
	B
	-11

	168
	11
	6
	C
	5

	169
	11
	6
	B
	-8

	170
	11
	6
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	171
	11
	6
	C
	5

	172
	11
	6
	A
	3

	173
	11
	6
	B
	23

	174
	11
	6
	B
	7

	175
	11
	6
	A
	1

	176
	11
	6
	A
	-9

	177
	11
	6
	C
	-7

	178
	11
	6
	C
	-1

	179
	11
	6
	B
	-1

	180
	11
	6
	A
	-2

	181
	11
	7
	B
	-2

	182
	11
	7
	A
	-6

	183
	11
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	11
	7
	A
	-2

	185
	11
	7
	C
	-16

	186
	11
	7
	A
	-7

	187
	11
	7
	B
	-7

	188
	11
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	11
	7
	B
	-7

	190
	11
	7
	C
	-13

	191
	11
	7
	A
	-2

	192
	11
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	11
	7
	B
	-9

	194
	11
	7
	C
	2

	195
	11
	7
	C
	-18

	196
	11
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	11
	7
	A
	2

	198
	11
	7
	C
	-14

	199
	11
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	11
	7
	C
	5

	201
	11
	7
	B
	-8

	202
	11
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	11
	7
	A
	5

	204
	11
	7
	A
	-1

	205
	11
	7
	B
	1

	206
	11
	7
	B
	-7

	207
	11
	7
	C
	-21

	208
	11
	7
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	209
	11
	7
	B
	-5

	210
	11
	7
	C
	6

	211
	11
	8
	A
	7

	212
	11
	8
	C
	-40

	213
	11
	8
	A
	9

	214
	11
	8
	C
	-1

	215
	11
	8
	B
	-16

	216
	11
	8
	A
	15

	217
	11
	8
	B
	3

	218
	11
	8
	C
	-8

	219
	11
	8
	B
	-12

	220
	11
	8
	C
	29

	221
	11
	8
	A
	4

	222
	11
	8
	C
	11

	223
	11
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	11
	8
	B
	1

	225
	11
	8
	A
	3

	226
	11
	8
	A
	17

	227
	11
	8
	C
	-21

	228
	11
	8
	A
	10

	229
	11
	8
	B
	14

	230
	11
	8
	B
	16

	231
	11
	8
	C
	3

	232
	11
	8
	B
	-2

	233
	11
	8
	A
	-4

	234
	11
	8
	B
	3

	235
	11
	8
	A
	2

	236
	11
	8
	C
	-16

	237
	11
	8
	B
	-4

	238
	11
	8
	B
	-8

	239
	11
	8
	C
	-3

	240
	11
	8
	C
	-5

	1
	12
	1
	A
	31

	2
	12
	1
	B
	21

	3
	12
	1
	A
	1

	4
	12
	1
	B
	12

	5
	12
	1
	A
	4

	6
	12
	1
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	7
	12
	1
	A
	13

	8
	12
	1
	B
	9

	9
	12
	1
	A
	7

	10
	12
	1
	A
	17

	11
	12
	1
	C
	12

	12
	12
	1
	B
	16

	13
	12
	1
	C
	24

	14
	12
	1
	C
	-3

	15
	12
	1
	B
	4

	16
	12
	1
	A
	17

	17
	12
	1
	C
	12

	18
	12
	1
	A
	10

	19
	12
	1
	C
	-6

	20
	12
	1
	B
	1

	21
	12
	1
	C
	-11

	22
	12
	1
	C
	-10

	23
	12
	1
	A
	14

	24
	12
	1
	B
	16

	25
	12
	1
	C
	2

	26
	12
	1
	B
	3

	27
	12
	1
	A
	9

	28
	12
	1
	B
	10

	29
	12
	1
	B
	3

	30
	12
	1
	C
	12

	31
	12
	2
	C
	20

	32
	12
	2
	A
	12

	33
	12
	2
	A
	-7

	34
	12
	2
	B
	-4

	35
	12
	2
	A
	-7

	36
	12
	2
	A
	-3

	37
	12
	2
	C
	-35

	38
	12
	2
	A
	-3

	39
	12
	2
	A
	-7

	40
	12
	2
	C
	-26

	41
	12
	2
	A
	-6

	42
	12
	2
	B
	-15

	43
	12
	2
	A
	4

	44
	12
	2
	C
	-22


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	45
	12
	2
	C
	-16

	46
	12
	2
	B
	-6

	47
	12
	2
	B
	0

	48
	12
	2
	C
	3

	49
	12
	2
	B
	0

	50
	12
	2
	B
	-1

	51
	12
	2
	A
	3

	52
	12
	2
	C
	-2

	53
	12
	2
	A
	0

	54
	12
	2
	C
	-10

	55
	12
	2
	B
	-8

	56
	12
	2
	A
	0

	57
	12
	2
	C
	10

	58
	12
	2
	A
	6

	59
	12
	2
	A
	2

	60
	12
	2
	C
	-9

	61
	12
	3
	C
	-3

	62
	12
	3
	C
	-9

	63
	12
	3
	A
	4

	64
	12
	3
	C
	-16

	65
	12
	3
	C
	-4

	66
	12
	3
	B
	2

	67
	12
	3
	C
	3

	68
	12
	3
	A
	-1

	69
	12
	3
	C
	3

	70
	12
	3
	C
	9

	71
	12
	3
	A
	3

	72
	12
	3
	C
	4

	73
	12
	3
	B
	4

	74
	12
	3
	C
	1

	75
	12
	3
	A
	3

	76
	12
	3
	A
	1

	77
	12
	3
	C
	13

	78
	12
	3
	C
	-1

	79
	12
	3
	B
	3

	80
	12
	3
	B
	-3

	81
	12
	3
	C
	-2

	82
	12
	3
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	83
	12
	3
	C
	9

	84
	12
	3
	A
	-4

	85
	12
	3
	C
	-7

	86
	12
	3
	C
	-3

	87
	12
	3
	B
	0

	88
	12
	3
	C
	-1

	89
	12
	3
	A
	-2

	90
	12
	3
	B
	7

	91
	12
	4
	B
	-12

	92
	12
	4
	B
	-4

	93
	12
	4
	A
	-2

	94
	12
	4
	C
	10

	95
	12
	4
	C
	-12

	96
	12
	4
	B
	-6

	97
	12
	4
	C
	-1

	98
	12
	4
	C
	-7

	99
	12
	4
	A
	2

	100
	12
	4
	C
	13

	101
	12
	4
	C
	-9

	102
	12
	4
	B
	-4

	103
	12
	4
	C
	29

	104
	12
	4
	C
	-13

	105
	12
	4
	A
	-1

	106
	12
	4
	C
	-10

	107
	12
	4
	B
	0

	108
	12
	4
	C
	-20

	109
	12
	4
	A
	-3

	110
	12
	4
	C
	-11

	111
	12
	4
	C
	-16

	112
	12
	4
	B
	-2

	113
	12
	4
	C
	-6

	114
	12
	4
	A
	-3

	115
	12
	4
	C
	-2

	116
	12
	4
	B
	-3

	117
	12
	4
	A
	1

	118
	12
	4
	C
	-13

	119
	12
	4
	C
	-10

	120
	12
	4
	B
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	121
	12
	5
	C
	-5

	122
	12
	5
	B
	-7

	123
	12
	5
	B
	-6

	124
	12
	5
	C
	-8

	125
	12
	5
	C
	-17

	126
	12
	5
	A
	-3

	127
	12
	5
	C
	-14

	128
	12
	5
	A
	-3

	129
	12
	5
	C
	10

	130
	12
	5
	B
	-3

	131
	12
	5
	B
	-4

	132
	12
	5
	C
	-3

	133
	12
	5
	B
	-8

	134
	12
	5
	C
	0

	135
	12
	5
	C
	-17

	136
	12
	5
	B
	-1

	137
	12
	5
	C
	0

	138
	12
	5
	B
	4

	139
	12
	5
	A
	1

	140
	12
	5
	C
	13

	141
	12
	5
	C
	-16

	142
	12
	5
	B
	1

	143
	12
	5
	C
	-14

	144
	12
	5
	A
	-3

	145
	12
	5
	B
	-4

	146
	12
	5
	C
	1

	147
	12
	5
	C
	-10

	148
	12
	5
	B
	-3

	149
	12
	5
	C
	6

	150
	12
	5
	C
	15

	151
	12
	6
	A
	4

	152
	12
	6
	B
	-7

	153
	12
	6
	A
	-5

	154
	12
	6
	C
	-9

	155
	12
	6
	A
	-6

	156
	12
	6
	A
	-3

	157
	12
	6
	C
	2

	158
	12
	6
	C
	-16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	159
	12
	6
	B
	-8

	160
	12
	6
	C
	-11

	161
	12
	6
	A
	-5

	162
	12
	6
	C
	-10

	163
	12
	6
	B
	-8

	164
	12
	6
	C
	-4

	165
	12
	6
	A
	-3

	166
	12
	6
	B
	-10

	167
	12
	6
	B
	-6

	168
	12
	6
	C
	-16

	169
	12
	6
	B
	-7

	170
	12
	6
	B
	-2

	171
	12
	6
	C
	-3

	172
	12
	6
	A
	-2

	173
	12
	6
	B
	-6

	174
	12
	6
	B
	-9

	175
	12
	6
	A
	-7

	176
	12
	6
	A
	-1

	177
	12
	6
	C
	2

	178
	12
	6
	C
	20

	179
	12
	6
	B
	-9

	180
	12
	6
	A
	0

	181
	12
	7
	B
	-6

	182
	12
	7
	A
	-4

	183
	12
	7
	B
	-15

	184
	12
	7
	A
	-6

	185
	12
	7
	C
	-6

	186
	12
	7
	A
	-5

	187
	12
	7
	B
	-12

	188
	12
	7
	A
	-7

	189
	12
	7
	B
	-11

	190
	12
	7
	C
	-15

	191
	12
	7
	A
	-6

	192
	12
	7
	C
	-10

	193
	12
	7
	B
	-11

	194
	12
	7
	C
	-5

	195
	12
	7
	C
	-8

	196
	12
	7
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	197
	12
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	12
	7
	C
	-4

	199
	12
	7
	A
	-8

	200
	12
	7
	C
	3

	201
	12
	7
	B
	-9

	202
	12
	7
	C
	-3

	203
	12
	7
	A
	-3

	204
	12
	7
	A
	-7

	205
	12
	7
	B
	-8

	206
	12
	7
	B
	-16

	207
	12
	7
	C
	-19

	208
	12
	7
	A
	-4

	209
	12
	7
	B
	-1

	210
	12
	7
	C
	-12

	211
	12
	8
	A
	6

	212
	12
	8
	C
	24

	213
	12
	8
	A
	-2

	214
	12
	8
	C
	15

	215
	12
	8
	B
	-4

	216
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	217
	12
	8
	B
	-3

	218
	12
	8
	C
	4

	219
	12
	8
	B
	-6

	220
	12
	8
	C
	-3

	221
	12
	8
	A
	-2

	222
	12
	8
	C
	10

	223
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	224
	12
	8
	B
	-10

	225
	12
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	227
	12
	8
	C
	3

	228
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	229
	12
	8
	B
	-6

	230
	12
	8
	B
	-15

	231
	12
	8
	C
	-1

	232
	12
	8
	B
	-8

	233
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	234
	12
	8
	B
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	235
	12
	8
	A
	-4

	236
	12
	8
	C
	-8

	237
	12
	8
	B
	-6

	238
	12
	8
	B
	-8

	239
	12
	8
	C
	-11

	240
	12
	8
	C
	-11

	1
	13
	1
	A
	-4

	2
	13
	1
	B
	2

	3
	13
	1
	A
	16

	4
	13
	1
	B
	-3

	5
	13
	1
	A
	13

	6
	13
	1
	C
	-22

	7
	13
	1
	A
	5

	8
	13
	1
	B
	-2

	9
	13
	1
	A
	6

	10
	13
	1
	A
	9

	11
	13
	1
	C
	-25

	12
	13
	1
	B
	-10

	13
	13
	1
	C
	-32

	14
	13
	1
	C
	-32

	15
	13
	1
	B
	-2

	16
	13
	1
	A
	-6

	17
	13
	1
	C
	-12

	18
	13
	1
	A
	3

	19
	13
	1
	C
	-23

	20
	13
	1
	B
	-4

	21
	13
	1
	C
	-21

	22
	13
	1
	C
	-10

	23
	13
	1
	A
	5

	24
	13
	1
	B
	-2

	25
	13
	1
	C
	-32

	26
	13
	1
	B
	-8

	27
	13
	1
	A
	4

	28
	13
	1
	B
	-13

	29
	13
	1
	B
	-5

	30
	13
	1
	C
	-20

	31
	13
	2
	C
	-11

	32
	13
	2
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	33
	13
	2
	B
	6

	34
	13
	2
	C
	-8

	35
	13
	2
	C
	-3

	36
	13
	2
	A
	-5

	37
	13
	2
	C
	-12

	38
	13
	2
	C
	-4

	39
	13
	2
	B
	0

	40
	13
	2
	C
	-10

	41
	13
	2
	C
	4

	42
	13
	2
	A
	-2

	43
	13
	2
	C
	-20

	44
	13
	2
	C
	0

	45
	13
	2
	A
	14

	46
	13
	2
	C
	-8

	47
	13
	2
	C
	-10

	48
	13
	2
	A
	3

	49
	13
	2
	C
	-6

	50
	13
	2
	A
	6

	51
	13
	2
	C
	1

	52
	13
	2
	C
	1

	53
	13
	2
	B
	-13

	54
	13
	2
	C
	-15

	55
	13
	2
	C
	-10

	56
	13
	2
	B
	-2

	57
	13
	2
	C
	15

	58
	13
	2
	A
	-8

	59
	13
	2
	C
	-10

	60
	13
	2
	C
	-23

	61
	13
	3
	A
	-1

	62
	13
	3
	A
	-2

	63
	13
	3
	C
	-3

	64
	13
	3
	A
	-4

	65
	13
	3
	C
	-10

	66
	13
	3
	C
	-5

	67
	13
	3
	A
	-3

	68
	13
	3
	B
	0

	69
	13
	3
	B
	-4

	70
	13
	3
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	71
	13
	3
	B
	-6

	72
	13
	3
	C
	-8

	73
	13
	3
	B
	5

	74
	13
	3
	C
	-6

	75
	13
	3
	B
	-1

	76
	13
	3
	C
	-16

	77
	13
	3
	C
	-2

	78
	13
	3
	A
	-4

	79
	13
	3
	A
	4

	80
	13
	3
	B
	2

	81
	13
	3
	B
	-1

	82
	13
	3
	C
	-7

	83
	13
	3
	B
	-11

	84
	13
	3
	C
	-20

	85
	13
	3
	C
	-4

	86
	13
	3
	A
	-1

	87
	13
	3
	C
	7

	88
	13
	3
	C
	4

	89
	13
	3
	A
	3

	90
	13
	3
	C
	2

	91
	13
	4
	C
	-1

	92
	13
	4
	B
	-9

	93
	13
	4
	C
	-8

	94
	13
	4
	C
	-1

	95
	13
	4
	B
	4

	96
	13
	4
	A
	-3

	97
	13
	4
	C
	3

	98
	13
	4
	C
	-11

	99
	13
	4
	B
	2

	100
	13
	4
	B
	2

	101
	13
	4
	C
	7

	102
	13
	4
	C
	3

	103
	13
	4
	A
	0

	104
	13
	4
	C
	-6

	105
	13
	4
	C
	-7

	106
	13
	4
	B
	5

	107
	13
	4
	A
	3

	108
	13
	4
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	109
	13
	4
	A
	-4

	110
	13
	4
	B
	10

	111
	13
	4
	A
	-5

	112
	13
	4
	C
	3

	113
	13
	4
	B
	-15

	114
	13
	4
	C
	-7

	115
	13
	4
	B
	3

	116
	13
	4
	C
	-2

	117
	13
	4
	C
	-15

	118
	13
	4
	A
	10

	119
	13
	4
	C
	-14

	120
	13
	4
	C
	4

	121
	13
	5
	C
	23

	122
	13
	5
	C
	20

	123
	13
	5
	B
	3

	124
	13
	5
	B
	-2

	125
	13
	5
	C
	-1

	126
	13
	5
	B
	-3

	127
	13
	5
	B
	6

	128
	13
	5
	C
	-7

	129
	13
	5
	A
	-5

	130
	13
	5
	C
	8

	131
	13
	5
	B
	-5

	132
	13
	5
	A
	-5

	133
	13
	5
	B
	-1

	134
	13
	5
	C
	-4

	135
	13
	5
	C
	-7

	136
	13
	5
	A
	6

	137
	13
	5
	B
	0

	138
	13
	5
	C
	-6

	139
	13
	5
	B
	-1

	140
	13
	5
	C
	1

	141
	13
	5
	B
	-5

	142
	13
	5
	A
	-3

	143
	13
	5
	C
	-3

	144
	13
	5
	C
	-4

	145
	13
	5
	A
	-2

	146
	13
	5
	B
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	147
	13
	5
	A
	0

	148
	13
	5
	B
	5

	149
	13
	5
	A
	-4

	150
	13
	5
	A
	7

	151
	13
	6
	C
	21

	152
	13
	6
	A
	-1

	153
	13
	6
	C
	23

	154
	13
	6
	C
	15

	155
	13
	6
	B
	3

	156
	13
	6
	C
	-11

	157
	13
	6
	B
	-3

	158
	13
	6
	A
	-7

	159
	13
	6
	B
	5

	160
	13
	6
	C
	0

	161
	13
	6
	C
	6

	162
	13
	6
	B
	-7

	163
	13
	6
	C
	4

	164
	13
	6
	A
	0

	165
	13
	6
	A
	1

	166
	13
	6
	C
	12

	167
	13
	6
	B
	-10

	168
	13
	6
	C
	0

	169
	13
	6
	C
	-6

	170
	13
	6
	B
	-10

	171
	13
	6
	C
	-5

	172
	13
	6
	B
	5

	173
	13
	6
	C
	-5

	174
	13
	6
	C
	-1

	175
	13
	6
	A
	-7

	176
	13
	6
	A
	0

	177
	13
	6
	C
	2

	178
	13
	6
	C
	-22

	179
	13
	6
	A
	0

	180
	13
	6
	C
	6

	181
	13
	7
	B
	1

	182
	13
	7
	A
	1

	183
	13
	7
	B
	-2

	184
	13
	7
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	185
	13
	7
	C
	-1

	186
	13
	7
	A
	0

	187
	13
	7
	B
	3

	188
	13
	7
	A
	5

	189
	13
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	13
	7
	C
	17

	191
	13
	7
	A
	3

	192
	13
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	13
	7
	B
	-6

	194
	13
	7
	C
	-3

	195
	13
	7
	C
	-6

	196
	13
	7
	B
	-4

	197
	13
	7
	A
	7

	198
	13
	7
	C
	1

	199
	13
	7
	A
	8

	200
	13
	7
	C
	-13

	201
	13
	7
	B
	1

	202
	13
	7
	C
	1

	203
	13
	7
	A
	-2

	204
	13
	7
	A
	-5

	205
	13
	7
	B
	6

	206
	13
	7
	B
	-5

	207
	13
	7
	C
	11

	208
	13
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	13
	7
	B
	-3

	210
	13
	7
	C
	-11

	211
	13
	8
	A
	5

	212
	13
	8
	C
	13

	213
	13
	8
	A
	11

	214
	13
	8
	C
	-15

	215
	13
	8
	B
	5

	216
	13
	8
	A
	2

	217
	13
	8
	B
	4

	218
	13
	8
	C
	-3

	219
	13
	8
	B
	-7

	220
	13
	8
	C
	-15

	221
	13
	8
	A
	8

	222
	13
	8
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	223
	13
	8
	A
	6

	224
	13
	8
	B
	-5

	225
	13
	8
	A
	18

	226
	13
	8
	A
	17

	227
	13
	8
	C
	2

	228
	13
	8
	A
	1

	229
	13
	8
	B
	-6

	230
	13
	8
	B
	9

	231
	13
	8
	C
	-8

	232
	13
	8
	B
	2

	233
	13
	8
	A
	5

	234
	13
	8
	B
	8

	235
	13
	8
	A
	8

	236
	13
	8
	C
	-2

	237
	13
	8
	B
	-2

	238
	13
	8
	B
	0

	239
	13
	8
	C
	-4

	240
	13
	8
	C
	0

	1
	14
	1
	A
	15

	2
	14
	1
	B
	33

	3
	14
	1
	A
	19

	4
	14
	1
	B
	24

	5
	14
	1
	A
	24

	6
	14
	1
	C
	-1

	7
	14
	1
	A
	24

	8
	14
	1
	B
	23

	9
	14
	1
	A
	20

	10
	14
	1
	A
	18

	11
	14
	1
	C
	-9

	12
	14
	1
	B
	19

	13
	14
	1
	C
	0

	14
	14
	1
	C
	-14

	15
	14
	1
	B
	9

	16
	14
	1
	A
	12

	17
	14
	1
	C
	0

	18
	14
	1
	A
	17

	19
	14
	1
	C
	-13

	20
	14
	1
	B
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	21
	14
	1
	C
	-7

	22
	14
	1
	C
	-12

	23
	14
	1
	A
	11

	24
	14
	1
	B
	0

	25
	14
	1
	C
	-21

	26
	14
	1
	B
	-1

	27
	14
	1
	A
	2

	28
	14
	1
	B
	-5

	29
	14
	1
	B
	-7

	30
	14
	1
	C
	-7

	31
	14
	2
	C
	-19

	32
	14
	2
	C
	-19

	33
	14
	2
	B
	-4

	34
	14
	2
	C
	-12

	35
	14
	2
	C
	11

	36
	14
	2
	A
	8

	37
	14
	2
	C
	-5

	38
	14
	2
	C
	-2

	39
	14
	2
	B
	-2

	40
	14
	2
	C
	10

	41
	14
	2
	C
	2

	42
	14
	2
	A
	13

	43
	14
	2
	C
	3

	44
	14
	2
	C
	-7

	45
	14
	2
	A
	14

	46
	14
	2
	C
	-7

	47
	14
	2
	C
	8

	48
	14
	2
	A
	9

	49
	14
	2
	C
	-1

	50
	14
	2
	A
	-1

	51
	14
	2
	C
	-6

	52
	14
	2
	C
	3

	53
	14
	2
	B
	-2

	54
	14
	2
	C
	9

	55
	14
	2
	C
	4

	56
	14
	2
	B
	-3

	57
	14
	2
	C
	-11

	58
	14
	2
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	59
	14
	2
	C
	-3

	60
	14
	2
	C
	-1

	61
	14
	3
	A
	5

	62
	14
	3
	A
	1

	63
	14
	3
	C
	-7

	64
	14
	3
	A
	3

	65
	14
	3
	C
	-16

	66
	14
	3
	C
	-8

	67
	14
	3
	A
	1

	68
	14
	3
	B
	-1

	69
	14
	3
	B
	-1

	70
	14
	3
	A
	4

	71
	14
	3
	B
	-2

	72
	14
	3
	C
	4

	73
	14
	3
	B
	-2

	74
	14
	3
	C
	10

	75
	14
	3
	B
	1

	76
	14
	3
	C
	-2

	77
	14
	3
	C
	3

	78
	14
	3
	A
	4

	79
	14
	3
	A
	9

	80
	14
	3
	B
	-5

	81
	14
	3
	B
	-9

	82
	14
	3
	C
	11

	83
	14
	3
	B
	2

	84
	14
	3
	C
	5

	85
	14
	3
	C
	-15

	86
	14
	3
	A
	-1

	87
	14
	3
	C
	4

	88
	14
	3
	C
	-23

	89
	14
	3
	A
	7

	90
	14
	3
	C
	-14

	91
	14
	4
	C
	-4

	92
	14
	4
	B
	-5

	93
	14
	4
	C
	-1

	94
	14
	4
	C
	1

	95
	14
	4
	B
	-9

	96
	14
	4
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	97
	14
	4
	C
	-5

	98
	14
	4
	C
	-7

	99
	14
	4
	B
	-10

	100
	14
	4
	B
	-5

	101
	14
	4
	C
	-20

	102
	14
	4
	C
	6

	103
	14
	4
	A
	3

	104
	14
	4
	C
	2

	105
	14
	4
	C
	-10

	106
	14
	4
	B
	-9

	107
	14
	4
	A
	3

	108
	14
	4
	C
	-3

	109
	14
	4
	A
	-1

	110
	14
	4
	B
	1

	111
	14
	4
	A
	0

	112
	14
	4
	C
	0

	113
	14
	4
	B
	-6

	114
	14
	4
	C
	-9

	115
	14
	4
	B
	-3

	116
	14
	4
	C
	-3

	117
	14
	4
	C
	-6

	118
	14
	4
	A
	2

	119
	14
	4
	C
	1

	120
	14
	4
	C
	1

	121
	14
	5
	C
	-16

	122
	14
	5
	C
	6

	123
	14
	5
	B
	-1

	124
	14
	5
	B
	-4

	125
	14
	5
	C
	-6

	126
	14
	5
	B
	-6

	127
	14
	5
	B
	0

	128
	14
	5
	C
	8

	129
	14
	5
	A
	3

	130
	14
	5
	C
	-3

	131
	14
	5
	B
	-8

	132
	14
	5
	A
	3

	133
	14
	5
	B
	-11

	134
	14
	5
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	135
	14
	5
	C
	5

	136
	14
	5
	A
	4

	137
	14
	5
	B
	1

	138
	14
	5
	C
	-3

	139
	14
	5
	B
	-3

	140
	14
	5
	C
	2

	141
	14
	5
	B
	-6

	142
	14
	5
	A
	-2

	143
	14
	5
	C
	-9

	144
	14
	5
	C
	-10

	145
	14
	5
	A
	4

	146
	14
	5
	B
	-10

	147
	14
	5
	A
	1

	148
	14
	5
	B
	-9

	149
	14
	5
	A
	-2

	150
	14
	5
	A
	-3

	151
	14
	6
	C
	-2

	152
	14
	6
	A
	4

	153
	14
	6
	C
	4

	154
	14
	6
	C
	7

	155
	14
	6
	B
	-6

	156
	14
	6
	C
	8

	157
	14
	6
	B
	-8

	158
	14
	6
	A
	3

	159
	14
	6
	B
	-3

	160
	14
	6
	C
	0

	161
	14
	6
	C
	-10

	162
	14
	6
	B
	-10

	163
	14
	6
	C
	0

	164
	14
	6
	A
	1

	165
	14
	6
	A
	2

	166
	14
	6
	C
	-1

	167
	14
	6
	B
	-6

	168
	14
	6
	C
	8

	169
	14
	6
	C
	-5

	170
	14
	6
	B
	-8

	171
	14
	6
	C
	16

	172
	14
	6
	B
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	173
	14
	6
	C
	-4

	174
	14
	6
	C
	5

	175
	14
	6
	A
	5

	176
	14
	6
	A
	4

	177
	14
	6
	C
	-5

	178
	14
	6
	C
	-4

	179
	14
	6
	A
	0

	180
	14
	6
	C
	-3

	181
	14
	7
	B
	-7

	182
	14
	7
	A
	-5

	183
	14
	7
	B
	-8

	184
	14
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	14
	7
	C
	-13

	186
	14
	7
	A
	-4

	187
	14
	7
	B
	-10

	188
	14
	7
	A
	3

	189
	14
	7
	B
	-9

	190
	14
	7
	C
	-5

	191
	14
	7
	A
	5

	192
	14
	7
	C
	-10

	193
	14
	7
	B
	-6

	194
	14
	7
	C
	-5

	195
	14
	7
	C
	3

	196
	14
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	14
	7
	A
	3

	198
	14
	7
	C
	0

	199
	14
	7
	A
	0

	200
	14
	7
	C
	5

	201
	14
	7
	B
	-3

	202
	14
	7
	C
	-2

	203
	14
	7
	A
	3

	204
	14
	7
	A
	5

	205
	14
	7
	B
	0

	206
	14
	7
	B
	-2

	207
	14
	7
	C
	9

	208
	14
	7
	A
	1

	209
	14
	7
	B
	-3

	210
	14
	7
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	211
	14
	8
	A
	3

	212
	14
	8
	C
	-12

	213
	14
	8
	A
	4

	214
	14
	8
	C
	0

	215
	14
	8
	B
	1

	216
	14
	8
	A
	4

	217
	14
	8
	B
	0

	218
	14
	8
	C
	10

	219
	14
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	14
	8
	C
	2

	221
	14
	8
	A
	23

	222
	14
	8
	C
	9

	223
	14
	8
	A
	2

	224
	14
	8
	B
	1

	225
	14
	8
	A
	2

	226
	14
	8
	A
	2

	227
	14
	8
	C
	9

	228
	14
	8
	A
	5

	229
	14
	8
	B
	-7

	230
	14
	8
	B
	0

	231
	14
	8
	C
	-4

	232
	14
	8
	B
	-3

	233
	14
	8
	A
	2

	234
	14
	8
	B
	-9

	235
	14
	8
	A
	8

	236
	14
	8
	C
	16

	237
	14
	8
	B
	-10

	238
	14
	8
	B
	1

	239
	14
	8
	C
	5

	240
	14
	8
	C
	5

	1
	15
	1
	A
	-6

	2
	15
	1
	B
	-3

	3
	15
	1
	A
	-6

	4
	15
	1
	B
	-8

	5
	15
	1
	A
	2

	6
	15
	1
	C
	-25

	7
	15
	1
	A
	2

	8
	15
	1
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	9
	15
	1
	A
	3

	10
	15
	1
	A
	2

	11
	15
	1
	C
	-16

	12
	15
	1
	B
	-8

	13
	15
	1
	C
	1

	14
	15
	1
	C
	-3

	15
	15
	1
	B
	-11

	16
	15
	1
	A
	4

	17
	15
	1
	C
	-3

	18
	15
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	15
	1
	C
	6

	20
	15
	1
	B
	18

	21
	15
	1
	C
	29

	22
	15
	1
	C
	17

	23
	15
	1
	A
	3

	24
	15
	1
	B
	-3

	25
	15
	1
	C
	9

	26
	15
	1
	B
	24

	27
	15
	1
	A
	-1

	28
	15
	1
	B
	4

	29
	15
	1
	B
	2

	30
	15
	1
	C
	8

	31
	15
	2
	C
	6

	32
	15
	2
	C
	-3

	33
	15
	2
	A
	3

	34
	15
	2
	C
	11

	35
	15
	2
	C
	-10

	36
	15
	2
	B
	-5

	37
	15
	2
	C
	-5

	38
	15
	2
	C
	3

	39
	15
	2
	A
	-2

	40
	15
	2
	C
	-9

	41
	15
	2
	C
	-21

	42
	15
	2
	B
	-14

	43
	15
	2
	B
	-8

	44
	15
	2
	C
	-1

	45
	15
	2
	C
	-2

	46
	15
	2
	A
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	47
	15
	2
	A
	-2

	48
	15
	2
	B
	-5

	49
	15
	2
	C
	0

	50
	15
	2
	C
	-5

	51
	15
	2
	B
	-11

	52
	15
	2
	C
	8

	53
	15
	2
	C
	-18

	54
	15
	2
	B
	-16

	55
	15
	2
	C
	-15

	56
	15
	2
	A
	13

	57
	15
	2
	B
	-2

	58
	15
	2
	C
	5

	59
	15
	2
	C
	16

	60
	15
	2
	B
	-2

	61
	15
	3
	C
	0

	62
	15
	3
	C
	7

	63
	15
	3
	B
	0

	64
	15
	3
	C
	17

	65
	15
	3
	B
	17

	66
	15
	3
	C
	29

	67
	15
	3
	B
	5

	68
	15
	3
	C
	14

	69
	15
	3
	A
	6

	70
	15
	3
	B
	3

	71
	15
	3
	A
	3

	72
	15
	3
	B
	-8

	73
	15
	3
	A
	5

	74
	15
	3
	B
	-8

	75
	15
	3
	B
	-4

	76
	15
	3
	C
	-6

	77
	15
	3
	C
	-13

	78
	15
	3
	B
	0

	79
	15
	3
	A
	1

	80
	15
	3
	C
	-23

	81
	15
	3
	A
	-2

	82
	15
	3
	B
	-8

	83
	15
	3
	C
	-11

	84
	15
	3
	A
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	85
	15
	3
	C
	18

	86
	15
	3
	B
	-6

	87
	15
	3
	C
	6

	88
	15
	3
	C
	2

	89
	15
	3
	B
	-11

	90
	15
	3
	B
	-6

	91
	15
	4
	C
	-18

	92
	15
	4
	A
	-6

	93
	15
	4
	C
	-7

	94
	15
	4
	B
	-12

	95
	15
	4
	C
	-14

	96
	15
	4
	B
	-8

	97
	15
	4
	C
	11

	98
	15
	4
	C
	17

	99
	15
	4
	B
	-14

	100
	15
	4
	C
	22

	101
	15
	4
	C
	22

	102
	15
	4
	B
	-10

	103
	15
	4
	B
	-2

	104
	15
	4
	C
	2

	105
	15
	4
	B
	7

	106
	15
	4
	C
	16

	107
	15
	4
	C
	12

	108
	15
	4
	B
	-9

	109
	15
	4
	C
	13

	110
	15
	4
	C
	18

	111
	15
	4
	A
	-6

	112
	15
	4
	C
	3

	113
	15
	4
	C
	22

	114
	15
	4
	B
	-9

	115
	15
	4
	A
	4

	116
	15
	4
	C
	-6

	117
	15
	4
	B
	-13

	118
	15
	4
	A
	-3

	119
	15
	4
	C
	-8

	120
	15
	4
	C
	-8

	121
	15
	5
	B
	-10

	122
	15
	5
	C
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	123
	15
	5
	C
	-23

	124
	15
	5
	B
	-6

	125
	15
	5
	B
	-15

	126
	15
	5
	C
	-16

	127
	15
	5
	B
	-17

	128
	15
	5
	B
	-5

	129
	15
	5
	C
	-14

	130
	15
	5
	C
	-2

	131
	15
	5
	A
	0

	132
	15
	5
	B
	-2

	133
	15
	5
	C
	-5

	134
	15
	5
	A
	4

	135
	15
	5
	C
	-3

	136
	15
	5
	C
	-16

	137
	15
	5
	A
	4

	138
	15
	5
	C
	-11

	139
	15
	5
	B
	-1

	140
	15
	5
	C
	-3

	141
	15
	5
	A
	2

	142
	15
	5
	C
	11

	143
	15
	5
	A
	9

	144
	15
	5
	B
	3

	145
	15
	5
	C
	2

	146
	15
	5
	C
	14

	147
	15
	5
	B
	-4

	148
	15
	5
	C
	22

	149
	15
	5
	C
	26

	150
	15
	5
	B
	-1

	151
	15
	6
	C
	-3

	152
	15
	6
	B
	-6

	153
	15
	6
	B
	-3

	154
	15
	6
	C
	-8

	155
	15
	6
	C
	5

	156
	15
	6
	A
	7

	157
	15
	6
	C
	19

	158
	15
	6
	A
	13

	159
	15
	6
	A
	11

	160
	15
	6
	C
	10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	161
	15
	6
	B
	1

	162
	15
	6
	C
	23

	163
	15
	6
	C
	27

	164
	15
	6
	B
	-11

	165
	15
	6
	C
	5

	166
	15
	6
	B
	-3

	167
	15
	6
	C
	21

	168
	15
	6
	B
	4

	169
	15
	6
	C
	27

	170
	15
	6
	B
	-10

	171
	15
	6
	C
	13

	172
	15
	6
	B
	1

	173
	15
	6
	C
	24

	174
	15
	6
	C
	3

	175
	15
	6
	A
	2

	176
	15
	6
	C
	8

	177
	15
	6
	A
	3

	178
	15
	6
	C
	10

	179
	15
	6
	C
	-11

	180
	15
	6
	B
	-11

	181
	15
	7
	B
	-6

	182
	15
	7
	A
	3

	183
	15
	7
	B
	-11

	184
	15
	7
	A
	-4

	185
	15
	7
	C
	-12

	186
	15
	7
	A
	4

	187
	15
	7
	B
	-11

	188
	15
	7
	A
	0

	189
	15
	7
	B
	-10

	190
	15
	7
	C
	2

	191
	15
	7
	A
	5

	192
	15
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	15
	7
	B
	-9

	194
	15
	7
	C
	8

	195
	15
	7
	C
	-7

	196
	15
	7
	B
	2

	197
	15
	7
	A
	23

	198
	15
	7
	C
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	199
	15
	7
	A
	8

	200
	15
	7
	C
	28

	201
	15
	7
	B
	-5

	202
	15
	7
	C
	5

	203
	15
	7
	A
	25

	204
	15
	7
	A
	2

	205
	15
	7
	B
	-11

	206
	15
	7
	B
	8

	207
	15
	7
	C
	6

	208
	15
	7
	A
	13

	209
	15
	7
	B
	2

	210
	15
	7
	C
	8

	211
	15
	8
	A
	-3

	212
	15
	8
	C
	8

	213
	15
	8
	A
	3

	214
	15
	8
	C
	5

	215
	15
	8
	B
	-11

	216
	15
	8
	A
	-2

	217
	15
	8
	B
	-6

	218
	15
	8
	C
	7

	219
	15
	8
	B
	-2

	220
	15
	8
	C
	-5

	221
	15
	8
	A
	1

	222
	15
	8
	C
	-13

	223
	15
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	15
	8
	B
	4

	225
	15
	8
	A
	4

	226
	15
	8
	A
	-3

	227
	15
	8
	C
	-10

	228
	15
	8
	A
	10

	229
	15
	8
	B
	4

	230
	15
	8
	B
	-2

	231
	15
	8
	C
	-14

	232
	15
	8
	B
	-10

	233
	15
	8
	A
	3

	234
	15
	8
	B
	0

	235
	15
	8
	A
	4

	236
	15
	8
	C
	16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	237
	15
	8
	B
	-2

	238
	15
	8
	B
	-2

	239
	15
	8
	C
	-15

	240
	15
	8
	C
	14

	1
	16
	1
	A
	30

	2
	16
	1
	B
	-2

	3
	16
	1
	A
	-2

	4
	16
	1
	B
	6

	5
	16
	1
	A
	14

	6
	16
	1
	C
	-9

	7
	16
	1
	A
	15

	8
	16
	1
	B
	19

	9
	16
	1
	A
	9

	10
	16
	1
	A
	26

	11
	16
	1
	C
	-8

	12
	16
	1
	B
	21

	13
	16
	1
	C
	-14

	14
	16
	1
	C
	18

	15
	16
	1
	B
	26

	16
	16
	1
	A
	12

	17
	16
	1
	C
	-15

	18
	16
	1
	A
	29

	19
	16
	1
	C
	-9

	20
	16
	1
	B
	10

	21
	16
	1
	C
	4

	22
	16
	1
	C
	-6

	23
	16
	1
	A
	20

	24
	16
	1
	B
	13

	25
	16
	1
	C
	-9

	26
	16
	1
	B
	-7

	27
	16
	1
	A
	12

	28
	16
	1
	B
	-1

	29
	16
	1
	B
	5

	30
	16
	1
	C
	12

	31
	16
	2
	C
	2

	32
	16
	2
	C
	-11

	33
	16
	2
	A
	8

	34
	16
	2
	C
	-16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	35
	16
	2
	C
	-11

	36
	16
	2
	B
	6

	37
	16
	2
	C
	-15

	38
	16
	2
	C
	3

	39
	16
	2
	A
	0

	40
	16
	2
	C
	-21

	41
	16
	2
	C
	12

	42
	16
	2
	B
	-1

	43
	16
	2
	B
	-4

	44
	16
	2
	C
	-19

	45
	16
	2
	C
	9

	46
	16
	2
	A
	3

	47
	16
	2
	A
	5

	48
	16
	2
	B
	-1

	49
	16
	2
	C
	-19

	50
	16
	2
	C
	13

	51
	16
	2
	B
	-14

	52
	16
	2
	C
	-12

	53
	16
	2
	C
	-4

	54
	16
	2
	B
	-6

	55
	16
	2
	C
	9

	56
	16
	2
	A
	0

	57
	16
	2
	B
	-17

	58
	16
	2
	C
	-3

	59
	16
	2
	C
	-8

	60
	16
	2
	B
	-6

	61
	16
	3
	C
	-3

	62
	16
	3
	C
	-6

	63
	16
	3
	B
	-5

	64
	16
	3
	C
	-4

	65
	16
	3
	B
	-6

	66
	16
	3
	C
	-8

	67
	16
	3
	B
	-3

	68
	16
	3
	C
	-11

	69
	16
	3
	A
	-8

	70
	16
	3
	B
	-4

	71
	16
	3
	A
	-5

	72
	16
	3
	B
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	73
	16
	3
	A
	-2

	74
	16
	3
	B
	-8

	75
	16
	3
	B
	2

	76
	16
	3
	C
	-5

	77
	16
	3
	C
	1

	78
	16
	3
	B
	6

	79
	16
	3
	A
	-3

	80
	16
	3
	C
	4

	81
	16
	3
	A
	-6

	82
	16
	3
	B
	-10

	83
	16
	3
	C
	-9

	84
	16
	3
	A
	6

	85
	16
	3
	C
	10

	86
	16
	3
	B
	-1

	87
	16
	3
	C
	-16

	88
	16
	3
	C
	-4

	89
	16
	3
	B
	-6

	90
	16
	3
	B
	5

	91
	16
	4
	C
	9

	92
	16
	4
	A
	4

	93
	16
	4
	C
	5

	94
	16
	4
	B
	-2

	95
	16
	4
	C
	-7

	96
	16
	4
	B
	-15

	97
	16
	4
	C
	-9

	98
	16
	4
	C
	-9

	99
	16
	4
	B
	-9

	100
	16
	4
	C
	15

	101
	16
	4
	C
	-10

	102
	16
	4
	B
	-8

	103
	16
	4
	B
	-2

	104
	16
	4
	C
	-7

	105
	16
	4
	B
	-5

	106
	16
	4
	C
	-20

	107
	16
	4
	C
	7

	108
	16
	4
	B
	-5

	109
	16
	4
	C
	-9

	110
	16
	4
	C
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	111
	16
	4
	A
	0

	112
	16
	4
	C
	0

	113
	16
	4
	C
	-14

	114
	16
	4
	B
	-10

	115
	16
	4
	A
	-4

	116
	16
	4
	C
	-12

	117
	16
	4
	B
	-6

	118
	16
	4
	A
	-6

	119
	16
	4
	C
	-6

	120
	16
	4
	C
	-6

	121
	16
	5
	B
	-7

	122
	16
	5
	C
	-12

	123
	16
	5
	C
	-12

	124
	16
	5
	B
	-6

	125
	16
	5
	B
	-10

	126
	16
	5
	C
	5

	127
	16
	5
	B
	0

	128
	16
	5
	B
	-5

	129
	16
	5
	C
	-8

	130
	16
	5
	C
	-3

	131
	16
	5
	A
	-3

	132
	16
	5
	B
	-10

	133
	16
	5
	C
	-12

	134
	16
	5
	A
	-4

	135
	16
	5
	C
	-3

	136
	16
	5
	C
	-12

	137
	16
	5
	A
	-2

	138
	16
	5
	C
	-7

	139
	16
	5
	B
	-6

	140
	16
	5
	C
	3

	141
	16
	5
	A
	0

	142
	16
	5
	C
	7

	143
	16
	5
	A
	-1

	144
	16
	5
	B
	-4

	145
	16
	5
	C
	-13

	146
	16
	5
	C
	-7

	147
	16
	5
	B
	-7

	148
	16
	5
	C
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	149
	16
	5
	C
	-7

	150
	16
	5
	B
	-10

	151
	16
	6
	C
	-6

	152
	16
	6
	B
	-5

	153
	16
	6
	B
	-6

	154
	16
	6
	C
	-6

	155
	16
	6
	C
	6

	156
	16
	6
	A
	-1

	157
	16
	6
	C
	-5

	158
	16
	6
	A
	0

	159
	16
	6
	A
	-1

	160
	16
	6
	C
	-11

	161
	16
	6
	B
	-7

	162
	16
	6
	C
	6

	163
	16
	6
	C
	-4

	164
	16
	6
	B
	5

	165
	16
	6
	C
	-11

	166
	16
	6
	B
	-1

	167
	16
	6
	C
	-8

	168
	16
	6
	B
	-5

	169
	16
	6
	C
	4

	170
	16
	6
	B
	3

	171
	16
	6
	C
	0

	172
	16
	6
	B
	-10

	173
	16
	6
	C
	-8

	174
	16
	6
	C
	-9

	175
	16
	6
	A
	-1

	176
	16
	6
	C
	-14

	177
	16
	6
	A
	2

	178
	16
	6
	C
	5

	179
	16
	6
	C
	-3

	180
	16
	6
	B
	-4

	181
	16
	7
	B
	-1

	182
	16
	7
	A
	1

	183
	16
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	16
	7
	A
	1

	185
	16
	7
	C
	-3

	186
	16
	7
	A
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	187
	16
	7
	B
	-5

	188
	16
	7
	A
	-3

	189
	16
	7
	B
	-5

	190
	16
	7
	C
	-16

	191
	16
	7
	A
	-5

	192
	16
	7
	C
	-13

	193
	16
	7
	B
	-10

	194
	16
	7
	C
	-11

	195
	16
	7
	C
	-7

	196
	16
	7
	B
	-2

	197
	16
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	16
	7
	C
	-15

	199
	16
	7
	A
	-5

	200
	16
	7
	C
	-24

	201
	16
	7
	B
	-13

	202
	16
	7
	C
	-9

	203
	16
	7
	A
	2

	204
	16
	7
	A
	-5

	205
	16
	7
	B
	-9

	206
	16
	7
	B
	-18

	207
	16
	7
	C
	-12

	208
	16
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	16
	7
	B
	-5

	210
	16
	7
	C
	-11

	211
	16
	8
	A
	-17

	212
	16
	8
	C
	-7

	213
	16
	8
	A
	-7

	214
	16
	8
	C
	5

	215
	16
	8
	B
	-10

	216
	16
	8
	A
	-9

	217
	16
	8
	B
	-9

	218
	16
	8
	C
	4

	219
	16
	8
	B
	-13

	220
	16
	8
	C
	-14

	221
	16
	8
	A
	-7

	222
	16
	8
	C
	-8

	223
	16
	8
	A
	-12

	224
	16
	8
	B
	-13


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	225
	16
	8
	A
	-9

	226
	16
	8
	A
	-7

	227
	16
	8
	C
	-23

	228
	16
	8
	A
	-10

	229
	16
	8
	B
	-10

	230
	16
	8
	B
	-20

	231
	16
	8
	C
	-17

	232
	16
	8
	B
	-12

	233
	16
	8
	A
	-9

	234
	16
	8
	B
	-15

	235
	16
	8
	A
	-8

	236
	16
	8
	C
	-10

	237
	16
	8
	B
	-11

	238
	16
	8
	B
	-11

	239
	16
	8
	C
	-22

	240
	16
	8
	C
	4

	1
	17
	1
	A
	12

	2
	17
	1
	B
	12

	3
	17
	1
	A
	22

	4
	17
	1
	B
	1

	5
	17
	1
	A
	16

	6
	17
	1
	C
	9

	7
	17
	1
	A
	12

	8
	17
	1
	B
	21

	9
	17
	1
	A
	18

	10
	17
	1
	A
	17

	11
	17
	1
	C
	11

	12
	17
	1
	B
	17

	13
	17
	1
	C
	26

	14
	17
	1
	C
	6

	15
	17
	1
	B
	5

	16
	17
	1
	A
	8

	17
	17
	1
	C
	13

	18
	17
	1
	A
	25

	19
	17
	1
	C
	15

	20
	17
	1
	B
	12

	21
	17
	1
	C
	14

	22
	17
	1
	C
	14


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	23
	17
	1
	A
	22

	24
	17
	1
	B
	7

	25
	17
	1
	C
	24

	26
	17
	1
	B
	16

	27
	17
	1
	A
	15

	28
	17
	1
	B
	9

	29
	17
	1
	B
	14

	30
	17
	1
	C
	11

	31
	17
	2
	C
	-12

	32
	17
	2
	B
	1

	33
	17
	2
	C
	-7

	34
	17
	2
	A
	3

	35
	17
	2
	A
	-2

	36
	17
	2
	B
	1

	37
	17
	2
	A
	-1

	38
	17
	2
	A
	-3

	39
	17
	2
	B
	-2

	40
	17
	2
	A
	-4

	41
	17
	2
	B
	-7

	42
	17
	2
	B
	-1

	43
	17
	2
	C
	14

	44
	17
	2
	A
	-4

	45
	17
	2
	A
	3

	46
	17
	2
	C
	1

	47
	17
	2
	C
	-17

	48
	17
	2
	B
	0

	49
	17
	2
	A
	9

	50
	17
	2
	A
	-2

	51
	17
	2
	C
	8

	52
	17
	2
	A
	1

	53
	17
	2
	C
	-12

	54
	17
	2
	B
	-7

	55
	17
	2
	C
	-3

	56
	17
	2
	B
	-5

	57
	17
	2
	C
	-9

	58
	17
	2
	A
	1

	59
	17
	2
	A
	2

	60
	17
	2
	C
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	61
	17
	3
	C
	-7

	62
	17
	3
	A
	-1

	63
	17
	3
	C
	-4

	64
	17
	3
	C
	-6

	65
	17
	3
	B
	0

	66
	17
	3
	C
	3

	67
	17
	3
	C
	-6

	68
	17
	3
	A
	4

	69
	17
	3
	C
	4

	70
	17
	3
	A
	4

	71
	17
	3
	C
	8

	72
	17
	3
	A
	-3

	73
	17
	3
	C
	-5

	74
	17
	3
	C
	-10

	75
	17
	3
	B
	1

	76
	17
	3
	C
	-4

	77
	17
	3
	C
	14

	78
	17
	3
	A
	0

	79
	17
	3
	C
	2

	80
	17
	3
	B
	3

	81
	17
	3
	C
	11

	82
	17
	3
	B
	-3

	83
	17
	3
	B
	8

	84
	17
	3
	C
	6

	85
	17
	3
	B
	-3

	86
	17
	3
	C
	-7

	87
	17
	3
	C
	-5

	88
	17
	3
	A
	0

	89
	17
	3
	C
	-23

	90
	17
	3
	C
	-3

	91
	17
	4
	C
	-6

	92
	17
	4
	C
	-1

	93
	17
	4
	A
	-1

	94
	17
	4
	B
	-12

	95
	17
	4
	C
	-11

	96
	17
	4
	B
	-9

	97
	17
	4
	A
	-3

	98
	17
	4
	C
	8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	99
	17
	4
	A
	-2

	100
	17
	4
	C
	-5

	101
	17
	4
	C
	-6

	102
	17
	4
	B
	-10

	103
	17
	4
	C
	-4

	104
	17
	4
	B
	-2

	105
	17
	4
	C
	-2

	106
	17
	4
	C
	-1

	107
	17
	4
	B
	-2

	108
	17
	4
	C
	-3

	109
	17
	4
	C
	-3

	110
	17
	4
	A
	-4

	111
	17
	4
	C
	3

	112
	17
	4
	C
	-7

	113
	17
	4
	A
	-6

	114
	17
	4
	C
	-5

	115
	17
	4
	B
	-2

	116
	17
	4
	C
	0

	117
	17
	4
	B
	0

	118
	17
	4
	C
	-4

	119
	17
	4
	B
	12

	120
	17
	4
	C
	2

	121
	17
	5
	C
	11

	122
	17
	5
	B
	8

	123
	17
	5
	A
	-11

	124
	17
	5
	B
	-7

	125
	17
	5
	C
	3

	126
	17
	5
	C
	-1

	127
	17
	5
	B
	-1

	128
	17
	5
	A
	-3

	129
	17
	5
	C
	13

	130
	17
	5
	B
	-6

	131
	17
	5
	B
	1

	132
	17
	5
	C
	7

	133
	17
	5
	B
	7

	134
	17
	5
	B
	3

	135
	17
	5
	A
	0

	136
	17
	5
	A
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	137
	17
	5
	B
	-4

	138
	17
	5
	C
	11

	139
	17
	5
	C
	-13

	140
	17
	5
	A
	-2

	141
	17
	5
	B
	5

	142
	17
	5
	B
	1

	143
	17
	5
	A
	-3

	144
	17
	5
	C
	4

	145
	17
	5
	B
	-5

	146
	17
	5
	B
	-9

	147
	17
	5
	A
	-5

	148
	17
	5
	B
	0

	149
	17
	5
	B
	0

	150
	17
	5
	C
	-15

	151
	17
	6
	A
	-3

	152
	17
	6
	C
	2

	153
	17
	6
	C
	-15

	154
	17
	6
	B
	-9

	155
	17
	6
	A
	-6

	156
	17
	6
	C
	-5

	157
	17
	6
	C
	-11

	158
	17
	6
	B
	0

	159
	17
	6
	B
	-5

	160
	17
	6
	C
	4

	161
	17
	6
	C
	1

	162
	17
	6
	A
	7

	163
	17
	6
	A
	-3

	164
	17
	6
	C
	3

	165
	17
	6
	C
	2

	166
	17
	6
	A
	-6

	167
	17
	6
	C
	-5

	168
	17
	6
	A
	2

	169
	17
	6
	B
	4

	170
	17
	6
	C
	29

	171
	17
	6
	C
	-9

	172
	17
	6
	A
	-1

	173
	17
	6
	C
	5

	174
	17
	6
	A
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	175
	17
	6
	C
	12

	176
	17
	6
	B
	2

	177
	17
	6
	C
	-3

	178
	17
	6
	B
	2

	179
	17
	6
	B
	8

	180
	17
	6
	C
	0

	181
	17
	7
	B
	16

	182
	17
	7
	A
	-1

	183
	17
	7
	B
	0

	184
	17
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	17
	7
	C
	-13

	186
	17
	7
	A
	-4

	187
	17
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	17
	7
	A
	-5

	189
	17
	7
	B
	-11

	190
	17
	7
	C
	5

	191
	17
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	17
	7
	C
	-6

	193
	17
	7
	B
	0

	194
	17
	7
	C
	-23

	195
	17
	7
	C
	-20

	196
	17
	7
	B
	-1

	197
	17
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	17
	7
	C
	-4

	199
	17
	7
	A
	-2

	200
	17
	7
	C
	-20

	201
	17
	7
	B
	-10

	202
	17
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	17
	7
	A
	-1

	204
	17
	7
	A
	-5

	205
	17
	7
	B
	-6

	206
	17
	7
	B
	-7

	207
	17
	7
	C
	-13

	208
	17
	7
	A
	-4

	209
	17
	7
	B
	-7

	210
	17
	7
	C
	3

	211
	17
	8
	A
	-1

	212
	17
	8
	C
	-16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	213
	17
	8
	A
	-5

	214
	17
	8
	C
	-38

	215
	17
	8
	B
	-4

	216
	17
	8
	A
	-4

	217
	17
	8
	B
	3

	218
	17
	8
	C
	-18

	219
	17
	8
	B
	-11

	220
	17
	8
	C
	-18

	221
	17
	8
	A
	2

	222
	17
	8
	C
	-15

	223
	17
	8
	A
	-1

	224
	17
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	17
	8
	A
	-1

	226
	17
	8
	A
	-6

	227
	17
	8
	C
	-16

	228
	17
	8
	A
	-6

	229
	17
	8
	B
	2

	230
	17
	8
	B
	22

	231
	17
	8
	C
	17

	232
	17
	8
	B
	-8

	233
	17
	8
	A
	-6

	234
	17
	8
	B
	-1

	235
	17
	8
	A
	-5

	236
	17
	8
	C
	-7

	237
	17
	8
	B
	-5

	238
	17
	8
	B
	-1

	239
	17
	8
	C
	-12

	240
	17
	8
	C
	-1

	1
	18
	1
	A
	-2

	2
	18
	1
	B
	6

	3
	18
	1
	A
	3

	4
	18
	1
	B
	-1

	5
	18
	1
	A
	3

	6
	18
	1
	C
	-30

	7
	18
	1
	A
	15

	8
	18
	1
	B
	-2

	9
	18
	1
	A
	4

	10
	18
	1
	A
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	11
	18
	1
	C
	-16

	12
	18
	1
	B
	2

	13
	18
	1
	C
	-30

	14
	18
	1
	C
	-24

	15
	18
	1
	B
	2

	16
	18
	1
	A
	9

	17
	18
	1
	C
	-30

	18
	18
	1
	A
	13

	19
	18
	1
	C
	-20

	20
	18
	1
	B
	-3

	21
	18
	1
	C
	-24

	22
	18
	1
	C
	-5

	23
	18
	1
	A
	6

	24
	18
	1
	B
	-3

	25
	18
	1
	C
	-23

	26
	18
	1
	B
	0

	27
	18
	1
	A
	7

	28
	18
	1
	B
	-1

	29
	18
	1
	B
	0

	30
	18
	1
	C
	-11

	31
	18
	2
	C
	-9

	32
	18
	2
	B
	-1

	33
	18
	2
	C
	-1

	34
	18
	2
	A
	13

	35
	18
	2
	A
	3

	36
	18
	2
	B
	-8

	37
	18
	2
	A
	7

	38
	18
	2
	A
	-2

	39
	18
	2
	B
	-4

	40
	18
	2
	A
	2

	41
	18
	2
	B
	-5

	42
	18
	2
	B
	2

	43
	18
	2
	C
	-20

	44
	18
	2
	A
	4

	45
	18
	2
	A
	6

	46
	18
	2
	C
	-9

	47
	18
	2
	C
	-15

	48
	18
	2
	B
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	49
	18
	2
	A
	7

	50
	18
	2
	A
	4

	51
	18
	2
	C
	-25

	52
	18
	2
	A
	10

	53
	18
	2
	C
	-1

	54
	18
	2
	B
	3

	55
	18
	2
	C
	-4

	56
	18
	2
	B
	1

	57
	18
	2
	C
	-13

	58
	18
	2
	A
	5

	59
	18
	2
	A
	3

	60
	18
	2
	C
	-20

	61
	18
	3
	C
	-16

	62
	18
	3
	A
	6

	63
	18
	3
	C
	-25

	64
	18
	3
	C
	-18

	65
	18
	3
	B
	0

	66
	18
	3
	C
	-20

	67
	18
	3
	C
	0

	68
	18
	3
	A
	2

	69
	18
	3
	C
	-18

	70
	18
	3
	A
	3

	71
	18
	3
	C
	-4

	72
	18
	3
	A
	-1

	73
	18
	3
	C
	-9

	74
	18
	3
	C
	-8

	75
	18
	3
	B
	-3

	76
	18
	3
	C
	-4

	77
	18
	3
	C
	-14

	78
	18
	3
	A
	-2

	79
	18
	3
	C
	-10

	80
	18
	3
	B
	-3

	81
	18
	3
	C
	-10

	82
	18
	3
	B
	-2

	83
	18
	3
	B
	3

	84
	18
	3
	C
	-6

	85
	18
	3
	B
	3

	86
	18
	3
	C
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	87
	18
	3
	C
	-7

	88
	18
	3
	A
	-3

	89
	18
	3
	C
	0

	90
	18
	3
	C
	-3

	91
	18
	4
	C
	13

	92
	18
	4
	C
	-6

	93
	18
	4
	A
	3

	94
	18
	4
	B
	-2

	95
	18
	4
	C
	-13

	96
	18
	4
	B
	2

	97
	18
	4
	A
	-3

	98
	18
	4
	C
	-13

	99
	18
	4
	A
	0

	100
	18
	4
	C
	4

	101
	18
	4
	C
	0

	102
	18
	4
	B
	-4

	103
	18
	4
	C
	4

	104
	18
	4
	B
	2

	105
	18
	4
	C
	-5

	106
	18
	4
	C
	2

	107
	18
	4
	B
	5

	108
	18
	4
	C
	2

	109
	18
	4
	C
	-9

	110
	18
	4
	A
	3

	111
	18
	4
	C
	-4

	112
	18
	4
	C
	1

	113
	18
	4
	A
	4

	114
	18
	4
	C
	-9

	115
	18
	4
	B
	1

	116
	18
	4
	C
	-8

	117
	18
	4
	B
	-4

	118
	18
	4
	C
	5

	119
	18
	4
	B
	-6

	120
	18
	4
	C
	-1

	121
	18
	5
	C
	3

	122
	18
	5
	B
	1

	123
	18
	5
	A
	3

	124
	18
	5
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	125
	18
	5
	C
	-1

	126
	18
	5
	C
	-3

	127
	18
	5
	B
	-6

	128
	18
	5
	A
	3

	129
	18
	5
	C
	-6

	130
	18
	5
	B
	-1

	131
	18
	5
	B
	-2

	132
	18
	5
	C
	-5

	133
	18
	5
	B
	-4

	134
	18
	5
	B
	6

	135
	18
	5
	A
	3

	136
	18
	5
	A
	-2

	137
	18
	5
	B
	-1

	138
	18
	5
	C
	-7

	139
	18
	5
	C
	-2

	140
	18
	5
	A
	-3

	141
	18
	5
	B
	-7

	142
	18
	5
	B
	-2

	143
	18
	5
	A
	0

	144
	18
	5
	C
	-13

	145
	18
	5
	B
	6

	146
	18
	5
	B
	2

	147
	18
	5
	A
	0

	148
	18
	5
	B
	-2

	149
	18
	5
	B
	-4

	150
	18
	5
	C
	-4

	151
	18
	6
	A
	-1

	152
	18
	6
	C
	4

	153
	18
	6
	C
	-2

	154
	18
	6
	B
	10

	155
	18
	6
	A
	4

	156
	18
	6
	C
	4

	157
	18
	6
	C
	6

	158
	18
	6
	B
	-2

	159
	18
	6
	B
	6

	160
	18
	6
	C
	3

	161
	18
	6
	C
	13

	162
	18
	6
	A
	8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	163
	18
	6
	A
	-2

	164
	18
	6
	C
	-5

	165
	18
	6
	C
	-1

	166
	18
	6
	A
	6

	167
	18
	6
	C
	-4

	168
	18
	6
	A
	0

	169
	18
	6
	B
	5

	170
	18
	6
	C
	-10

	171
	18
	6
	C
	-8

	172
	18
	6
	A
	2

	173
	18
	6
	C
	2

	174
	18
	6
	A
	4

	175
	18
	6
	C
	3

	176
	18
	6
	B
	5

	177
	18
	6
	C
	-7

	178
	18
	6
	B
	2

	179
	18
	6
	B
	10

	180
	18
	6
	C
	-1

	181
	18
	7
	B
	5

	182
	18
	7
	A
	1

	183
	18
	7
	B
	2

	184
	18
	7
	A
	2

	185
	18
	7
	C
	0

	186
	18
	7
	A
	2

	187
	18
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	18
	7
	A
	3

	189
	18
	7
	B
	-10

	190
	18
	7
	C
	-5

	191
	18
	7
	A
	0

	192
	18
	7
	C
	-6

	193
	18
	7
	B
	-7

	194
	18
	7
	C
	17

	195
	18
	7
	C
	-2

	196
	18
	7
	B
	-7

	197
	18
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	18
	7
	C
	-6

	199
	18
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	18
	7
	C
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	201
	18
	7
	B
	3

	202
	18
	7
	C
	1

	203
	18
	7
	A
	3

	204
	18
	7
	A
	-2

	205
	18
	7
	B
	-6

	206
	18
	7
	B
	-8

	207
	18
	7
	C
	-11

	208
	18
	7
	A
	-3

	209
	18
	7
	B
	-4

	210
	18
	7
	C
	-1

	211
	18
	8
	A
	1

	212
	18
	8
	C
	-1

	213
	18
	8
	A
	-5

	214
	18
	8
	C
	-13

	215
	18
	8
	B
	-3

	216
	18
	8
	A
	-4

	217
	18
	8
	B
	-9

	218
	18
	8
	C
	-10

	219
	18
	8
	B
	-1

	220
	18
	8
	C
	-12

	221
	18
	8
	A
	1

	222
	18
	8
	C
	-4

	223
	18
	8
	A
	6

	224
	18
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	18
	8
	A
	4

	226
	18
	8
	A
	-1

	227
	18
	8
	C
	0

	228
	18
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	18
	8
	B
	-4

	230
	18
	8
	B
	-8

	231
	18
	8
	C
	-20

	232
	18
	8
	B
	-5

	233
	18
	8
	A
	0

	234
	18
	8
	B
	-2

	235
	18
	8
	A
	-1

	236
	18
	8
	C
	-15

	237
	18
	8
	B
	-9

	238
	18
	8
	B
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	239
	18
	8
	C
	-19

	240
	18
	8
	C
	-13

	1
	19
	1
	A
	0

	2
	19
	1
	B
	4

	3
	19
	1
	A
	0

	4
	19
	1
	B
	3

	5
	19
	1
	A
	3

	6
	19
	1
	C
	-10

	7
	19
	1
	A
	4

	8
	19
	1
	B
	10

	9
	19
	1
	A
	3

	10
	19
	1
	A
	-1

	11
	19
	1
	C
	-8

	12
	19
	1
	B
	9

	13
	19
	1
	C
	5

	14
	19
	1
	C
	-7

	15
	19
	1
	B
	8

	16
	19
	1
	A
	12

	17
	19
	1
	C
	2

	18
	19
	1
	A
	11

	19
	19
	1
	C
	2

	20
	19
	1
	B
	10

	21
	19
	1
	C
	2

	22
	19
	1
	C
	3

	23
	19
	1
	A
	7

	24
	19
	1
	B
	15

	25
	19
	1
	C
	1

	26
	19
	1
	B
	15

	27
	19
	1
	A
	9

	28
	19
	1
	B
	22

	29
	19
	1
	B
	26

	30
	19
	1
	C
	10

	31
	19
	2
	B
	12

	32
	19
	2
	B
	-3

	33
	19
	2
	C
	-7

	34
	19
	2
	A
	5

	35
	19
	2
	B
	8

	36
	19
	2
	C
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	37
	19
	2
	B
	2

	38
	19
	2
	B
	0

	39
	19
	2
	C
	-9

	40
	19
	2
	B
	1

	41
	19
	2
	A
	2

	42
	19
	2
	B
	2

	43
	19
	2
	A
	-1

	44
	19
	2
	B
	0

	45
	19
	2
	B
	-4

	46
	19
	2
	A
	6

	47
	19
	2
	C
	-20

	48
	19
	2
	B
	-5

	49
	19
	2
	B
	-1

	50
	19
	2
	C
	-17

	51
	19
	2
	A
	1

	52
	19
	2
	C
	-15

	53
	19
	2
	B
	0

	54
	19
	2
	A
	-2

	55
	19
	2
	B
	4

	56
	19
	2
	B
	2

	57
	19
	2
	C
	6

	58
	19
	2
	B
	-1

	59
	19
	2
	A
	0

	60
	19
	2
	B
	-2

	61
	19
	3
	C
	-13

	62
	19
	3
	C
	-11

	63
	19
	3
	A
	6

	64
	19
	3
	C
	1

	65
	19
	3
	C
	-4

	66
	19
	3
	B
	3

	67
	19
	3
	C
	-13

	68
	19
	3
	C
	6

	69
	19
	3
	B
	11

	70
	19
	3
	C
	8

	71
	19
	3
	C
	-5

	72
	19
	3
	A
	4

	73
	19
	3
	C
	-2

	74
	19
	3
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	75
	19
	3
	B
	8

	76
	19
	3
	C
	4

	77
	19
	3
	C
	-4

	78
	19
	3
	B
	0

	79
	19
	3
	C
	0

	80
	19
	3
	A
	3

	81
	19
	3
	C
	-5

	82
	19
	3
	C
	-10

	83
	19
	3
	B
	12

	84
	19
	3
	C
	12

	85
	19
	3
	C
	-14

	86
	19
	3
	A
	7

	87
	19
	3
	C
	-15

	88
	19
	3
	A
	2

	89
	19
	3
	C
	-8

	90
	19
	3
	C
	-2

	91
	19
	4
	C
	-2

	92
	19
	4
	B
	3

	93
	19
	4
	B
	7

	94
	19
	4
	A
	-3

	95
	19
	4
	B
	0

	96
	19
	4
	C
	-18

	97
	19
	4
	B
	2

	98
	19
	4
	C
	1

	99
	19
	4
	C
	-12

	100
	19
	4
	B
	10

	101
	19
	4
	C
	-6

	102
	19
	4
	B
	8

	103
	19
	4
	A
	0

	104
	19
	4
	A
	2

	105
	19
	4
	B
	-5

	106
	19
	4
	B
	-2

	107
	19
	4
	C
	0

	108
	19
	4
	B
	-8

	109
	19
	4
	A
	3

	110
	19
	4
	C
	2

	111
	19
	4
	A
	-2

	112
	19
	4
	C
	-17


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	113
	19
	4
	C
	-7

	114
	19
	4
	B
	-4

	115
	19
	4
	C
	-10

	116
	19
	4
	B
	1

	117
	19
	4
	C
	12

	118
	19
	4
	A
	3

	119
	19
	4
	C
	-17

	120
	19
	4
	A
	-2

	121
	19
	5
	C
	-4

	122
	19
	5
	C
	-12

	123
	19
	5
	A
	3

	124
	19
	5
	C
	-19

	125
	19
	5
	C
	-7

	126
	19
	5
	B
	-6

	127
	19
	5
	C
	2

	128
	19
	5
	C
	-4

	129
	19
	5
	B
	-1

	130
	19
	5
	C
	-11

	131
	19
	5
	C
	-5

	132
	19
	5
	B
	7

	133
	19
	5
	C
	1

	134
	19
	5
	B
	2

	135
	19
	5
	C
	0

	136
	19
	5
	B
	4

	137
	19
	5
	C
	1

	138
	19
	5
	C
	0

	139
	19
	5
	B
	-1

	140
	19
	5
	C
	2

	141
	19
	5
	B
	5

	142
	19
	5
	C
	-1

	143
	19
	5
	B
	-5

	144
	19
	5
	C
	-15

	145
	19
	5
	A
	0

	146
	19
	5
	B
	1

	147
	19
	5
	A
	2

	148
	19
	5
	C
	-11

	149
	19
	5
	A
	-5

	150
	19
	5
	C
	-13


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	151
	19
	6
	C
	3

	152
	19
	6
	C
	-4

	153
	19
	6
	B
	0

	154
	19
	6
	B
	2

	155
	19
	6
	A
	-1

	156
	19
	6
	B
	0

	157
	19
	6
	C
	-14

	158
	19
	6
	C
	-1

	159
	19
	6
	A
	0

	160
	19
	6
	C
	-2

	161
	19
	6
	B
	1

	162
	19
	6
	B
	2

	163
	19
	6
	A
	-2

	164
	19
	6
	C
	1

	165
	19
	6
	A
	-4

	166
	19
	6
	C
	-8

	167
	19
	6
	A
	0

	168
	19
	6
	C
	1

	169
	19
	6
	A
	-2

	170
	19
	6
	C
	-4

	171
	19
	6
	C
	-6

	172
	19
	6
	B
	7

	173
	19
	6
	B
	1

	174
	19
	6
	C
	-7

	175
	19
	6
	B
	7

	176
	19
	6
	C
	4

	177
	19
	6
	C
	-7

	178
	19
	6
	B
	8

	179
	19
	6
	C
	12

	180
	19
	6
	C
	-3

	181
	19
	7
	B
	9

	182
	19
	7
	A
	-5

	183
	19
	7
	B
	-5

	184
	19
	7
	A
	-6

	185
	19
	7
	C
	0

	186
	19
	7
	A
	-3

	187
	19
	7
	B
	-5

	188
	19
	7
	A
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	189
	19
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	19
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	19
	7
	A
	-2

	192
	19
	7
	C
	-3

	193
	19
	7
	B
	-1

	194
	19
	7
	C
	-7

	195
	19
	7
	C
	-2

	196
	19
	7
	B
	0

	197
	19
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	19
	7
	C
	9

	199
	19
	7
	A
	-4

	200
	19
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	19
	7
	B
	0

	202
	19
	7
	C
	2

	203
	19
	7
	A
	0

	204
	19
	7
	A
	0

	205
	19
	7
	B
	-3

	206
	19
	7
	B
	3

	207
	19
	7
	C
	2

	208
	19
	7
	A
	-1

	209
	19
	7
	B
	2

	210
	19
	7
	C
	4

	211
	19
	8
	A
	5

	212
	19
	8
	C
	10

	213
	19
	8
	A
	1

	214
	19
	8
	C
	10

	215
	19
	8
	B
	4

	216
	19
	8
	A
	0

	217
	19
	8
	B
	7

	218
	19
	8
	C
	8

	219
	19
	8
	B
	1

	220
	19
	8
	C
	3

	221
	19
	8
	A
	0

	222
	19
	8
	C
	6

	223
	19
	8
	A
	-1

	224
	19
	8
	B
	11

	225
	19
	8
	A
	0

	226
	19
	8
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	227
	19
	8
	C
	2

	228
	19
	8
	A
	-3

	229
	19
	8
	B
	1

	230
	19
	8
	B
	3

	231
	19
	8
	C
	2

	232
	19
	8
	B
	-2

	233
	19
	8
	A
	0

	234
	19
	8
	B
	1

	235
	19
	8
	A
	-3

	236
	19
	8
	C
	4

	237
	19
	8
	B
	1

	238
	19
	8
	B
	2

	239
	19
	8
	C
	0

	240
	19
	8
	C
	4

	1
	20
	1
	A
	4

	2
	20
	1
	B
	11

	3
	20
	1
	A
	-5

	4
	20
	1
	B
	-11

	5
	20
	1
	A
	-5

	6
	20
	1
	C
	-24

	7
	20
	1
	A
	0

	8
	20
	1
	B
	-11

	9
	20
	1
	A
	1

	10
	20
	1
	A
	2

	11
	20
	1
	C
	-27

	12
	20
	1
	B
	-10

	13
	20
	1
	C
	-22

	14
	20
	1
	C
	-22

	15
	20
	1
	B
	-10

	16
	20
	1
	A
	2

	17
	20
	1
	C
	-35

	18
	20
	1
	A
	-2

	19
	20
	1
	C
	-32

	20
	20
	1
	B
	-11

	21
	20
	1
	C
	-33

	22
	20
	1
	C
	-28

	23
	20
	1
	A
	6

	24
	20
	1
	B
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	25
	20
	1
	C
	-21

	26
	20
	1
	B
	-13

	27
	20
	1
	A
	2

	28
	20
	1
	B
	-11

	29
	20
	1
	B
	-6

	30
	20
	1
	C
	-32

	31
	20
	2
	B
	-3

	32
	20
	2
	B
	4

	33
	20
	2
	C
	-11

	34
	20
	2
	A
	1

	35
	20
	2
	B
	-1

	36
	20
	2
	C
	-13

	37
	20
	2
	B
	-6

	38
	20
	2
	B
	5

	39
	20
	2
	C
	-2

	40
	20
	2
	B
	-6

	41
	20
	2
	A
	7

	42
	20
	2
	B
	1

	43
	20
	2
	A
	-2

	44
	20
	2
	B
	-5

	45
	20
	2
	B
	0

	46
	20
	2
	A
	2

	47
	20
	2
	C
	-2

	48
	20
	2
	B
	3

	49
	20
	2
	B
	0

	50
	20
	2
	C
	2

	51
	20
	2
	A
	5

	52
	20
	2
	C
	-3

	53
	20
	2
	B
	1

	54
	20
	2
	A
	5

	55
	20
	2
	B
	-6

	56
	20
	2
	B
	0

	57
	20
	2
	C
	2

	58
	20
	2
	B
	-2

	59
	20
	2
	A
	0

	60
	20
	2
	B
	5

	61
	20
	3
	C
	-5

	62
	20
	3
	C
	20


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	63
	20
	3
	A
	2

	64
	20
	3
	C
	-16

	65
	20
	3
	C
	-2

	66
	20
	3
	B
	-4

	67
	20
	3
	C
	14

	68
	20
	3
	C
	-15

	69
	20
	3
	B
	-9

	70
	20
	3
	C
	-1

	71
	20
	3
	C
	-10

	72
	20
	3
	A
	-2

	73
	20
	3
	C
	-3

	74
	20
	3
	C
	-5

	75
	20
	3
	B
	-9

	76
	20
	3
	C
	20

	77
	20
	3
	C
	1

	78
	20
	3
	B
	-2

	79
	20
	3
	C
	-17

	80
	20
	3
	A
	-1

	81
	20
	3
	C
	-10

	82
	20
	3
	C
	-4

	83
	20
	3
	B
	-3

	84
	20
	3
	C
	-7

	85
	20
	3
	C
	8

	86
	20
	3
	A
	2

	87
	20
	3
	C
	1

	88
	20
	3
	A
	-1

	89
	20
	3
	C
	-8

	90
	20
	3
	C
	-13

	91
	20
	4
	C
	1

	92
	20
	4
	B
	-8

	93
	20
	4
	B
	-6

	94
	20
	4
	A
	1

	95
	20
	4
	B
	-7

	96
	20
	4
	C
	-15

	97
	20
	4
	B
	1

	98
	20
	4
	C
	-5

	99
	20
	4
	C
	-4

	100
	20
	4
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	101
	20
	4
	C
	6

	102
	20
	4
	B
	-2

	103
	20
	4
	A
	0

	104
	20
	4
	A
	1

	105
	20
	4
	B
	-4

	106
	20
	4
	B
	6

	107
	20
	4
	C
	8

	108
	20
	4
	B
	-5

	109
	20
	4
	A
	5

	110
	20
	4
	C
	-12

	111
	20
	4
	A
	9

	112
	20
	4
	C
	4

	113
	20
	4
	C
	6

	114
	20
	4
	B
	4

	115
	20
	4
	C
	-2

	116
	20
	4
	B
	1

	117
	20
	4
	C
	1

	118
	20
	4
	A
	2

	119
	20
	4
	C
	0

	120
	20
	4
	A
	10

	121
	20
	5
	C
	-11

	122
	20
	5
	C
	-3

	123
	20
	5
	A
	7

	124
	20
	5
	C
	3

	125
	20
	5
	C
	4

	126
	20
	5
	B
	3

	127
	20
	5
	C
	0

	128
	20
	5
	C
	2

	129
	20
	5
	B
	-2

	130
	20
	5
	C
	-12

	131
	20
	5
	C
	7

	132
	20
	5
	B
	-4

	133
	20
	5
	C
	-11

	134
	20
	5
	B
	4

	135
	20
	5
	C
	7

	136
	20
	5
	B
	8

	137
	20
	5
	C
	4

	138
	20
	5
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	139
	20
	5
	B
	-2

	140
	20
	5
	C
	-6

	141
	20
	5
	B
	6

	142
	20
	5
	C
	19

	143
	20
	5
	B
	8

	144
	20
	5
	C
	9

	145
	20
	5
	A
	0

	146
	20
	5
	B
	-3

	147
	20
	5
	A
	-2

	148
	20
	5
	C
	-13

	149
	20
	5
	A
	-5

	150
	20
	5
	C
	-6

	151
	20
	6
	C
	-6

	152
	20
	6
	C
	-5

	153
	20
	6
	B
	3

	154
	20
	6
	B
	0

	155
	20
	6
	A
	-1

	156
	20
	6
	B
	-7

	157
	20
	6
	C
	-2

	158
	20
	6
	C
	-5

	159
	20
	6
	A
	-2

	160
	20
	6
	C
	5

	161
	20
	6
	B
	-3

	162
	20
	6
	B
	1

	163
	20
	6
	A
	-2

	164
	20
	6
	C
	-5

	165
	20
	6
	A
	2

	166
	20
	6
	C
	-1

	167
	20
	6
	A
	4

	168
	20
	6
	C
	0

	169
	20
	6
	A
	4

	170
	20
	6
	C
	-11

	171
	20
	6
	C
	4

	172
	20
	6
	B
	8

	173
	20
	6
	B
	-1

	174
	20
	6
	C
	12

	175
	20
	6
	B
	1

	176
	20
	6
	C
	13


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	177
	20
	6
	C
	3

	178
	20
	6
	B
	5

	179
	20
	6
	C
	6

	180
	20
	6
	C
	6

	181
	20
	7
	B
	2

	182
	20
	7
	A
	1

	183
	20
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	20
	7
	A
	3

	185
	20
	7
	C
	-12

	186
	20
	7
	A
	0

	187
	20
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	20
	7
	A
	4

	189
	20
	7
	B
	0

	190
	20
	7
	C
	-11

	191
	20
	7
	A
	2

	192
	20
	7
	C
	-11

	193
	20
	7
	B
	8

	194
	20
	7
	C
	7

	195
	20
	7
	C
	3

	196
	20
	7
	B
	-2

	197
	20
	7
	A
	3

	198
	20
	7
	C
	-5

	199
	20
	7
	A
	3

	200
	20
	7
	C
	3

	201
	20
	7
	B
	3

	202
	20
	7
	C
	10

	203
	20
	7
	A
	3

	204
	20
	7
	A
	8

	205
	20
	7
	B
	13

	206
	20
	7
	B
	8

	207
	20
	7
	C
	14

	208
	20
	7
	A
	12

	209
	20
	7
	B
	2

	210
	20
	7
	C
	4

	211
	20
	8
	A
	2

	212
	20
	8
	C
	13

	213
	20
	8
	A
	5

	214
	20
	8
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	215
	20
	8
	B
	6

	216
	20
	8
	A
	12

	217
	20
	8
	B
	8

	218
	20
	8
	C
	16

	219
	20
	8
	B
	13

	220
	20
	8
	C
	3

	221
	20
	8
	A
	16

	222
	20
	8
	C
	0

	223
	20
	8
	A
	16

	224
	20
	8
	B
	15

	225
	20
	8
	A
	11

	226
	20
	8
	A
	12

	227
	20
	8
	C
	4

	228
	20
	8
	A
	21

	229
	20
	8
	B
	12

	230
	20
	8
	B
	9

	231
	20
	8
	C
	8

	232
	20
	8
	B
	3

	233
	20
	8
	A
	10

	234
	20
	8
	B
	12

	235
	20
	8
	A
	8

	236
	20
	8
	C
	0

	237
	20
	8
	B
	3

	238
	20
	8
	B
	12

	239
	20
	8
	C
	7

	240
	20
	8
	C
	11

	1
	21
	1
	A
	0

	2
	21
	1
	B
	-17

	3
	21
	1
	A
	8

	4
	21
	1
	B
	-4

	5
	21
	1
	A
	-7

	6
	21
	1
	C
	-9

	7
	21
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	21
	1
	B
	-9

	9
	21
	1
	A
	-4

	10
	21
	1
	A
	-3

	11
	21
	1
	C
	-25

	12
	21
	1
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	13
	21
	1
	C
	-19

	14
	21
	1
	C
	-12

	15
	21
	1
	B
	-13

	16
	21
	1
	A
	0

	17
	21
	1
	C
	6

	18
	21
	1
	A
	-3

	19
	21
	1
	C
	-11

	20
	21
	1
	B
	-3

	21
	21
	1
	C
	-23

	22
	21
	1
	C
	-30

	23
	21
	1
	A
	8

	24
	21
	1
	B
	3

	25
	21
	1
	C
	-5

	26
	21
	1
	B
	0

	27
	21
	1
	A
	3

	28
	21
	1
	B
	-7

	29
	21
	1
	B
	7

	30
	21
	1
	C
	-4

	31
	21
	2
	C
	-17

	32
	21
	2
	C
	-5

	33
	21
	2
	B
	-8

	34
	21
	2
	C
	-5

	35
	21
	2
	C
	-18

	36
	21
	2
	A
	8

	37
	21
	2
	A
	0

	38
	21
	2
	C
	-17

	39
	21
	2
	A
	2

	40
	21
	2
	C
	6

	41
	21
	2
	C
	-28

	42
	21
	2
	B
	-7

	43
	21
	2
	B
	-4

	44
	21
	2
	C
	3

	45
	21
	2
	C
	-6

	46
	21
	2
	B
	2

	47
	21
	2
	C
	3

	48
	21
	2
	C
	-16

	49
	21
	2
	B
	3

	50
	21
	2
	C
	7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	51
	21
	2
	B
	6

	52
	21
	2
	C
	7

	53
	21
	2
	C
	0

	54
	21
	2
	B
	7

	55
	21
	2
	C
	2

	56
	21
	2
	C
	-9

	57
	21
	2
	A
	1

	58
	21
	2
	B
	4

	59
	21
	2
	C
	3

	60
	21
	2
	B
	1

	61
	21
	3
	C
	-16

	62
	21
	3
	C
	-12

	63
	21
	3
	B
	6

	64
	21
	3
	C
	-10

	65
	21
	3
	C
	8

	66
	21
	3
	B
	-4

	67
	21
	3
	C
	0

	68
	21
	3
	C
	4

	69
	21
	3
	A
	-2

	70
	21
	3
	B
	-3

	71
	21
	3
	A
	-1

	72
	21
	3
	C
	4

	73
	21
	3
	B
	-5

	74
	21
	3
	C
	-10

	75
	21
	3
	B
	0

	76
	21
	3
	C
	-1

	77
	21
	3
	C
	-9

	78
	21
	3
	A
	3

	79
	21
	3
	C
	-2

	80
	21
	3
	B
	1

	81
	21
	3
	C
	-8

	82
	21
	3
	A
	1

	83
	21
	3
	B
	1

	84
	21
	3
	B
	-9

	85
	21
	3
	A
	2

	86
	21
	3
	C
	1

	87
	21
	3
	C
	-9

	88
	21
	3
	B
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	89
	21
	3
	C
	-4

	90
	21
	3
	C
	-6

	91
	21
	4
	B
	-2

	92
	21
	4
	C
	-3

	93
	21
	4
	B
	-5

	94
	21
	4
	C
	16

	95
	21
	4
	C
	-3

	96
	21
	4
	A
	7

	97
	21
	4
	A
	3

	98
	21
	4
	C
	5

	99
	21
	4
	C
	-10

	100
	21
	4
	B
	-7

	101
	21
	4
	C
	-10

	102
	21
	4
	C
	-2

	103
	21
	4
	A
	3

	104
	21
	4
	A
	5

	105
	21
	4
	B
	3

	106
	21
	4
	C
	2

	107
	21
	4
	B
	-6

	108
	21
	4
	C
	-11

	109
	21
	4
	B
	-4

	110
	21
	4
	C
	-4

	111
	21
	4
	C
	-9

	112
	21
	4
	B
	-3

	113
	21
	4
	C
	2

	114
	21
	4
	B
	-8

	115
	21
	4
	C
	-11

	116
	21
	4
	C
	0

	117
	21
	4
	B
	-3

	118
	21
	4
	C
	0

	119
	21
	4
	C
	1

	120
	21
	4
	B
	-1

	121
	21
	5
	A
	1

	122
	21
	5
	A
	2

	123
	21
	5
	B
	1

	124
	21
	5
	C
	-7

	125
	21
	5
	B
	-3

	126
	21
	5
	C
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	127
	21
	5
	A
	0

	128
	21
	5
	C
	-19

	129
	21
	5
	B
	-5

	130
	21
	5
	B
	-3

	131
	21
	5
	A
	-1

	132
	21
	5
	C
	-2

	133
	21
	5
	B
	-11

	134
	21
	5
	C
	-18

	135
	21
	5
	B
	0

	136
	21
	5
	C
	-1

	137
	21
	5
	B
	0

	138
	21
	5
	C
	0

	139
	21
	5
	B
	-5

	140
	21
	5
	C
	-7

	141
	21
	5
	C
	-8

	142
	21
	5
	A
	-5

	143
	21
	5
	A
	6

	144
	21
	5
	B
	-2

	145
	21
	5
	C
	-14

	146
	21
	5
	A
	5

	147
	21
	5
	A
	-3

	148
	21
	5
	C
	-12

	149
	21
	5
	A
	-1

	150
	21
	5
	C
	-1

	151
	21
	6
	C
	-9

	152
	21
	6
	C
	1

	153
	21
	6
	A
	-2

	154
	21
	6
	A
	1

	155
	21
	6
	C
	8

	156
	21
	6
	B
	-6

	157
	21
	6
	C
	-4

	158
	21
	6
	B
	4

	159
	21
	6
	C
	-6

	160
	21
	6
	A
	4

	161
	21
	6
	C
	4

	162
	21
	6
	B
	-6

	163
	21
	6
	C
	-1

	164
	21
	6
	C
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	165
	21
	6
	B
	-9

	166
	21
	6
	C
	7

	167
	21
	6
	B
	-7

	168
	21
	6
	B
	6

	169
	21
	6
	C
	8

	170
	21
	6
	C
	9

	171
	21
	6
	A
	0

	172
	21
	6
	C
	-17

	173
	21
	6
	C
	-11

	174
	21
	6
	A
	-5

	175
	21
	6
	B
	-6

	176
	21
	6
	C
	6

	177
	21
	6
	C
	-15

	178
	21
	6
	A
	1

	179
	21
	6
	C
	-11

	180
	21
	6
	C
	-4

	181
	21
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	21
	7
	A
	-1

	183
	21
	7
	B
	-5

	184
	21
	7
	A
	0

	185
	21
	7
	C
	-15

	186
	21
	7
	A
	0

	187
	21
	7
	B
	-9

	188
	21
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	21
	7
	B
	-5

	190
	21
	7
	C
	-8

	191
	21
	7
	A
	-1

	192
	21
	7
	C
	2

	193
	21
	7
	B
	-3

	194
	21
	7
	C
	8

	195
	21
	7
	C
	2

	196
	21
	7
	B
	3

	197
	21
	7
	A
	4

	198
	21
	7
	C
	3

	199
	21
	7
	A
	4

	200
	21
	7
	C
	-1

	201
	21
	7
	B
	-4

	202
	21
	7
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	203
	21
	7
	A
	4

	204
	21
	7
	A
	3

	205
	21
	7
	B
	2

	206
	21
	7
	B
	-7

	207
	21
	7
	C
	-2

	208
	21
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	21
	7
	B
	-5

	210
	21
	7
	C
	15

	211
	21
	8
	A
	-3

	212
	21
	8
	C
	-5

	213
	21
	8
	A
	2

	214
	21
	8
	C
	-18

	215
	21
	8
	B
	-4

	216
	21
	8
	A
	2

	217
	21
	8
	B
	-5

	218
	21
	8
	C
	-24

	219
	21
	8
	B
	-9

	220
	21
	8
	C
	-18

	221
	21
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	21
	8
	C
	-11

	223
	21
	8
	A
	3

	224
	21
	8
	B
	-1

	225
	21
	8
	A
	-1

	226
	21
	8
	A
	0

	227
	21
	8
	C
	-9

	228
	21
	8
	A
	0

	229
	21
	8
	B
	-1

	230
	21
	8
	B
	-7

	231
	21
	8
	C
	-14

	232
	21
	8
	B
	-6

	233
	21
	8
	A
	1

	234
	21
	8
	B
	-8

	235
	21
	8
	A
	1

	236
	21
	8
	C
	-9

	237
	21
	8
	B
	-11

	238
	21
	8
	B
	-2

	239
	21
	8
	C
	-6

	240
	21
	8
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	1
	22
	1
	A
	1

	2
	22
	1
	B
	11

	3
	22
	1
	A
	12

	4
	22
	1
	B
	-2

	5
	22
	1
	A
	14

	6
	22
	1
	C
	29

	7
	22
	1
	A
	7

	8
	22
	1
	B
	1

	9
	22
	1
	A
	4

	10
	22
	1
	A
	9

	11
	22
	1
	C
	24

	12
	22
	1
	B
	11

	13
	22
	1
	C
	30

	14
	22
	1
	C
	18

	15
	22
	1
	B
	12

	16
	22
	1
	A
	2

	17
	22
	1
	C
	16

	18
	22
	1
	A
	13

	19
	22
	1
	C
	6

	20
	22
	1
	B
	1

	21
	22
	1
	C
	15

	22
	22
	1
	C
	3

	23
	22
	1
	A
	15

	24
	22
	1
	B
	-1

	25
	22
	1
	C
	9

	26
	22
	1
	B
	9

	27
	22
	1
	A
	1

	28
	22
	1
	B
	20

	29
	22
	1
	B
	-1

	30
	22
	1
	C
	-15

	31
	22
	2
	C
	18

	32
	22
	2
	C
	16

	33
	22
	2
	B
	2

	34
	22
	2
	C
	19

	35
	22
	2
	C
	-8

	36
	22
	2
	A
	8

	37
	22
	2
	A
	3

	38
	22
	2
	C
	16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	39
	22
	2
	A
	1

	40
	22
	2
	C
	24

	41
	22
	2
	C
	-20

	42
	22
	2
	B
	-2

	43
	22
	2
	B
	2

	44
	22
	2
	C
	2

	45
	22
	2
	C
	-10

	46
	22
	2
	B
	-1

	47
	22
	2
	C
	7

	48
	22
	2
	C
	-2

	49
	22
	2
	B
	10

	50
	22
	2
	C
	0

	51
	22
	2
	B
	-1

	52
	22
	2
	C
	-8

	53
	22
	2
	C
	-9

	54
	22
	2
	B
	-3

	55
	22
	2
	C
	4

	56
	22
	2
	C
	-5

	57
	22
	2
	A
	-3

	58
	22
	2
	B
	7

	59
	22
	2
	C
	17

	60
	22
	2
	B
	-6

	61
	22
	3
	C
	-13

	62
	22
	3
	C
	-4

	63
	22
	3
	B
	-9

	64
	22
	3
	C
	11

	65
	22
	3
	C
	3

	66
	22
	3
	B
	-12

	67
	22
	3
	C
	7

	68
	22
	3
	C
	-21

	69
	22
	3
	A
	-6

	70
	22
	3
	B
	-8

	71
	22
	3
	A
	-5

	72
	22
	3
	C
	-21

	73
	22
	3
	B
	-15

	74
	22
	3
	C
	-15

	75
	22
	3
	B
	-13

	76
	22
	3
	C
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	77
	22
	3
	C
	-4

	78
	22
	3
	A
	-6

	79
	22
	3
	C
	-12

	80
	22
	3
	B
	-7

	81
	22
	3
	C
	6

	82
	22
	3
	A
	-6

	83
	22
	3
	B
	-3

	84
	22
	3
	B
	-6

	85
	22
	3
	A
	-6

	86
	22
	3
	C
	19

	87
	22
	3
	C
	-16

	88
	22
	3
	B
	-10

	89
	22
	3
	C
	-4

	90
	22
	3
	C
	-5

	91
	22
	4
	B
	-8

	92
	22
	4
	C
	-5

	93
	22
	4
	B
	4

	94
	22
	4
	C
	-5

	95
	22
	4
	C
	7

	96
	22
	4
	A
	-4

	97
	22
	4
	A
	-1

	98
	22
	4
	C
	-4

	99
	22
	4
	C
	12

	100
	22
	4
	B
	-4

	101
	22
	4
	C
	-5

	102
	22
	4
	C
	2

	103
	22
	4
	A
	4

	104
	22
	4
	A
	-3

	105
	22
	4
	B
	-6

	106
	22
	4
	C
	6

	107
	22
	4
	B
	-9

	108
	22
	4
	C
	-10

	109
	22
	4
	B
	-8

	110
	22
	4
	C
	-4

	111
	22
	4
	C
	-1

	112
	22
	4
	B
	-10

	113
	22
	4
	C
	0

	114
	22
	4
	B
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	115
	22
	4
	C
	15

	116
	22
	4
	C
	-9

	117
	22
	4
	B
	1

	118
	22
	4
	C
	11

	119
	22
	4
	C
	0

	120
	22
	4
	B
	-5

	121
	22
	5
	A
	-1

	122
	22
	5
	A
	1

	123
	22
	5
	B
	-10

	124
	22
	5
	C
	-2

	125
	22
	5
	B
	0

	126
	22
	5
	C
	1

	127
	22
	5
	A
	1

	128
	22
	5
	C
	-12

	129
	22
	5
	B
	-1

	130
	22
	5
	B
	-5

	131
	22
	5
	A
	2

	132
	22
	5
	C
	1

	133
	22
	5
	B
	-1

	134
	22
	5
	C
	0

	135
	22
	5
	B
	8

	136
	22
	5
	C
	10

	137
	22
	5
	B
	1

	138
	22
	5
	C
	-13

	139
	22
	5
	B
	-5

	140
	22
	5
	C
	-4

	141
	22
	5
	C
	-15

	142
	22
	5
	A
	2

	143
	22
	5
	A
	1

	144
	22
	5
	B
	-4

	145
	22
	5
	C
	-2

	146
	22
	5
	A
	1

	147
	22
	5
	A
	0

	148
	22
	5
	C
	-19

	149
	22
	5
	A
	2

	150
	22
	5
	C
	9

	151
	22
	6
	C
	-17

	152
	22
	6
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	153
	22
	6
	A
	4

	154
	22
	6
	A
	1

	155
	22
	6
	C
	-8

	156
	22
	6
	B
	0

	157
	22
	6
	C
	6

	158
	22
	6
	B
	9

	159
	22
	6
	C
	8

	160
	22
	6
	A
	-1

	161
	22
	6
	C
	-4

	162
	22
	6
	B
	8

	163
	22
	6
	C
	10

	164
	22
	6
	C
	-4

	165
	22
	6
	B
	-5

	166
	22
	6
	C
	-2

	167
	22
	6
	B
	0

	168
	22
	6
	B
	-10

	169
	22
	6
	C
	13

	170
	22
	6
	C
	17

	171
	22
	6
	A
	-2

	172
	22
	6
	C
	-5

	173
	22
	6
	C
	-14

	174
	22
	6
	A
	1

	175
	22
	6
	B
	-3

	176
	22
	6
	C
	-21

	177
	22
	6
	C
	-19

	178
	22
	6
	A
	-1

	179
	22
	6
	C
	-15

	180
	22
	6
	C
	-17

	181
	22
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	22
	7
	A
	4

	183
	22
	7
	B
	-2

	184
	22
	7
	A
	1

	185
	22
	7
	C
	-15

	186
	22
	7
	A
	3

	187
	22
	7
	B
	0

	188
	22
	7
	A
	1

	189
	22
	7
	B
	-1

	190
	22
	7
	C
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	191
	22
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	22
	7
	C
	-15

	193
	22
	7
	B
	-4

	194
	22
	7
	C
	-15

	195
	22
	7
	C
	8

	196
	22
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	22
	7
	A
	6

	198
	22
	7
	C
	-10

	199
	22
	7
	A
	0

	200
	22
	7
	C
	14

	201
	22
	7
	B
	2

	202
	22
	7
	C
	-9

	203
	22
	7
	A
	5

	204
	22
	7
	A
	3

	205
	22
	7
	B
	-9

	206
	22
	7
	B
	3

	207
	22
	7
	C
	-9

	208
	22
	7
	A
	1

	209
	22
	7
	B
	17

	210
	22
	7
	C
	-6

	211
	22
	8
	A
	2

	212
	22
	8
	C
	-13

	213
	22
	8
	A
	1

	214
	22
	8
	C
	-13

	215
	22
	8
	B
	-5

	216
	22
	8
	A
	-6

	217
	22
	8
	B
	-5

	218
	22
	8
	C
	-1

	219
	22
	8
	B
	-6

	220
	22
	8
	C
	-2

	221
	22
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	22
	8
	C
	-31

	223
	22
	8
	A
	2

	224
	22
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	22
	8
	A
	-5

	226
	22
	8
	A
	-8

	227
	22
	8
	C
	-26

	228
	22
	8
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	229
	22
	8
	B
	-11

	230
	22
	8
	B
	-3

	231
	22
	8
	C
	-18

	232
	22
	8
	B
	-9

	233
	22
	8
	A
	-5

	234
	22
	8
	B
	-17

	235
	22
	8
	A
	8

	236
	22
	8
	C
	-25

	237
	22
	8
	B
	0

	238
	22
	8
	B
	-13

	239
	22
	8
	C
	-11

	240
	22
	8
	C
	-19

	1
	23
	1
	A
	40

	2
	23
	1
	B
	60

	3
	23
	1
	A
	50

	4
	23
	1
	B
	58

	5
	23
	1
	A
	54

	6
	23
	1
	C
	30

	7
	23
	1
	A
	28

	8
	23
	1
	B
	34

	9
	23
	1
	A
	39

	10
	23
	1
	A
	26

	11
	23
	1
	C
	30

	12
	23
	1
	B
	28

	13
	23
	1
	C
	20

	14
	23
	1
	C
	30

	15
	23
	1
	B
	21

	16
	23
	1
	A
	18

	17
	23
	1
	C
	28

	18
	23
	1
	A
	25

	19
	23
	1
	C
	15

	20
	23
	1
	B
	19

	21
	23
	1
	C
	26

	22
	23
	1
	C
	30

	23
	23
	1
	A
	16

	24
	23
	1
	B
	40

	25
	23
	1
	C
	30

	26
	23
	1
	B
	16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	27
	23
	1
	A
	42

	28
	23
	1
	B
	40

	29
	23
	1
	B
	37

	30
	23
	1
	C
	24

	31
	23
	2
	B
	28

	32
	23
	2
	C
	13

	33
	23
	2
	A
	10

	34
	23
	2
	B
	-2

	35
	23
	2
	C
	-22

	36
	23
	2
	A
	8

	37
	23
	2
	A
	5

	38
	23
	2
	B
	-2

	39
	23
	2
	B
	-7

	40
	23
	2
	A
	3

	41
	23
	2
	C
	3

	42
	23
	2
	B
	4

	43
	23
	2
	A
	4

	44
	23
	2
	B
	-1

	45
	23
	2
	B
	-2

	46
	23
	2
	A
	1

	47
	23
	2
	C
	-5

	48
	23
	2
	A
	8

	49
	23
	2
	C
	12

	50
	23
	2
	B
	12

	51
	23
	2
	A
	1

	52
	23
	2
	A
	0

	53
	23
	2
	C
	7

	54
	23
	2
	C
	-2

	55
	23
	2
	B
	-3

	56
	23
	2
	A
	-2

	57
	23
	2
	C
	-2

	58
	23
	2
	B
	-6

	59
	23
	2
	A
	0

	60
	23
	2
	B
	-8

	61
	23
	3
	B
	-4

	62
	23
	3
	C
	-8

	63
	23
	3
	B
	0

	64
	23
	3
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	65
	23
	3
	C
	7

	66
	23
	3
	B
	5

	67
	23
	3
	A
	2

	68
	23
	3
	B
	-1

	69
	23
	3
	C
	-7

	70
	23
	3
	C
	8

	71
	23
	3
	A
	10

	72
	23
	3
	C
	9

	73
	23
	3
	B
	1

	74
	23
	3
	C
	1

	75
	23
	3
	C
	6

	76
	23
	3
	B
	5

	77
	23
	3
	C
	13

	78
	23
	3
	C
	0

	79
	23
	3
	A
	2

	80
	23
	3
	B
	-7

	81
	23
	3
	B
	-3

	82
	23
	3
	C
	-3

	83
	23
	3
	A
	12

	84
	23
	3
	A
	5

	85
	23
	3
	C
	-8

	86
	23
	3
	B
	2

	87
	23
	3
	C
	3

	88
	23
	3
	A
	8

	89
	23
	3
	C
	4

	90
	23
	3
	B
	-1

	91
	23
	4
	C
	-7

	92
	23
	4
	B
	3

	93
	23
	4
	A
	1

	94
	23
	4
	C
	-14

	95
	23
	4
	A
	7

	96
	23
	4
	C
	-4

	97
	23
	4
	A
	1

	98
	23
	4
	A
	4

	99
	23
	4
	B
	-5

	100
	23
	4
	A
	4

	101
	23
	4
	A
	1

	102
	23
	4
	C
	-17


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	103
	23
	4
	C
	-8

	104
	23
	4
	A
	7

	105
	23
	4
	A
	2

	106
	23
	4
	B
	1

	107
	23
	4
	C
	-14

	108
	23
	4
	C
	0

	109
	23
	4
	A
	2

	110
	23
	4
	B
	13

	111
	23
	4
	A
	4

	112
	23
	4
	C
	12

	113
	23
	4
	C
	-2

	114
	23
	4
	B
	4

	115
	23
	4
	A
	1

	116
	23
	4
	C
	-15

	117
	23
	4
	A
	4

	118
	23
	4
	C
	-8

	119
	23
	4
	A
	2

	120
	23
	4
	C
	2

	121
	23
	5
	C
	2

	122
	23
	5
	C
	-2

	123
	23
	5
	B
	-4

	124
	23
	5
	C
	2

	125
	23
	5
	B
	0

	126
	23
	5
	B
	-1

	127
	23
	5
	C
	0

	128
	23
	5
	C
	-3

	129
	23
	5
	B
	-3

	130
	23
	5
	C
	7

	131
	23
	5
	C
	10

	132
	23
	5
	A
	-1

	133
	23
	5
	A
	0

	134
	23
	5
	C
	0

	135
	23
	5
	B
	-7

	136
	23
	5
	B
	-6

	137
	23
	5
	A
	-1

	138
	23
	5
	A
	-2

	139
	23
	5
	C
	-15

	140
	23
	5
	C
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	141
	23
	5
	B
	-3

	142
	23
	5
	C
	6

	143
	23
	5
	C
	12

	144
	23
	5
	B
	1

	145
	23
	5
	C
	6

	146
	23
	5
	B
	-6

	147
	23
	5
	B
	-3

	148
	23
	5
	C
	3

	149
	23
	5
	A
	-4

	150
	23
	5
	C
	12

	151
	23
	6
	B
	0

	152
	23
	6
	C
	6

	153
	23
	6
	B
	-3

	154
	23
	6
	B
	-4

	155
	23
	6
	C
	-7

	156
	23
	6
	C
	6

	157
	23
	6
	A
	0

	158
	23
	6
	B
	-4

	159
	23
	6
	C
	-11

	160
	23
	6
	B
	-2

	161
	23
	6
	C
	-4

	162
	23
	6
	C
	-8

	163
	23
	6
	B
	0

	164
	23
	6
	C
	0

	165
	23
	6
	C
	1

	166
	23
	6
	A
	2

	167
	23
	6
	B
	-2

	168
	23
	6
	C
	-4

	169
	23
	6
	C
	-4

	170
	23
	6
	A
	-3

	171
	23
	6
	C
	1

	172
	23
	6
	B
	1

	173
	23
	6
	C
	5

	174
	23
	6
	C
	-7

	175
	23
	6
	B
	4

	176
	23
	6
	C
	-8

	177
	23
	6
	B
	0

	178
	23
	6
	C
	14


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	179
	23
	6
	C
	5

	180
	23
	6
	A
	2

	181
	23
	7
	B
	-2

	182
	23
	7
	A
	3

	183
	23
	7
	B
	4

	184
	23
	7
	A
	0

	185
	23
	7
	C
	-5

	186
	23
	7
	A
	-4

	187
	23
	7
	B
	2

	188
	23
	7
	A
	-2

	189
	23
	7
	B
	0

	190
	23
	7
	C
	-2

	191
	23
	7
	A
	2

	192
	23
	7
	C
	2

	193
	23
	7
	B
	0

	194
	23
	7
	C
	-3

	195
	23
	7
	C
	3

	196
	23
	7
	B
	-4

	197
	23
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	23
	7
	C
	9

	199
	23
	7
	A
	-4

	200
	23
	7
	C
	-10

	201
	23
	7
	B
	2

	202
	23
	7
	C
	8

	203
	23
	7
	A
	1

	204
	23
	7
	A
	7

	205
	23
	7
	B
	1

	206
	23
	7
	B
	3

	207
	23
	7
	C
	4

	208
	23
	7
	A
	7

	209
	23
	7
	B
	4

	210
	23
	7
	C
	5

	211
	23
	8
	A
	5

	212
	23
	8
	C
	-9

	213
	23
	8
	A
	5

	214
	23
	8
	C
	-11

	215
	23
	8
	B
	-3

	216
	23
	8
	A
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	217
	23
	8
	B
	-7

	218
	23
	8
	C
	-13

	219
	23
	8
	B
	-1

	220
	23
	8
	C
	-5

	221
	23
	8
	A
	-2

	222
	23
	8
	C
	0

	223
	23
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	23
	8
	B
	-4

	225
	23
	8
	A
	0

	226
	23
	8
	A
	-3

	227
	23
	8
	C
	-19

	228
	23
	8
	A
	0

	229
	23
	8
	B
	-6

	230
	23
	8
	B
	-5

	231
	23
	8
	C
	-26

	232
	23
	8
	B
	-3

	233
	23
	8
	A
	1

	234
	23
	8
	B
	-5

	235
	23
	8
	A
	0

	236
	23
	8
	C
	-22

	237
	23
	8
	B
	-1

	238
	23
	8
	B
	10

	239
	23
	8
	C
	-4

	240
	23
	8
	C
	-20

	1
	24
	1
	A
	5

	2
	24
	1
	B
	-2

	3
	24
	1
	A
	2

	4
	24
	1
	B
	-4

	5
	24
	1
	A
	3

	6
	24
	1
	C
	11

	7
	24
	1
	A
	3

	8
	24
	1
	B
	-4

	9
	24
	1
	A
	2

	10
	24
	1
	A
	5

	11
	24
	1
	C
	15

	12
	24
	1
	B
	-7

	13
	24
	1
	C
	15

	14
	24
	1
	C
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	15
	24
	1
	B
	2

	16
	24
	1
	A
	3

	17
	24
	1
	C
	15

	18
	24
	1
	A
	0

	19
	24
	1
	C
	14

	20
	24
	1
	B
	3

	21
	24
	1
	C
	-12

	22
	24
	1
	C
	-14

	23
	24
	1
	A
	6

	24
	24
	1
	B
	4

	25
	24
	1
	C
	-12

	26
	24
	1
	B
	-2

	27
	24
	1
	A
	-5

	28
	24
	1
	B
	2

	29
	24
	1
	B
	-5

	30
	24
	1
	C
	-10

	31
	24
	2
	B
	-4

	32
	24
	2
	C
	-5

	33
	24
	2
	C
	-1

	34
	24
	2
	B
	10

	35
	24
	2
	C
	2

	36
	24
	2
	A
	-2

	37
	24
	2
	C
	-5

	38
	24
	2
	C
	0

	39
	24
	2
	B
	0

	40
	24
	2
	C
	2

	41
	24
	2
	C
	2

	42
	24
	2
	A
	1

	43
	24
	2
	C
	-2

	44
	24
	2
	A
	1

	45
	24
	2
	C
	-2

	46
	24
	2
	C
	-2

	47
	24
	2
	B
	0

	48
	24
	2
	C
	2

	49
	24
	2
	B
	-1

	50
	24
	2
	C
	-1

	51
	24
	2
	C
	1

	52
	24
	2
	B
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	53
	24
	2
	C
	4

	54
	24
	2
	C
	-2

	55
	24
	2
	A
	0

	56
	24
	2
	C
	2

	57
	24
	2
	C
	0

	58
	24
	2
	A
	2

	59
	24
	2
	C
	-1

	60
	24
	2
	C
	1

	61
	24
	3
	B
	2

	62
	24
	3
	C
	2

	63
	24
	3
	B
	0

	64
	24
	3
	B
	-1

	65
	24
	3
	A
	0

	66
	24
	3
	C
	-2

	67
	24
	3
	A
	-1

	68
	24
	3
	B
	2

	69
	24
	3
	C
	0

	70
	24
	3
	B
	0

	71
	24
	3
	C
	0

	72
	24
	3
	B
	-1

	73
	24
	3
	B
	-1

	74
	24
	3
	C
	-3

	75
	24
	3
	A
	2

	76
	24
	3
	B
	1

	77
	24
	3
	B
	3

	78
	24
	3
	A
	4

	79
	24
	3
	B
	2

	80
	24
	3
	C
	0

	81
	24
	3
	C
	-1

	82
	24
	3
	B
	-1

	83
	24
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	24
	3
	A
	1

	85
	24
	3
	B
	0

	86
	24
	3
	A
	0

	87
	24
	3
	C
	1

	88
	24
	3
	B
	0

	89
	24
	3
	B
	1

	90
	24
	3
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	91
	24
	4
	C
	3

	92
	24
	4
	C
	4

	93
	24
	4
	B
	0

	94
	24
	4
	A
	2

	95
	24
	4
	A
	3

	96
	24
	4
	C
	1

	97
	24
	4
	A
	0

	98
	24
	4
	C
	2

	99
	24
	4
	C
	1

	100
	24
	4
	B
	0

	101
	24
	4
	A
	1

	102
	24
	4
	B
	3

	103
	24
	4
	A
	1

	104
	24
	4
	B
	-2

	105
	24
	4
	B
	-1

	106
	24
	4
	C
	0

	107
	24
	4
	C
	-1

	108
	24
	4
	A
	0

	109
	24
	4
	A
	0

	110
	24
	4
	C
	-4

	111
	24
	4
	B
	-1

	112
	24
	4
	C
	0

	113
	24
	4
	C
	0

	114
	24
	4
	A
	0

	115
	24
	4
	C
	-1

	116
	24
	4
	C
	0

	117
	24
	4
	A
	0

	118
	24
	4
	A
	1

	119
	24
	4
	B
	-2

	120
	24
	4
	B
	0

	121
	24
	5
	C
	-4

	122
	24
	5
	A
	-1

	123
	24
	5
	A
	0

	124
	24
	5
	C
	-3

	125
	24
	5
	C
	-2

	126
	24
	5
	B
	-2

	127
	24
	5
	C
	0

	128
	24
	5
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	129
	24
	5
	B
	-3

	130
	24
	5
	C
	4

	131
	24
	5
	A
	-1

	132
	24
	5
	A
	0

	133
	24
	5
	C
	-2

	134
	24
	5
	A
	-2

	135
	24
	5
	C
	0

	136
	24
	5
	B
	1

	137
	24
	5
	B
	-2

	138
	24
	5
	C
	-1

	139
	24
	5
	C
	1

	140
	24
	5
	B
	0

	141
	24
	5
	C
	-1

	142
	24
	5
	B
	-1

	143
	24
	5
	A
	0

	144
	24
	5
	B
	1

	145
	24
	5
	B
	0

	146
	24
	5
	C
	-1

	147
	24
	5
	A
	0

	148
	24
	5
	B
	-1

	149
	24
	5
	C
	0

	150
	24
	5
	B
	-1

	151
	24
	6
	C
	-1

	152
	24
	6
	A
	1

	153
	24
	6
	B
	1

	154
	24
	6
	C
	1

	155
	24
	6
	A
	2

	156
	24
	6
	C
	1

	157
	24
	6
	C
	2

	158
	24
	6
	A
	0

	159
	24
	6
	B
	0

	160
	24
	6
	C
	-1

	161
	24
	6
	B
	0

	162
	24
	6
	B
	-1

	163
	24
	6
	C
	1

	164
	24
	6
	B
	-1

	165
	24
	6
	A
	-1

	166
	24
	6
	C
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	167
	24
	6
	B
	0

	168
	24
	6
	C
	1

	169
	24
	6
	C
	0

	170
	24
	6
	B
	1

	171
	24
	6
	C
	1

	172
	24
	6
	B
	1

	173
	24
	6
	C
	-1

	174
	24
	6
	C
	-1

	175
	24
	6
	B
	1

	176
	24
	6
	C
	-3

	177
	24
	6
	C
	-2

	178
	24
	6
	A
	1

	179
	24
	6
	B
	-2

	180
	24
	6
	A
	0

	181
	24
	7
	B
	-1

	182
	24
	7
	A
	1

	183
	24
	7
	B
	-2

	184
	24
	7
	A
	0

	185
	24
	7
	C
	0

	186
	24
	7
	A
	0

	187
	24
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	24
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	24
	7
	B
	-3

	190
	24
	7
	C
	0

	191
	24
	7
	A
	1

	192
	24
	7
	C
	3

	193
	24
	7
	B
	-1

	194
	24
	7
	C
	0

	195
	24
	7
	C
	2

	196
	24
	7
	B
	0

	197
	24
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	24
	7
	C
	2

	199
	24
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	24
	7
	C
	2

	201
	24
	7
	B
	5

	202
	24
	7
	C
	4

	203
	24
	7
	A
	3

	204
	24
	7
	A
	1
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	205
	24
	7
	B
	-5

	206
	24
	7
	B
	-4

	207
	24
	7
	C
	0

	208
	24
	7
	A
	-1

	209
	24
	7
	B
	-5

	210
	24
	7
	C
	-4

	211
	24
	8
	A
	0

	212
	24
	8
	C
	4

	213
	24
	8
	A
	-1

	214
	24
	8
	C
	4

	215
	24
	8
	B
	4

	216
	24
	8
	A
	0

	217
	24
	8
	B
	-1

	218
	24
	8
	C
	0

	219
	24
	8
	B
	2

	220
	24
	8
	C
	2

	221
	24
	8
	A
	0

	222
	24
	8
	C
	5

	223
	24
	8
	A
	0

	224
	24
	8
	B
	4

	225
	24
	8
	A
	-1

	226
	24
	8
	A
	0

	227
	24
	8
	C
	0

	228
	24
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	24
	8
	B
	2

	230
	24
	8
	B
	3

	231
	24
	8
	C
	-1

	232
	24
	8
	B
	0

	233
	24
	8
	A
	1

	234
	24
	8
	B
	5

	235
	24
	8
	A
	-1

	236
	24
	8
	C
	3

	237
	24
	8
	B
	1

	238
	24
	8
	B
	4

	239
	24
	8
	C
	4

	240
	24
	8
	C
	2

	1
	25
	1
	A
	5

	2
	25
	1
	B
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	3
	25
	1
	A
	7

	4
	25
	1
	B
	8

	5
	25
	1
	A
	5

	6
	25
	1
	C
	1

	7
	25
	1
	A
	6

	8
	25
	1
	B
	14

	9
	25
	1
	A
	0

	10
	25
	1
	A
	8

	11
	25
	1
	C
	9

	12
	25
	1
	B
	5

	13
	25
	1
	C
	17

	14
	25
	1
	C
	25

	15
	25
	1
	B
	5

	16
	25
	1
	A
	15

	17
	25
	1
	C
	8

	18
	25
	1
	A
	5

	19
	25
	1
	C
	22

	20
	25
	1
	B
	0

	21
	25
	1
	C
	14

	22
	25
	1
	C
	21

	23
	25
	1
	A
	11

	24
	25
	1
	B
	18

	25
	25
	1
	C
	30

	26
	25
	1
	B
	12

	27
	25
	1
	A
	3

	28
	25
	1
	B
	6

	29
	25
	1
	B
	14

	30
	25
	1
	C
	30

	31
	25
	2
	C
	0

	32
	25
	2
	B
	-3

	33
	25
	2
	C
	4

	34
	25
	2
	B
	5

	35
	25
	2
	C
	-7

	36
	25
	2
	C
	4

	37
	25
	2
	A
	8

	38
	25
	2
	C
	5

	39
	25
	2
	C
	0

	40
	25
	2
	B
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	41
	25
	2
	C
	-1

	42
	25
	2
	B
	5

	43
	25
	2
	C
	1

	44
	25
	2
	A
	13

	45
	25
	2
	C
	-7

	46
	25
	2
	B
	-1

	47
	25
	2
	A
	6

	48
	25
	2
	C
	-5

	49
	25
	2
	B
	-7

	50
	25
	2
	C
	-5

	51
	25
	2
	C
	-12

	52
	25
	2
	A
	-4

	53
	25
	2
	C
	-6

	54
	25
	2
	C
	-9

	55
	25
	2
	B
	-3

	56
	25
	2
	A
	-1

	57
	25
	2
	C
	-4

	58
	25
	2
	C
	-4

	59
	25
	2
	B
	-8

	60
	25
	2
	A
	-2

	61
	25
	3
	B
	9

	62
	25
	3
	A
	3

	63
	25
	3
	C
	-10

	64
	25
	3
	C
	-5

	65
	25
	3
	A
	1

	66
	25
	3
	B
	3

	67
	25
	3
	C
	0

	68
	25
	3
	A
	-4

	69
	25
	3
	B
	-5

	70
	25
	3
	C
	-7

	71
	25
	3
	B
	-5

	72
	25
	3
	B
	-1

	73
	25
	3
	A
	-2

	74
	25
	3
	A
	4

	75
	25
	3
	B
	-1

	76
	25
	3
	B
	-7

	77
	25
	3
	A
	2

	78
	25
	3
	C
	-11


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	79
	25
	3
	A
	0

	80
	25
	3
	C
	0

	81
	25
	3
	A
	-2

	82
	25
	3
	A
	2

	83
	25
	3
	C
	-5

	84
	25
	3
	C
	-2

	85
	25
	3
	A
	0

	86
	25
	3
	C
	-8

	87
	25
	3
	C
	-2

	88
	25
	3
	B
	-5

	89
	25
	3
	A
	1

	90
	25
	3
	B
	-1

	91
	25
	4
	A
	6

	92
	25
	4
	B
	-4

	93
	25
	4
	B
	-2

	94
	25
	4
	C
	-2

	95
	25
	4
	C
	-3

	96
	25
	4
	B
	-1

	97
	25
	4
	B
	3

	98
	25
	4
	C
	0

	99
	25
	4
	C
	0

	100
	25
	4
	B
	-2

	101
	25
	4
	C
	-7

	102
	25
	4
	B
	5

	103
	25
	4
	A
	3

	104
	25
	4
	B
	-1

	105
	25
	4
	C
	6

	106
	25
	4
	A
	-4

	107
	25
	4
	C
	9

	108
	25
	4
	B
	1

	109
	25
	4
	C
	2

	110
	25
	4
	C
	-9

	111
	25
	4
	B
	-1

	112
	25
	4
	C
	7

	113
	25
	4
	B
	-2

	114
	25
	4
	C
	4

	115
	25
	4
	C
	-4

	116
	25
	4
	A
	1
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	117
	25
	4
	B
	-1

	118
	25
	4
	C
	-5

	119
	25
	4
	C
	-1

	120
	25
	4
	A
	-1

	121
	25
	5
	C
	-15

	122
	25
	5
	C
	8

	123
	25
	5
	A
	-1

	124
	25
	5
	B
	-4

	125
	25
	5
	A
	0

	126
	25
	5
	C
	-9

	127
	25
	5
	B
	-7

	128
	25
	5
	B
	-3

	129
	25
	5
	C
	-9

	130
	25
	5
	A
	0

	131
	25
	5
	B
	-7

	132
	25
	5
	B
	5

	133
	25
	5
	C
	0

	134
	25
	5
	A
	-2

	135
	25
	5
	C
	-6

	136
	25
	5
	A
	3

	137
	25
	5
	C
	-4

	138
	25
	5
	B
	-5

	139
	25
	5
	C
	3

	140
	25
	5
	C
	4

	141
	25
	5
	A
	0

	142
	25
	5
	C
	-1

	143
	25
	5
	A
	-2

	144
	25
	5
	C
	7

	145
	25
	5
	A
	-1

	146
	25
	5
	C
	4

	147
	25
	5
	B
	-5

	148
	25
	5
	C
	-2

	149
	25
	5
	C
	-4

	150
	25
	5
	A
	-2

	151
	25
	6
	B
	2

	152
	25
	6
	B
	2

	153
	25
	6
	C
	1

	154
	25
	6
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	155
	25
	6
	C
	-11

	156
	25
	6
	C
	2

	157
	25
	6
	B
	-3

	158
	25
	6
	B
	3

	159
	25
	6
	C
	-1

	160
	25
	6
	B
	-6

	161
	25
	6
	C
	-9

	162
	25
	6
	B
	-2

	163
	25
	6
	A
	0

	164
	25
	6
	B
	-2

	165
	25
	6
	C
	-11

	166
	25
	6
	C
	-5

	167
	25
	6
	B
	-8

	168
	25
	6
	A
	-2

	169
	25
	6
	C
	5

	170
	25
	6
	C
	-11

	171
	25
	6
	B
	-7

	172
	25
	6
	C
	-8

	173
	25
	6
	B
	0

	174
	25
	6
	B
	-4

	175
	25
	6
	C
	-5

	176
	25
	6
	C
	-7

	177
	25
	6
	B
	4

	178
	25
	6
	C
	-1

	179
	25
	6
	C
	0

	180
	25
	6
	B
	-3

	181
	25
	7
	B
	0

	182
	25
	7
	A
	0

	183
	25
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	25
	7
	A
	5

	185
	25
	7
	C
	3

	186
	25
	7
	A
	1

	187
	25
	7
	B
	1

	188
	25
	7
	A
	-3

	189
	25
	7
	B
	-6

	190
	25
	7
	C
	-5

	191
	25
	7
	A
	0

	192
	25
	7
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	193
	25
	7
	B
	-3

	194
	25
	7
	C
	-8

	195
	25
	7
	C
	-1

	196
	25
	7
	B
	2

	197
	25
	7
	A
	0

	198
	25
	7
	C
	9

	199
	25
	7
	A
	-5

	200
	25
	7
	C
	9

	201
	25
	7
	B
	-3

	202
	25
	7
	C
	0

	203
	25
	7
	A
	-4

	204
	25
	7
	A
	-2

	205
	25
	7
	B
	0

	206
	25
	7
	B
	-10

	207
	25
	7
	C
	-5

	208
	25
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	25
	7
	B
	-10

	210
	25
	7
	C
	0

	211
	25
	8
	A
	0

	212
	25
	8
	C
	5

	213
	25
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	25
	8
	C
	1

	215
	25
	8
	B
	-3

	216
	25
	8
	A
	3

	217
	25
	8
	B
	-12

	218
	25
	8
	C
	0

	219
	25
	8
	B
	1

	220
	25
	8
	C
	-5

	221
	25
	8
	A
	-3

	222
	25
	8
	C
	-9

	223
	25
	8
	A
	-3

	224
	25
	8
	B
	3

	225
	25
	8
	A
	-8

	226
	25
	8
	A
	-3

	227
	25
	8
	C
	-4

	228
	25
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	25
	8
	B
	1

	230
	25
	8
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Result

	231
	25
	8
	C
	-8

	232
	25
	8
	B
	-14

	233
	25
	8
	A
	-5

	234
	25
	8
	B
	-8

	235
	25
	8
	A
	-1

	236
	25
	8
	C
	-1

	237
	25
	8
	B
	-9

	238
	25
	8
	B
	0

	239
	25
	8
	C
	0

	240
	25
	8
	C
	-16

	1
	26
	1
	A
	1

	2
	26
	1
	B
	-6

	3
	26
	1
	A
	-3

	4
	26
	1
	B
	-6

	5
	26
	1
	A
	5

	6
	26
	1
	C
	-27

	7
	26
	1
	A
	8

	8
	26
	1
	B
	-9

	9
	26
	1
	A
	1

	10
	26
	1
	A
	1

	11
	26
	1
	C
	-15

	12
	26
	1
	B
	0

	13
	26
	1
	C
	-20

	14
	26
	1
	C
	-22

	15
	26
	1
	B
	-1

	16
	26
	1
	A
	4

	17
	26
	1
	C
	-13

	18
	26
	1
	A
	9

	19
	26
	1
	C
	-16

	20
	26
	1
	B
	-6

	21
	26
	1
	C
	-18

	22
	26
	1
	C
	-14

	23
	26
	1
	A
	8

	24
	26
	1
	B
	-1

	25
	26
	1
	C
	1

	26
	26
	1
	B
	0

	27
	26
	1
	A
	9

	28
	26
	1
	B
	21
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	29
	26
	1
	B
	-3

	30
	26
	1
	C
	-20

	31
	26
	2
	C
	-6

	32
	26
	2
	B
	-8

	33
	26
	2
	C
	-18

	34
	26
	2
	B
	3

	35
	26
	2
	C
	-18

	36
	26
	2
	C
	-14

	37
	26
	2
	A
	3

	38
	26
	2
	C
	3

	39
	26
	2
	C
	-11

	40
	26
	2
	B
	4

	41
	26
	2
	C
	0

	42
	26
	2
	B
	5

	43
	26
	2
	C
	-8

	44
	26
	2
	A
	2

	45
	26
	2
	C
	8

	46
	26
	2
	B
	-6

	47
	26
	2
	A
	6

	48
	26
	2
	C
	-4

	49
	26
	2
	B
	-2

	50
	26
	2
	C
	6

	51
	26
	2
	C
	0

	52
	26
	2
	A
	1

	53
	26
	2
	C
	24

	54
	26
	2
	C
	-1

	55
	26
	2
	B
	-3

	56
	26
	2
	A
	1

	57
	26
	2
	C
	-10

	58
	26
	2
	C
	-16

	59
	26
	2
	B
	21

	60
	26
	2
	A
	0

	61
	26
	3
	B
	-11

	62
	26
	3
	A
	-3

	63
	26
	3
	C
	-8

	64
	26
	3
	C
	-1

	65
	26
	3
	A
	-5

	66
	26
	3
	B
	4
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	67
	26
	3
	C
	5

	68
	26
	3
	A
	-2

	69
	26
	3
	B
	4

	70
	26
	3
	C
	3

	71
	26
	3
	B
	-4

	72
	26
	3
	B
	-3

	73
	26
	3
	A
	-3

	74
	26
	3
	A
	1

	75
	26
	3
	B
	2

	76
	26
	3
	B
	-8

	77
	26
	3
	A
	-2

	78
	26
	3
	C
	-11

	79
	26
	3
	A
	-1

	80
	26
	3
	C
	-2

	81
	26
	3
	A
	-3

	82
	26
	3
	A
	-4

	83
	26
	3
	C
	2

	84
	26
	3
	C
	-2

	85
	26
	3
	A
	-2

	86
	26
	3
	C
	-5

	87
	26
	3
	C
	-9

	88
	26
	3
	B
	-4

	89
	26
	3
	A
	-6

	90
	26
	3
	B
	-2

	91
	26
	4
	A
	0

	92
	26
	4
	B
	2

	93
	26
	4
	B
	-10

	94
	26
	4
	C
	-2

	95
	26
	4
	C
	0

	96
	26
	4
	B
	0

	97
	26
	4
	B
	-7

	98
	26
	4
	C
	-10

	99
	26
	4
	C
	13

	100
	26
	4
	B
	-5

	101
	26
	4
	C
	0

	102
	26
	4
	B
	0

	103
	26
	4
	A
	0

	104
	26
	4
	B
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	105
	26
	4
	C
	8

	106
	26
	4
	A
	0

	107
	26
	4
	C
	-6

	108
	26
	4
	B
	-5

	109
	26
	4
	C
	-11

	110
	26
	4
	C
	-13

	111
	26
	4
	B
	-1

	112
	26
	4
	C
	-9

	113
	26
	4
	B
	-3

	114
	26
	4
	C
	-5

	115
	26
	4
	C
	-2

	116
	26
	4
	A
	3

	117
	26
	4
	B
	0

	118
	26
	4
	C
	-1

	119
	26
	4
	C
	-12

	120
	26
	4
	A
	1

	121
	26
	5
	C
	-1

	122
	26
	5
	C
	5

	123
	26
	5
	A
	-2

	124
	26
	5
	B
	11

	125
	26
	5
	A
	0

	126
	26
	5
	C
	-5

	127
	26
	5
	B
	2

	128
	26
	5
	B
	0

	129
	26
	5
	C
	6

	130
	26
	5
	A
	-5

	131
	26
	5
	B
	0

	132
	26
	5
	B
	-5

	133
	26
	5
	C
	-6

	134
	26
	5
	A
	-3

	135
	26
	5
	C
	10

	136
	26
	5
	A
	-5

	137
	26
	5
	C
	-5

	138
	26
	5
	B
	-6

	139
	26
	5
	C
	-5

	140
	26
	5
	C
	-6

	141
	26
	5
	A
	2

	142
	26
	5
	C
	18


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	143
	26
	5
	A
	-3

	144
	26
	5
	C
	6

	145
	26
	5
	A
	7

	146
	26
	5
	C
	18

	147
	26
	5
	B
	-4

	148
	26
	5
	C
	-11

	149
	26
	5
	C
	-7

	150
	26
	5
	A
	0

	151
	26
	6
	B
	-1

	152
	26
	6
	B
	-14

	153
	26
	6
	C
	10

	154
	26
	6
	A
	7

	155
	26
	6
	C
	6

	156
	26
	6
	C
	11

	157
	26
	6
	B
	6

	158
	26
	6
	B
	2

	159
	26
	6
	C
	4

	160
	26
	6
	B
	0

	161
	26
	6
	C
	-8

	162
	26
	6
	B
	-5

	163
	26
	6
	A
	-2

	164
	26
	6
	B
	-6

	165
	26
	6
	C
	-8

	166
	26
	6
	C
	2

	167
	26
	6
	B
	-1

	168
	26
	6
	A
	0

	169
	26
	6
	C
	-19

	170
	26
	6
	C
	-17

	171
	26
	6
	B
	4

	172
	26
	6
	C
	-2

	173
	26
	6
	B
	6

	174
	26
	6
	B
	2

	175
	26
	6
	C
	4

	176
	26
	6
	C
	-4

	177
	26
	6
	B
	3

	178
	26
	6
	C
	-4

	179
	26
	6
	C
	-2

	180
	26
	6
	B
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	181
	26
	7
	B
	10

	182
	26
	7
	A
	4

	183
	26
	7
	B
	-6

	184
	26
	7
	A
	2

	185
	26
	7
	C
	-3

	186
	26
	7
	A
	6

	187
	26
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	26
	7
	A
	2

	189
	26
	7
	B
	0

	190
	26
	7
	C
	6

	191
	26
	7
	A
	3

	192
	26
	7
	C
	0

	193
	26
	7
	B
	7

	194
	26
	7
	C
	6

	195
	26
	7
	C
	0

	196
	26
	7
	B
	3

	197
	26
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	26
	7
	C
	2

	199
	26
	7
	A
	3

	200
	26
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	26
	7
	B
	6

	202
	26
	7
	C
	7

	203
	26
	7
	A
	6

	204
	26
	7
	A
	8

	205
	26
	7
	B
	14

	206
	26
	7
	B
	-1

	207
	26
	7
	C
	9

	208
	26
	7
	A
	7

	209
	26
	7
	B
	7

	210
	26
	7
	C
	20

	211
	26
	8
	A
	9

	212
	26
	8
	C
	-9

	213
	26
	8
	A
	1

	214
	26
	8
	C
	-15

	215
	26
	8
	B
	6

	216
	26
	8
	A
	2

	217
	26
	8
	B
	3

	218
	26
	8
	C
	16


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	219
	26
	8
	B
	10

	220
	26
	8
	C
	-2

	221
	26
	8
	A
	3

	222
	26
	8
	C
	14

	223
	26
	8
	A
	2

	224
	26
	8
	B
	6

	225
	26
	8
	A
	2

	226
	26
	8
	A
	7

	227
	26
	8
	C
	0

	228
	26
	8
	A
	5

	229
	26
	8
	B
	6

	230
	26
	8
	B
	5

	231
	26
	8
	C
	18

	232
	26
	8
	B
	15

	233
	26
	8
	A
	5

	234
	26
	8
	B
	23

	235
	26
	8
	A
	7

	236
	26
	8
	C
	12

	237
	26
	8
	B
	8

	238
	26
	8
	B
	7

	239
	26
	8
	C
	12

	240
	26
	8
	C
	15

	1
	29
	1
	A
	8

	2
	29
	1
	B
	-15

	3
	29
	1
	A
	7

	4
	29
	1
	B
	6

	5
	29
	1
	A
	-6

	6
	29
	1
	C
	-18

	7
	29
	1
	A
	-7

	8
	29
	1
	B
	-7

	9
	29
	1
	A
	-5

	10
	29
	1
	A
	5

	11
	29
	1
	C
	-3

	12
	29
	1
	B
	4

	13
	29
	1
	C
	-12

	14
	29
	1
	C
	-8

	15
	29
	1
	B
	4

	16
	29
	1
	A
	12


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	17
	29
	1
	C
	5

	18
	29
	1
	A
	-7

	19
	29
	1
	C
	-5

	20
	29
	1
	B
	-6

	21
	29
	1
	C
	2

	22
	29
	1
	C
	4

	23
	29
	1
	A
	-4

	24
	29
	1
	B
	-11

	25
	29
	1
	C
	-8

	26
	29
	1
	B
	-6

	27
	29
	1
	A
	-1

	28
	29
	1
	B
	-5

	29
	29
	1
	B
	-6

	30
	29
	1
	C
	-12

	31
	29
	2
	A
	-8

	32
	29
	2
	C
	18

	33
	29
	2
	A
	-1

	34
	29
	2
	B
	-4

	35
	29
	2
	B
	-5

	36
	29
	2
	C
	2

	37
	29
	2
	C
	-5

	38
	29
	2
	B
	3

	39
	29
	2
	C
	-8

	40
	29
	2
	C
	6

	41
	29
	2
	A
	0

	42
	29
	2
	B
	-12

	43
	29
	2
	C
	1

	44
	29
	2
	A
	-4

	45
	29
	2
	B
	-10

	46
	29
	2
	B
	1

	47
	29
	2
	A
	0

	48
	29
	2
	C
	-25

	49
	29
	2
	C
	4

	50
	29
	2
	A
	1

	51
	29
	2
	B
	-10

	52
	29
	2
	C
	6

	53
	29
	2
	C
	22

	54
	29
	2
	A
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	55
	29
	2
	B
	3

	56
	29
	2
	C
	4

	57
	29
	2
	A
	2

	58
	29
	2
	B
	3

	59
	29
	2
	A
	6

	60
	29
	2
	B
	-8

	61
	29
	3
	A
	-1

	62
	29
	3
	C
	6

	63
	29
	3
	A
	1

	64
	29
	3
	B
	3

	65
	29
	3
	A
	-4

	66
	29
	3
	A
	-3

	67
	29
	3
	C
	-8

	68
	29
	3
	C
	-5

	69
	29
	3
	B
	-12

	70
	29
	3
	C
	-7

	71
	29
	3
	B
	-9

	72
	29
	3
	A
	-4

	73
	29
	3
	B
	-6

	74
	29
	3
	C
	-4

	75
	29
	3
	B
	-5

	76
	29
	3
	B
	-9

	77
	29
	3
	C
	0

	78
	29
	3
	B
	-5

	79
	29
	3
	C
	-2

	80
	29
	3
	C
	-6

	81
	29
	3
	B
	-4

	82
	29
	3
	C
	-5

	83
	29
	3
	C
	-3

	84
	29
	3
	B
	-3

	85
	29
	3
	A
	0

	86
	29
	3
	C
	-2

	87
	29
	3
	C
	-8

	88
	29
	3
	B
	-7

	89
	29
	3
	C
	0

	90
	29
	3
	C
	-8

	91
	29
	4
	B
	-13

	92
	29
	4
	B
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	93
	29
	4
	C
	-4

	94
	29
	4
	B
	-7

	95
	29
	4
	B
	-2

	96
	29
	4
	A
	-1

	97
	29
	4
	C
	-8

	98
	29
	4
	C
	-5

	99
	29
	4
	B
	3

	100
	29
	4
	A
	1

	101
	29
	4
	B
	0

	102
	29
	4
	C
	-4

	103
	29
	4
	C
	-2

	104
	29
	4
	B
	-4

	105
	29
	4
	C
	-3

	106
	29
	4
	A
	-2

	107
	29
	4
	B
	3

	108
	29
	4
	C
	4

	109
	29
	4
	B
	2

	110
	29
	4
	C
	4

	111
	29
	4
	B
	-5

	112
	29
	4
	B
	-4

	113
	29
	4
	C
	-1

	114
	29
	4
	B
	2

	115
	29
	4
	A
	5

	116
	29
	4
	B
	5

	117
	29
	4
	B
	-1

	118
	29
	4
	A
	1

	119
	29
	4
	C
	-1

	120
	29
	4
	B
	-5

	121
	29
	5
	C
	-12

	122
	29
	5
	B
	-5

	123
	29
	5
	C
	-8

	124
	29
	5
	A
	-2

	125
	29
	5
	B
	3

	126
	29
	5
	B
	4

	127
	29
	5
	C
	-1

	128
	29
	5
	B
	-2

	129
	29
	5
	C
	-5

	130
	29
	5
	B
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	131
	29
	5
	A
	0

	132
	29
	5
	B
	-5

	133
	29
	5
	A
	-2

	134
	29
	5
	B
	-2

	135
	29
	5
	B
	-4

	136
	29
	5
	C
	-3

	137
	29
	5
	B
	-1

	138
	29
	5
	C
	1

	139
	29
	5
	C
	2

	140
	29
	5
	B
	3

	141
	29
	5
	C
	-3

	142
	29
	5
	A
	-2

	143
	29
	5
	C
	-5

	144
	29
	5
	A
	1

	145
	29
	5
	B
	2

	146
	29
	5
	C
	-1

	147
	29
	5
	B
	-3

	148
	29
	5
	A
	-3

	149
	29
	5
	B
	-4

	150
	29
	5
	C
	-2

	151
	29
	6
	C
	-1

	152
	29
	6
	B
	-3

	153
	29
	6
	C
	2

	154
	29
	6
	A
	3

	155
	29
	6
	C
	4

	156
	29
	6
	C
	5

	157
	29
	6
	A
	1

	158
	29
	6
	C
	-3

	159
	29
	6
	B
	-3

	160
	29
	6
	C
	2

	161
	29
	6
	A
	0

	162
	29
	6
	B
	0

	163
	29
	6
	C
	2

	164
	29
	6
	B
	1

	165
	29
	6
	C
	3

	166
	29
	6
	C
	2

	167
	29
	6
	B
	-2

	168
	29
	6
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	169
	29
	6
	C
	0

	170
	29
	6
	C
	-5

	171
	29
	6
	B
	0

	172
	29
	6
	A
	2

	173
	29
	6
	B
	0

	174
	29
	6
	B
	-1

	175
	29
	6
	C
	-1

	176
	29
	6
	B
	-3

	177
	29
	6
	B
	-5

	178
	29
	6
	A
	0

	179
	29
	6
	C
	-1

	180
	29
	6
	B
	-1

	181
	29
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	29
	7
	A
	0

	183
	29
	7
	B
	-3

	184
	29
	7
	A
	-4

	185
	29
	7
	C
	-5

	186
	29
	7
	A
	1

	187
	29
	7
	B
	-4

	188
	29
	7
	A
	-4

	189
	29
	7
	B
	-3

	190
	29
	7
	C
	-8

	191
	29
	7
	A
	-2

	192
	29
	7
	C
	-4

	193
	29
	7
	B
	2

	194
	29
	7
	C
	3

	195
	29
	7
	C
	-2

	196
	29
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	29
	7
	A
	1

	198
	29
	7
	C
	-5

	199
	29
	7
	A
	-3

	200
	29
	7
	C
	12

	201
	29
	7
	B
	-8

	202
	29
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	29
	7
	A
	-2

	204
	29
	7
	A
	2

	205
	29
	7
	B
	1

	206
	29
	7
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	207
	29
	7
	C
	-5

	208
	29
	7
	A
	-4

	209
	29
	7
	B
	-7

	210
	29
	7
	C
	-8

	211
	29
	8
	B
	1

	212
	29
	8
	A
	-5

	213
	29
	8
	B
	-7

	214
	29
	8
	A
	-2

	215
	29
	8
	C
	-12

	216
	29
	8
	A
	-4

	217
	29
	8
	B
	-6

	218
	29
	8
	A
	-2

	219
	29
	8
	B
	-10

	220
	29
	8
	C
	-15

	221
	29
	8
	A
	-4

	222
	29
	8
	C
	5

	223
	29
	8
	B
	-14

	224
	29
	8
	C
	-9

	225
	29
	8
	C
	-11

	226
	29
	8
	B
	-9

	227
	29
	8
	A
	0

	228
	29
	8
	C
	-23

	229
	29
	8
	A
	-1

	230
	29
	8
	C
	1

	231
	29
	8
	B
	-8

	232
	29
	8
	C
	-16

	233
	29
	8
	A
	-1

	234
	29
	8
	A
	-2

	235
	29
	8
	B
	-2

	236
	29
	8
	B
	-2

	237
	29
	8
	C
	-20

	238
	29
	8
	A
	-2

	239
	29
	8
	B
	-5

	240
	29
	8
	C
	-12

	1
	30
	1
	A
	1

	2
	30
	1
	B
	0

	3
	30
	1
	A
	5

	4
	30
	1
	B
	4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	5
	30
	1
	A
	-2

	6
	30
	1
	C
	-1

	7
	30
	1
	A
	0

	8
	30
	1
	B
	8

	9
	30
	1
	A
	2

	10
	30
	1
	A
	7

	11
	30
	1
	C
	-6

	12
	30
	1
	B
	-2

	13
	30
	1
	C
	-4

	14
	30
	1
	C
	6

	15
	30
	1
	B
	0

	16
	30
	1
	A
	7

	17
	30
	1
	C
	-10

	18
	30
	1
	A
	4

	19
	30
	1
	C
	8

	20
	30
	1
	B
	7

	21
	30
	1
	C
	-8

	22
	30
	1
	C
	6

	23
	30
	1
	A
	7

	24
	30
	1
	B
	1

	25
	30
	1
	C
	0

	26
	30
	1
	B
	13

	27
	30
	1
	A
	6

	28
	30
	1
	B
	22

	29
	30
	1
	B
	15

	30
	30
	1
	C
	6

	31
	30
	2
	B
	20

	32
	30
	2
	C
	20

	33
	30
	2
	B
	15

	34
	30
	2
	C
	-6

	35
	30
	2
	A
	14

	36
	30
	2
	B
	4

	37
	30
	2
	B
	-6

	38
	30
	2
	C
	-11

	39
	30
	2
	C
	0

	40
	30
	2
	B
	-5

	41
	30
	2
	C
	-8

	42
	30
	2
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	43
	30
	2
	B
	-9

	44
	30
	2
	C
	-16

	45
	30
	2
	A
	-1

	46
	30
	2
	A
	-3

	47
	30
	2
	B
	-4

	48
	30
	2
	B
	-5

	49
	30
	2
	A
	-2

	50
	30
	2
	C
	-23

	51
	30
	2
	C
	-1

	52
	30
	2
	A
	1

	53
	30
	2
	B
	1

	54
	30
	2
	C
	-7

	55
	30
	2
	B
	-4

	56
	30
	2
	C
	-2

	57
	30
	2
	A
	3

	58
	30
	2
	A
	-3

	59
	30
	2
	B
	-4

	60
	30
	2
	B
	1

	61
	30
	3
	C
	6

	62
	30
	3
	C
	-2

	63
	30
	3
	B
	1

	64
	30
	3
	C
	-4

	65
	30
	3
	C
	-7

	66
	30
	3
	A
	-2

	67
	30
	3
	C
	-6

	68
	30
	3
	C
	-12

	69
	30
	3
	A
	0

	70
	30
	3
	B
	0

	71
	30
	3
	C
	-15

	72
	30
	3
	B
	-9

	73
	30
	3
	B
	-2

	74
	30
	3
	C
	1

	75
	30
	3
	B
	-3

	76
	30
	3
	B
	3

	77
	30
	3
	C
	4

	78
	30
	3
	A
	2

	79
	30
	3
	C
	0

	80
	30
	3
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	81
	30
	3
	B
	0

	82
	30
	3
	C
	8

	83
	30
	3
	B
	4

	84
	30
	3
	B
	5

	85
	30
	3
	C
	6

	86
	30
	3
	A
	-4

	87
	30
	3
	C
	15

	88
	30
	3
	B
	-5

	89
	30
	3
	A
	4

	90
	30
	3
	C
	10

	91
	30
	4
	C
	25

	92
	30
	4
	C
	22

	93
	30
	4
	B
	0

	94
	30
	4
	C
	-2

	95
	30
	4
	B
	2

	96
	30
	4
	C
	2

	97
	30
	4
	C
	-12

	98
	30
	4
	A
	1

	99
	30
	4
	A
	-3

	100
	30
	4
	C
	-4

	101
	30
	4
	A
	-2

	102
	30
	4
	C
	-15

	103
	30
	4
	B
	0

	104
	30
	4
	C
	-2

	105
	30
	4
	B
	-10

	106
	30
	4
	C
	-8

	107
	30
	4
	A
	-3

	108
	30
	4
	B
	2

	109
	30
	4
	C
	1

	110
	30
	4
	C
	-5

	111
	30
	4
	B
	-1

	112
	30
	4
	C
	0

	113
	30
	4
	C
	-13

	114
	30
	4
	B
	22

	115
	30
	4
	C
	4

	116
	30
	4
	C
	9

	117
	30
	4
	A
	2

	118
	30
	4
	B
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	119
	30
	4
	C
	2

	120
	30
	4
	C
	-2

	121
	30
	5
	C
	5

	122
	30
	5
	B
	-6

	123
	30
	5
	C
	-4

	124
	30
	5
	C
	-5

	125
	30
	5
	B
	-2

	126
	30
	5
	C
	-6

	127
	30
	5
	B
	-1

	128
	30
	5
	C
	10

	129
	30
	5
	C
	-1

	130
	30
	5
	A
	-2

	131
	30
	5
	A
	4

	132
	30
	5
	C
	-12

	133
	30
	5
	B
	10

	134
	30
	5
	A
	2

	135
	30
	5
	C
	-7

	136
	30
	5
	B
	9

	137
	30
	5
	B
	-1

	138
	30
	5
	C
	1

	139
	30
	5
	C
	-10

	140
	30
	5
	B
	-1

	141
	30
	5
	B
	0

	142
	30
	5
	C
	8

	143
	30
	5
	C
	-10

	144
	30
	5
	B
	3

	145
	30
	5
	C
	-6

	146
	30
	5
	B
	-3

	147
	30
	5
	B
	1

	148
	30
	5
	C
	-4

	149
	30
	5
	A
	-2

	150
	30
	5
	C
	-11

	151
	30
	6
	C
	-2

	152
	30
	6
	C
	-2

	153
	30
	6
	B
	1

	154
	30
	6
	B
	2

	155
	30
	6
	C
	-5

	156
	30
	6
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	157
	30
	6
	B
	0

	158
	30
	6
	C
	-9

	159
	30
	6
	C
	0

	160
	30
	6
	A
	12

	161
	30
	6
	C
	14

	162
	30
	6
	B
	1

	163
	30
	6
	A
	-1

	164
	30
	6
	B
	2

	165
	30
	6
	C
	-2

	166
	30
	6
	C
	1

	167
	30
	6
	B
	2

	168
	30
	6
	C
	4

	169
	30
	6
	C
	0

	170
	30
	6
	B
	4

	171
	30
	6
	C
	1

	172
	30
	6
	B
	-7

	173
	30
	6
	C
	-4

	174
	30
	6
	C
	-4

	175
	30
	6
	A
	3

	176
	30
	6
	C
	-8

	177
	30
	6
	A
	0

	178
	30
	6
	A
	-3

	179
	30
	6
	C
	-8

	180
	30
	6
	C
	0

	181
	30
	7
	B
	0

	182
	30
	7
	A
	0

	183
	30
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	30
	7
	A
	0

	185
	30
	7
	C
	-12

	186
	30
	7
	A
	-1

	187
	30
	7
	B
	-9

	188
	30
	7
	A
	0

	189
	30
	7
	B
	-3

	190
	30
	7
	C
	-9

	191
	30
	7
	A
	2

	192
	30
	7
	C
	3

	193
	30
	7
	B
	3

	194
	30
	7
	C
	12


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	195
	30
	7
	C
	-10

	196
	30
	7
	B
	-3

	197
	30
	7
	A
	-4

	198
	30
	7
	C
	-8

	199
	30
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	30
	7
	C
	2

	201
	30
	7
	B
	-1

	202
	30
	7
	C
	-4

	203
	30
	7
	A
	-3

	204
	30
	7
	A
	2

	205
	30
	7
	B
	4

	206
	30
	7
	B
	-11

	207
	30
	7
	C
	-12

	208
	30
	7
	A
	-4

	209
	30
	7
	B
	1

	210
	30
	7
	C
	0

	211
	30
	8
	A
	-4

	212
	30
	8
	C
	-8

	213
	30
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	30
	8
	C
	-4

	215
	30
	8
	B
	-7

	216
	30
	8
	A
	-5

	217
	30
	8
	B
	-5

	218
	30
	8
	C
	-7

	219
	30
	8
	B
	-4

	220
	30
	8
	C
	-6

	221
	30
	8
	A
	-7

	222
	30
	8
	C
	-5

	223
	30
	8
	A
	-5

	224
	30
	8
	B
	-1

	225
	30
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	30
	8
	A
	-2

	227
	30
	8
	C
	-9

	228
	30
	8
	A
	-3

	229
	30
	8
	B
	1

	230
	30
	8
	B
	-5

	231
	30
	8
	C
	-4

	232
	30
	8
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	233
	30
	8
	A
	-2

	234
	30
	8
	B
	-2

	235
	30
	8
	A
	-5

	236
	30
	8
	C
	-2

	237
	30
	8
	B
	-4

	238
	30
	8
	B
	-4

	239
	30
	8
	C
	1

	240
	30
	8
	C
	-6

	1
	31
	1
	A
	42

	2
	31
	1
	B
	-5

	3
	31
	1
	A
	26

	4
	31
	1
	B
	43

	5
	31
	1
	A
	25

	6
	31
	1
	C
	23

	7
	31
	1
	A
	7

	8
	31
	1
	B
	20

	9
	31
	1
	A
	13

	10
	31
	1
	A
	22

	11
	31
	1
	C
	22

	12
	31
	1
	B
	10

	13
	31
	1
	C
	7

	14
	31
	1
	C
	9

	15
	31
	1
	B
	7

	16
	31
	1
	A
	13

	17
	31
	1
	C
	-7

	18
	31
	1
	A
	19

	19
	31
	1
	C
	5

	20
	31
	1
	B
	19

	21
	31
	1
	C
	17

	22
	31
	1
	C
	16

	23
	31
	1
	A
	17

	24
	31
	1
	B
	21

	25
	31
	1
	C
	3

	26
	31
	1
	B
	20

	27
	31
	1
	A
	11

	28
	31
	1
	B
	17

	29
	31
	1
	B
	10

	30
	31
	1
	C
	28
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	31
	31
	2
	B
	30

	32
	31
	2
	C
	-5

	33
	31
	2
	B
	4

	34
	31
	2
	C
	-7

	35
	31
	2
	A
	1

	36
	31
	2
	B
	2

	37
	31
	2
	A
	-4

	38
	31
	2
	C
	-7

	39
	31
	2
	C
	6

	40
	31
	2
	A
	-5

	41
	31
	2
	A
	2

	42
	31
	2
	B
	12

	43
	31
	2
	A
	1

	44
	31
	2
	B
	-4

	45
	31
	2
	C
	-5

	46
	31
	2
	A
	3

	47
	31
	2
	B
	0

	48
	31
	2
	B
	7

	49
	31
	2
	C
	-15

	50
	31
	2
	A
	3

	51
	31
	2
	B
	1

	52
	31
	2
	A
	-4

	53
	31
	2
	A
	-1

	54
	31
	2
	C
	-13

	55
	31
	2
	A
	1

	56
	31
	2
	C
	10

	57
	31
	2
	B
	1

	58
	31
	2
	A
	-1

	59
	31
	2
	A
	0

	60
	31
	2
	B
	-3

	61
	31
	3
	C
	9

	62
	31
	3
	B
	0

	63
	31
	3
	A
	-4

	64
	31
	3
	B
	-2

	65
	31
	3
	C
	-13

	66
	31
	3
	C
	-3

	67
	31
	3
	B
	-6

	68
	31
	3
	B
	18
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	69
	31
	3
	A
	5

	70
	31
	3
	C
	5

	71
	31
	3
	B
	-2

	72
	31
	3
	C
	-12

	73
	31
	3
	C
	10

	74
	31
	3
	B
	-1

	75
	31
	3
	C
	-9

	76
	31
	3
	C
	9

	77
	31
	3
	B
	3

	78
	31
	3
	C
	-5

	79
	31
	3
	C
	-25

	80
	31
	3
	B
	-7

	81
	31
	3
	C
	-11

	82
	31
	3
	C
	4

	83
	31
	3
	B
	-1

	84
	31
	3
	B
	-2

	85
	31
	3
	C
	-13

	86
	31
	3
	C
	6

	87
	31
	3
	A
	-2

	88
	31
	3
	A
	-2

	89
	31
	3
	C
	-6

	90
	31
	3
	B
	-5

	91
	31
	4
	C
	2

	92
	31
	4
	A
	-1

	93
	31
	4
	C
	-19

	94
	31
	4
	B
	-7

	95
	31
	4
	C
	20

	96
	31
	4
	B
	2

	97
	31
	4
	C
	-21

	98
	31
	4
	A
	-6

	99
	31
	4
	C
	-4

	100
	31
	4
	B
	11

	101
	31
	4
	B
	-3

	102
	31
	4
	C
	-17

	103
	31
	4
	C
	4

	104
	31
	4
	B
	0

	105
	31
	4
	C
	5

	106
	31
	4
	C
	11
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	107
	31
	4
	B
	2

	108
	31
	4
	C
	6

	109
	31
	4
	C
	-11

	110
	31
	4
	A
	-5

	111
	31
	4
	C
	-7

	112
	31
	4
	C
	-1

	113
	31
	4
	A
	8

	114
	31
	4
	B
	-1

	115
	31
	4
	C
	-13

	116
	31
	4
	A
	0

	117
	31
	4
	C
	-11

	118
	31
	4
	A
	2

	119
	31
	4
	C
	-9

	120
	31
	4
	B
	8

	121
	31
	5
	C
	-5

	122
	31
	5
	C
	-15

	123
	31
	5
	B
	-13

	124
	31
	5
	A
	-3

	125
	31
	5
	C
	-12

	126
	31
	5
	C
	-11

	127
	31
	5
	B
	-4

	128
	31
	5
	C
	2

	129
	31
	5
	C
	-14

	130
	31
	5
	A
	5

	131
	31
	5
	C
	12

	132
	31
	5
	C
	-14

	133
	31
	5
	A
	7

	134
	31
	5
	C
	-16

	135
	31
	5
	C
	9

	136
	31
	5
	B
	-5

	137
	31
	5
	C
	7

	138
	31
	5
	B
	-1

	139
	31
	5
	C
	-10

	140
	31
	5
	C
	5

	141
	31
	5
	B
	-1

	142
	31
	5
	C
	-1

	143
	31
	5
	C
	-25

	144
	31
	5
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	145
	31
	5
	A
	-4

	146
	31
	5
	C
	20

	147
	31
	5
	C
	-7

	148
	31
	5
	A
	5

	149
	31
	5
	B
	9

	150
	31
	5
	A
	0

	151
	31
	6
	C
	-3

	152
	31
	6
	B
	-7

	153
	31
	6
	B
	-5

	154
	31
	6
	A
	-5

	155
	31
	6
	C
	-17

	156
	31
	6
	C
	-6

	157
	31
	6
	B
	-4

	158
	31
	6
	C
	-10

	159
	31
	6
	C
	11

	160
	31
	6
	A
	-1

	161
	31
	6
	C
	-2

	162
	31
	6
	A
	-4

	163
	31
	6
	C
	3

	164
	31
	6
	C
	-2

	165
	31
	6
	B
	-2

	166
	31
	6
	B
	-2

	167
	31
	6
	C
	-3

	168
	31
	6
	C
	-5

	169
	31
	6
	B
	-7

	170
	31
	6
	C
	0

	171
	31
	6
	A
	-3

	172
	31
	6
	C
	-14

	173
	31
	6
	A
	6

	174
	31
	6
	B
	10

	175
	31
	6
	C
	-10

	176
	31
	6
	C
	-5

	177
	31
	6
	A
	1

	178
	31
	6
	C
	-13

	179
	31
	6
	C
	-15

	180
	31
	6
	B
	-1

	181
	31
	7
	B
	8

	182
	31
	7
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	183
	31
	7
	B
	4

	184
	31
	7
	A
	1

	185
	31
	7
	C
	-3

	186
	31
	7
	A
	4

	187
	31
	7
	B
	-4

	188
	31
	7
	A
	3

	189
	31
	7
	B
	-5

	190
	31
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	31
	7
	A
	8

	192
	31
	7
	C
	-21

	193
	31
	7
	B
	-3

	194
	31
	7
	C
	-10

	195
	31
	7
	C
	-6

	196
	31
	7
	B
	-9

	197
	31
	7
	A
	-3

	198
	31
	7
	C
	10

	199
	31
	7
	A
	-1

	200
	31
	7
	C
	-14

	201
	31
	7
	B
	-11

	202
	31
	7
	C
	-8

	203
	31
	7
	A
	1

	204
	31
	7
	A
	-2

	205
	31
	7
	B
	-6

	206
	31
	7
	B
	-2

	207
	31
	7
	C
	-18

	208
	31
	7
	A
	1

	209
	31
	7
	B
	5

	210
	31
	7
	C
	-7

	211
	31
	8
	A
	1

	212
	31
	8
	C
	-9

	213
	31
	8
	A
	-2

	214
	31
	8
	C
	-9

	215
	31
	8
	B
	-9

	216
	31
	8
	A
	-7

	217
	31
	8
	B
	-8

	218
	31
	8
	C
	-21

	219
	31
	8
	B
	-7

	220
	31
	8
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	221
	31
	8
	A
	5

	222
	31
	8
	C
	0

	223
	31
	8
	A
	16

	224
	31
	8
	B
	-5

	225
	31
	8
	A
	-4

	226
	31
	8
	A
	-8

	227
	31
	8
	C
	-7

	228
	31
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	31
	8
	B
	11

	230
	31
	8
	B
	-3

	231
	31
	8
	C
	-9

	232
	31
	8
	B
	14

	233
	31
	8
	A
	-1

	234
	31
	8
	B
	0

	235
	31
	8
	A
	6

	236
	31
	8
	C
	11

	237
	31
	8
	B
	10

	238
	31
	8
	B
	5

	239
	31
	8
	C
	13

	240
	31
	8
	C
	18

	1
	32
	1
	A
	-5

	2
	32
	1
	B
	-14

	3
	32
	1
	A
	-7

	4
	32
	1
	B
	-8

	5
	32
	1
	A
	-3

	6
	32
	1
	C
	-31

	7
	32
	1
	A
	-4

	8
	32
	1
	B
	-15

	9
	32
	1
	A
	-7

	10
	32
	1
	A
	-3

	11
	32
	1
	C
	-31

	12
	32
	1
	B
	-15

	13
	32
	1
	C
	-13

	14
	32
	1
	C
	-20

	15
	32
	1
	B
	-9

	16
	32
	1
	A
	-1

	17
	32
	1
	C
	-31

	18
	32
	1
	A
	0


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	19
	32
	1
	C
	-7

	20
	32
	1
	B
	-10

	21
	32
	1
	C
	-22

	22
	32
	1
	C
	-35

	23
	32
	1
	A
	1

	24
	32
	1
	B
	-16

	25
	32
	1
	C
	-20

	26
	32
	1
	B
	-16

	27
	32
	1
	A
	-3

	28
	32
	1
	B
	-19

	29
	32
	1
	B
	-14

	30
	32
	1
	C
	-36

	31
	32
	2
	B
	-10

	32
	32
	2
	C
	-32

	33
	32
	2
	B
	-5

	34
	32
	2
	C
	-24

	35
	32
	2
	A
	7

	36
	32
	2
	B
	-2

	37
	32
	2
	A
	6

	38
	32
	2
	C
	-17

	39
	32
	2
	C
	-9

	40
	32
	2
	A
	9

	41
	32
	2
	A
	11

	42
	32
	2
	B
	7

	43
	32
	2
	A
	0

	44
	32
	2
	B
	12

	45
	32
	2
	C
	-4

	46
	32
	2
	A
	5

	47
	32
	2
	B
	11

	48
	32
	2
	B
	2

	49
	32
	2
	C
	-19

	50
	32
	2
	A
	11

	51
	32
	2
	B
	5

	52
	32
	2
	A
	9

	53
	32
	2
	A
	4

	54
	32
	2
	C
	-8

	55
	32
	2
	A
	12

	56
	32
	2
	C
	-2
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
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	57
	32
	2
	B
	1

	58
	32
	2
	A
	1

	59
	32
	2
	A
	6

	60
	32
	2
	B
	-1

	61
	32
	3
	C
	-15

	62
	32
	3
	B
	0

	63
	32
	3
	A
	2

	64
	32
	3
	B
	1

	65
	32
	3
	C
	3

	66
	32
	3
	C
	-15

	67
	32
	3
	B
	2

	68
	32
	3
	B
	-3

	69
	32
	3
	A
	0

	70
	32
	3
	C
	-5

	71
	32
	3
	B
	3

	72
	32
	3
	C
	-1

	73
	32
	3
	C
	-15

	74
	32
	3
	B
	-4

	75
	32
	3
	C
	-1

	76
	32
	3
	C
	0

	77
	32
	3
	B
	-10

	78
	32
	3
	C
	-3

	79
	32
	3
	C
	5

	80
	32
	3
	B
	3

	81
	32
	3
	C
	10

	82
	32
	3
	C
	-11

	83
	32
	3
	B
	4

	84
	32
	3
	B
	6

	85
	32
	3
	C
	3

	86
	32
	3
	C
	-2

	87
	32
	3
	A
	0

	88
	32
	3
	A
	3

	89
	32
	3
	C
	-8

	90
	32
	3
	B
	-3

	91
	32
	4
	C
	-5

	92
	32
	4
	A
	-1

	93
	32
	4
	C
	9

	94
	32
	4
	B
	-3


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Result

	95
	32
	4
	C
	-10

	96
	32
	4
	B
	0

	97
	32
	4
	C
	-20

	98
	32
	4
	A
	1

	99
	32
	4
	C
	-1

	100
	32
	4
	B
	3

	101
	32
	4
	B
	2

	102
	32
	4
	C
	3

	103
	32
	4
	C
	-11

	104
	32
	4
	B
	1

	105
	32
	4
	C
	3

	106
	32
	4
	C
	-8

	107
	32
	4
	B
	-3

	108
	32
	4
	C
	-5

	109
	32
	4
	C
	-3

	110
	32
	4
	A
	1

	111
	32
	4
	C
	-6

	112
	32
	4
	C
	-10

	113
	32
	4
	A
	-3

	114
	32
	4
	B
	-5

	115
	32
	4
	C
	7

	116
	32
	4
	A
	4

	117
	32
	4
	C
	-14

	118
	32
	4
	A
	0

	119
	32
	4
	C
	-15

	120
	32
	4
	B
	2

	121
	32
	5
	C
	-7

	122
	32
	5
	C
	5

	123
	32
	5
	B
	-4

	124
	32
	5
	A
	-1

	125
	32
	5
	C
	11

	126
	32
	5
	C
	-4

	127
	32
	5
	B
	5

	128
	32
	5
	C
	-11

	129
	32
	5
	C
	-4

	130
	32
	5
	A
	-2

	131
	32
	5
	C
	-2

	132
	32
	5
	C
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	133
	32
	5
	A
	3

	134
	32
	5
	C
	-9

	135
	32
	5
	C
	-1

	136
	32
	5
	B
	0

	137
	32
	5
	C
	-10

	138
	32
	5
	B
	-4

	139
	32
	5
	C
	-12

	140
	32
	5
	C
	7

	141
	32
	5
	B
	-5

	142
	32
	5
	C
	-15

	143
	32
	5
	C
	-5

	144
	32
	5
	B
	5

	145
	32
	5
	A
	-6

	146
	32
	5
	C
	9

	147
	32
	5
	C
	8

	148
	32
	5
	A
	6

	149
	32
	5
	B
	0

	150
	32
	5
	A
	0

	151
	32
	6
	C
	-10

	152
	32
	6
	B
	-5

	153
	32
	6
	B
	-2

	154
	32
	6
	A
	5

	155
	32
	6
	C
	9

	156
	32
	6
	C
	0

	157
	32
	6
	B
	-7

	158
	32
	6
	C
	-5

	159
	32
	6
	C
	-8

	160
	32
	6
	A
	1

	161
	32
	6
	C
	6

	162
	32
	6
	A
	0

	163
	32
	6
	C
	-4

	164
	32
	6
	C
	-13

	165
	32
	6
	B
	3

	166
	32
	6
	B
	4

	167
	32
	6
	C
	-9

	168
	32
	6
	C
	-7

	169
	32
	6
	B
	2

	170
	32
	6
	C
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	171
	32
	6
	A
	5

	172
	32
	6
	C
	8

	173
	32
	6
	A
	10

	174
	32
	6
	B
	1

	175
	32
	6
	C
	-9

	176
	32
	6
	C
	-6

	177
	32
	6
	A
	8

	178
	32
	6
	C
	5

	179
	32
	6
	C
	9

	180
	32
	6
	B
	0

	181
	32
	7
	B
	3

	182
	32
	7
	A
	4

	183
	32
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	32
	7
	A
	1

	185
	32
	7
	C
	-8

	186
	32
	7
	A
	4

	187
	32
	7
	B
	-4

	188
	32
	7
	A
	-3

	189
	32
	7
	B
	-7

	190
	32
	7
	C
	-12

	191
	32
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	32
	7
	C
	-1

	193
	32
	7
	B
	4

	194
	32
	7
	C
	-21

	195
	32
	7
	C
	24

	196
	32
	7
	B
	5

	197
	32
	7
	A
	4

	198
	32
	7
	C
	9

	199
	32
	7
	A
	3

	200
	32
	7
	C
	24

	201
	32
	7
	B
	-2

	202
	32
	7
	C
	6

	203
	32
	7
	A
	5

	204
	32
	7
	A
	2

	205
	32
	7
	B
	9

	206
	32
	7
	B
	1

	207
	32
	7
	C
	-12

	208
	32
	7
	A
	8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	209
	32
	7
	B
	2

	210
	32
	7
	C
	2

	211
	32
	8
	A
	4

	212
	32
	8
	C
	-5

	213
	32
	8
	A
	-1

	214
	32
	8
	C
	-2

	215
	32
	8
	B
	-13

	216
	32
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	32
	8
	B
	8

	218
	32
	8
	C
	-5

	219
	32
	8
	B
	4

	220
	32
	8
	C
	-17

	221
	32
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	32
	8
	C
	12

	223
	32
	8
	A
	4

	224
	32
	8
	B
	7

	225
	32
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	32
	8
	A
	8

	227
	32
	8
	C
	12

	228
	32
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	32
	8
	B
	19

	230
	32
	8
	B
	15

	231
	32
	8
	C
	11

	232
	32
	8
	B
	12

	233
	32
	8
	A
	2

	234
	32
	8
	B
	20

	235
	32
	8
	A
	4

	236
	32
	8
	C
	5

	237
	32
	8
	B
	12

	238
	32
	8
	B
	20

	239
	32
	8
	C
	7

	240
	32
	8
	C
	12

	1
	33
	1
	A
	-4

	2
	33
	1
	B
	-13

	3
	33
	1
	A
	-7

	4
	33
	1
	B
	-19

	5
	33
	1
	A
	-7

	6
	33
	1
	C
	-23


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	7
	33
	1
	A
	-6

	8
	33
	1
	B
	-19

	9
	33
	1
	A
	-11

	10
	33
	1
	A
	-5

	11
	33
	1
	C
	-17

	12
	33
	1
	B
	-20

	13
	33
	1
	C
	-25

	14
	33
	1
	C
	-35

	15
	33
	1
	B
	-14

	16
	33
	1
	A
	-2

	17
	33
	1
	C
	-21

	18
	33
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	33
	1
	C
	-24

	20
	33
	1
	B
	-14

	21
	33
	1
	C
	-23

	22
	33
	1
	C
	-28

	23
	33
	1
	A
	3

	24
	33
	1
	B
	-14

	25
	33
	1
	C
	-16

	26
	33
	1
	B
	-12

	27
	33
	1
	A
	4

	28
	33
	1
	B
	-8

	29
	33
	1
	B
	-7

	30
	33
	1
	C
	-15

	31
	33
	2
	C
	-14

	32
	33
	2
	B
	-10

	33
	33
	2
	C
	12

	34
	33
	2
	C
	-14

	35
	33
	2
	A
	4

	36
	33
	2
	C
	-11

	37
	33
	2
	C
	-10

	38
	33
	2
	A
	5

	39
	33
	2
	A
	4

	40
	33
	2
	C
	-20

	41
	33
	2
	B
	0

	42
	33
	2
	C
	-4

	43
	33
	2
	C
	-13

	44
	33
	2
	B
	7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	45
	33
	2
	B
	9

	46
	33
	2
	C
	-4

	47
	33
	2
	A
	3

	48
	33
	2
	B
	0

	49
	33
	2
	B
	-6

	50
	33
	2
	C
	-8

	51
	33
	2
	C
	13

	52
	33
	2
	B
	-7

	53
	33
	2
	C
	-12

	54
	33
	2
	C
	-3

	55
	33
	2
	B
	5

	56
	33
	2
	B
	12

	57
	33
	2
	C
	-6

	58
	33
	2
	B
	6

	59
	33
	2
	C
	-8

	60
	33
	2
	C
	-14

	61
	33
	3
	C
	2

	62
	33
	3
	C
	-6

	63
	33
	3
	B
	3

	64
	33
	3
	C
	-8

	65
	33
	3
	B
	3

	66
	33
	3
	A
	3

	67
	33
	3
	A
	3

	68
	33
	3
	B
	-5

	69
	33
	3
	B
	-3

	70
	33
	3
	C
	-11

	71
	33
	3
	C
	-5

	72
	33
	3
	A
	7

	73
	33
	3
	C
	-3

	74
	33
	3
	B
	-4

	75
	33
	3
	C
	1

	76
	33
	3
	C
	-7

	77
	33
	3
	A
	-1

	78
	33
	3
	C
	-9

	79
	33
	3
	C
	0

	80
	33
	3
	B
	-4

	81
	33
	3
	A
	5

	82
	33
	3
	C
	-28


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	83
	33
	3
	C
	-3

	84
	33
	3
	B
	0

	85
	33
	3
	B
	-7

	86
	33
	3
	C
	-7

	87
	33
	3
	A
	3

	88
	33
	3
	C
	-12

	89
	33
	3
	C
	-9

	90
	33
	3
	B
	9

	91
	33
	4
	C
	2

	92
	33
	4
	A
	-1

	93
	33
	4
	B
	2

	94
	33
	4
	C
	-2

	95
	33
	4
	B
	1

	96
	33
	4
	C
	-10

	97
	33
	4
	B
	1

	98
	33
	4
	B
	2

	99
	33
	4
	C
	4

	100
	33
	4
	C
	-13

	101
	33
	4
	B
	0

	102
	33
	4
	C
	-14

	103
	33
	4
	C
	-4

	104
	33
	4
	A
	0

	105
	33
	4
	C
	-6

	106
	33
	4
	C
	-2

	107
	33
	4
	A
	0

	108
	33
	4
	C
	2

	109
	33
	4
	B
	-6

	110
	33
	4
	C
	-10

	111
	33
	4
	A
	0

	112
	33
	4
	C
	2

	113
	33
	4
	A
	-3

	114
	33
	4
	C
	-3

	115
	33
	4
	A
	1

	116
	33
	4
	B
	-2

	117
	33
	4
	A
	0

	118
	33
	4
	C
	4

	119
	33
	4
	B
	-4

	120
	33
	4
	C
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	121
	33
	5
	C
	6

	122
	33
	5
	C
	-1

	123
	33
	5
	B
	12

	124
	33
	5
	C
	0

	125
	33
	5
	C
	-7

	126
	33
	5
	B
	9

	127
	33
	5
	C
	2

	128
	33
	5
	C
	6

	129
	33
	5
	B
	4

	130
	33
	5
	C
	-8

	131
	33
	5
	C
	0

	132
	33
	5
	B
	8

	133
	33
	5
	C
	-4

	134
	33
	5
	B
	6

	135
	33
	5
	C
	4

	136
	33
	5
	C
	-1

	137
	33
	5
	A
	6

	138
	33
	5
	C
	-4

	139
	33
	5
	C
	-8

	140
	33
	5
	B
	3

	141
	33
	5
	C
	2

	142
	33
	5
	C
	-17

	143
	33
	5
	B
	0

	144
	33
	5
	C
	2

	145
	33
	5
	C
	-14

	146
	33
	5
	A
	-2

	147
	33
	5
	C
	-2

	148
	33
	5
	B
	-7

	149
	33
	5
	C
	-7

	150
	33
	5
	C
	-2

	151
	33
	6
	C
	-1

	152
	33
	6
	A
	-3

	153
	33
	6
	B
	-3

	154
	33
	6
	C
	-10

	155
	33
	6
	B
	0

	156
	33
	6
	B
	-4

	157
	33
	6
	C
	-7

	158
	33
	6
	B
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	159
	33
	6
	A
	-2

	160
	33
	6
	A
	0

	161
	33
	6
	C
	1

	162
	33
	6
	B
	0

	163
	33
	6
	B
	5

	164
	33
	6
	A
	0

	165
	33
	6
	C
	-8

	166
	33
	6
	B
	0

	167
	33
	6
	C
	-5

	168
	33
	6
	A
	0

	169
	33
	6
	B
	9

	170
	33
	6
	C
	-6

	171
	33
	6
	B
	4

	172
	33
	6
	C
	-10

	173
	33
	6
	B
	5

	174
	33
	6
	A
	0

	175
	33
	6
	B
	4

	176
	33
	6
	C
	-2

	177
	33
	6
	C
	1

	178
	33
	6
	A
	2

	179
	33
	6
	A
	3

	180
	33
	6
	B
	-13

	181
	33
	7
	B
	3

	182
	33
	7
	A
	0

	183
	33
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	33
	7
	A
	-1

	185
	33
	7
	C
	-5

	186
	33
	7
	A
	2

	187
	33
	7
	B
	5

	188
	33
	7
	A
	3

	189
	33
	7
	B
	-1

	190
	33
	7
	C
	1

	191
	33
	7
	A
	1

	192
	33
	7
	C
	9

	193
	33
	7
	B
	2

	194
	33
	7
	C
	12

	195
	33
	7
	C
	19

	196
	33
	7
	B
	6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	197
	33
	7
	A
	3

	198
	33
	7
	C
	9

	199
	33
	7
	A
	4

	200
	33
	7
	C
	25

	201
	33
	7
	B
	21

	202
	33
	7
	C
	28

	203
	33
	7
	A
	4

	204
	33
	7
	A
	7

	205
	33
	7
	B
	16

	206
	33
	7
	B
	6

	207
	33
	7
	C
	13

	208
	33
	7
	A
	8

	209
	33
	7
	B
	7

	210
	33
	7
	C
	17

	211
	33
	8
	A
	5

	212
	33
	8
	C
	5

	213
	33
	8
	A
	6

	214
	33
	8
	C
	-1

	215
	33
	8
	B
	12

	216
	33
	8
	A
	1

	217
	33
	8
	B
	1

	218
	33
	8
	C
	-1

	219
	33
	8
	B
	17

	220
	33
	8
	C
	2

	221
	33
	8
	A
	6

	222
	33
	8
	C
	10

	223
	33
	8
	A
	9

	224
	33
	8
	B
	16

	225
	33
	8
	A
	7

	226
	33
	8
	A
	6

	227
	33
	8
	C
	9

	228
	33
	8
	A
	8

	229
	33
	8
	B
	11

	230
	33
	8
	B
	3

	231
	33
	8
	C
	3

	232
	33
	8
	B
	3

	233
	33
	8
	A
	3

	234
	33
	8
	B
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	235
	33
	8
	A
	5

	236
	33
	8
	C
	4

	237
	33
	8
	B
	7

	238
	33
	8
	B
	9

	239
	33
	8
	C
	-6

	240
	33
	8
	C
	7

	1
	34
	1
	A
	-4

	2
	34
	1
	B
	-12

	3
	34
	1
	A
	-8

	4
	34
	1
	B
	-9

	5
	34
	1
	A
	-12

	6
	34
	1
	C
	-18

	7
	34
	1
	A
	2

	8
	34
	1
	B
	-7

	9
	34
	1
	A
	-6

	10
	34
	1
	A
	-5

	11
	34
	1
	C
	-6

	12
	34
	1
	B
	-12

	13
	34
	1
	C
	-3

	14
	34
	1
	C
	-12

	15
	34
	1
	B
	-7

	16
	34
	1
	A
	-4

	17
	34
	1
	C
	-14

	18
	34
	1
	A
	-5

	19
	34
	1
	C
	-11

	20
	34
	1
	B
	-5

	21
	34
	1
	C
	-12

	22
	34
	1
	C
	-16

	23
	34
	1
	A
	-4

	24
	34
	1
	B
	-12

	25
	34
	1
	C
	-6

	26
	34
	1
	B
	-5

	27
	34
	1
	A
	-2

	28
	34
	1
	B
	-5

	29
	34
	1
	B
	-7

	30
	34
	1
	C
	-10

	31
	34
	2
	C
	-22

	32
	34
	2
	B
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	33
	34
	2
	B
	-2

	34
	34
	2
	C
	-8

	35
	34
	2
	C
	-12

	36
	34
	2
	A
	-2

	37
	34
	2
	C
	-7

	38
	34
	2
	B
	-4

	39
	34
	2
	C
	-4

	40
	34
	2
	B
	-3

	41
	34
	2
	C
	-5

	42
	34
	2
	B
	-1

	43
	34
	2
	B
	-2

	44
	34
	2
	C
	-4

	45
	34
	2
	C
	-7

	46
	34
	2
	A
	-4

	47
	34
	2
	C
	-10

	48
	34
	2
	C
	-7

	49
	34
	2
	A
	0

	50
	34
	2
	C
	5

	51
	34
	2
	B
	2

	52
	34
	2
	B
	0

	53
	34
	2
	C
	-10

	54
	34
	2
	B
	-11

	55
	34
	2
	A
	-5

	56
	34
	2
	C
	-10

	57
	34
	2
	B
	-2

	58
	34
	2
	A
	-1

	59
	34
	2
	C
	3

	60
	34
	2
	A
	2

	61
	34
	3
	C
	4

	62
	34
	3
	C
	3

	63
	34
	3
	B
	0

	64
	34
	3
	C
	2

	65
	34
	3
	C
	1

	66
	34
	3
	A
	-1

	67
	34
	3
	C
	-2

	68
	34
	3
	C
	-6

	69
	34
	3
	A
	-1

	70
	34
	3
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	71
	34
	3
	C
	-5

	72
	34
	3
	A
	3

	73
	34
	3
	C
	-1

	74
	34
	3
	C
	-2

	75
	34
	3
	B
	-1

	76
	34
	3
	C
	-3

	77
	34
	3
	C
	-4

	78
	34
	3
	A
	2

	79
	34
	3
	C
	2

	80
	34
	3
	C
	3

	81
	34
	3
	B
	-2

	82
	34
	3
	B
	-1

	83
	34
	3
	C
	0

	84
	34
	3
	C
	-2

	85
	34
	3
	A
	3

	86
	34
	3
	C
	0

	87
	34
	3
	C
	-1

	88
	34
	3
	B
	1

	89
	34
	3
	C
	-5

	90
	34
	3
	C
	0

	91
	34
	4
	A
	2

	92
	34
	4
	C
	6

	93
	34
	4
	B
	-2

	94
	34
	4
	C
	-4

	95
	34
	4
	A
	-1

	96
	34
	4
	B
	-2

	97
	34
	4
	C
	-5

	98
	34
	4
	C
	-4

	99
	34
	4
	B
	0

	100
	34
	4
	A
	0

	101
	34
	4
	C
	0

	102
	34
	4
	A
	-2

	103
	34
	4
	C
	-2

	104
	34
	4
	A
	-2

	105
	34
	4
	C
	-1

	106
	34
	4
	A
	3

	107
	34
	4
	B
	6

	108
	34
	4
	C
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	109
	34
	4
	A
	1

	110
	34
	4
	C
	2

	111
	34
	4
	A
	1

	112
	34
	4
	C
	2

	113
	34
	4
	B
	3

	114
	34
	4
	A
	-2

	115
	34
	4
	C
	2

	116
	34
	4
	A
	1

	117
	34
	4
	B
	-2

	118
	34
	4
	C
	-4

	119
	34
	4
	A
	2

	120
	34
	4
	C
	0

	121
	34
	5
	C
	3

	122
	34
	5
	A
	1

	123
	34
	5
	A
	1

	124
	34
	5
	C
	2

	125
	34
	5
	B
	2

	126
	34
	5
	B
	1

	127
	34
	5
	C
	2

	128
	34
	5
	B
	0

	129
	34
	5
	A
	-2

	130
	34
	5
	C
	-5

	131
	34
	5
	B
	0

	132
	34
	5
	C
	-4

	133
	34
	5
	A
	2

	134
	34
	5
	C
	-1

	135
	34
	5
	A
	0

	136
	34
	5
	A
	2

	137
	34
	5
	B
	2

	138
	34
	5
	B
	-3

	139
	34
	5
	C
	0

	140
	34
	5
	C
	-3

	141
	34
	5
	B
	-4

	142
	34
	5
	B
	2

	143
	34
	5
	A
	1

	144
	34
	5
	C
	5

	145
	34
	5
	C
	4

	146
	34
	5
	B
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	147
	34
	5
	C
	-5

	148
	34
	5
	B
	2

	149
	34
	5
	C
	-7

	150
	34
	5
	B
	0

	151
	34
	6
	C
	-2

	152
	34
	6
	B
	4

	153
	34
	6
	C
	3

	154
	34
	6
	C
	-3

	155
	34
	6
	A
	-2

	156
	34
	6
	C
	-4

	157
	34
	6
	A
	0

	158
	34
	6
	A
	1

	159
	34
	6
	C
	2

	160
	34
	6
	A
	3

	161
	34
	6
	C
	1

	162
	34
	6
	C
	2

	163
	34
	6
	A
	-1

	164
	34
	6
	C
	-1

	165
	34
	6
	C
	2

	166
	34
	6
	B
	-2

	167
	34
	6
	B
	1

	168
	34
	6
	C
	-10

	169
	34
	6
	B
	-8

	170
	34
	6
	A
	-1

	171
	34
	6
	C
	-5

	172
	34
	6
	C
	-3

	173
	34
	6
	B
	-4

	174
	34
	6
	B
	-5

	175
	34
	6
	C
	5

	176
	34
	6
	C
	-5

	177
	34
	6
	B
	2

	178
	34
	6
	B
	-4

	179
	34
	6
	C
	2

	180
	34
	6
	C
	-5

	181
	34
	7
	B
	4

	182
	34
	7
	A
	4

	183
	34
	7
	B
	0

	184
	34
	7
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	185
	34
	7
	C
	-1

	186
	34
	7
	A
	0

	187
	34
	7
	B
	-2

	188
	34
	7
	A
	1

	189
	34
	7
	B
	-3

	190
	34
	7
	C
	0

	191
	34
	7
	A
	-4

	192
	34
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	34
	7
	B
	4

	194
	34
	7
	C
	-1

	195
	34
	7
	C
	-11

	196
	34
	7
	B
	3

	197
	34
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	34
	7
	C
	4

	199
	34
	7
	A
	0

	200
	34
	7
	C
	-4

	201
	34
	7
	B
	-7

	202
	34
	7
	C
	-6

	203
	34
	7
	A
	-3

	204
	34
	7
	A
	4

	205
	34
	7
	B
	-1

	206
	34
	7
	B
	-2

	207
	34
	7
	C
	-1

	208
	34
	7
	A
	1

	209
	34
	7
	B
	1

	210
	34
	7
	C
	3

	211
	34
	8
	A
	3

	212
	34
	8
	C
	2

	213
	34
	8
	A
	1

	214
	34
	8
	C
	-4

	215
	34
	8
	B
	-2

	216
	34
	8
	A
	0

	217
	34
	8
	B
	-4

	218
	34
	8
	C
	9

	219
	34
	8
	B
	-5

	220
	34
	8
	C
	13

	221
	34
	8
	A
	4

	222
	34
	8
	C
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	223
	34
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	34
	8
	B
	-1

	225
	34
	8
	A
	-7

	226
	34
	8
	A
	-3

	227
	34
	8
	C
	3

	228
	34
	8
	A
	8

	229
	34
	8
	B
	5

	230
	34
	8
	B
	-11

	231
	34
	8
	C
	6

	232
	34
	8
	B
	-13

	233
	34
	8
	A
	-2

	234
	34
	8
	B
	0

	235
	34
	8
	A
	-1

	236
	34
	8
	C
	-1

	237
	34
	8
	B
	-9

	238
	34
	8
	B
	0

	239
	34
	8
	C
	3

	240
	34
	8
	C
	7

	1
	35
	1
	A
	-8

	2
	35
	1
	B
	-10

	3
	35
	1
	A
	-3

	4
	35
	1
	B
	-11

	5
	35
	1
	A
	-5

	6
	35
	1
	C
	-30

	7
	35
	1
	A
	2

	8
	35
	1
	B
	-20

	9
	35
	1
	A
	-3

	10
	35
	1
	A
	-4

	11
	35
	1
	C
	-9

	12
	35
	1
	B
	-11

	13
	35
	1
	C
	-22

	14
	35
	1
	C
	-24

	15
	35
	1
	B
	-5

	16
	35
	1
	A
	-2

	17
	35
	1
	C
	-12

	18
	35
	1
	A
	-2

	19
	35
	1
	C
	-15

	20
	35
	1
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	21
	35
	1
	C
	-20

	22
	35
	1
	C
	-15

	23
	35
	1
	A
	-1

	24
	35
	1
	B
	-12

	25
	35
	1
	C
	18

	26
	35
	1
	B
	-5

	27
	35
	1
	A
	-1

	28
	35
	1
	B
	-4

	29
	35
	1
	B
	-5

	30
	35
	1
	C
	-7

	31
	35
	2
	C
	-9

	32
	35
	2
	C
	-11

	33
	35
	2
	B
	-7

	34
	35
	2
	C
	14

	35
	35
	2
	C
	7

	36
	35
	2
	B
	-9

	37
	35
	2
	C
	-22

	38
	35
	2
	C
	3

	39
	35
	2
	B
	-3

	40
	35
	2
	C
	-10

	41
	35
	2
	C
	-2

	42
	35
	2
	B
	-7

	43
	35
	2
	C
	-1

	44
	35
	2
	A
	7

	45
	35
	2
	C
	-1

	46
	35
	2
	A
	5

	47
	35
	2
	C
	-4

	48
	35
	2
	A
	1

	49
	35
	2
	C
	-15

	50
	35
	2
	B
	-4

	51
	35
	2
	C
	4

	52
	35
	2
	B
	-1

	53
	35
	2
	C
	-15

	54
	35
	2
	B
	15

	55
	35
	2
	C
	5

	56
	35
	2
	B
	-15

	57
	35
	2
	C
	6

	58
	35
	2
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	59
	35
	2
	B
	3

	60
	35
	2
	C
	12

	61
	35
	3
	A
	0

	62
	35
	3
	A
	5

	63
	35
	3
	B
	-10

	64
	35
	3
	C
	-10

	65
	35
	3
	B
	-7

	66
	35
	3
	B
	4

	67
	35
	3
	C
	0

	68
	35
	3
	C
	-1

	69
	35
	3
	B
	-2

	70
	35
	3
	B
	-5

	71
	35
	3
	A
	4

	72
	35
	3
	C
	3

	73
	35
	3
	B
	-10

	74
	35
	3
	C
	12

	75
	35
	3
	C
	-10

	76
	35
	3
	B
	-7

	77
	35
	3
	C
	11

	78
	35
	3
	C
	-25

	79
	35
	3
	A
	-1

	80
	35
	3
	A
	1

	81
	35
	3
	C
	0

	82
	35
	3
	B
	10

	83
	35
	3
	C
	32

	84
	35
	3
	A
	0

	85
	35
	3
	A
	0

	86
	35
	3
	B
	2

	87
	35
	3
	C
	-9

	88
	35
	3
	B
	-2

	89
	35
	3
	B
	-6

	90
	35
	3
	C
	4

	91
	35
	4
	B
	-4

	92
	35
	4
	C
	3

	93
	35
	4
	B
	1

	94
	35
	4
	C
	3

	95
	35
	4
	C
	-5

	96
	35
	4
	A
	10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	97
	35
	4
	C
	5

	98
	35
	4
	B
	10

	99
	35
	4
	C
	3

	100
	35
	4
	C
	8

	101
	35
	4
	B
	2

	102
	35
	4
	C
	4

	103
	35
	4
	B
	0

	104
	35
	4
	C
	10

	105
	35
	4
	B
	4

	106
	35
	4
	C
	-3

	107
	35
	4
	A
	2

	108
	35
	4
	C
	0

	109
	35
	4
	B
	0

	110
	35
	4
	C
	5

	111
	35
	4
	C
	-2

	112
	35
	4
	B
	0

	113
	35
	4
	C
	-10

	114
	35
	4
	B
	3

	115
	35
	4
	C
	-12

	116
	35
	4
	B
	-5

	117
	35
	4
	C
	0

	118
	35
	4
	C
	-3

	119
	35
	4
	A
	5

	120
	35
	4
	C
	-10

	121
	35
	5
	A
	-3

	122
	35
	5
	A
	2

	123
	35
	5
	C
	5

	124
	35
	5
	A
	2

	125
	35
	5
	C
	0

	126
	35
	5
	A
	3

	127
	35
	5
	C
	-2

	128
	35
	5
	B
	2

	129
	35
	5
	A
	1

	130
	35
	5
	B
	2

	131
	35
	5
	A
	2

	132
	35
	5
	A
	0

	133
	35
	5
	C
	-6

	134
	35
	5
	B
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	135
	35
	5
	B
	-1

	136
	35
	5
	C
	8

	137
	35
	5
	C
	3

	138
	35
	5
	B
	3

	139
	35
	5
	C
	7

	140
	35
	5
	A
	3

	141
	35
	5
	A
	0

	142
	35
	5
	C
	7

	143
	35
	5
	A
	3

	144
	35
	5
	C
	4

	145
	35
	5
	A
	5

	146
	35
	5
	C
	5

	147
	35
	5
	C
	5

	148
	35
	5
	A
	3

	149
	35
	5
	B
	5

	150
	35
	5
	A
	0

	151
	35
	6
	C
	4

	152
	35
	6
	B
	-2

	153
	35
	6
	C
	5

	154
	35
	6
	C
	4

	155
	35
	6
	A
	2

	156
	35
	6
	C
	2

	157
	35
	6
	C
	3

	158
	35
	6
	B
	0

	159
	35
	6
	C
	3

	160
	35
	6
	B
	1

	161
	35
	6
	C
	0

	162
	35
	6
	C
	-2

	163
	35
	6
	B
	1

	164
	35
	6
	C
	8

	165
	35
	6
	A
	5

	166
	35
	6
	B
	0

	167
	35
	6
	B
	-5

	168
	35
	6
	A
	0

	169
	35
	6
	C
	-9

	170
	35
	6
	A
	0

	171
	35
	6
	C
	0

	172
	35
	6
	C
	-2


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	173
	35
	6
	A
	0

	174
	35
	6
	C
	-2

	175
	35
	6
	C
	0

	176
	35
	6
	A
	3

	177
	35
	6
	C
	0

	178
	35
	6
	B
	0

	179
	35
	6
	A
	-1

	180
	35
	6
	C
	4

	181
	35
	7
	B
	1

	182
	35
	7
	A
	2

	183
	35
	7
	B
	2

	184
	35
	7
	A
	-3

	185
	35
	7
	C
	-6

	186
	35
	7
	A
	4

	187
	35
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	35
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	35
	7
	B
	0

	190
	35
	7
	C
	-9

	191
	35
	7
	A
	0

	192
	35
	7
	C
	-7

	193
	35
	7
	B
	0

	194
	35
	7
	C
	-10

	195
	35
	7
	C
	-5

	196
	35
	7
	B
	-6

	197
	35
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	35
	7
	C
	0

	199
	35
	7
	A
	0

	200
	35
	7
	C
	7

	201
	35
	7
	B
	0

	202
	35
	7
	C
	-11

	203
	35
	7
	A
	-2

	204
	35
	7
	A
	1

	205
	35
	7
	B
	-5

	206
	35
	7
	B
	-3

	207
	35
	7
	C
	-14

	208
	35
	7
	A
	2

	209
	35
	7
	B
	-5

	210
	35
	7
	C
	-15


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	211
	35
	8
	A
	8

	212
	35
	8
	C
	5

	213
	35
	8
	A
	2

	214
	35
	8
	C
	9

	215
	35
	8
	B
	4

	216
	35
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	35
	8
	B
	0

	218
	35
	8
	C
	-8

	219
	35
	8
	B
	-4

	220
	35
	8
	C
	-16

	221
	35
	8
	A
	0

	222
	35
	8
	C
	-7

	223
	35
	8
	A
	5

	224
	35
	8
	B
	-4

	225
	35
	8
	A
	-2

	226
	35
	8
	A
	-1

	227
	35
	8
	C
	-13

	228
	35
	8
	A
	-2

	229
	35
	8
	B
	-8

	230
	35
	8
	B
	-15

	231
	35
	8
	C
	-20

	232
	35
	8
	B
	-11

	233
	35
	8
	A
	2

	234
	35
	8
	B
	-3

	235
	35
	8
	A
	-3

	236
	35
	8
	C
	-15

	237
	35
	8
	B
	-10

	238
	35
	8
	B
	-11

	239
	35
	8
	C
	-3

	240
	35
	8
	C
	-21

	1
	36
	1
	A
	3

	2
	36
	1
	B
	-4

	3
	36
	1
	A
	-1

	4
	36
	1
	B
	2

	5
	36
	1
	A
	-1

	6
	36
	1
	C
	-1

	7
	36
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	36
	1
	B
	-5


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	9
	36
	1
	A
	-2

	10
	36
	1
	A
	1

	11
	36
	1
	C
	-2

	12
	36
	1
	B
	-3

	13
	36
	1
	C
	1

	14
	36
	1
	C
	-15

	15
	36
	1
	B
	5

	16
	36
	1
	A
	6

	17
	36
	1
	C
	-4

	18
	36
	1
	A
	-3

	19
	36
	1
	C
	-15

	20
	36
	1
	B
	6

	21
	36
	1
	C
	15

	22
	36
	1
	C
	-15

	23
	36
	1
	A
	6

	24
	36
	1
	B
	27

	25
	36
	1
	C
	-15

	26
	36
	1
	B
	13

	27
	36
	1
	A
	2

	28
	36
	1
	B
	9

	29
	36
	1
	B
	23

	30
	36
	1
	C
	7

	31
	36
	2
	C
	8

	32
	36
	2
	C
	-12

	33
	36
	2
	B
	2

	34
	36
	2
	C
	-1

	35
	36
	2
	C
	-10

	36
	36
	2
	B
	4

	37
	36
	2
	C
	-2

	38
	36
	2
	C
	-6

	39
	36
	2
	B
	1

	40
	36
	2
	C
	2

	41
	36
	2
	C
	-12

	42
	36
	2
	B
	8

	43
	36
	2
	C
	-9

	44
	36
	2
	A
	7

	45
	36
	2
	C
	-8

	46
	36
	2
	A
	5
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	47
	36
	2
	C
	-24

	48
	36
	2
	A
	-1

	49
	36
	2
	C
	-24

	50
	36
	2
	B
	-1

	51
	36
	2
	C
	-5

	52
	36
	2
	B
	-4

	53
	36
	2
	C
	-11

	54
	36
	2
	B
	4

	55
	36
	2
	C
	-3

	56
	36
	2
	B
	1

	57
	36
	2
	C
	-15

	58
	36
	2
	C
	-4

	59
	36
	2
	B
	-3

	60
	36
	2
	C
	3

	61
	36
	3
	A
	-4

	62
	36
	3
	A
	8

	63
	36
	3
	B
	7

	64
	36
	3
	C
	-7

	65
	36
	3
	B
	0

	66
	36
	3
	B
	-6

	67
	36
	3
	C
	-15

	68
	36
	3
	C
	-25

	69
	36
	3
	B
	11

	70
	36
	3
	B
	7

	71
	36
	3
	A
	3

	72
	36
	3
	C
	-9

	73
	36
	3
	B
	-1

	74
	36
	3
	C
	-3

	75
	36
	3
	C
	-6

	76
	36
	3
	B
	1

	77
	36
	3
	C
	4

	78
	36
	3
	C
	-3

	79
	36
	3
	A
	-1

	80
	36
	3
	A
	8

	81
	36
	3
	C
	-12

	82
	36
	3
	B
	8

	83
	36
	3
	C
	-17

	84
	36
	3
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
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	85
	36
	3
	A
	6

	86
	36
	3
	B
	11

	87
	36
	3
	C
	-15

	88
	36
	3
	B
	-3

	89
	36
	3
	B
	-1

	90
	36
	3
	C
	-4

	91
	36
	4
	B
	-4

	92
	36
	4
	C
	-11

	93
	36
	4
	B
	-3

	94
	36
	4
	C
	-5

	95
	36
	4
	C
	-3

	96
	36
	4
	A
	-4

	97
	36
	4
	C
	-5

	98
	36
	4
	B
	3

	99
	36
	4
	C
	-13

	100
	36
	4
	C
	-17

	101
	36
	4
	B
	7

	102
	36
	4
	C
	8

	103
	36
	4
	B
	1

	104
	36
	4
	C
	-6

	105
	36
	4
	B
	5

	106
	36
	4
	C
	0

	107
	36
	4
	A
	-5

	108
	36
	4
	C
	-7

	109
	36
	4
	B
	2

	110
	36
	4
	C
	-9

	111
	36
	4
	C
	-1

	112
	36
	4
	B
	-6

	113
	36
	4
	C
	-3

	114
	36
	4
	B
	5

	115
	36
	4
	C
	1

	116
	36
	4
	B
	1

	117
	36
	4
	C
	-6

	118
	36
	4
	C
	0

	119
	36
	4
	A
	3

	120
	36
	4
	C
	-12

	121
	36
	5
	A
	1

	122
	36
	5
	A
	0
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	Participant_ID
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	123
	36
	5
	C
	-7

	124
	36
	5
	A
	2

	125
	36
	5
	C
	-11

	126
	36
	5
	A
	1

	127
	36
	5
	C
	4

	128
	36
	5
	B
	-6

	129
	36
	5
	A
	6

	130
	36
	5
	B
	-6

	131
	36
	5
	A
	2

	132
	36
	5
	A
	3

	133
	36
	5
	C
	-9

	134
	36
	5
	B
	-1

	135
	36
	5
	B
	2

	136
	36
	5
	C
	-4

	137
	36
	5
	C
	4

	138
	36
	5
	B
	2

	139
	36
	5
	C
	-12

	140
	36
	5
	A
	8

	141
	36
	5
	A
	8

	142
	36
	5
	C
	3

	143
	36
	5
	A
	-4

	144
	36
	5
	C
	-2

	145
	36
	5
	A
	2

	146
	36
	5
	C
	-9

	147
	36
	5
	C
	2

	148
	36
	5
	A
	-3

	149
	36
	5
	B
	5

	150
	36
	5
	A
	-2

	151
	36
	6
	C
	4

	152
	36
	6
	B
	-2

	153
	36
	6
	C
	4

	154
	36
	6
	C
	-3

	155
	36
	6
	A
	3

	156
	36
	6
	C
	-10

	157
	36
	6
	C
	6

	158
	36
	6
	B
	3

	159
	36
	6
	C
	14

	160
	36
	6
	B
	2
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	Participant_ID
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	161
	36
	6
	C
	-18

	162
	36
	6
	C
	11

	163
	36
	6
	B
	12

	164
	36
	6
	C
	-6

	165
	36
	6
	A
	0

	166
	36
	6
	B
	-9

	167
	36
	6
	B
	2

	168
	36
	6
	A
	3

	169
	36
	6
	C
	-9

	170
	36
	6
	A
	0

	171
	36
	6
	C
	2

	172
	36
	6
	C
	-4

	173
	36
	6
	A
	-2

	174
	36
	6
	C
	-10

	175
	36
	6
	C
	0

	176
	36
	6
	A
	0

	177
	36
	6
	C
	6

	178
	36
	6
	B
	-2

	179
	36
	6
	A
	2

	180
	36
	6
	C
	0

	181
	36
	7
	B
	6

	182
	36
	7
	A
	0

	183
	36
	7
	B
	-5

	184
	36
	7
	A
	-2

	185
	36
	7
	C
	-14

	186
	36
	7
	A
	-2

	187
	36
	7
	B
	-4

	188
	36
	7
	A
	0

	189
	36
	7
	B
	-7

	190
	36
	7
	C
	-7

	191
	36
	7
	A
	1

	192
	36
	7
	C
	-18

	193
	36
	7
	B
	-2

	194
	36
	7
	C
	-14

	195
	36
	7
	C
	-9

	196
	36
	7
	B
	4

	197
	36
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	36
	7
	C
	-13
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	Participant_ID
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	199
	36
	7
	A
	2

	200
	36
	7
	C
	-9

	201
	36
	7
	B
	0

	202
	36
	7
	C
	-12

	203
	36
	7
	A
	1

	204
	36
	7
	A
	0

	205
	36
	7
	B
	-3

	206
	36
	7
	B
	3

	207
	36
	7
	C
	-4

	208
	36
	7
	A
	-6

	209
	36
	7
	B
	-4

	210
	36
	7
	C
	-10

	211
	36
	8
	A
	6

	212
	36
	8
	C
	14

	213
	36
	8
	A
	2

	214
	36
	8
	C
	7

	215
	36
	8
	B
	2

	216
	36
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	36
	8
	B
	-11

	218
	36
	8
	C
	-20

	219
	36
	8
	B
	-9

	220
	36
	8
	C
	-14

	221
	36
	8
	A
	-2

	222
	36
	8
	C
	-15

	223
	36
	8
	A
	4

	224
	36
	8
	B
	9

	225
	36
	8
	A
	-1

	226
	36
	8
	A
	8

	227
	36
	8
	C
	-9

	228
	36
	8
	A
	-5

	229
	36
	8
	B
	5

	230
	36
	8
	B
	-2

	231
	36
	8
	C
	-19

	232
	36
	8
	B
	-2

	233
	36
	8
	A
	3

	234
	36
	8
	B
	-2

	235
	36
	8
	A
	4

	236
	36
	8
	C
	-1
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	Result

	237
	36
	8
	B
	-5

	238
	36
	8
	B
	6

	239
	36
	8
	C
	-17

	240
	36
	8
	C
	-9

	1
	39
	1
	A
	23

	2
	39
	1
	B
	9

	3
	39
	1
	A
	12

	4
	39
	1
	B
	18

	5
	39
	1
	A
	22

	6
	39
	1
	C
	27

	7
	39
	1
	A
	32

	8
	39
	1
	B
	25

	9
	39
	1
	A
	25

	10
	39
	1
	A
	11

	11
	39
	1
	C
	7

	12
	39
	1
	B
	22

	13
	39
	1
	C
	18

	14
	39
	1
	C
	6

	15
	39
	1
	B
	6

	16
	39
	1
	A
	5

	17
	39
	1
	C
	-1

	18
	39
	1
	A
	17

	19
	39
	1
	C
	19

	20
	39
	1
	B
	15

	21
	39
	1
	C
	4

	22
	39
	1
	C
	24

	23
	39
	1
	A
	15

	24
	39
	1
	B
	3

	25
	39
	1
	C
	13

	26
	39
	1
	B
	3

	27
	39
	1
	A
	8

	28
	39
	1
	B
	0

	29
	39
	1
	B
	17

	30
	39
	1
	C
	-7

	31
	39
	2
	C
	28

	32
	39
	2
	A
	12

	33
	39
	2
	A
	1

	34
	39
	2
	B
	6
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	35
	39
	2
	C
	-14

	36
	39
	2
	C
	-7

	37
	39
	2
	A
	-2

	38
	39
	2
	A
	2

	39
	39
	2
	B
	-7

	40
	39
	2
	A
	3

	41
	39
	2
	A
	2

	42
	39
	2
	B
	-1

	43
	39
	2
	A
	4

	44
	39
	2
	B
	13

	45
	39
	2
	C
	-13

	46
	39
	2
	C
	8

	47
	39
	2
	A
	2

	48
	39
	2
	B
	11

	49
	39
	2
	A
	4

	50
	39
	2
	A
	-1

	51
	39
	2
	B
	-12

	52
	39
	2
	B
	6

	53
	39
	2
	A
	2

	54
	39
	2
	A
	-9

	55
	39
	2
	C
	-22

	56
	39
	2
	B
	-2

	57
	39
	2
	C
	-9

	58
	39
	2
	C
	-31

	59
	39
	2
	B
	2

	60
	39
	2
	C
	28

	61
	39
	3
	C
	18

	62
	39
	3
	C
	-1

	63
	39
	3
	B
	-9

	64
	39
	3
	B
	0

	65
	39
	3
	C
	-17

	66
	39
	3
	C
	-23

	67
	39
	3
	B
	-8

	68
	39
	3
	C
	3

	69
	39
	3
	C
	8

	70
	39
	3
	B
	-12

	71
	39
	3
	C
	-4

	72
	39
	3
	A
	-9
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	Participant_ID
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	73
	39
	3
	C
	-9

	74
	39
	3
	C
	18

	75
	39
	3
	A
	-2

	76
	39
	3
	C
	-14

	77
	39
	3
	C
	-7

	78
	39
	3
	A
	4

	79
	39
	3
	C
	6

	80
	39
	3
	C
	-11

	81
	39
	3
	B
	-19

	82
	39
	3
	B
	-11

	83
	39
	3
	C
	-25

	84
	39
	3
	C
	-14

	85
	39
	3
	B
	-2

	86
	39
	3
	C
	-9

	87
	39
	3
	C
	13

	88
	39
	3
	A
	-4

	89
	39
	3
	C
	-13

	90
	39
	3
	C
	-7

	91
	39
	4
	C
	-4

	92
	39
	4
	B
	-11

	93
	39
	4
	C
	-21

	94
	39
	4
	A
	4

	95
	39
	4
	C
	-18

	96
	39
	4
	C
	-6

	97
	39
	4
	A
	-3

	98
	39
	4
	C
	-20

	99
	39
	4
	B
	-17

	100
	39
	4
	B
	-3

	101
	39
	4
	A
	3

	102
	39
	4
	C
	11

	103
	39
	4
	C
	-1

	104
	39
	4
	B
	0

	105
	39
	4
	C
	9

	106
	39
	4
	B
	-9

	107
	39
	4
	A
	-2

	108
	39
	4
	C
	4

	109
	39
	4
	C
	-7

	110
	39
	4
	A
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
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	111
	39
	4
	B
	-3

	112
	39
	4
	B
	-2

	113
	39
	4
	C
	-4

	114
	39
	4
	C
	12

	115
	39
	4
	B
	-9

	116
	39
	4
	C
	-8

	117
	39
	4
	A
	0

	118
	39
	4
	B
	1

	119
	39
	4
	C
	-11

	120
	39
	4
	B
	0

	121
	39
	5
	C
	5

	122
	39
	5
	B
	-7

	123
	39
	5
	C
	10

	124
	39
	5
	B
	-3

	125
	39
	5
	C
	-16

	126
	39
	5
	A
	-2

	127
	39
	5
	C
	3

	128
	39
	5
	C
	-5

	129
	39
	5
	A
	6

	130
	39
	5
	C
	-23

	131
	39
	5
	B
	2

	132
	39
	5
	C
	17

	133
	39
	5
	B
	-3

	134
	39
	5
	C
	29

	135
	39
	5
	A
	-3

	136
	39
	5
	C
	5

	137
	39
	5
	C
	15

	138
	39
	5
	B
	-3

	139
	39
	5
	B
	-4

	140
	39
	5
	C
	-6

	141
	39
	5
	C
	27

	142
	39
	5
	B
	-11

	143
	39
	5
	B
	-8

	144
	39
	5
	C
	15

	145
	39
	5
	C
	9

	146
	39
	5
	A
	-1

	147
	39
	5
	C
	2

	148
	39
	5
	C
	-10
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	149
	39
	5
	B
	-9

	150
	39
	5
	C
	11

	151
	39
	6
	B
	-7

	152
	39
	6
	C
	11

	153
	39
	6
	C
	-20

	154
	39
	6
	B
	-10

	155
	39
	6
	C
	15

	156
	39
	6
	C
	-11

	157
	39
	6
	B
	-10

	158
	39
	6
	C
	-18

	159
	39
	6
	C
	4

	160
	39
	6
	A
	3

	161
	39
	6
	C
	5

	162
	39
	6
	B
	-12

	163
	39
	6
	C
	22

	164
	39
	6
	C
	-17

	165
	39
	6
	A
	-8

	166
	39
	6
	C
	15

	167
	39
	6
	A
	0

	168
	39
	6
	C
	-9

	169
	39
	6
	C
	15

	170
	39
	6
	B
	-9

	171
	39
	6
	C
	16

	172
	39
	6
	C
	-9

	173
	39
	6
	B
	-13

	174
	39
	6
	C
	16

	175
	39
	6
	B
	-9

	176
	39
	6
	B
	-9

	177
	39
	6
	C
	18

	178
	39
	6
	A
	-2

	179
	39
	6
	C
	13

	180
	39
	6
	C
	8

	181
	39
	7
	B
	-11

	182
	39
	7
	A
	-9

	183
	39
	7
	B
	-12

	184
	39
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	39
	7
	C
	6

	186
	39
	7
	A
	-2
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	187
	39
	7
	B
	-18

	188
	39
	7
	A
	-8

	189
	39
	7
	B
	-22

	190
	39
	7
	C
	-11

	191
	39
	7
	A
	-4

	192
	39
	7
	C
	-17

	193
	39
	7
	B
	-16

	194
	39
	7
	C
	-22

	195
	39
	7
	C
	-13

	196
	39
	7
	B
	-16

	197
	39
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	39
	7
	C
	-4

	199
	39
	7
	A
	-4

	200
	39
	7
	C
	7

	201
	39
	7
	B
	-8

	202
	39
	7
	C
	-2

	203
	39
	7
	A
	-2

	204
	39
	7
	A
	0

	205
	39
	7
	B
	-14

	206
	39
	7
	B
	-3

	207
	39
	7
	C
	24

	208
	39
	7
	A
	-5

	209
	39
	7
	B
	-23

	210
	39
	7
	C
	-2

	211
	39
	8
	A
	-5

	212
	39
	8
	C
	-21

	213
	39
	8
	A
	-8

	214
	39
	8
	C
	3

	215
	39
	8
	B
	-12

	216
	39
	8
	A
	-2

	217
	39
	8
	B
	-4

	218
	39
	8
	C
	4

	219
	39
	8
	B
	-19

	220
	39
	8
	C
	-14

	221
	39
	8
	A
	-6

	222
	39
	8
	C
	-4

	223
	39
	8
	A
	-4

	224
	39
	8
	B
	-12
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	225
	39
	8
	A
	-4

	226
	39
	8
	A
	0

	227
	39
	8
	C
	-2

	228
	39
	8
	A
	-5

	229
	39
	8
	B
	-3

	230
	39
	8
	B
	-3

	231
	39
	8
	C
	3

	232
	39
	8
	B
	-14

	233
	39
	8
	A
	-6

	234
	39
	8
	B
	-8

	235
	39
	8
	A
	-2

	236
	39
	8
	C
	0

	237
	39
	8
	B
	-13

	238
	39
	8
	B
	-12

	239
	39
	8
	C
	3

	240
	39
	8
	C
	0

	1
	40
	1
	A
	7

	2
	40
	1
	B
	-5

	3
	40
	1
	A
	2

	4
	40
	1
	B
	-3

	5
	40
	1
	A
	1

	6
	40
	1
	C
	-9

	7
	40
	1
	A
	0

	8
	40
	1
	B
	8

	9
	40
	1
	A
	6

	10
	40
	1
	A
	16

	11
	40
	1
	C
	8

	12
	40
	1
	B
	-3

	13
	40
	1
	C
	-8

	14
	40
	1
	C
	-4

	15
	40
	1
	B
	0

	16
	40
	1
	A
	-1

	17
	40
	1
	C
	4

	18
	40
	1
	A
	10

	19
	40
	1
	C
	0

	20
	40
	1
	B
	9

	21
	40
	1
	C
	-3

	22
	40
	1
	C
	2
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	23
	40
	1
	A
	16

	24
	40
	1
	B
	19

	25
	40
	1
	C
	-1

	26
	40
	1
	B
	4

	27
	40
	1
	A
	9

	28
	40
	1
	B
	12

	29
	40
	1
	B
	6

	30
	40
	1
	C
	-5

	31
	40
	2
	C
	-8

	32
	40
	2
	A
	9

	33
	40
	2
	A
	-1

	34
	40
	2
	B
	-1

	35
	40
	2
	C
	-15

	36
	40
	2
	C
	-14

	37
	40
	2
	A
	2

	38
	40
	2
	A
	0

	39
	40
	2
	B
	-3

	40
	40
	2
	A
	5

	41
	40
	2
	A
	-1

	42
	40
	2
	B
	-6

	43
	40
	2
	A
	-4

	44
	40
	2
	B
	-5

	45
	40
	2
	C
	-27

	46
	40
	2
	C
	-10

	47
	40
	2
	A
	1

	48
	40
	2
	B
	-4

	49
	40
	2
	A
	-2

	50
	40
	2
	A
	4

	51
	40
	2
	B
	-12

	52
	40
	2
	B
	1

	53
	40
	2
	A
	4

	54
	40
	2
	A
	2

	55
	40
	2
	C
	-2

	56
	40
	2
	B
	1

	57
	40
	2
	C
	-6

	58
	40
	2
	C
	-4

	59
	40
	2
	B
	-1

	60
	40
	2
	C
	9
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	61
	40
	3
	C
	-6

	62
	40
	3
	C
	0

	63
	40
	3
	B
	9

	64
	40
	3
	B
	1

	65
	40
	3
	C
	6

	66
	40
	3
	C
	0

	67
	40
	3
	B
	1

	68
	40
	3
	C
	0

	69
	40
	3
	C
	1

	70
	40
	3
	B
	-4

	71
	40
	3
	C
	3

	72
	40
	3
	A
	1

	73
	40
	3
	C
	-6

	74
	40
	3
	C
	-7

	75
	40
	3
	A
	2

	76
	40
	3
	C
	-2

	77
	40
	3
	C
	-4

	78
	40
	3
	A
	11

	79
	40
	3
	C
	-6

	80
	40
	3
	C
	-6

	81
	40
	3
	B
	6

	82
	40
	3
	B
	-2

	83
	40
	3
	C
	-12

	84
	40
	3
	C
	6

	85
	40
	3
	B
	0

	86
	40
	3
	C
	-7

	87
	40
	3
	C
	-4

	88
	40
	3
	A
	13

	89
	40
	3
	C
	-6

	90
	40
	3
	C
	-3

	91
	40
	4
	C
	6

	92
	40
	4
	B
	3

	93
	40
	4
	C
	-8

	94
	40
	4
	A
	5

	95
	40
	4
	C
	-4

	96
	40
	4
	C
	8

	97
	40
	4
	A
	1

	98
	40
	4
	C
	-4
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	99
	40
	4
	B
	-4

	100
	40
	4
	B
	-5

	101
	40
	4
	A
	0

	102
	40
	4
	C
	-17

	103
	40
	4
	C
	-3

	104
	40
	4
	B
	-3

	105
	40
	4
	C
	-7

	106
	40
	4
	B
	-11

	107
	40
	4
	A
	-5

	108
	40
	4
	C
	-9

	109
	40
	4
	C
	-9

	110
	40
	4
	A
	1

	111
	40
	4
	B
	1

	112
	40
	4
	B
	6

	113
	40
	4
	C
	-1

	114
	40
	4
	C
	22

	115
	40
	4
	B
	1

	116
	40
	4
	C
	10

	117
	40
	4
	A
	3

	118
	40
	4
	B
	0

	119
	40
	4
	C
	4

	120
	40
	4
	B
	-5

	121
	40
	5
	C
	9

	122
	40
	5
	B
	-1

	123
	40
	5
	C
	-6

	124
	40
	5
	B
	2

	125
	40
	5
	C
	20

	126
	40
	5
	A
	13

	127
	40
	5
	C
	6

	128
	40
	5
	C
	-3

	129
	40
	5
	A
	8

	130
	40
	5
	C
	-16

	131
	40
	5
	B
	2

	132
	40
	5
	C
	0

	133
	40
	5
	B
	-3

	134
	40
	5
	C
	-18

	135
	40
	5
	A
	15

	136
	40
	5
	C
	-5
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	137
	40
	5
	C
	2

	138
	40
	5
	B
	-2

	139
	40
	5
	B
	-8

	140
	40
	5
	C
	-9

	141
	40
	5
	C
	-7

	142
	40
	5
	B
	-1

	143
	40
	5
	B
	-4

	144
	40
	5
	C
	-11

	145
	40
	5
	C
	-4

	146
	40
	5
	A
	-1

	147
	40
	5
	C
	-8

	148
	40
	5
	C
	-11

	149
	40
	5
	B
	-2

	150
	40
	5
	C
	-12

	151
	40
	6
	B
	-11

	152
	40
	6
	C
	-5

	153
	40
	6
	C
	-6

	154
	40
	6
	B
	-9

	155
	40
	6
	C
	-11

	156
	40
	6
	C
	17

	157
	40
	6
	B
	1

	158
	40
	6
	C
	-7

	159
	40
	6
	C
	-10

	160
	40
	6
	A
	4

	161
	40
	6
	C
	-6

	162
	40
	6
	B
	3

	163
	40
	6
	C
	-3

	164
	40
	6
	C
	12

	165
	40
	6
	A
	2

	166
	40
	6
	C
	-10

	167
	40
	6
	A
	2

	168
	40
	6
	C
	4

	169
	40
	6
	C
	-11

	170
	40
	6
	B
	-1

	171
	40
	6
	C
	16

	172
	40
	6
	C
	-11

	173
	40
	6
	B
	9

	174
	40
	6
	C
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	175
	40
	6
	B
	-1

	176
	40
	6
	B
	6

	177
	40
	6
	C
	-11

	178
	40
	6
	A
	6

	179
	40
	6
	C
	0

	180
	40
	6
	C
	-8

	181
	40
	7
	B
	3

	182
	40
	7
	A
	8

	183
	40
	7
	B
	14

	184
	40
	7
	A
	1

	185
	40
	7
	C
	-13

	186
	40
	7
	A
	10

	187
	40
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	40
	7
	A
	1

	189
	40
	7
	B
	6

	190
	40
	7
	C
	-5

	191
	40
	7
	A
	9

	192
	40
	7
	C
	-12

	193
	40
	7
	B
	-6

	194
	40
	7
	C
	-16

	195
	40
	7
	C
	-6

	196
	40
	7
	B
	2

	197
	40
	7
	A
	1

	198
	40
	7
	C
	3

	199
	40
	7
	A
	-2

	200
	40
	7
	C
	-8

	201
	40
	7
	B
	2

	202
	40
	7
	C
	20

	203
	40
	7
	A
	2

	204
	40
	7
	A
	5

	205
	40
	7
	B
	6

	206
	40
	7
	B
	1

	207
	40
	7
	C
	-10

	208
	40
	7
	A
	1

	209
	40
	7
	B
	-1

	210
	40
	7
	C
	-7

	211
	40
	8
	A
	2

	212
	40
	8
	C
	-20


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	213
	40
	8
	A
	13

	214
	40
	8
	C
	-3

	215
	40
	8
	B
	-3

	216
	40
	8
	A
	9

	217
	40
	8
	B
	4

	218
	40
	8
	C
	-19

	219
	40
	8
	B
	0

	220
	40
	8
	C
	-17

	221
	40
	8
	A
	-1

	222
	40
	8
	C
	10

	223
	40
	8
	A
	7

	224
	40
	8
	B
	-4

	225
	40
	8
	A
	5

	226
	40
	8
	A
	0

	227
	40
	8
	C
	-9

	228
	40
	8
	A
	0

	229
	40
	8
	B
	3

	230
	40
	8
	B
	7

	231
	40
	8
	C
	-24

	232
	40
	8
	B
	6

	233
	40
	8
	A
	5

	234
	40
	8
	B
	3

	235
	40
	8
	A
	3

	236
	40
	8
	C
	-19

	237
	40
	8
	B
	-4

	238
	40
	8
	B
	-5

	239
	40
	8
	C
	-10

	240
	40
	8
	C
	-17

	1
	41
	1
	A
	-6

	2
	41
	1
	B
	-14

	3
	41
	1
	A
	-7

	4
	41
	1
	B
	-11

	5
	41
	1
	A
	-10

	6
	41
	1
	C
	-30

	7
	41
	1
	A
	-8

	8
	41
	1
	B
	-13

	9
	41
	1
	A
	-9

	10
	41
	1
	A
	-8
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	11
	41
	1
	C
	-34

	12
	41
	1
	B
	-20

	13
	41
	1
	C
	-32

	14
	41
	1
	C
	-32

	15
	41
	1
	B
	-10

	16
	41
	1
	A
	-4

	17
	41
	1
	C
	-33

	18
	41
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	41
	1
	C
	-27

	20
	41
	1
	B
	-14

	21
	41
	1
	C
	-33

	22
	41
	1
	C
	-31

	23
	41
	1
	A
	-4

	24
	41
	1
	B
	-12

	25
	41
	1
	C
	-24

	26
	41
	1
	B
	-16

	27
	41
	1
	A
	-4

	28
	41
	1
	B
	-17

	29
	41
	1
	B
	-13

	30
	41
	1
	C
	-24

	31
	41
	2
	C
	-15

	32
	41
	2
	B
	-11

	33
	41
	2
	C
	-15

	34
	41
	2
	C
	4

	35
	41
	2
	B
	-7

	36
	41
	2
	C
	12

	37
	41
	2
	C
	-15

	38
	41
	2
	B
	-5

	39
	41
	2
	C
	-16

	40
	41
	2
	C
	21

	41
	41
	2
	B
	0

	42
	41
	2
	A
	0

	43
	41
	2
	C
	-20

	44
	41
	2
	B
	-6

	45
	41
	2
	C
	-14

	46
	41
	2
	C
	20

	47
	41
	2
	A
	4

	48
	41
	2
	C
	21
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	49
	41
	2
	A
	-2

	50
	41
	2
	B
	-4

	51
	41
	2
	C
	8

	52
	41
	2
	C
	-14

	53
	41
	2
	B
	-4

	54
	41
	2
	C
	-1

	55
	41
	2
	A
	-4

	56
	41
	2
	C
	6

	57
	41
	2
	C
	-3

	58
	41
	2
	B
	-1

	59
	41
	2
	C
	-4

	60
	41
	2
	C
	11

	61
	41
	3
	C
	25

	62
	41
	3
	C
	0

	63
	41
	3
	B
	5

	64
	41
	3
	C
	0

	65
	41
	3
	B
	-3

	66
	41
	3
	C
	7

	67
	41
	3
	C
	-7

	68
	41
	3
	A
	-5

	69
	41
	3
	C
	-17

	70
	41
	3
	B
	-1

	71
	41
	3
	C
	15

	72
	41
	3
	C
	-10

	73
	41
	3
	B
	-9

	74
	41
	3
	C
	-15

	75
	41
	3
	A
	-2

	76
	41
	3
	C
	0

	77
	41
	3
	C
	-25

	78
	41
	3
	A
	-2

	79
	41
	3
	A
	1

	80
	41
	3
	C
	-10

	81
	41
	3
	C
	-6

	82
	41
	3
	B
	-5

	83
	41
	3
	C
	-4

	84
	41
	3
	C
	23

	85
	41
	3
	B
	-10

	86
	41
	3
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	87
	41
	3
	C
	-15

	88
	41
	3
	B
	-2

	89
	41
	3
	C
	13

	90
	41
	3
	C
	0

	91
	41
	4
	C
	23

	92
	41
	4
	B
	-2

	93
	41
	4
	C
	6

	94
	41
	4
	B
	-4

	95
	41
	4
	C
	30

	96
	41
	4
	C
	0

	97
	41
	4
	A
	0

	98
	41
	4
	C
	0

	99
	41
	4
	B
	-7

	100
	41
	4
	C
	4

	101
	41
	4
	C
	-13

	102
	41
	4
	B
	-3

	103
	41
	4
	C
	-6

	104
	41
	4
	C
	-3

	105
	41
	4
	B
	-8

	106
	41
	4
	C
	-1

	107
	41
	4
	C
	-4

	108
	41
	4
	B
	-6

	109
	41
	4
	A
	-3

	110
	41
	4
	C
	-1

	111
	41
	4
	B
	-5

	112
	41
	4
	C
	-7

	113
	41
	4
	A
	-1

	114
	41
	4
	C
	-2

	115
	41
	4
	C
	-10

	116
	41
	4
	B
	8

	117
	41
	4
	C
	-1

	118
	41
	4
	A
	2

	119
	41
	4
	B
	6

	120
	41
	4
	C
	6

	121
	41
	5
	C
	5

	122
	41
	5
	C
	-4

	123
	41
	5
	A
	0

	124
	41
	5
	B
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	125
	41
	5
	C
	-2

	126
	41
	5
	B
	6

	127
	41
	5
	B
	-7

	128
	41
	5
	C
	-4

	129
	41
	5
	B
	3

	130
	41
	5
	B
	-5

	131
	41
	5
	C
	3

	132
	41
	5
	C
	-10

	133
	41
	5
	B
	-2

	134
	41
	5
	B
	-1

	135
	41
	5
	C
	-9

	136
	41
	5
	C
	14

	137
	41
	5
	A
	0

	138
	41
	5
	C
	8

	139
	41
	5
	C
	5

	140
	41
	5
	B
	-5

	141
	41
	5
	A
	-2

	142
	41
	5
	C
	-10

	143
	41
	5
	C
	10

	144
	41
	5
	B
	-4

	145
	41
	5
	B
	-3

	146
	41
	5
	C
	3

	147
	41
	5
	C
	-11

	148
	41
	5
	B
	-4

	149
	41
	5
	C
	-5

	150
	41
	5
	B
	-11

	151
	41
	6
	C
	11

	152
	41
	6
	C
	-9

	153
	41
	6
	B
	-2

	154
	41
	6
	C
	1

	155
	41
	6
	C
	-8

	156
	41
	6
	B
	-3

	157
	41
	6
	C
	17

	158
	41
	6
	B
	1

	159
	41
	6
	C
	-9

	160
	41
	6
	C
	-2

	161
	41
	6
	B
	6

	162
	41
	6
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	163
	41
	6
	C
	2

	164
	41
	6
	A
	1

	165
	41
	6
	B
	-3

	166
	41
	6
	C
	3

	167
	41
	6
	C
	-5

	168
	41
	6
	B
	6

	169
	41
	6
	C
	-1

	170
	41
	6
	C
	0

	171
	41
	6
	B
	-1

	172
	41
	6
	C
	0

	173
	41
	6
	B
	-2

	174
	41
	6
	A
	2

	175
	41
	6
	B
	0

	176
	41
	6
	B
	-5

	177
	41
	6
	C
	-10

	178
	41
	6
	B
	4

	179
	41
	6
	C
	-6

	180
	41
	6
	C
	-4

	181
	41
	7
	B
	9

	182
	41
	7
	A
	2

	183
	41
	7
	B
	5

	184
	41
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	41
	7
	C
	0

	186
	41
	7
	A
	0

	187
	41
	7
	B
	0

	188
	41
	7
	A
	0

	189
	41
	7
	B
	-7

	190
	41
	7
	C
	-1

	191
	41
	7
	A
	2

	192
	41
	7
	C
	-20

	193
	41
	7
	B
	-2

	194
	41
	7
	C
	-10

	195
	41
	7
	C
	-3

	196
	41
	7
	B
	1

	197
	41
	7
	A
	0

	198
	41
	7
	C
	-1

	199
	41
	7
	A
	3

	200
	41
	7
	C
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	201
	41
	7
	B
	-9

	202
	41
	7
	C
	-14

	203
	41
	7
	A
	1

	204
	41
	7
	A
	-6

	205
	41
	7
	B
	-1

	206
	41
	7
	B
	-8

	207
	41
	7
	C
	-7

	208
	41
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	41
	7
	B
	-6

	210
	41
	7
	C
	-9

	211
	41
	8
	A
	-6

	212
	41
	8
	C
	-17

	213
	41
	8
	A
	-4

	214
	41
	8
	C
	-16

	215
	41
	8
	B
	-13

	216
	41
	8
	A
	-7

	217
	41
	8
	B
	-9

	218
	41
	8
	C
	-33

	219
	41
	8
	B
	-13

	220
	41
	8
	C
	-22

	221
	41
	8
	A
	-3

	222
	41
	8
	C
	-31

	223
	41
	8
	A
	-9

	224
	41
	8
	B
	-12

	225
	41
	8
	A
	-8

	226
	41
	8
	A
	-7

	227
	41
	8
	C
	-25

	228
	41
	8
	A
	-6

	229
	41
	8
	B
	-13

	230
	41
	8
	B
	-15

	231
	41
	8
	C
	-25

	232
	41
	8
	B
	-20

	233
	41
	8
	A
	-3

	234
	41
	8
	B
	-17

	235
	41
	8
	A
	-5

	236
	41
	8
	C
	-17

	237
	41
	8
	B
	-14

	238
	41
	8
	B
	-17


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	239
	41
	8
	C
	-12

	240
	41
	8
	C
	-19

	1
	42
	1
	A
	-5

	2
	42
	1
	B
	-11

	3
	42
	1
	A
	-9

	4
	42
	1
	B
	-17

	5
	42
	1
	A
	-5

	6
	42
	1
	C
	-14

	7
	42
	1
	A
	-6

	8
	42
	1
	B
	-12

	9
	42
	1
	A
	-6

	10
	42
	1
	A
	-4

	11
	42
	1
	C
	-25

	12
	42
	1
	B
	-10

	13
	42
	1
	C
	-39

	14
	42
	1
	C
	-25

	15
	42
	1
	B
	-17

	16
	42
	1
	A
	-5

	17
	42
	1
	C
	-35

	18
	42
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	42
	1
	C
	-22

	20
	42
	1
	B
	-9

	21
	42
	1
	C
	-26

	22
	42
	1
	C
	-13

	23
	42
	1
	A
	-6

	24
	42
	1
	B
	-11

	25
	42
	1
	C
	-38

	26
	42
	1
	B
	-13

	27
	42
	1
	A
	-6

	28
	42
	1
	B
	-14

	29
	42
	1
	B
	-20

	30
	42
	1
	C
	-26

	31
	42
	2
	C
	-17

	32
	42
	2
	B
	-13

	33
	42
	2
	C
	-11

	34
	42
	2
	C
	22

	35
	42
	2
	B
	2

	36
	42
	2
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	37
	42
	2
	C
	10

	38
	42
	2
	B
	1

	39
	42
	2
	C
	-11

	40
	42
	2
	C
	-10

	41
	42
	2
	B
	-8

	42
	42
	2
	A
	7

	43
	42
	2
	C
	-18

	44
	42
	2
	B
	-1

	45
	42
	2
	C
	4

	46
	42
	2
	C
	3

	47
	42
	2
	A
	1

	48
	42
	2
	C
	-16

	49
	42
	2
	A
	5

	50
	42
	2
	B
	-8

	51
	42
	2
	C
	-10

	52
	42
	2
	C
	10

	53
	42
	2
	B
	3

	54
	42
	2
	C
	1

	55
	42
	2
	A
	6

	56
	42
	2
	C
	-1

	57
	42
	2
	C
	-8

	58
	42
	2
	B
	-5

	59
	42
	2
	C
	-6

	60
	42
	2
	C
	0

	61
	42
	3
	C
	-3

	62
	42
	3
	C
	-4

	63
	42
	3
	B
	-2

	64
	42
	3
	C
	-2

	65
	42
	3
	B
	-5

	66
	42
	3
	C
	-12

	67
	42
	3
	C
	-6

	68
	42
	3
	A
	2

	69
	42
	3
	C
	-5

	70
	42
	3
	B
	-5

	71
	42
	3
	C
	-2

	72
	42
	3
	C
	-7

	73
	42
	3
	B
	-5

	74
	42
	3
	C
	-1
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
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	75
	42
	3
	A
	2

	76
	42
	3
	C
	-16

	77
	42
	3
	C
	5

	78
	42
	3
	A
	1

	79
	42
	3
	A
	-1

	80
	42
	3
	C
	-6

	81
	42
	3
	C
	-6

	82
	42
	3
	B
	-7

	83
	42
	3
	C
	8

	84
	42
	3
	C
	0

	85
	42
	3
	B
	-16

	86
	42
	3
	C
	2

	87
	42
	3
	C
	-4

	88
	42
	3
	B
	8

	89
	42
	3
	C
	-2

	90
	42
	3
	C
	-2

	91
	42
	4
	C
	3

	92
	42
	4
	B
	4

	93
	42
	4
	C
	5

	94
	42
	4
	B
	-5

	95
	42
	4
	C
	15

	96
	42
	4
	C
	-8

	97
	42
	4
	A
	4

	98
	42
	4
	C
	6

	99
	42
	4
	B
	-6

	100
	42
	4
	C
	-8

	101
	42
	4
	C
	12

	102
	42
	4
	B
	0

	103
	42
	4
	C
	-12

	104
	42
	4
	C
	-2

	105
	42
	4
	B
	-4

	106
	42
	4
	C
	-6

	107
	42
	4
	C
	-12

	108
	42
	4
	B
	2

	109
	42
	4
	A
	3

	110
	42
	4
	C
	-14

	111
	42
	4
	B
	-10

	112
	42
	4
	C
	-1
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	Participant_ID
	Test
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	113
	42
	4
	A
	3

	114
	42
	4
	C
	-16

	115
	42
	4
	C
	22

	116
	42
	4
	B
	-5

	117
	42
	4
	C
	-7

	118
	42
	4
	A
	-4

	119
	42
	4
	B
	-9

	120
	42
	4
	C
	9

	121
	42
	5
	C
	0

	122
	42
	5
	C
	-12

	123
	42
	5
	A
	3

	124
	42
	5
	B
	3

	125
	42
	5
	C
	3

	126
	42
	5
	B
	-4

	127
	42
	5
	B
	-3

	128
	42
	5
	C
	3

	129
	42
	5
	B
	-1

	130
	42
	5
	B
	-2

	131
	42
	5
	C
	-4

	132
	42
	5
	C
	-2

	133
	42
	5
	B
	-3

	134
	42
	5
	B
	-4

	135
	42
	5
	C
	4

	136
	42
	5
	C
	-3

	137
	42
	5
	A
	3

	138
	42
	5
	C
	-6

	139
	42
	5
	C
	9

	140
	42
	5
	B
	-1

	141
	42
	5
	A
	5

	142
	42
	5
	C
	-20

	143
	42
	5
	C
	14

	144
	42
	5
	B
	-5

	145
	42
	5
	B
	0

	146
	42
	5
	C
	-13

	147
	42
	5
	C
	-3

	148
	42
	5
	B
	-6

	149
	42
	5
	C
	-3

	150
	42
	5
	B
	-1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	151
	42
	6
	C
	-1

	152
	42
	6
	C
	-6

	153
	42
	6
	B
	-4

	154
	42
	6
	C
	-4

	155
	42
	6
	C
	4

	156
	42
	6
	B
	-6

	157
	42
	6
	C
	-4

	158
	42
	6
	B
	-6

	159
	42
	6
	C
	-3

	160
	42
	6
	C
	5

	161
	42
	6
	B
	-10

	162
	42
	6
	C
	-4

	163
	42
	6
	C
	3

	164
	42
	6
	A
	-1

	165
	42
	6
	B
	-4

	166
	42
	6
	C
	-5

	167
	42
	6
	C
	-8

	168
	42
	6
	B
	-4

	169
	42
	6
	C
	20

	170
	42
	6
	C
	2

	171
	42
	6
	B
	-5

	172
	42
	6
	C
	-1

	173
	42
	6
	B
	-3

	174
	42
	6
	A
	-5

	175
	42
	6
	B
	-2

	176
	42
	6
	B
	-6

	177
	42
	6
	C
	0

	178
	42
	6
	B
	-8

	179
	42
	6
	C
	10

	180
	42
	6
	C
	-7

	181
	42
	7
	B
	-2

	182
	42
	7
	A
	-1

	183
	42
	7
	B
	8

	184
	42
	7
	A
	4

	185
	42
	7
	C
	-4

	186
	42
	7
	A
	6

	187
	42
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	42
	7
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	189
	42
	7
	B
	-6

	190
	42
	7
	C
	-15

	191
	42
	7
	A
	-1

	192
	42
	7
	C
	-14

	193
	42
	7
	B
	-9

	194
	42
	7
	C
	-19

	195
	42
	7
	C
	-17

	196
	42
	7
	B
	-8

	197
	42
	7
	A
	-5

	198
	42
	7
	C
	-17

	199
	42
	7
	A
	-3

	200
	42
	7
	C
	-20

	201
	42
	7
	B
	-8

	202
	42
	7
	C
	-20

	203
	42
	7
	A
	-3

	204
	42
	7
	A
	-2

	205
	42
	7
	B
	-9

	206
	42
	7
	B
	-15

	207
	42
	7
	C
	-17

	208
	42
	7
	A
	-7

	209
	42
	7
	B
	-14

	210
	42
	7
	C
	-14

	211
	42
	8
	A
	-5

	212
	42
	8
	C
	-15

	213
	42
	8
	A
	-2

	214
	42
	8
	C
	-12

	215
	42
	8
	B
	-12

	216
	42
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	42
	8
	B
	-10

	218
	42
	8
	C
	-17

	219
	42
	8
	B
	-10

	220
	42
	8
	C
	-12

	221
	42
	8
	A
	-2

	222
	42
	8
	C
	-13

	223
	42
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	42
	8
	B
	-10

	225
	42
	8
	A
	-3

	226
	42
	8
	A
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	227
	42
	8
	C
	-8

	228
	42
	8
	A
	-3

	229
	42
	8
	B
	-8

	230
	42
	8
	B
	-10

	231
	42
	8
	C
	-10

	232
	42
	8
	B
	2

	233
	42
	8
	A
	-3

	234
	42
	8
	B
	-8

	235
	42
	8
	A
	-4

	236
	42
	8
	C
	-13

	237
	42
	8
	B
	-4

	238
	42
	8
	B
	-2

	239
	42
	8
	C
	-15

	240
	42
	8
	C
	-12

	1
	43
	1
	A
	-1

	2
	43
	1
	B
	-10

	3
	43
	1
	A
	0

	4
	43
	1
	B
	-8

	5
	43
	1
	A
	-2

	6
	43
	1
	C
	-21

	7
	43
	1
	A
	-1

	8
	43
	1
	B
	-1

	9
	43
	1
	A
	-6

	10
	43
	1
	A
	-4

	11
	43
	1
	C
	-24

	12
	43
	1
	B
	-16

	13
	43
	1
	C
	-18

	14
	43
	1
	C
	-19

	15
	43
	1
	B
	-6

	16
	43
	1
	A
	-1

	17
	43
	1
	C
	-34

	18
	43
	1
	A
	2

	19
	43
	1
	C
	-22

	20
	43
	1
	B
	-7

	21
	43
	1
	C
	-17

	22
	43
	1
	C
	-14

	23
	43
	1
	A
	2

	24
	43
	1
	B
	-9
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	25
	43
	1
	C
	-34

	26
	43
	1
	B
	-7

	27
	43
	1
	A
	1

	28
	43
	1
	B
	-11

	29
	43
	1
	B
	-13

	30
	43
	1
	C
	-22

	31
	43
	2
	C
	-12

	32
	43
	2
	B
	1

	33
	43
	2
	C
	-19

	34
	43
	2
	C
	3

	35
	43
	2
	A
	8

	36
	43
	2
	C
	0

	37
	43
	2
	C
	6

	38
	43
	2
	B
	0

	39
	43
	2
	C
	-3

	40
	43
	2
	C
	-10

	41
	43
	2
	B
	0

	42
	43
	2
	C
	-11

	43
	43
	2
	C
	8

	44
	43
	2
	B
	9

	45
	43
	2
	C
	27

	46
	43
	2
	B
	2

	47
	43
	2
	C
	2

	48
	43
	2
	C
	-7

	49
	43
	2
	B
	-5

	50
	43
	2
	C
	-4

	51
	43
	2
	C
	4

	52
	43
	2
	B
	3

	53
	43
	2
	C
	-6

	54
	43
	2
	C
	0

	55
	43
	2
	B
	3

	56
	43
	2
	C
	-16

	57
	43
	2
	C
	4

	58
	43
	2
	A
	6

	59
	43
	2
	C
	-11

	60
	43
	2
	C
	3

	61
	43
	3
	C
	-2

	62
	43
	3
	C
	7
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	63
	43
	3
	A
	-3

	64
	43
	3
	A
	-3

	65
	43
	3
	C
	2

	66
	43
	3
	C
	-3

	67
	43
	3
	A
	3

	68
	43
	3
	A
	1

	69
	43
	3
	C
	-11

	70
	43
	3
	B
	-1

	71
	43
	3
	A
	0

	72
	43
	3
	C
	-20

	73
	43
	3
	B
	-9

	74
	43
	3
	A
	-5

	75
	43
	3
	C
	-9

	76
	43
	3
	B
	-7

	77
	43
	3
	A
	8

	78
	43
	3
	C
	-21

	79
	43
	3
	A
	0

	80
	43
	3
	C
	0

	81
	43
	3
	C
	-11

	82
	43
	3
	B
	3

	83
	43
	3
	B
	8

	84
	43
	3
	C
	-15

	85
	43
	3
	A
	0

	86
	43
	3
	A
	-2

	87
	43
	3
	C
	-14

	88
	43
	3
	C
	-15

	89
	43
	3
	A
	3

	90
	43
	3
	A
	0

	91
	43
	4
	C
	11

	92
	43
	4
	C
	-6

	93
	43
	4
	A
	1

	94
	43
	4
	C
	-13

	95
	43
	4
	C
	2

	96
	43
	4
	B
	-4

	97
	43
	4
	B
	-9

	98
	43
	4
	C
	13

	99
	43
	4
	A
	7

	100
	43
	4
	B
	-1
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	101
	43
	4
	B
	-7

	102
	43
	4
	C
	-19

	103
	43
	4
	C
	-28

	104
	43
	4
	B
	0

	105
	43
	4
	C
	-1

	106
	43
	4
	C
	-6

	107
	43
	4
	A
	-1

	108
	43
	4
	C
	4

	109
	43
	4
	B
	-8

	110
	43
	4
	C
	-11

	111
	43
	4
	B
	0

	112
	43
	4
	C
	5

	113
	43
	4
	C
	-7

	114
	43
	4
	B
	-4

	115
	43
	4
	C
	3

	116
	43
	4
	B
	5

	117
	43
	4
	C
	3

	118
	43
	4
	C
	-2

	119
	43
	4
	A
	4

	120
	43
	4
	C
	3

	121
	43
	5
	C
	16

	122
	43
	5
	C
	11

	123
	43
	5
	B
	-5

	124
	43
	5
	B
	-8

	125
	43
	5
	C
	-7

	126
	43
	5
	A
	-3

	127
	43
	5
	C
	-3

	128
	43
	5
	C
	-15

	129
	43
	5
	A
	6

	130
	43
	5
	C
	-6

	131
	43
	5
	A
	7

	132
	43
	5
	C
	12

	133
	43
	5
	C
	-11

	134
	43
	5
	A
	0

	135
	43
	5
	B
	0

	136
	43
	5
	B
	-13

	137
	43
	5
	C
	-8

	138
	43
	5
	B
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	139
	43
	5
	C
	-7

	140
	43
	5
	A
	-2

	141
	43
	5
	C
	11

	142
	43
	5
	B
	-5

	143
	43
	5
	A
	-1

	144
	43
	5
	C
	-7

	145
	43
	5
	C
	7

	146
	43
	5
	B
	2

	147
	43
	5
	C
	0

	148
	43
	5
	B
	-5

	149
	43
	5
	C
	2

	150
	43
	5
	C
	-6

	151
	43
	6
	C
	9

	152
	43
	6
	C
	-4

	153
	43
	6
	B
	-5

	154
	43
	6
	A
	3

	155
	43
	6
	B
	9

	156
	43
	6
	C
	-13

	157
	43
	6
	A
	10

	158
	43
	6
	B
	-2

	159
	43
	6
	C
	-14

	160
	43
	6
	A
	7

	161
	43
	6
	C
	1

	162
	43
	6
	C
	-9

	163
	43
	6
	B
	-5

	164
	43
	6
	B
	8

	165
	43
	6
	C
	-5

	166
	43
	6
	B
	-5

	167
	43
	6
	C
	-10

	168
	43
	6
	C
	2

	169
	43
	6
	B
	2

	170
	43
	6
	C
	9

	171
	43
	6
	A
	-2

	172
	43
	6
	B
	-2

	173
	43
	6
	C
	5

	174
	43
	6
	B
	1

	175
	43
	6
	C
	-11

	176
	43
	6
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	177
	43
	6
	C
	5

	178
	43
	6
	A
	2

	179
	43
	6
	A
	7

	180
	43
	6
	C
	2

	181
	43
	7
	B
	-12

	182
	43
	7
	A
	-2

	183
	43
	7
	B
	-4

	184
	43
	7
	A
	-4

	185
	43
	7
	C
	-18

	186
	43
	7
	A
	0

	187
	43
	7
	B
	-5

	188
	43
	7
	A
	2

	189
	43
	7
	B
	-6

	190
	43
	7
	C
	-28

	191
	43
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	43
	7
	C
	-22

	193
	43
	7
	B
	-14

	194
	43
	7
	C
	-15

	195
	43
	7
	C
	-24

	196
	43
	7
	B
	-11

	197
	43
	7
	A
	-4

	198
	43
	7
	C
	-22

	199
	43
	7
	A
	-6

	200
	43
	7
	C
	-21

	201
	43
	7
	B
	-11

	202
	43
	7
	C
	-18

	203
	43
	7
	A
	-1

	204
	43
	7
	A
	-7

	205
	43
	7
	B
	-8

	206
	43
	7
	B
	-9

	207
	43
	7
	C
	-8

	208
	43
	7
	A
	1

	209
	43
	7
	B
	-8

	210
	43
	7
	C
	-6

	211
	43
	8
	A
	-5

	212
	43
	8
	C
	-28

	213
	43
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	43
	8
	C
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	215
	43
	8
	B
	-2

	216
	43
	8
	A
	-2

	217
	43
	8
	B
	-4

	218
	43
	8
	C
	20

	219
	43
	8
	B
	-1

	220
	43
	8
	C
	-8

	221
	43
	8
	A
	2

	222
	43
	8
	C
	19

	223
	43
	8
	A
	12

	224
	43
	8
	B
	15

	225
	43
	8
	A
	3

	226
	43
	8
	A
	2

	227
	43
	8
	C
	28

	228
	43
	8
	A
	6

	229
	43
	8
	B
	11

	230
	43
	8
	B
	-2

	231
	43
	8
	C
	-3

	232
	43
	8
	B
	3

	233
	43
	8
	A
	5

	234
	43
	8
	B
	18

	235
	43
	8
	A
	1

	236
	43
	8
	C
	6

	237
	43
	8
	B
	0

	238
	43
	8
	B
	1

	239
	43
	8
	C
	24

	240
	43
	8
	C
	28

	1
	44
	1
	A
	5

	2
	44
	1
	B
	-4

	3
	44
	1
	A
	-8

	4
	44
	1
	B
	-7

	5
	44
	1
	A
	1

	6
	44
	1
	C
	-25

	7
	44
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	44
	1
	B
	-11

	9
	44
	1
	A
	-4

	10
	44
	1
	A
	5

	11
	44
	1
	C
	-28

	12
	44
	1
	B
	-6


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
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	13
	44
	1
	C
	-24

	14
	44
	1
	C
	-25

	15
	44
	1
	B
	-3

	16
	44
	1
	A
	2

	17
	44
	1
	C
	-20

	18
	44
	1
	A
	-7

	19
	44
	1
	C
	-24

	20
	44
	1
	B
	-8

	21
	44
	1
	C
	-10

	22
	44
	1
	C
	-22

	23
	44
	1
	A
	4

	24
	44
	1
	B
	11

	25
	44
	1
	C
	-20

	26
	44
	1
	B
	4

	27
	44
	1
	A
	8

	28
	44
	1
	B
	-9

	29
	44
	1
	B
	1

	30
	44
	1
	C
	-11

	31
	44
	2
	C
	4

	32
	44
	2
	B
	1

	33
	44
	2
	C
	-27

	34
	44
	2
	C
	-17

	35
	44
	2
	A
	8

	36
	44
	2
	C
	-5

	37
	44
	2
	C
	-17

	38
	44
	2
	B
	4

	39
	44
	2
	C
	-2

	40
	44
	2
	C
	-15

	41
	44
	2
	B
	-2

	42
	44
	2
	C
	-11

	43
	44
	2
	C
	-7

	44
	44
	2
	B
	-1

	45
	44
	2
	C
	-6

	46
	44
	2
	B
	7

	47
	44
	2
	C
	-11

	48
	44
	2
	C
	-15

	49
	44
	2
	B
	-5

	50
	44
	2
	C
	-9
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	51
	44
	2
	C
	-1

	52
	44
	2
	B
	5

	53
	44
	2
	C
	-10

	54
	44
	2
	C
	15

	55
	44
	2
	B
	4

	56
	44
	2
	C
	-13

	57
	44
	2
	C
	4

	58
	44
	2
	A
	0

	59
	44
	2
	C
	-11

	60
	44
	2
	C
	-12

	61
	44
	3
	C
	-7

	62
	44
	3
	C
	-5

	63
	44
	3
	A
	2

	64
	44
	3
	A
	-1

	65
	44
	3
	C
	13

	66
	44
	3
	C
	-15

	67
	44
	3
	A
	4

	68
	44
	3
	A
	2

	69
	44
	3
	C
	1

	70
	44
	3
	B
	-3

	71
	44
	3
	A
	-2

	72
	44
	3
	C
	-5

	73
	44
	3
	B
	1

	74
	44
	3
	A
	-8

	75
	44
	3
	C
	-5

	76
	44
	3
	B
	-4

	77
	44
	3
	A
	-1

	78
	44
	3
	C
	7

	79
	44
	3
	A
	3

	80
	44
	3
	C
	-11

	81
	44
	3
	C
	1

	82
	44
	3
	B
	6

	83
	44
	3
	B
	1

	84
	44
	3
	C
	-5

	85
	44
	3
	A
	-4

	86
	44
	3
	A
	11

	87
	44
	3
	C
	-4

	88
	44
	3
	C
	-8
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	89
	44
	3
	A
	2

	90
	44
	3
	A
	13

	91
	44
	4
	C
	-14

	92
	44
	4
	C
	-13

	93
	44
	4
	A
	10

	94
	44
	4
	C
	-6

	95
	44
	4
	C
	1

	96
	44
	4
	B
	0

	97
	44
	4
	B
	-5

	98
	44
	4
	C
	-6

	99
	44
	4
	A
	-1

	100
	44
	4
	B
	-11

	101
	44
	4
	B
	-2

	102
	44
	4
	C
	-6

	103
	44
	4
	C
	-4

	104
	44
	4
	B
	2

	105
	44
	4
	C
	1

	106
	44
	4
	C
	-15

	107
	44
	4
	A
	12

	108
	44
	4
	C
	-4

	109
	44
	4
	B
	5

	110
	44
	4
	C
	6

	111
	44
	4
	B
	3

	112
	44
	4
	C
	5

	113
	44
	4
	C
	10

	114
	44
	4
	B
	10

	115
	44
	4
	C
	2

	116
	44
	4
	B
	10

	117
	44
	4
	C
	9

	118
	44
	4
	C
	-2

	119
	44
	4
	A
	3

	120
	44
	4
	C
	16

	121
	44
	5
	C
	-11

	122
	44
	5
	C
	-3

	123
	44
	5
	B
	12

	124
	44
	5
	B
	3

	125
	44
	5
	C
	-5

	126
	44
	5
	A
	-5
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	127
	44
	5
	C
	-5

	128
	44
	5
	C
	-7

	129
	44
	5
	A
	1

	130
	44
	5
	C
	2

	131
	44
	5
	A
	5

	132
	44
	5
	C
	0

	133
	44
	5
	C
	-1

	134
	44
	5
	A
	3

	135
	44
	5
	B
	4

	136
	44
	5
	B
	-4

	137
	44
	5
	C
	-10

	138
	44
	5
	B
	5

	139
	44
	5
	C
	-9

	140
	44
	5
	A
	-1

	141
	44
	5
	C
	-3

	142
	44
	5
	B
	9

	143
	44
	5
	A
	2

	144
	44
	5
	C
	0

	145
	44
	5
	C
	-5

	146
	44
	5
	B
	10

	147
	44
	5
	C
	-3

	148
	44
	5
	B
	-5

	149
	44
	5
	C
	-2

	150
	44
	5
	C
	-11

	151
	44
	6
	C
	2

	152
	44
	6
	C
	-4

	153
	44
	6
	B
	3

	154
	44
	6
	A
	0

	155
	44
	6
	B
	5

	156
	44
	6
	C
	-10

	157
	44
	6
	A
	-4

	158
	44
	6
	B
	-4

	159
	44
	6
	C
	-20

	160
	44
	6
	A
	3

	161
	44
	6
	C
	-5

	162
	44
	6
	C
	-1

	163
	44
	6
	B
	2

	164
	44
	6
	B
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	165
	44
	6
	C
	-16

	166
	44
	6
	B
	4

	167
	44
	6
	C
	-4

	168
	44
	6
	C
	-4

	169
	44
	6
	B
	2

	170
	44
	6
	C
	11

	171
	44
	6
	A
	-4

	172
	44
	6
	B
	4

	173
	44
	6
	C
	4

	174
	44
	6
	B
	5

	175
	44
	6
	C
	5

	176
	44
	6
	B
	6

	177
	44
	6
	C
	3

	178
	44
	6
	A
	4

	179
	44
	6
	A
	6

	180
	44
	6
	C
	17

	181
	44
	7
	B
	6

	182
	44
	7
	A
	-2

	183
	44
	7
	B
	-5

	184
	44
	7
	A
	3

	185
	44
	7
	C
	-8

	186
	44
	7
	A
	1

	187
	44
	7
	B
	0

	188
	44
	7
	A
	3

	189
	44
	7
	B
	-6

	190
	44
	7
	C
	-7

	191
	44
	7
	A
	5

	192
	44
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	44
	7
	B
	-1

	194
	44
	7
	C
	30

	195
	44
	7
	C
	0

	196
	44
	7
	B
	0

	197
	44
	7
	A
	1

	198
	44
	7
	C
	5

	199
	44
	7
	A
	2

	200
	44
	7
	C
	0

	201
	44
	7
	B
	6

	202
	44
	7
	C
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	203
	44
	7
	A
	2

	204
	44
	7
	A
	5

	205
	44
	7
	B
	2

	206
	44
	7
	B
	3

	207
	44
	7
	C
	-9

	208
	44
	7
	A
	5

	209
	44
	7
	B
	6

	210
	44
	7
	C
	-5

	211
	44
	8
	A
	-1

	212
	44
	8
	C
	-30

	213
	44
	8
	A
	1

	214
	44
	8
	C
	-24

	215
	44
	8
	B
	-6

	216
	44
	8
	A
	-1

	217
	44
	8
	B
	-3

	218
	44
	8
	C
	-20

	219
	44
	8
	B
	-4

	220
	44
	8
	C
	-22

	221
	44
	8
	A
	0

	222
	44
	8
	C
	-23

	223
	44
	8
	A
	3

	224
	44
	8
	B
	-5

	225
	44
	8
	A
	2

	226
	44
	8
	A
	1

	227
	44
	8
	C
	-28

	228
	44
	8
	A
	2

	229
	44
	8
	B
	-5

	230
	44
	8
	B
	3

	231
	44
	8
	C
	-18

	232
	44
	8
	B
	0

	233
	44
	8
	A
	3

	234
	44
	8
	B
	-2

	235
	44
	8
	A
	4

	236
	44
	8
	C
	-18

	237
	44
	8
	B
	1

	238
	44
	8
	B
	-8

	239
	44
	8
	C
	-15

	240
	44
	8
	C
	-17


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	1
	45
	1
	A
	5

	2
	45
	1
	B
	32

	3
	45
	1
	A
	15

	4
	45
	1
	B
	12

	5
	45
	1
	A
	14

	6
	45
	1
	C
	1

	7
	45
	1
	A
	17

	8
	45
	1
	B
	6

	9
	45
	1
	A
	30

	10
	45
	1
	A
	24

	11
	45
	1
	C
	-4

	12
	45
	1
	B
	9

	13
	45
	1
	C
	8

	14
	45
	1
	C
	17

	15
	45
	1
	B
	7

	16
	45
	1
	A
	18

	17
	45
	1
	C
	4

	18
	45
	1
	A
	27

	19
	45
	1
	C
	9

	20
	45
	1
	B
	12

	21
	45
	1
	C
	10

	22
	45
	1
	C
	3

	23
	45
	1
	A
	14

	24
	45
	1
	B
	11

	25
	45
	1
	C
	14

	26
	45
	1
	B
	12

	27
	45
	1
	A
	13

	28
	45
	1
	B
	8

	29
	45
	1
	B
	15

	30
	45
	1
	C
	-2

	31
	45
	2
	B
	11

	32
	45
	2
	A
	11

	33
	45
	2
	A
	6

	34
	45
	2
	B
	0

	35
	45
	2
	A
	2

	36
	45
	2
	A
	-2

	37
	45
	2
	C
	-19

	38
	45
	2
	A
	-4
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	39
	45
	2
	C
	-2

	40
	45
	2
	C
	3

	41
	45
	2
	B
	-6

	42
	45
	2
	B
	1

	43
	45
	2
	A
	-2

	44
	45
	2
	B
	-9

	45
	45
	2
	A
	-6

	46
	45
	2
	A
	4

	47
	45
	2
	B
	-11

	48
	45
	2
	A
	-3

	49
	45
	2
	C
	-13

	50
	45
	2
	C
	-1

	51
	45
	2
	A
	3

	52
	45
	2
	B
	-5

	53
	45
	2
	C
	-9

	54
	45
	2
	A
	-4

	55
	45
	2
	A
	0

	56
	45
	2
	B
	0

	57
	45
	2
	A
	-4

	58
	45
	2
	B
	-6

	59
	45
	2
	B
	-7

	60
	45
	2
	A
	-1

	61
	45
	3
	A
	-1

	62
	45
	3
	B
	-1

	63
	45
	3
	C
	-9

	64
	45
	3
	B
	-3

	65
	45
	3
	A
	-1

	66
	45
	3
	B
	-10

	67
	45
	3
	C
	8

	68
	45
	3
	C
	5

	69
	45
	3
	A
	-4

	70
	45
	3
	C
	17

	71
	45
	3
	C
	2

	72
	45
	3
	B
	-5

	73
	45
	3
	C
	-2

	74
	45
	3
	B
	-9

	75
	45
	3
	C
	-2

	76
	45
	3
	C
	4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	77
	45
	3
	A
	-1

	78
	45
	3
	C
	11

	79
	45
	3
	B
	-1

	80
	45
	3
	C
	1

	81
	45
	3
	B
	-3

	82
	45
	3
	B
	-4

	83
	45
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	45
	3
	A
	-6

	85
	45
	3
	B
	-2

	86
	45
	3
	A
	-1

	87
	45
	3
	C
	-3

	88
	45
	3
	B
	-4

	89
	45
	3
	C
	10

	90
	45
	3
	A
	-6

	91
	45
	4
	C
	0

	92
	45
	4
	C
	4

	93
	45
	4
	A
	2

	94
	45
	4
	B
	-8

	95
	45
	4
	A
	3

	96
	45
	4
	C
	0

	97
	45
	4
	B
	-4

	98
	45
	4
	C
	-3

	99
	45
	4
	C
	14

	100
	45
	4
	B
	-9

	101
	45
	4
	C
	13

	102
	45
	4
	C
	-3

	103
	45
	4
	A
	-1

	104
	45
	4
	B
	-4

	105
	45
	4
	C
	-5

	106
	45
	4
	A
	-1

	107
	45
	4
	B
	-7

	108
	45
	4
	C
	-11

	109
	45
	4
	C
	1

	110
	45
	4
	B
	-1

	111
	45
	4
	B
	1

	112
	45
	4
	A
	-6

	113
	45
	4
	B
	-7

	114
	45
	4
	C
	-2
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	115
	45
	4
	A
	2

	116
	45
	4
	C
	-6

	117
	45
	4
	A
	0

	118
	45
	4
	C
	-20

	119
	45
	4
	B
	-5

	120
	45
	4
	B
	-3

	121
	45
	5
	C
	-6

	122
	45
	5
	B
	-7

	123
	45
	5
	C
	3

	124
	45
	5
	B
	2

	125
	45
	5
	B
	4

	126
	45
	5
	C
	-1

	127
	45
	5
	C
	6

	128
	45
	5
	B
	3

	129
	45
	5
	B
	-5

	130
	45
	5
	C
	7

	131
	45
	5
	B
	3

	132
	45
	5
	B
	-3

	133
	45
	5
	C
	-5

	134
	45
	5
	C
	-3

	135
	45
	5
	B
	-4

	136
	45
	5
	C
	-1

	137
	45
	5
	A
	0

	138
	45
	5
	B
	-10

	139
	45
	5
	B
	-9

	140
	45
	5
	C
	2

	141
	45
	5
	C
	19

	142
	45
	5
	A
	5

	143
	45
	5
	C
	-4

	144
	45
	5
	C
	-3

	145
	45
	5
	B
	-3

	146
	45
	5
	C
	-10

	147
	45
	5
	A
	1

	148
	45
	5
	A
	1

	149
	45
	5
	C
	0

	150
	45
	5
	A
	1

	151
	45
	6
	C
	-1

	152
	45
	6
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	153
	45
	6
	C
	-1

	154
	45
	6
	B
	1

	155
	45
	6
	C
	-1

	156
	45
	6
	C
	9

	157
	45
	6
	B
	-3

	158
	45
	6
	B
	-2

	159
	45
	6
	A
	-2

	160
	45
	6
	C
	-8

	161
	45
	6
	C
	-1

	162
	45
	6
	B
	-2

	163
	45
	6
	C
	8

	164
	45
	6
	C
	2

	165
	45
	6
	B
	-13

	166
	45
	6
	C
	2

	167
	45
	6
	A
	-3

	168
	45
	6
	B
	-2

	169
	45
	6
	A
	-2

	170
	45
	6
	A
	1

	171
	45
	6
	B
	-4

	172
	45
	6
	B
	-9

	173
	45
	6
	C
	-5

	174
	45
	6
	B
	-7

	175
	45
	6
	C
	-5

	176
	45
	6
	B
	-9

	177
	45
	6
	B
	1

	178
	45
	6
	C
	2

	179
	45
	6
	B
	-2

	180
	45
	6
	C
	5

	181
	45
	7
	B
	-5

	182
	45
	7
	A
	-3

	183
	45
	7
	B
	-5

	184
	45
	7
	A
	-1

	185
	45
	7
	C
	-2

	186
	45
	7
	A
	1

	187
	45
	7
	B
	0

	188
	45
	7
	A
	3

	189
	45
	7
	B
	2

	190
	45
	7
	C
	5


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	191
	45
	7
	A
	5

	192
	45
	7
	C
	2

	193
	45
	7
	B
	-8

	194
	45
	7
	C
	9

	195
	45
	7
	C
	7

	196
	45
	7
	B
	7

	197
	45
	7
	A
	6

	198
	45
	7
	C
	4

	199
	45
	7
	A
	2

	200
	45
	7
	C
	5

	201
	45
	7
	B
	0

	202
	45
	7
	C
	-3

	203
	45
	7
	A
	7

	204
	45
	7
	A
	9

	205
	45
	7
	B
	1

	206
	45
	7
	B
	6

	207
	45
	7
	C
	5

	208
	45
	7
	A
	2

	209
	45
	7
	B
	2

	210
	45
	7
	C
	3

	211
	45
	8
	A
	5

	212
	45
	8
	C
	-9

	213
	45
	8
	A
	8

	214
	45
	8
	C
	-5

	215
	45
	8
	B
	-8

	216
	45
	8
	A
	3

	217
	45
	8
	B
	-7

	218
	45
	8
	C
	-13

	219
	45
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	45
	8
	C
	-2

	221
	45
	8
	A
	2

	222
	45
	8
	C
	-20

	223
	45
	8
	A
	4

	224
	45
	8
	B
	-3

	225
	45
	8
	A
	5

	226
	45
	8
	A
	4

	227
	45
	8
	C
	-8

	228
	45
	8
	A
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	229
	45
	8
	B
	1

	230
	45
	8
	B
	-6

	231
	45
	8
	C
	1

	232
	45
	8
	B
	4

	233
	45
	8
	A
	0

	234
	45
	8
	B
	-6

	235
	45
	8
	A
	1

	236
	45
	8
	C
	-12

	237
	45
	8
	B
	-2

	238
	45
	8
	B
	-5

	239
	45
	8
	C
	-11

	240
	45
	8
	C
	-13

	1
	46
	1
	A
	8

	2
	46
	1
	B
	10

	3
	46
	1
	A
	11

	4
	46
	1
	B
	7

	5
	46
	1
	A
	3

	6
	46
	1
	C
	-11

	7
	46
	1
	A
	9

	8
	46
	1
	B
	-10

	9
	46
	1
	A
	7

	10
	46
	1
	A
	8

	11
	46
	1
	C
	-7

	12
	46
	1
	B
	-5

	13
	46
	1
	C
	-3

	14
	46
	1
	C
	-11

	15
	46
	1
	B
	-4

	16
	46
	1
	A
	-3

	17
	46
	1
	C
	-10

	18
	46
	1
	A
	12

	19
	46
	1
	C
	-14

	20
	46
	1
	B
	-1

	21
	46
	1
	C
	-5

	22
	46
	1
	C
	-12

	23
	46
	1
	A
	3

	24
	46
	1
	B
	5

	25
	46
	1
	C
	3

	26
	46
	1
	B
	4


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
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	27
	46
	1
	A
	-2

	28
	46
	1
	B
	7

	29
	46
	1
	B
	10

	30
	46
	1
	C
	-7

	31
	46
	2
	C
	15

	32
	46
	2
	C
	-6

	33
	46
	2
	B
	0

	34
	46
	2
	C
	-5

	35
	46
	2
	A
	4

	36
	46
	2
	A
	2

	37
	46
	2
	C
	-15

	38
	46
	2
	B
	5

	39
	46
	2
	C
	-12

	40
	46
	2
	B
	7

	41
	46
	2
	A
	-2

	42
	46
	2
	B
	-1

	43
	46
	2
	C
	-10

	44
	46
	2
	A
	5

	45
	46
	2
	C
	-15

	46
	46
	2
	B
	-5

	47
	46
	2
	C
	-9

	48
	46
	2
	C
	0

	49
	46
	2
	B
	-3

	50
	46
	2
	C
	-4

	51
	46
	2
	A
	2

	52
	46
	2
	B
	-2

	53
	46
	2
	A
	-5

	54
	46
	2
	A
	-3

	55
	46
	2
	C
	-8

	56
	46
	2
	B
	0

	57
	46
	2
	A
	-4

	58
	46
	2
	C
	-15

	59
	46
	2
	A
	-2

	60
	46
	2
	B
	-10

	61
	46
	3
	C
	3

	62
	46
	3
	C
	2

	63
	46
	3
	A
	-10

	64
	46
	3
	A
	0
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	65
	46
	3
	C
	1

	66
	46
	3
	C
	-8

	67
	46
	3
	B
	-4

	68
	46
	3
	C
	-10

	69
	46
	3
	C
	-10

	70
	46
	3
	A
	-2

	71
	46
	3
	C
	-10

	72
	46
	3
	C
	-10

	73
	46
	3
	A
	-7

	74
	46
	3
	B
	5

	75
	46
	3
	B
	2

	76
	46
	3
	C
	1

	77
	46
	3
	C
	5

	78
	46
	3
	B
	4

	79
	46
	3
	B
	5

	80
	46
	3
	C
	9

	81
	46
	3
	B
	-2

	82
	46
	3
	C
	-5

	83
	46
	3
	A
	-2

	84
	46
	3
	C
	-3

	85
	46
	3
	A
	-5

	86
	46
	3
	C
	-7

	87
	46
	3
	C
	-12

	88
	46
	3
	B
	-7

	89
	46
	3
	C
	-12

	90
	46
	3
	C
	3

	91
	46
	4
	C
	5

	92
	46
	4
	C
	-10

	93
	46
	4
	B
	4

	94
	46
	4
	C
	-7

	95
	46
	4
	A
	9

	96
	46
	4
	C
	-8

	97
	46
	4
	B
	-4

	98
	46
	4
	C
	-11

	99
	46
	4
	C
	9

	100
	46
	4
	B
	-5

	101
	46
	4
	A
	0

	102
	46
	4
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	103
	46
	4
	C
	-9

	104
	46
	4
	B
	-2

	105
	46
	4
	C
	-10

	106
	46
	4
	A
	3

	107
	46
	4
	C
	-12

	108
	46
	4
	A
	-3

	109
	46
	4
	C
	-10

	110
	46
	4
	B
	-10

	111
	46
	4
	A
	0

	112
	46
	4
	B
	-7

	113
	46
	4
	A
	-5

	114
	46
	4
	B
	-9

	115
	46
	4
	C
	-10

	116
	46
	4
	A
	-7

	117
	46
	4
	C
	-12

	118
	46
	4
	A
	-5

	119
	46
	4
	B
	-9

	120
	46
	4
	C
	7

	121
	46
	5
	B
	4

	122
	46
	5
	B
	5

	123
	46
	5
	C
	-15

	124
	46
	5
	B
	5

	125
	46
	5
	C
	-5

	126
	46
	5
	C
	2

	127
	46
	5
	A
	0

	128
	46
	5
	C
	1

	129
	46
	5
	C
	-9

	130
	46
	5
	B
	5

	131
	46
	5
	C
	-10

	132
	46
	5
	C
	10

	133
	46
	5
	B
	-5

	134
	46
	5
	A
	-3

	135
	46
	5
	C
	0

	136
	46
	5
	A
	-2

	137
	46
	5
	B
	-7

	138
	46
	5
	B
	-4

	139
	46
	5
	A
	-5

	140
	46
	5
	C
	-9
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	Participant_ID
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	Trial_Category
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	141
	46
	5
	A
	3

	142
	46
	5
	C
	-10

	143
	46
	5
	A
	-5

	144
	46
	5
	B
	5

	145
	46
	5
	C
	-2

	146
	46
	5
	C
	-4

	147
	46
	5
	B
	-10

	148
	46
	5
	B
	-4

	149
	46
	5
	C
	7

	150
	46
	5
	C
	0

	151
	46
	6
	C
	3

	152
	46
	6
	A
	2

	153
	46
	6
	C
	6

	154
	46
	6
	C
	-5

	155
	46
	6
	B
	-4

	156
	46
	6
	A
	3

	157
	46
	6
	C
	-4

	158
	46
	6
	C
	0

	159
	46
	6
	B
	-2

	160
	46
	6
	C
	-7

	161
	46
	6
	C
	-10

	162
	46
	6
	B
	0

	163
	46
	6
	A
	-1

	164
	46
	6
	A
	4

	165
	46
	6
	C
	-8

	166
	46
	6
	B
	-5

	167
	46
	6
	C
	-2

	168
	46
	6
	C
	-5

	169
	46
	6
	B
	1

	170
	46
	6
	C
	-5

	171
	46
	6
	B
	-5

	172
	46
	6
	A
	-2

	173
	46
	6
	B
	-2

	174
	46
	6
	C
	4

	175
	46
	6
	B
	0

	176
	46
	6
	B
	0

	177
	46
	6
	C
	-4

	178
	46
	6
	B
	0


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	179
	46
	6
	A
	0

	180
	46
	6
	B
	-3

	181
	46
	7
	B
	5

	182
	46
	7
	A
	0

	183
	46
	7
	B
	2

	184
	46
	7
	A
	-1

	185
	46
	7
	C
	-8

	186
	46
	7
	A
	2

	187
	46
	7
	B
	-5

	188
	46
	7
	A
	0

	189
	46
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	46
	7
	C
	-14

	191
	46
	7
	A
	4

	192
	46
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	46
	7
	B
	0

	194
	46
	7
	C
	-5

	195
	46
	7
	C
	3

	196
	46
	7
	B
	2

	197
	46
	7
	A
	1

	198
	46
	7
	C
	-16

	199
	46
	7
	A
	-4

	200
	46
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	46
	7
	B
	3

	202
	46
	7
	C
	-8

	203
	46
	7
	A
	3

	204
	46
	7
	A
	5

	205
	46
	7
	B
	0

	206
	46
	7
	B
	2

	207
	46
	7
	C
	7

	208
	46
	7
	A
	-1

	209
	46
	7
	B
	1

	210
	46
	7
	C
	12

	211
	46
	8
	A
	4

	212
	46
	8
	C
	0

	213
	46
	8
	A
	6

	214
	46
	8
	C
	-5

	215
	46
	8
	B
	3

	216
	46
	8
	A
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	217
	46
	8
	B
	-4

	218
	46
	8
	C
	11

	219
	46
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	46
	8
	C
	5

	221
	46
	8
	A
	10

	222
	46
	8
	C
	-4

	223
	46
	8
	A
	1

	224
	46
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	46
	8
	A
	8

	226
	46
	8
	A
	-2

	227
	46
	8
	C
	-3

	228
	46
	8
	A
	5

	229
	46
	8
	B
	-1

	230
	46
	8
	B
	7

	231
	46
	8
	C
	15

	232
	46
	8
	B
	-8

	233
	46
	8
	A
	0

	234
	46
	8
	B
	5

	235
	46
	8
	A
	8

	236
	46
	8
	C
	4

	237
	46
	8
	B
	2

	238
	46
	8
	B
	5

	239
	46
	8
	C
	-15

	240
	46
	8
	C
	15

	1
	47
	1
	A
	5

	2
	47
	1
	B
	2

	3
	47
	1
	A
	-2

	4
	47
	1
	B
	6

	5
	47
	1
	A
	-3

	6
	47
	1
	C
	-38

	7
	47
	1
	A
	4

	8
	47
	1
	B
	-9

	9
	47
	1
	A
	-3

	10
	47
	1
	A
	1

	11
	47
	1
	C
	-26

	12
	47
	1
	B
	-4

	13
	47
	1
	C
	-23

	14
	47
	1
	C
	-22


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	15
	47
	1
	B
	-9

	16
	47
	1
	A
	-2

	17
	47
	1
	C
	-28

	18
	47
	1
	A
	4

	19
	47
	1
	C
	-22

	20
	47
	1
	B
	-8

	21
	47
	1
	C
	-21

	22
	47
	1
	C
	-23

	23
	47
	1
	A
	-3

	24
	47
	1
	B
	-9

	25
	47
	1
	C
	-24

	26
	47
	1
	B
	-16

	27
	47
	1
	A
	-3

	28
	47
	1
	B
	-8

	29
	47
	1
	B
	-9

	30
	47
	1
	C
	-30

	31
	47
	2
	C
	-26

	32
	47
	2
	C
	-3

	33
	47
	2
	B
	1

	34
	47
	2
	C
	-23

	35
	47
	2
	C
	-2

	36
	47
	2
	B
	2

	37
	47
	2
	C
	-2

	38
	47
	2
	C
	-5

	39
	47
	2
	A
	5

	40
	47
	2
	C
	2

	41
	47
	2
	C
	-7

	42
	47
	2
	B
	-5

	43
	47
	2
	C
	-14

	44
	47
	2
	C
	3

	45
	47
	2
	B
	9

	46
	47
	2
	C
	-7

	47
	47
	2
	C
	2

	48
	47
	2
	A
	9

	49
	47
	2
	C
	5

	50
	47
	2
	C
	-5

	51
	47
	2
	B
	3

	52
	47
	2
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	53
	47
	2
	B
	-6

	54
	47
	2
	C
	-15

	55
	47
	2
	C
	6

	56
	47
	2
	A
	6

	57
	47
	2
	C
	-13

	58
	47
	2
	B
	-5

	59
	47
	2
	C
	-6

	60
	47
	2
	C
	6

	61
	47
	3
	B
	0

	62
	47
	3
	A
	-8

	63
	47
	3
	C
	-13

	64
	47
	3
	C
	-3

	65
	47
	3
	A
	-1

	66
	47
	3
	C
	-14

	67
	47
	3
	B
	-6

	68
	47
	3
	C
	-4

	69
	47
	3
	A
	1

	70
	47
	3
	B
	-8

	71
	47
	3
	B
	-3

	72
	47
	3
	C
	-9

	73
	47
	3
	C
	-13

	74
	47
	3
	A
	0

	75
	47
	3
	C
	-6

	76
	47
	3
	A
	0

	77
	47
	3
	C
	2

	78
	47
	3
	C
	1

	79
	47
	3
	A
	3

	80
	47
	3
	B
	7

	81
	47
	3
	A
	-1

	82
	47
	3
	A
	-3

	83
	47
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	47
	3
	A
	4

	85
	47
	3
	C
	-3

	86
	47
	3
	B
	-11

	87
	47
	3
	C
	-13

	88
	47
	3
	A
	1

	89
	47
	3
	C
	-4

	90
	47
	3
	B
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	91
	47
	4
	C
	-2

	92
	47
	4
	C
	-10

	93
	47
	4
	B
	-3

	94
	47
	4
	A
	-5

	95
	47
	4
	B
	-4

	96
	47
	4
	C
	-10

	97
	47
	4
	C
	0

	98
	47
	4
	B
	5

	99
	47
	4
	C
	6

	100
	47
	4
	B
	1

	101
	47
	4
	C
	-6

	102
	47
	4
	C
	-1

	103
	47
	4
	B
	-2

	104
	47
	4
	C
	0

	105
	47
	4
	C
	-9

	106
	47
	4
	A
	-1

	107
	47
	4
	A
	8

	108
	47
	4
	B
	1

	109
	47
	4
	A
	5

	110
	47
	4
	B
	-4

	111
	47
	4
	C
	-3

	112
	47
	4
	C
	-11

	113
	47
	4
	B
	0

	114
	47
	4
	B
	7

	115
	47
	4
	C
	8

	116
	47
	4
	A
	2

	117
	47
	4
	C
	-7

	118
	47
	4
	B
	8

	119
	47
	4
	B
	-4

	120
	47
	4
	C
	-3

	121
	47
	5
	B
	5

	122
	47
	5
	C
	8

	123
	47
	5
	B
	-5

	124
	47
	5
	C
	17

	125
	47
	5
	A
	6

	126
	47
	5
	A
	1

	127
	47
	5
	C
	-7

	128
	47
	5
	C
	-26


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	129
	47
	5
	A
	10

	130
	47
	5
	B
	2

	131
	47
	5
	A
	0

	132
	47
	5
	C
	-4

	133
	47
	5
	B
	-10

	134
	47
	5
	A
	-1

	135
	47
	5
	B
	-8

	136
	47
	5
	A
	4

	137
	47
	5
	C
	-13

	138
	47
	5
	B
	-13

	139
	47
	5
	A
	-3

	140
	47
	5
	C
	6

	141
	47
	5
	B
	-1

	142
	47
	5
	C
	-15

	143
	47
	5
	A
	4

	144
	47
	5
	C
	-24

	145
	47
	5
	C
	-10

	146
	47
	5
	A
	4

	147
	47
	5
	C
	-12

	148
	47
	5
	C
	-8

	149
	47
	5
	B
	3

	150
	47
	5
	A
	12

	151
	47
	6
	C
	-20

	152
	47
	6
	A
	3

	153
	47
	6
	C
	-9

	154
	47
	6
	B
	4

	155
	47
	6
	C
	-2

	156
	47
	6
	C
	-6

	157
	47
	6
	B
	3

	158
	47
	6
	A
	-3

	159
	47
	6
	C
	-3

	160
	47
	6
	A
	2

	161
	47
	6
	B
	-1

	162
	47
	6
	C
	2

	163
	47
	6
	A
	-5

	164
	47
	6
	C
	10

	165
	47
	6
	C
	-8

	166
	47
	6
	B
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	167
	47
	6
	C
	10

	168
	47
	6
	C
	-4

	169
	47
	6
	B
	1

	170
	47
	6
	C
	13

	171
	47
	6
	A
	-2

	172
	47
	6
	C
	-6

	173
	47
	6
	B
	-5

	174
	47
	6
	C
	-14

	175
	47
	6
	B
	4

	176
	47
	6
	A
	-1

	177
	47
	6
	C
	-5

	178
	47
	6
	B
	-3

	179
	47
	6
	C
	6

	180
	47
	6
	C
	-9

	181
	47
	7
	B
	-1

	182
	47
	7
	A
	0

	183
	47
	7
	B
	0

	184
	47
	7
	A
	-1

	185
	47
	7
	C
	-10

	186
	47
	7
	A
	6

	187
	47
	7
	B
	-6

	188
	47
	7
	A
	0

	189
	47
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	47
	7
	C
	-2

	191
	47
	7
	A
	6

	192
	47
	7
	C
	-15

	193
	47
	7
	B
	-3

	194
	47
	7
	C
	6

	195
	47
	7
	C
	4

	196
	47
	7
	B
	-3

	197
	47
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	47
	7
	C
	-4

	199
	47
	7
	A
	-2

	200
	47
	7
	C
	13

	201
	47
	7
	B
	-2

	202
	47
	7
	C
	-10

	203
	47
	7
	A
	7

	204
	47
	7
	A
	1


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	205
	47
	7
	B
	7

	206
	47
	7
	B
	-5

	207
	47
	7
	C
	-13

	208
	47
	7
	A
	2

	209
	47
	7
	B
	-7

	210
	47
	7
	C
	-12

	211
	47
	8
	A
	0

	212
	47
	8
	C
	-14

	213
	47
	8
	A
	0

	214
	47
	8
	C
	-14

	215
	47
	8
	B
	-3

	216
	47
	8
	A
	2

	217
	47
	8
	B
	-10

	218
	47
	8
	C
	-12

	219
	47
	8
	B
	5

	220
	47
	8
	C
	-22

	221
	47
	8
	A
	-4

	222
	47
	8
	C
	-17

	223
	47
	8
	A
	-1

	224
	47
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	47
	8
	A
	1

	226
	47
	8
	A
	2

	227
	47
	8
	C
	-13

	228
	47
	8
	A
	-4

	229
	47
	8
	B
	-5

	230
	47
	8
	B
	-5

	231
	47
	8
	C
	-27

	232
	47
	8
	B
	-6

	233
	47
	8
	A
	-3

	234
	47
	8
	B
	-6

	235
	47
	8
	A
	5

	236
	47
	8
	C
	-10

	237
	47
	8
	B
	3

	238
	47
	8
	B
	1

	239
	47
	8
	C
	7

	240
	47
	8
	C
	-13

	1
	48
	1
	A
	-8

	2
	48
	1
	B
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	3
	48
	1
	A
	-10

	4
	48
	1
	B
	-10

	5
	48
	1
	A
	-8

	6
	48
	1
	C
	-29

	7
	48
	1
	A
	-6

	8
	48
	1
	B
	-13

	9
	48
	1
	A
	-7

	10
	48
	1
	A
	-4

	11
	48
	1
	C
	-29

	12
	48
	1
	B
	-12

	13
	48
	1
	C
	-23

	14
	48
	1
	C
	-28

	15
	48
	1
	B
	-11

	16
	48
	1
	A
	-9

	17
	48
	1
	C
	-30

	18
	48
	1
	A
	-4

	19
	48
	1
	C
	-29

	20
	48
	1
	B
	-12

	21
	48
	1
	C
	-22

	22
	48
	1
	C
	-21

	23
	48
	1
	A
	-4

	24
	48
	1
	B
	-5

	25
	48
	1
	C
	-30

	26
	48
	1
	B
	-9

	27
	48
	1
	A
	-3

	28
	48
	1
	B
	-3

	29
	48
	1
	B
	-10

	30
	48
	1
	C
	-26

	31
	48
	2
	C
	-24

	32
	48
	2
	C
	-15

	33
	48
	2
	B
	0

	34
	48
	2
	C
	-2

	35
	48
	2
	C
	-12

	36
	48
	2
	B
	3

	37
	48
	2
	C
	8

	38
	48
	2
	C
	-7

	39
	48
	2
	A
	-7

	40
	48
	2
	C
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	41
	48
	2
	C
	-15

	42
	48
	2
	B
	-3

	43
	48
	2
	C
	-1

	44
	48
	2
	C
	-11

	45
	48
	2
	B
	-5

	46
	48
	2
	C
	-9

	47
	48
	2
	C
	-2

	48
	48
	2
	A
	7

	49
	48
	2
	C
	-12

	50
	48
	2
	C
	-28

	51
	48
	2
	B
	-8

	52
	48
	2
	C
	1

	53
	48
	2
	B
	-3

	54
	48
	2
	C
	-12

	55
	48
	2
	C
	8

	56
	48
	2
	A
	3

	57
	48
	2
	C
	-8

	58
	48
	2
	B
	-5

	59
	48
	2
	C
	-3

	60
	48
	2
	C
	8

	61
	48
	3
	B
	-3

	62
	48
	3
	A
	-2

	63
	48
	3
	C
	-13

	64
	48
	3
	C
	-11

	65
	48
	3
	A
	-5

	66
	48
	3
	C
	4

	67
	48
	3
	B
	-4

	68
	48
	3
	C
	-5

	69
	48
	3
	A
	-1

	70
	48
	3
	B
	-9

	71
	48
	3
	B
	2

	72
	48
	3
	C
	0

	73
	48
	3
	C
	-2

	74
	48
	3
	A
	-5

	75
	48
	3
	C
	-5

	76
	48
	3
	A
	-1

	77
	48
	3
	C
	-15

	78
	48
	3
	C
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	79
	48
	3
	A
	-2

	80
	48
	3
	B
	-6

	81
	48
	3
	A
	-3

	82
	48
	3
	A
	5

	83
	48
	3
	C
	8

	84
	48
	3
	A
	-4

	85
	48
	3
	C
	-16

	86
	48
	3
	B
	-9

	87
	48
	3
	C
	-8

	88
	48
	3
	A
	-3

	89
	48
	3
	C
	-3

	90
	48
	3
	B
	7

	91
	48
	4
	C
	6

	92
	48
	4
	C
	1

	93
	48
	4
	B
	3

	94
	48
	4
	A
	-2

	95
	48
	4
	B
	-2

	96
	48
	4
	C
	-3

	97
	48
	4
	C
	-9

	98
	48
	4
	B
	-4

	99
	48
	4
	C
	22

	100
	48
	4
	B
	4

	101
	48
	4
	C
	-11

	102
	48
	4
	C
	-5

	103
	48
	4
	B
	0

	104
	48
	4
	C
	-7

	105
	48
	4
	C
	0

	106
	48
	4
	A
	-2

	107
	48
	4
	A
	-2

	108
	48
	4
	B
	11

	109
	48
	4
	A
	-1

	110
	48
	4
	B
	-3

	111
	48
	4
	C
	0

	112
	48
	4
	C
	-10

	113
	48
	4
	B
	5

	114
	48
	4
	B
	7

	115
	48
	4
	C
	3

	116
	48
	4
	A
	-5
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	117
	48
	4
	C
	-4

	118
	48
	4
	B
	-4

	119
	48
	4
	B
	-2

	120
	48
	4
	C
	1

	121
	48
	5
	B
	-1

	122
	48
	5
	C
	15

	123
	48
	5
	B
	-5

	124
	48
	5
	C
	-9

	125
	48
	5
	A
	-1

	126
	48
	5
	A
	-2

	127
	48
	5
	C
	-14

	128
	48
	5
	C
	-6

	129
	48
	5
	A
	-2

	130
	48
	5
	B
	-4

	131
	48
	5
	A
	-3

	132
	48
	5
	C
	-12

	133
	48
	5
	B
	5

	134
	48
	5
	A
	-3

	135
	48
	5
	B
	-3

	136
	48
	5
	A
	-2

	137
	48
	5
	C
	-12

	138
	48
	5
	B
	17

	139
	48
	5
	A
	-1

	140
	48
	5
	C
	1

	141
	48
	5
	B
	7

	142
	48
	5
	C
	7

	143
	48
	5
	A
	-5

	144
	48
	5
	C
	16

	145
	48
	5
	C
	7

	146
	48
	5
	A
	5

	147
	48
	5
	C
	20

	148
	48
	5
	C
	-7

	149
	48
	5
	B
	3

	150
	48
	5
	A
	0

	151
	48
	6
	C
	18

	152
	48
	6
	A
	3

	153
	48
	6
	C
	16

	154
	48
	6
	B
	-6
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	155
	48
	6
	C
	-2

	156
	48
	6
	C
	-14

	157
	48
	6
	B
	9

	158
	48
	6
	A
	1

	159
	48
	6
	C
	6

	160
	48
	6
	A
	0

	161
	48
	6
	B
	2

	162
	48
	6
	C
	-2

	163
	48
	6
	A
	-5

	164
	48
	6
	C
	8

	165
	48
	6
	C
	-3

	166
	48
	6
	B
	0

	167
	48
	6
	C
	3

	168
	48
	6
	C
	-9

	169
	48
	6
	B
	5

	170
	48
	6
	C
	7

	171
	48
	6
	A
	-4

	172
	48
	6
	C
	5

	173
	48
	6
	B
	1

	174
	48
	6
	C
	-3

	175
	48
	6
	B
	3

	176
	48
	6
	A
	-1

	177
	48
	6
	C
	-8

	178
	48
	6
	B
	4

	179
	48
	6
	C
	-4

	180
	48
	6
	C
	-8

	181
	48
	7
	B
	17

	182
	48
	7
	A
	1

	183
	48
	7
	B
	0

	184
	48
	7
	A
	-3

	185
	48
	7
	C
	3

	186
	48
	7
	A
	1

	187
	48
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	48
	7
	A
	-7

	189
	48
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	48
	7
	C
	-13

	191
	48
	7
	A
	-3

	192
	48
	7
	C
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	193
	48
	7
	B
	-6

	194
	48
	7
	C
	-9

	195
	48
	7
	C
	0

	196
	48
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	48
	7
	A
	-6

	198
	48
	7
	C
	-18

	199
	48
	7
	A
	-3

	200
	48
	7
	C
	-8

	201
	48
	7
	B
	-2

	202
	48
	7
	C
	5

	203
	48
	7
	A
	1

	204
	48
	7
	A
	0

	205
	48
	7
	B
	-1

	206
	48
	7
	B
	1

	207
	48
	7
	C
	3

	208
	48
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	48
	7
	B
	5

	210
	48
	7
	C
	0

	211
	48
	8
	A
	-1

	212
	48
	8
	C
	0

	213
	48
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	48
	8
	C
	7

	215
	48
	8
	B
	-1

	216
	48
	8
	A
	-1

	217
	48
	8
	B
	14

	218
	48
	8
	C
	1

	219
	48
	8
	B
	-2

	220
	48
	8
	C
	6

	221
	48
	8
	A
	2

	222
	48
	8
	C
	10

	223
	48
	8
	A
	-6

	224
	48
	8
	B
	8

	225
	48
	8
	A
	3

	226
	48
	8
	A
	-3

	227
	48
	8
	C
	-11

	228
	48
	8
	A
	-2

	229
	48
	8
	B
	2

	230
	48
	8
	B
	9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	231
	48
	8
	C
	2

	232
	48
	8
	B
	9

	233
	48
	8
	A
	-2

	234
	48
	8
	B
	1

	235
	48
	8
	A
	-3

	236
	48
	8
	C
	2

	237
	48
	8
	B
	5

	238
	48
	8
	B
	3

	239
	48
	8
	C
	8

	240
	48
	8
	C
	0

	1
	49
	1
	A
	-10

	2
	49
	1
	B
	-15

	3
	49
	1
	A
	20

	4
	49
	1
	B
	2

	5
	49
	1
	A
	10

	6
	49
	1
	C
	-11

	7
	49
	1
	A
	11

	8
	49
	1
	B
	1

	9
	49
	1
	A
	3

	10
	49
	1
	A
	14

	11
	49
	1
	C
	-15

	12
	49
	1
	B
	18

	13
	49
	1
	C
	-17

	14
	49
	1
	C
	-12

	15
	49
	1
	B
	-5

	16
	49
	1
	A
	1

	17
	49
	1
	C
	-3

	18
	49
	1
	A
	11

	19
	49
	1
	C
	-3

	20
	49
	1
	B
	-4

	21
	49
	1
	C
	-29

	22
	49
	1
	C
	-18

	23
	49
	1
	A
	14

	24
	49
	1
	B
	-6

	25
	49
	1
	C
	-15

	26
	49
	1
	B
	-2

	27
	49
	1
	A
	13

	28
	49
	1
	B
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	29
	49
	1
	B
	4

	30
	49
	1
	C
	-11

	31
	49
	2
	C
	-22

	32
	49
	2
	C
	-1

	33
	49
	2
	A
	-1

	34
	49
	2
	C
	-20

	35
	49
	2
	C
	-3

	36
	49
	2
	A
	6

	37
	49
	2
	A
	2

	38
	49
	2
	B
	5

	39
	49
	2
	A
	-1

	40
	49
	2
	A
	1

	41
	49
	2
	C
	-16

	42
	49
	2
	C
	-20

	43
	49
	2
	A
	1

	44
	49
	2
	C
	-14

	45
	49
	2
	A
	1

	46
	49
	2
	A
	1

	47
	49
	2
	B
	-2

	48
	49
	2
	C
	-17

	49
	49
	2
	C
	-11

	50
	49
	2
	A
	2

	51
	49
	2
	A
	-4

	52
	49
	2
	C
	-14

	53
	49
	2
	B
	-6

	54
	49
	2
	C
	-4

	55
	49
	2
	C
	16

	56
	49
	2
	A
	1

	57
	49
	2
	B
	-10

	58
	49
	2
	C
	-23

	59
	49
	2
	B
	-10

	60
	49
	2
	C
	-7

	61
	49
	3
	B
	-7

	62
	49
	3
	C
	17

	63
	49
	3
	C
	-20

	64
	49
	3
	B
	-3

	65
	49
	3
	C
	-16

	66
	49
	3
	C
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	67
	49
	3
	A
	-2

	68
	49
	3
	C
	-19

	69
	49
	3
	A
	0

	70
	49
	3
	C
	-15

	71
	49
	3
	B
	-3

	72
	49
	3
	C
	4

	73
	49
	3
	C
	-5

	74
	49
	3
	B
	-7

	75
	49
	3
	C
	-4

	76
	49
	3
	C
	-1

	77
	49
	3
	B
	-2

	78
	49
	3
	C
	0

	79
	49
	3
	B
	11

	80
	49
	3
	C
	10

	81
	49
	3
	B
	-1

	82
	49
	3
	C
	1

	83
	49
	3
	B
	-10

	84
	49
	3
	C
	-5

	85
	49
	3
	A
	4

	86
	49
	3
	C
	-2

	87
	49
	3
	C
	-12

	88
	49
	3
	B
	-5

	89
	49
	3
	C
	-8

	90
	49
	3
	C
	-5

	91
	49
	4
	B
	-11

	92
	49
	4
	C
	-20

	93
	49
	4
	C
	-7

	94
	49
	4
	B
	-7

	95
	49
	4
	C
	-5

	96
	49
	4
	A
	1

	97
	49
	4
	C
	7

	98
	49
	4
	B
	-9

	99
	49
	4
	C
	18

	100
	49
	4
	A
	9

	101
	49
	4
	C
	2

	102
	49
	4
	C
	-8

	103
	49
	4
	B
	-2

	104
	49
	4
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	105
	49
	4
	A
	2

	106
	49
	4
	C
	-23

	107
	49
	4
	C
	3

	108
	49
	4
	B
	0

	109
	49
	4
	C
	17

	110
	49
	4
	C
	-24

	111
	49
	4
	B
	-7

	112
	49
	4
	C
	-13

	113
	49
	4
	B
	1

	114
	49
	4
	C
	15

	115
	49
	4
	A
	-2

	116
	49
	4
	C
	-14

	117
	49
	4
	B
	-13

	118
	49
	4
	B
	-3

	119
	49
	4
	C
	-8

	120
	49
	4
	B
	-9

	121
	49
	5
	C
	28

	122
	49
	5
	B
	-5

	123
	49
	5
	C
	-10

	124
	49
	5
	B
	7

	125
	49
	5
	A
	0

	126
	49
	5
	B
	-1

	127
	49
	5
	C
	-3

	128
	49
	5
	C
	1

	129
	49
	5
	B
	-13

	130
	49
	5
	A
	-8

	131
	49
	5
	C
	-22

	132
	49
	5
	C
	-14

	133
	49
	5
	B
	-11

	134
	49
	5
	C
	-6

	135
	49
	5
	C
	-10

	136
	49
	5
	A
	8

	137
	49
	5
	C
	-11

	138
	49
	5
	B
	-10

	139
	49
	5
	C
	16

	140
	49
	5
	B
	-7

	141
	49
	5
	C
	-5

	142
	49
	5
	C
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	143
	49
	5
	A
	7

	144
	49
	5
	C
	7

	145
	49
	5
	B
	-4

	146
	49
	5
	A
	1

	147
	49
	5
	C
	-19

	148
	49
	5
	B
	-2

	149
	49
	5
	C
	1

	150
	49
	5
	C
	-1

	151
	49
	6
	C
	30

	152
	49
	6
	A
	6

	153
	49
	6
	C
	2

	154
	49
	6
	C
	1

	155
	49
	6
	B
	-10

	156
	49
	6
	C
	4

	157
	49
	6
	C
	-1

	158
	49
	6
	B
	-3

	159
	49
	6
	B
	-7

	160
	49
	6
	C
	10

	161
	49
	6
	C
	-6

	162
	49
	6
	B
	-4

	163
	49
	6
	C
	-7

	164
	49
	6
	B
	-14

	165
	49
	6
	A
	0

	166
	49
	6
	C
	-6

	167
	49
	6
	C
	-10

	168
	49
	6
	B
	-7

	169
	49
	6
	A
	5

	170
	49
	6
	C
	2

	171
	49
	6
	C
	0

	172
	49
	6
	A
	6

	173
	49
	6
	B
	-10

	174
	49
	6
	B
	-3

	175
	49
	6
	A
	2

	176
	49
	6
	C
	-5

	177
	49
	6
	C
	-10

	178
	49
	6
	A
	9

	179
	49
	6
	B
	-6

	180
	49
	6
	A
	2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	181
	49
	7
	B
	-1

	182
	49
	7
	A
	-2

	183
	49
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	49
	7
	A
	-3

	185
	49
	7
	C
	-12

	186
	49
	7
	A
	1

	187
	49
	7
	B
	-4

	188
	49
	7
	A
	-1

	189
	49
	7
	B
	-4

	190
	49
	7
	C
	4

	191
	49
	7
	A
	-2

	192
	49
	7
	C
	14

	193
	49
	7
	B
	-8

	194
	49
	7
	C
	16

	195
	49
	7
	C
	6

	196
	49
	7
	B
	0

	197
	49
	7
	A
	-1

	198
	49
	7
	C
	11

	199
	49
	7
	A
	-3

	200
	49
	7
	C
	15

	201
	49
	7
	B
	-10

	202
	49
	7
	C
	-1

	203
	49
	7
	A
	1

	204
	49
	7
	A
	1

	205
	49
	7
	B
	0

	206
	49
	7
	B
	-6

	207
	49
	7
	C
	5

	208
	49
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	49
	7
	B
	3

	210
	49
	7
	C
	15

	211
	49
	8
	A
	4

	212
	49
	8
	C
	-10

	213
	49
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	49
	8
	C
	3

	215
	49
	8
	B
	-9

	216
	49
	8
	A
	1

	217
	49
	8
	B
	-10

	218
	49
	8
	C
	-24


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	219
	49
	8
	B
	-15

	220
	49
	8
	C
	-7

	221
	49
	8
	A
	-3

	222
	49
	8
	C
	-10

	223
	49
	8
	A
	-6

	224
	49
	8
	B
	-10

	225
	49
	8
	A
	0

	226
	49
	8
	A
	1

	227
	49
	8
	C
	-7

	228
	49
	8
	A
	0

	229
	49
	8
	B
	-11

	230
	49
	8
	B
	-15

	231
	49
	8
	C
	-15

	232
	49
	8
	B
	-11

	233
	49
	8
	A
	-9

	234
	49
	8
	B
	-5

	235
	49
	8
	A
	-5

	236
	49
	8
	C
	-12

	237
	49
	8
	B
	-9

	238
	49
	8
	B
	-11

	239
	49
	8
	C
	-19

	240
	49
	8
	C
	-7

	1
	50
	1
	A
	20

	2
	50
	1
	B
	20

	3
	50
	1
	A
	4

	4
	50
	1
	B
	5

	5
	50
	1
	A
	7

	6
	50
	1
	C
	-6

	7
	50
	1
	A
	20

	8
	50
	1
	B
	10

	9
	50
	1
	A
	11

	10
	50
	1
	A
	11

	11
	50
	1
	C
	-4

	12
	50
	1
	B
	0

	13
	50
	1
	C
	-16

	14
	50
	1
	C
	-10

	15
	50
	1
	B
	1

	16
	50
	1
	A
	24


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	17
	50
	1
	C
	-12

	18
	50
	1
	A
	24

	19
	50
	1
	C
	7

	20
	50
	1
	B
	24

	21
	50
	1
	C
	-6

	22
	50
	1
	C
	-2

	23
	50
	1
	A
	16

	24
	50
	1
	B
	22

	25
	50
	1
	C
	2

	26
	50
	1
	B
	10

	27
	50
	1
	A
	28

	28
	50
	1
	B
	22

	29
	50
	1
	B
	20

	30
	50
	1
	C
	0

	31
	50
	2
	C
	-4

	32
	50
	2
	C
	11

	33
	50
	2
	A
	6

	34
	50
	2
	C
	-5

	35
	50
	2
	C
	-16

	36
	50
	2
	A
	14

	37
	50
	2
	A
	-2

	38
	50
	2
	B
	11

	39
	50
	2
	A
	3

	40
	50
	2
	A
	-6

	41
	50
	2
	C
	-6

	42
	50
	2
	C
	-11

	43
	50
	2
	A
	1

	44
	50
	2
	C
	-10

	45
	50
	2
	A
	-7

	46
	50
	2
	A
	3

	47
	50
	2
	B
	-5

	48
	50
	2
	C
	-15

	49
	50
	2
	C
	13

	50
	50
	2
	A
	-6

	51
	50
	2
	A
	-4

	52
	50
	2
	C
	-21

	53
	50
	2
	B
	-6

	54
	50
	2
	C
	-3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	55
	50
	2
	C
	-4

	56
	50
	2
	A
	-3

	57
	50
	2
	B
	-1

	58
	50
	2
	C
	-11

	59
	50
	2
	B
	-13

	60
	50
	2
	C
	0

	61
	50
	3
	B
	-6

	62
	50
	3
	C
	-12

	63
	50
	3
	C
	-4

	64
	50
	3
	B
	-4

	65
	50
	3
	C
	5

	66
	50
	3
	C
	-4

	67
	50
	3
	A
	4

	68
	50
	3
	C
	0

	69
	50
	3
	A
	1

	70
	50
	3
	C
	8

	71
	50
	3
	B
	-12

	72
	50
	3
	C
	-13

	73
	50
	3
	C
	-4

	74
	50
	3
	B
	-6

	75
	50
	3
	C
	-1

	76
	50
	3
	C
	0

	77
	50
	3
	B
	0

	78
	50
	3
	C
	0

	79
	50
	3
	B
	7

	80
	50
	3
	C
	15

	81
	50
	3
	B
	5

	82
	50
	3
	C
	-2

	83
	50
	3
	B
	1

	84
	50
	3
	C
	6

	85
	50
	3
	A
	-4

	86
	50
	3
	C
	8

	87
	50
	3
	C
	-13

	88
	50
	3
	B
	0

	89
	50
	3
	C
	7

	90
	50
	3
	C
	-10

	91
	50
	4
	B
	-6

	92
	50
	4
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	93
	50
	4
	C
	4

	94
	50
	4
	B
	-1

	95
	50
	4
	C
	-6

	96
	50
	4
	A
	6

	97
	50
	4
	C
	-9

	98
	50
	4
	B
	-4

	99
	50
	4
	C
	-16

	100
	50
	4
	A
	-6

	101
	50
	4
	C
	-11

	102
	50
	4
	C
	6

	103
	50
	4
	B
	-7

	104
	50
	4
	C
	-2

	105
	50
	4
	A
	-5

	106
	50
	4
	C
	4

	107
	50
	4
	C
	-17

	108
	50
	4
	B
	5

	109
	50
	4
	C
	-6

	110
	50
	4
	C
	0

	111
	50
	4
	B
	2

	112
	50
	4
	C
	18

	113
	50
	4
	B
	17

	114
	50
	4
	C
	4

	115
	50
	4
	A
	1

	116
	50
	4
	C
	5

	117
	50
	4
	B
	2

	118
	50
	4
	B
	9

	119
	50
	4
	C
	9

	120
	50
	4
	B
	5

	121
	50
	5
	C
	-5

	122
	50
	5
	B
	7

	123
	50
	5
	C
	2

	124
	50
	5
	B
	-2

	125
	50
	5
	A
	-6

	126
	50
	5
	B
	9

	127
	50
	5
	C
	-8

	128
	50
	5
	C
	-7

	129
	50
	5
	B
	3

	130
	50
	5
	A
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	131
	50
	5
	C
	-16

	132
	50
	5
	C
	-10

	133
	50
	5
	B
	6

	134
	50
	5
	C
	3

	135
	50
	5
	C
	7

	136
	50
	5
	A
	1

	137
	50
	5
	C
	11

	138
	50
	5
	B
	-8

	139
	50
	5
	C
	6

	140
	50
	5
	B
	-2

	141
	50
	5
	C
	-8

	142
	50
	5
	C
	9

	143
	50
	5
	A
	-10

	144
	50
	5
	C
	-1

	145
	50
	5
	B
	-12

	146
	50
	5
	A
	-7

	147
	50
	5
	C
	-11

	148
	50
	5
	B
	-3

	149
	50
	5
	C
	-3

	150
	50
	5
	C
	-8

	151
	50
	6
	C
	2

	152
	50
	6
	A
	-1

	153
	50
	6
	C
	0

	154
	50
	6
	C
	-5

	155
	50
	6
	B
	-2

	156
	50
	6
	C
	-1

	157
	50
	6
	C
	2

	158
	50
	6
	B
	3

	159
	50
	6
	B
	1

	160
	50
	6
	C
	-4

	161
	50
	6
	C
	0

	162
	50
	6
	B
	5

	163
	50
	6
	C
	2

	164
	50
	6
	B
	8

	165
	50
	6
	A
	-3

	166
	50
	6
	C
	2

	167
	50
	6
	C
	-2

	168
	50
	6
	B
	5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	169
	50
	6
	A
	-1

	170
	50
	6
	C
	-11

	171
	50
	6
	C
	-6

	172
	50
	6
	A
	3

	173
	50
	6
	B
	17

	174
	50
	6
	B
	-3

	175
	50
	6
	A
	-6

	176
	50
	6
	C
	-12

	177
	50
	6
	C
	-5

	178
	50
	6
	A
	-6

	179
	50
	6
	B
	-2

	180
	50
	6
	A
	-9

	181
	50
	7
	B
	12

	182
	50
	7
	A
	0

	183
	50
	7
	B
	6

	184
	50
	7
	A
	-5

	185
	50
	7
	C
	-3

	186
	50
	7
	A
	0

	187
	50
	7
	B
	16

	188
	50
	7
	A
	-3

	189
	50
	7
	B
	1

	190
	50
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	50
	7
	A
	-1

	192
	50
	7
	C
	0

	193
	50
	7
	B
	6

	194
	50
	7
	C
	6

	195
	50
	7
	C
	-16

	196
	50
	7
	B
	11

	197
	50
	7
	A
	0

	198
	50
	7
	C
	-3

	199
	50
	7
	A
	2

	200
	50
	7
	C
	11

	201
	50
	7
	B
	8

	202
	50
	7
	C
	10

	203
	50
	7
	A
	0

	204
	50
	7
	A
	9

	205
	50
	7
	B
	21

	206
	50
	7
	B
	10
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	Participant_ID
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	Result

	207
	50
	7
	C
	0

	208
	50
	7
	A
	1

	209
	50
	7
	B
	30

	210
	50
	7
	C
	21

	211
	50
	8
	A
	9

	212
	50
	8
	C
	9

	213
	50
	8
	A
	9

	214
	50
	8
	C
	22

	215
	50
	8
	B
	11

	216
	50
	8
	A
	15

	217
	50
	8
	B
	16

	218
	50
	8
	C
	-6

	219
	50
	8
	B
	19

	220
	50
	8
	C
	7

	221
	50
	8
	A
	9

	222
	50
	8
	C
	24

	223
	50
	8
	A
	6

	224
	50
	8
	B
	5

	225
	50
	8
	A
	7

	226
	50
	8
	A
	14

	227
	50
	8
	C
	-2

	228
	50
	8
	A
	9

	229
	50
	8
	B
	16

	230
	50
	8
	B
	15

	231
	50
	8
	C
	3

	232
	50
	8
	B
	15

	233
	50
	8
	A
	15

	234
	50
	8
	B
	11

	235
	50
	8
	A
	9

	236
	50
	8
	C
	-1

	237
	50
	8
	B
	12

	238
	50
	8
	B
	21

	239
	50
	8
	C
	3

	240
	50
	8
	C
	11

	1
	51
	1
	A
	-1

	2
	51
	1
	B
	-11

	3
	51
	1
	A
	2

	4
	51
	1
	B
	-8
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	Participant_ID
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	5
	51
	1
	A
	-2

	6
	51
	1
	C
	-27

	7
	51
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	51
	1
	B
	-9

	9
	51
	1
	A
	-1

	10
	51
	1
	A
	-2

	11
	51
	1
	C
	-32

	12
	51
	1
	B
	-11

	13
	51
	1
	C
	-27

	14
	51
	1
	C
	-33

	15
	51
	1
	B
	-10

	16
	51
	1
	A
	-2

	17
	51
	1
	C
	-24

	18
	51
	1
	A
	0

	19
	51
	1
	C
	-28

	20
	51
	1
	B
	-20

	21
	51
	1
	C
	-33

	22
	51
	1
	C
	-42

	23
	51
	1
	A
	2

	24
	51
	1
	B
	-2

	25
	51
	1
	C
	-39

	26
	51
	1
	B
	-9

	27
	51
	1
	A
	0

	28
	51
	1
	B
	3

	29
	51
	1
	B
	-15

	30
	51
	1
	C
	-31

	31
	51
	2
	C
	-40

	32
	51
	2
	C
	2

	33
	51
	2
	B
	-7

	34
	51
	2
	C
	-18

	35
	51
	2
	C
	20

	36
	51
	2
	A
	5

	37
	51
	2
	C
	-13

	38
	51
	2
	C
	-17

	39
	51
	2
	B
	1

	40
	51
	2
	C
	-3

	41
	51
	2
	C
	3

	42
	51
	2
	B
	2
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	43
	51
	2
	C
	2

	44
	51
	2
	C
	15

	45
	51
	2
	B
	-1

	46
	51
	2
	B
	4

	47
	51
	2
	C
	-5

	48
	51
	2
	C
	-5

	49
	51
	2
	B
	3

	50
	51
	2
	C
	-11

	51
	51
	2
	C
	-1

	52
	51
	2
	A
	26

	53
	51
	2
	C
	-13

	54
	51
	2
	C
	-1

	55
	51
	2
	B
	14

	56
	51
	2
	C
	-19

	57
	51
	2
	C
	-11

	58
	51
	2
	B
	2

	59
	51
	2
	C
	18

	60
	51
	2
	C
	-13

	61
	51
	3
	A
	8

	62
	51
	3
	A
	5

	63
	51
	3
	C
	20

	64
	51
	3
	A
	6

	65
	51
	3
	C
	-21

	66
	51
	3
	C
	-17

	67
	51
	3
	A
	2

	68
	51
	3
	A
	6

	69
	51
	3
	C
	17

	70
	51
	3
	B
	-5

	71
	51
	3
	B
	13

	72
	51
	3
	C
	-4

	73
	51
	3
	A
	4

	74
	51
	3
	A
	6

	75
	51
	3
	C
	8

	76
	51
	3
	A
	4

	77
	51
	3
	C
	2

	78
	51
	3
	A
	-2

	79
	51
	3
	A
	14

	80
	51
	3
	C
	-2
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	Participant_ID
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	81
	51
	3
	B
	-3

	82
	51
	3
	A
	7

	83
	51
	3
	A
	9

	84
	51
	3
	B
	5

	85
	51
	3
	A
	3

	86
	51
	3
	C
	2

	87
	51
	3
	C
	3

	88
	51
	3
	A
	9

	89
	51
	3
	A
	4

	90
	51
	3
	C
	7

	91
	51
	4
	A
	16

	92
	51
	4
	B
	18

	93
	51
	4
	B
	-3

	94
	51
	4
	A
	6

	95
	51
	4
	B
	10

	96
	51
	4
	C
	-4

	97
	51
	4
	B
	-2

	98
	51
	4
	C
	2

	99
	51
	4
	A
	6

	100
	51
	4
	C
	11

	101
	51
	4
	C
	-8

	102
	51
	4
	A
	2

	103
	51
	4
	C
	9

	104
	51
	4
	C
	-6

	105
	51
	4
	B
	4

	106
	51
	4
	A
	3

	107
	51
	4
	C
	3

	108
	51
	4
	B
	-5

	109
	51
	4
	C
	-5

	110
	51
	4
	C
	-6

	111
	51
	4
	B
	-3

	112
	51
	4
	C
	16

	113
	51
	4
	A
	20

	114
	51
	4
	C
	-7

	115
	51
	4
	A
	4

	116
	51
	4
	A
	7

	117
	51
	4
	C
	-5

	118
	51
	4
	C
	0
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	Participant_ID
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	119
	51
	4
	B
	-4

	120
	51
	4
	B
	5

	121
	51
	5
	B
	3

	122
	51
	5
	C
	1

	123
	51
	5
	A
	3

	124
	51
	5
	B
	-2

	125
	51
	5
	C
	-3

	126
	51
	5
	C
	-6

	127
	51
	5
	B
	5

	128
	51
	5
	B
	0

	129
	51
	5
	A
	6

	130
	51
	5
	C
	-4

	131
	51
	5
	A
	12

	132
	51
	5
	B
	1

	133
	51
	5
	A
	-4

	134
	51
	5
	B
	5

	135
	51
	5
	C
	-8

	136
	51
	5
	A
	5

	137
	51
	5
	C
	-11

	138
	51
	5
	A
	3

	139
	51
	5
	A
	2

	140
	51
	5
	B
	5

	141
	51
	5
	C
	8

	142
	51
	5
	A
	1

	143
	51
	5
	C
	1

	144
	51
	5
	A
	-2

	145
	51
	5
	C
	-19

	146
	51
	5
	A
	3

	147
	51
	5
	B
	1

	148
	51
	5
	B
	0

	149
	51
	5
	A
	-3

	150
	51
	5
	A
	1

	151
	51
	6
	C
	-5

	152
	51
	6
	C
	-16

	153
	51
	6
	A
	5

	154
	51
	6
	B
	2

	155
	51
	6
	C
	0

	156
	51
	6
	A
	-2
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	Participant_ID
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	157
	51
	6
	C
	-13

	158
	51
	6
	A
	3

	159
	51
	6
	B
	12

	160
	51
	6
	A
	-1

	161
	51
	6
	C
	-7

	162
	51
	6
	A
	2

	163
	51
	6
	C
	-2

	164
	51
	6
	C
	-8

	165
	51
	6
	B
	3

	166
	51
	6
	A
	7

	167
	51
	6
	B
	13

	168
	51
	6
	C
	-6

	169
	51
	6
	A
	2

	170
	51
	6
	C
	22

	171
	51
	6
	B
	10

	172
	51
	6
	C
	17

	173
	51
	6
	C
	-6

	174
	51
	6
	A
	5

	175
	51
	6
	C
	-6

	176
	51
	6
	B
	-6

	177
	51
	6
	C
	9

	178
	51
	6
	A
	9

	179
	51
	6
	C
	8

	180
	51
	6
	C
	-7

	181
	51
	7
	B
	-2

	182
	51
	7
	A
	-1

	183
	51
	7
	B
	-3

	184
	51
	7
	A
	-2

	185
	51
	7
	C
	-13

	186
	51
	7
	A
	-3

	187
	51
	7
	B
	3

	188
	51
	7
	A
	0

	189
	51
	7
	B
	-8

	190
	51
	7
	C
	16

	191
	51
	7
	A
	2

	192
	51
	7
	C
	-7

	193
	51
	7
	B
	7

	194
	51
	7
	C
	6
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	195
	51
	7
	C
	-13

	196
	51
	7
	B
	3

	197
	51
	7
	A
	0

	198
	51
	7
	C
	30

	199
	51
	7
	A
	-2

	200
	51
	7
	C
	-10

	201
	51
	7
	B
	2

	202
	51
	7
	C
	-7

	203
	51
	7
	A
	-1

	204
	51
	7
	A
	-5

	205
	51
	7
	B
	-3

	206
	51
	7
	B
	2

	207
	51
	7
	C
	-13

	208
	51
	7
	A
	3

	209
	51
	7
	B
	1

	210
	51
	7
	C
	2

	211
	51
	8
	A
	3

	212
	51
	8
	C
	-13

	213
	51
	8
	A
	-4

	214
	51
	8
	C
	-3

	215
	51
	8
	B
	-10

	216
	51
	8
	A
	2

	217
	51
	8
	B
	2

	218
	51
	8
	C
	-17

	219
	51
	8
	B
	-2

	220
	51
	8
	C
	-12

	221
	51
	8
	A
	7

	222
	51
	8
	C
	5

	223
	51
	8
	A
	-2

	224
	51
	8
	B
	-4

	225
	51
	8
	A
	1

	226
	51
	8
	A
	2

	227
	51
	8
	C
	-15

	228
	51
	8
	A
	-1

	229
	51
	8
	B
	-4

	230
	51
	8
	B
	-6

	231
	51
	8
	C
	-12

	232
	51
	8
	B
	-6
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	233
	51
	8
	A
	3

	234
	51
	8
	B
	4

	235
	51
	8
	A
	3

	236
	51
	8
	C
	-2

	237
	51
	8
	B
	-14

	238
	51
	8
	B
	0

	239
	51
	8
	C
	-16

	240
	51
	8
	C
	-9

	1
	52
	1
	A
	20

	2
	52
	1
	B
	10

	3
	52
	1
	A
	3

	4
	52
	1
	B
	-2

	5
	52
	1
	A
	-7

	6
	52
	1
	C
	-20

	7
	52
	1
	A
	1

	8
	52
	1
	B
	0

	9
	52
	1
	A
	5

	10
	52
	1
	A
	3

	11
	52
	1
	C
	-30

	12
	52
	1
	B
	-3

	13
	52
	1
	C
	-11

	14
	52
	1
	C
	-22

	15
	52
	1
	B
	-4

	16
	52
	1
	A
	4

	17
	52
	1
	C
	2

	18
	52
	1
	A
	3

	19
	52
	1
	C
	-10

	20
	52
	1
	B
	3

	21
	52
	1
	C
	-12

	22
	52
	1
	C
	-12

	23
	52
	1
	A
	1

	24
	52
	1
	B
	-2

	25
	52
	1
	C
	-10

	26
	52
	1
	B
	-1

	27
	52
	1
	A
	3

	28
	52
	1
	B
	4

	29
	52
	1
	B
	3

	30
	52
	1
	C
	3


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	31
	52
	2
	C
	-15

	32
	52
	2
	C
	-7

	33
	52
	2
	B
	0

	34
	52
	2
	C
	-1

	35
	52
	2
	C
	-5

	36
	52
	2
	A
	9

	37
	52
	2
	C
	5

	38
	52
	2
	A
	1

	39
	52
	2
	C
	7

	40
	52
	2
	C
	4

	41
	52
	2
	B
	5

	42
	52
	2
	C
	-12

	43
	52
	2
	C
	-1

	44
	52
	2
	A
	0

	45
	52
	2
	C
	-8

	46
	52
	2
	B
	0

	47
	52
	2
	C
	0

	48
	52
	2
	A
	6

	49
	52
	2
	C
	8

	50
	52
	2
	C
	-10

	51
	52
	2
	A
	2

	52
	52
	2
	B
	2

	53
	52
	2
	C
	-10

	54
	52
	2
	C
	-9

	55
	52
	2
	A
	1

	56
	52
	2
	C
	-2

	57
	52
	2
	C
	-2

	58
	52
	2
	A
	0

	59
	52
	2
	C
	-5

	60
	52
	2
	C
	10

	61
	52
	3
	A
	1

	62
	52
	3
	C
	-10

	63
	52
	3
	A
	-5

	64
	52
	3
	C
	6

	65
	52
	3
	B
	-1

	66
	52
	3
	C
	-7

	67
	52
	3
	C
	1

	68
	52
	3
	B
	3
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	69
	52
	3
	C
	0

	70
	52
	3
	C
	-4

	71
	52
	3
	A
	-1

	72
	52
	3
	C
	0

	73
	52
	3
	C
	2

	74
	52
	3
	A
	-1

	75
	52
	3
	C
	-6

	76
	52
	3
	B
	-6

	77
	52
	3
	C
	0

	78
	52
	3
	C
	-5

	79
	52
	3
	A
	0

	80
	52
	3
	A
	0

	81
	52
	3
	C
	-1

	82
	52
	3
	C
	0

	83
	52
	3
	A
	3

	84
	52
	3
	C
	-5

	85
	52
	3
	C
	-6

	86
	52
	3
	B
	-5

	87
	52
	3
	C
	-5

	88
	52
	3
	A
	3

	89
	52
	3
	B
	-4

	90
	52
	3
	C
	-4

	91
	52
	4
	B
	-9

	92
	52
	4
	B
	-6

	93
	52
	4
	C
	-7

	94
	52
	4
	B
	-2

	95
	52
	4
	C
	-2

	96
	52
	4
	B
	0

	97
	52
	4
	C
	3

	98
	52
	4
	C
	3

	99
	52
	4
	A
	-1

	100
	52
	4
	C
	-3

	101
	52
	4
	C
	-1

	102
	52
	4
	A
	-5

	103
	52
	4
	B
	0

	104
	52
	4
	B
	-2

	105
	52
	4
	A
	-4

	106
	52
	4
	C
	3
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	107
	52
	4
	B
	4

	108
	52
	4
	C
	-3

	109
	52
	4
	B
	-4

	110
	52
	4
	A
	1

	111
	52
	4
	B
	3

	112
	52
	4
	C
	4

	113
	52
	4
	B
	0

	114
	52
	4
	A
	0

	115
	52
	4
	C
	1

	116
	52
	4
	A
	-4

	117
	52
	4
	C
	-1

	118
	52
	4
	B
	-2

	119
	52
	4
	B
	-1

	120
	52
	4
	C
	5

	121
	52
	5
	C
	9

	122
	52
	5
	A
	-2

	123
	52
	5
	C
	-4

	124
	52
	5
	A
	0

	125
	52
	5
	B
	-1

	126
	52
	5
	A
	-4

	127
	52
	5
	C
	-4

	128
	52
	5
	B
	-2

	129
	52
	5
	A
	-3

	130
	52
	5
	B
	-3

	131
	52
	5
	B
	0

	132
	52
	5
	A
	-1

	133
	52
	5
	C
	0

	134
	52
	5
	B
	2

	135
	52
	5
	C
	3

	136
	52
	5
	C
	-4

	137
	52
	5
	B
	0

	138
	52
	5
	B
	0

	139
	52
	5
	A
	0

	140
	52
	5
	C
	-1

	141
	52
	5
	B
	1

	142
	52
	5
	C
	0

	143
	52
	5
	C
	-3

	144
	52
	5
	A
	0
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	145
	52
	5
	C
	2

	146
	52
	5
	A
	-2

	147
	52
	5
	A
	-4

	148
	52
	5
	B
	1

	149
	52
	5
	B
	2

	150
	52
	5
	C
	-6

	151
	52
	6
	A
	-3

	152
	52
	6
	B
	1

	153
	52
	6
	B
	-5

	154
	52
	6
	C
	5

	155
	52
	6
	C
	-5

	156
	52
	6
	B
	0

	157
	52
	6
	A
	-1

	158
	52
	6
	B
	0

	159
	52
	6
	C
	0

	160
	52
	6
	C
	-5

	161
	52
	6
	A
	-2

	162
	52
	6
	C
	-6

	163
	52
	6
	C
	3

	164
	52
	6
	A
	-1

	165
	52
	6
	C
	-1

	166
	52
	6
	B
	-5

	167
	52
	6
	C
	11

	168
	52
	6
	C
	5

	169
	52
	6
	B
	0

	170
	52
	6
	C
	-4

	171
	52
	6
	C
	-1

	172
	52
	6
	A
	2

	173
	52
	6
	A
	2

	174
	52
	6
	C
	-6

	175
	52
	6
	C
	-4

	176
	52
	6
	A
	0

	177
	52
	6
	C
	-1

	178
	52
	6
	A
	0

	179
	52
	6
	C
	0

	180
	52
	6
	C
	1

	181
	52
	7
	B
	3

	182
	52
	7
	A
	0
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	183
	52
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	52
	7
	A
	0

	185
	52
	7
	C
	-3

	186
	52
	7
	A
	0

	187
	52
	7
	B
	1

	188
	52
	7
	A
	-3

	189
	52
	7
	B
	-1

	190
	52
	7
	C
	-4

	191
	52
	7
	A
	0

	192
	52
	7
	C
	-6

	193
	52
	7
	B
	-4

	194
	52
	7
	C
	-5

	195
	52
	7
	C
	-4

	196
	52
	7
	B
	-5

	197
	52
	7
	A
	-4

	198
	52
	7
	C
	-4

	199
	52
	7
	A
	0

	200
	52
	7
	C
	0

	201
	52
	7
	B
	-3

	202
	52
	7
	C
	-4

	203
	52
	7
	A
	-1

	204
	52
	7
	A
	-4

	205
	52
	7
	B
	-2

	206
	52
	7
	B
	0

	207
	52
	7
	C
	-7

	208
	52
	7
	A
	1

	209
	52
	7
	B
	3

	210
	52
	7
	C
	-7

	211
	52
	8
	A
	9

	212
	52
	8
	C
	-6

	213
	52
	8
	A
	4

	214
	52
	8
	C
	6

	215
	52
	8
	B
	0

	216
	52
	8
	A
	7

	217
	52
	8
	B
	9

	218
	52
	8
	C
	3

	219
	52
	8
	B
	6

	220
	52
	8
	C
	8


Table 18 Continued
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	Participant_ID
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	221
	52
	8
	A
	11

	222
	52
	8
	C
	11

	223
	52
	8
	A
	8

	224
	52
	8
	B
	20

	225
	52
	8
	A
	3

	226
	52
	8
	A
	7

	227
	52
	8
	C
	6

	228
	52
	8
	A
	2

	229
	52
	8
	B
	19

	230
	52
	8
	B
	4

	231
	52
	8
	C
	4

	232
	52
	8
	B
	7

	233
	52
	8
	A
	14

	234
	52
	8
	B
	-1

	235
	52
	8
	A
	6

	236
	52
	8
	C
	-2

	237
	52
	8
	B
	0

	238
	52
	8
	B
	6

	239
	52
	8
	C
	4

	240
	52
	8
	C
	6

	1
	53
	1
	A
	4

	2
	53
	1
	B
	1

	3
	53
	1
	A
	8

	4
	53
	1
	B
	55

	5
	53
	1
	A
	23

	6
	53
	1
	C
	30

	7
	53
	1
	A
	21

	8
	53
	1
	B
	16

	9
	53
	1
	A
	23

	10
	53
	1
	A
	14

	11
	53
	1
	C
	-5

	12
	53
	1
	B
	1

	13
	53
	1
	C
	3

	14
	53
	1
	C
	5

	15
	53
	1
	B
	9

	16
	53
	1
	A
	23

	17
	53
	1
	C
	-1

	18
	53
	1
	A
	15
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	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
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	Result

	19
	53
	1
	C
	-7

	20
	53
	1
	B
	14

	21
	53
	1
	C
	1

	22
	53
	1
	C
	13

	23
	53
	1
	A
	23

	24
	53
	1
	B
	8

	25
	53
	1
	C
	7

	26
	53
	1
	B
	34

	27
	53
	1
	A
	32

	28
	53
	1
	B
	30

	29
	53
	1
	B
	39

	30
	53
	1
	C
	15

	31
	53
	2
	B
	20

	32
	53
	2
	A
	5

	33
	53
	2
	B
	-5

	34
	53
	2
	B
	-5

	35
	53
	2
	A
	2

	36
	53
	2
	B
	-1

	37
	53
	2
	A
	1

	38
	53
	2
	C
	-10

	39
	53
	2
	B
	0

	40
	53
	2
	C
	-8

	41
	53
	2
	A
	0

	42
	53
	2
	B
	-2

	43
	53
	2
	B
	-5

	44
	53
	2
	A
	-6

	45
	53
	2
	B
	-6

	46
	53
	2
	A
	3

	47
	53
	2
	C
	-10

	48
	53
	2
	B
	-2

	49
	53
	2
	B
	5

	50
	53
	2
	A
	-3

	51
	53
	2
	A
	1

	52
	53
	2
	B
	-10

	53
	53
	2
	A
	-2

	54
	53
	2
	A
	3

	55
	53
	2
	C
	-26

	56
	53
	2
	B
	-6
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	Participant_ID
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	57
	53
	2
	A
	5

	58
	53
	2
	C
	1

	59
	53
	2
	A
	4

	60
	53
	2
	B
	-1

	61
	53
	3
	C
	-6

	62
	53
	3
	B
	-10

	63
	53
	3
	C
	6

	64
	53
	3
	C
	-16

	65
	53
	3
	B
	-1

	66
	53
	3
	B
	-5

	67
	53
	3
	C
	-10

	68
	53
	3
	C
	3

	69
	53
	3
	B
	-8

	70
	53
	3
	C
	0

	71
	53
	3
	A
	4

	72
	53
	3
	A
	0

	73
	53
	3
	C
	-9

	74
	53
	3
	C
	-20

	75
	53
	3
	B
	-8

	76
	53
	3
	C
	33

	77
	53
	3
	C
	-10

	78
	53
	3
	B
	5

	79
	53
	3
	A
	10

	80
	53
	3
	C
	6

	81
	53
	3
	C
	-17

	82
	53
	3
	A
	1

	83
	53
	3
	C
	-9

	84
	53
	3
	C
	-5

	85
	53
	3
	B
	2

	86
	53
	3
	C
	7

	87
	53
	3
	B
	-1

	88
	53
	3
	C
	4

	89
	53
	3
	B
	1

	90
	53
	3
	C
	0

	91
	53
	4
	C
	-30

	92
	53
	4
	C
	0

	93
	53
	4
	B
	4

	94
	53
	4
	A
	3
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	95
	53
	4
	C
	-5

	96
	53
	4
	A
	3

	97
	53
	4
	C
	-8

	98
	53
	4
	C
	3

	99
	53
	4
	B
	-6

	100
	53
	4
	C
	-3

	101
	53
	4
	A
	6

	102
	53
	4
	C
	-12

	103
	53
	4
	C
	-9

	104
	53
	4
	B
	-2

	105
	53
	4
	C
	-5

	106
	53
	4
	B
	-3

	107
	53
	4
	C
	15

	108
	53
	4
	A
	-4

	109
	53
	4
	C
	12

	110
	53
	4
	C
	-15

	111
	53
	4
	B
	5

	112
	53
	4
	B
	-2

	113
	53
	4
	C
	-15

	114
	53
	4
	B
	8

	115
	53
	4
	C
	1

	116
	53
	4
	C
	-13

	117
	53
	4
	A
	4

	118
	53
	4
	B
	2

	119
	53
	4
	A
	-2

	120
	53
	4
	C
	3

	121
	53
	5
	A
	2

	122
	53
	5
	C
	3

	123
	53
	5
	C
	2

	124
	53
	5
	B
	-2

	125
	53
	5
	C
	-7

	126
	53
	5
	C
	-7

	127
	53
	5
	A
	0

	128
	53
	5
	C
	1

	129
	53
	5
	B
	3

	130
	53
	5
	C
	10

	131
	53
	5
	C
	8

	132
	53
	5
	A
	-1
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	Participant_ID
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	133
	53
	5
	A
	0

	134
	53
	5
	C
	-2

	135
	53
	5
	C
	-18

	136
	53
	5
	B
	-4

	137
	53
	5
	C
	2

	138
	53
	5
	C
	-8

	139
	53
	5
	B
	-2

	140
	53
	5
	C
	-6

	141
	53
	5
	C
	0

	142
	53
	5
	A
	-5

	143
	53
	5
	A
	3

	144
	53
	5
	C
	0

	145
	53
	5
	B
	-5

	146
	53
	5
	B
	2

	147
	53
	5
	C
	-1

	148
	53
	5
	B
	7

	149
	53
	5
	C
	6

	150
	53
	5
	A
	0

	151
	53
	6
	C
	-2

	152
	53
	6
	C
	2

	153
	53
	6
	A
	4

	154
	53
	6
	B
	-2

	155
	53
	6
	C
	-8

	156
	53
	6
	C
	6

	157
	53
	6
	B
	-7

	158
	53
	6
	A
	0

	159
	53
	6
	C
	-6

	160
	53
	6
	C
	-4

	161
	53
	6
	B
	-1

	162
	53
	6
	C
	5

	163
	53
	6
	B
	-6

	164
	53
	6
	C
	17

	165
	53
	6
	B
	-2

	166
	53
	6
	C
	21

	167
	53
	6
	A
	-4

	168
	53
	6
	C
	-8

	169
	53
	6
	B
	3

	170
	53
	6
	C
	-2
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	Participant_ID
	Test
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	171
	53
	6
	C
	0

	172
	53
	6
	B
	-1

	173
	53
	6
	A
	4

	174
	53
	6
	B
	0

	175
	53
	6
	A
	2

	176
	53
	6
	C
	4

	177
	53
	6
	B
	-3

	178
	53
	6
	C
	-4

	179
	53
	6
	C
	-10

	180
	53
	6
	B
	-1

	181
	53
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	53
	7
	A
	3

	183
	53
	7
	B
	0

	184
	53
	7
	A
	2

	185
	53
	7
	C
	-4

	186
	53
	7
	A
	4

	187
	53
	7
	B
	4

	188
	53
	7
	A
	4

	189
	53
	7
	B
	3

	190
	53
	7
	C
	0

	191
	53
	7
	A
	4

	192
	53
	7
	C
	-5

	193
	53
	7
	B
	4

	194
	53
	7
	C
	-3

	195
	53
	7
	C
	-2

	196
	53
	7
	B
	-1

	197
	53
	7
	A
	2

	198
	53
	7
	C
	-7

	199
	53
	7
	A
	5

	200
	53
	7
	C
	4

	201
	53
	7
	B
	-10

	202
	53
	7
	C
	0

	203
	53
	7
	A
	9

	204
	53
	7
	A
	0

	205
	53
	7
	B
	0

	206
	53
	7
	B
	-9

	207
	53
	7
	C
	-5

	208
	53
	7
	A
	2
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	209
	53
	7
	B
	0

	210
	53
	7
	C
	-2

	211
	53
	8
	A
	3

	212
	53
	8
	C
	3

	213
	53
	8
	A
	4

	214
	53
	8
	C
	-1

	215
	53
	8
	B
	2

	216
	53
	8
	A
	4

	217
	53
	8
	B
	0

	218
	53
	8
	C
	7

	219
	53
	8
	B
	-1

	220
	53
	8
	C
	22

	221
	53
	8
	A
	0

	222
	53
	8
	C
	3

	223
	53
	8
	A
	7

	224
	53
	8
	B
	6

	225
	53
	8
	A
	4

	226
	53
	8
	A
	5

	227
	53
	8
	C
	4

	228
	53
	8
	A
	1

	229
	53
	8
	B
	-4

	230
	53
	8
	B
	-3

	231
	53
	8
	C
	-5

	232
	53
	8
	B
	-7

	233
	53
	8
	A
	3

	234
	53
	8
	B
	-4

	235
	53
	8
	A
	6

	236
	53
	8
	C
	8

	237
	53
	8
	B
	4

	238
	53
	8
	B
	2

	239
	53
	8
	C
	8

	240
	53
	8
	C
	5

	1
	54
	1
	A
	6

	2
	54
	1
	B
	-1

	3
	54
	1
	A
	-4

	4
	54
	1
	B
	-9

	5
	54
	1
	A
	-2

	6
	54
	1
	C
	-10
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	7
	54
	1
	A
	-2

	8
	54
	1
	B
	-4

	9
	54
	1
	A
	0

	10
	54
	1
	A
	7

	11
	54
	1
	C
	-5

	12
	54
	1
	B
	-3

	13
	54
	1
	C
	-13

	14
	54
	1
	C
	-7

	15
	54
	1
	B
	-3

	16
	54
	1
	A
	5

	17
	54
	1
	C
	-1

	18
	54
	1
	A
	2

	19
	54
	1
	C
	-6

	20
	54
	1
	B
	3

	21
	54
	1
	C
	7

	22
	54
	1
	C
	8

	23
	54
	1
	A
	-1

	24
	54
	1
	B
	0

	25
	54
	1
	C
	0

	26
	54
	1
	B
	8

	27
	54
	1
	A
	4

	28
	54
	1
	B
	8

	29
	54
	1
	B
	16

	30
	54
	1
	C
	-3

	31
	54
	2
	B
	3

	32
	54
	2
	A
	6

	33
	54
	2
	B
	4

	34
	54
	2
	B
	0

	35
	54
	2
	A
	6

	36
	54
	2
	B
	-1

	37
	54
	2
	A
	2

	38
	54
	2
	C
	3

	39
	54
	2
	B
	-5

	40
	54
	2
	C
	3

	41
	54
	2
	A
	5

	42
	54
	2
	B
	2

	43
	54
	2
	B
	3

	44
	54
	2
	A
	-6
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	Trial_Category
	Result

	45
	54
	2
	B
	0

	46
	54
	2
	A
	3

	47
	54
	2
	C
	-7

	48
	54
	2
	B
	-11

	49
	54
	2
	B
	0

	50
	54
	2
	A
	4

	51
	54
	2
	A
	0

	52
	54
	2
	B
	-4

	53
	54
	2
	A
	-2

	54
	54
	2
	A
	3

	55
	54
	2
	C
	-7

	56
	54
	2
	B
	-3

	57
	54
	2
	A
	5

	58
	54
	2
	C
	10

	59
	54
	2
	A
	0

	60
	54
	2
	B
	-10

	61
	54
	3
	C
	-7

	62
	54
	3
	B
	-3

	63
	54
	3
	C
	10

	64
	54
	3
	C
	-15

	65
	54
	3
	B
	1

	66
	54
	3
	B
	-10

	67
	54
	3
	C
	-3

	68
	54
	3
	C
	-1

	69
	54
	3
	B
	1

	70
	54
	3
	C
	-7

	71
	54
	3
	A
	3

	72
	54
	3
	A
	9

	73
	54
	3
	C
	1

	74
	54
	3
	C
	-19

	75
	54
	3
	B
	3

	76
	54
	3
	C
	-2

	77
	54
	3
	C
	-12

	78
	54
	3
	B
	-1

	79
	54
	3
	A
	0

	80
	54
	3
	C
	-10

	81
	54
	3
	C
	-5

	82
	54
	3
	A
	3
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	83
	54
	3
	C
	-1

	84
	54
	3
	C
	-29

	85
	54
	3
	B
	-5

	86
	54
	3
	C
	-15

	87
	54
	3
	B
	5

	88
	54
	3
	C
	-5

	89
	54
	3
	B
	5

	90
	54
	3
	C
	15

	91
	54
	4
	C
	-3

	92
	54
	4
	C
	-7

	93
	54
	4
	B
	3

	94
	54
	4
	A
	-1

	95
	54
	4
	C
	-8

	96
	54
	4
	A
	3

	97
	54
	4
	C
	-10

	98
	54
	4
	C
	1

	99
	54
	4
	B
	-1

	100
	54
	4
	C
	-3

	101
	54
	4
	A
	5

	102
	54
	4
	C
	-1

	103
	54
	4
	C
	-6

	104
	54
	4
	B
	-1

	105
	54
	4
	C
	6

	106
	54
	4
	B
	-3

	107
	54
	4
	C
	11

	108
	54
	4
	A
	-5

	109
	54
	4
	C
	0

	110
	54
	4
	C
	-15

	111
	54
	4
	B
	-2

	112
	54
	4
	B
	-1

	113
	54
	4
	C
	3

	114
	54
	4
	B
	-1

	115
	54
	4
	C
	4

	116
	54
	4
	C
	-5

	117
	54
	4
	A
	2

	118
	54
	4
	B
	-3

	119
	54
	4
	A
	2

	120
	54
	4
	C
	-9
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	121
	54
	5
	A
	-3

	122
	54
	5
	C
	0

	123
	54
	5
	C
	-13

	124
	54
	5
	B
	3

	125
	54
	5
	C
	5

	126
	54
	5
	C
	-15

	127
	54
	5
	A
	8

	128
	54
	5
	C
	16

	129
	54
	5
	B
	-6

	130
	54
	5
	C
	-2

	131
	54
	5
	C
	-25

	132
	54
	5
	A
	-2

	133
	54
	5
	A
	1

	134
	54
	5
	C
	8

	135
	54
	5
	C
	-8

	136
	54
	5
	B
	-6

	137
	54
	5
	C
	16

	138
	54
	5
	C
	-3

	139
	54
	5
	B
	-4

	140
	54
	5
	C
	9

	141
	54
	5
	C
	-10

	142
	54
	5
	A
	3

	143
	54
	5
	A
	4

	144
	54
	5
	C
	-11

	145
	54
	5
	B
	-1

	146
	54
	5
	B
	6

	147
	54
	5
	C
	7

	148
	54
	5
	B
	7

	149
	54
	5
	C
	12

	150
	54
	5
	A
	3

	151
	54
	6
	C
	-17

	152
	54
	6
	C
	-13

	153
	54
	6
	A
	0

	154
	54
	6
	B
	0

	155
	54
	6
	C
	-14

	156
	54
	6
	C
	-1

	157
	54
	6
	B
	-2

	158
	54
	6
	A
	-2
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	159
	54
	6
	C
	-5

	160
	54
	6
	C
	-4

	161
	54
	6
	B
	0

	162
	54
	6
	C
	-5

	163
	54
	6
	B
	2

	164
	54
	6
	C
	-1

	165
	54
	6
	B
	5

	166
	54
	6
	C
	9

	167
	54
	6
	A
	5

	168
	54
	6
	C
	13

	169
	54
	6
	B
	-2

	170
	54
	6
	C
	-11

	171
	54
	6
	C
	-10

	172
	54
	6
	B
	-7

	173
	54
	6
	A
	2

	174
	54
	6
	B
	-2

	175
	54
	6
	A
	-1

	176
	54
	6
	C
	-3

	177
	54
	6
	B
	-5

	178
	54
	6
	C
	6

	179
	54
	6
	C
	-22

	180
	54
	6
	B
	1

	181
	54
	7
	B
	-5

	182
	54
	7
	A
	2

	183
	54
	7
	B
	-1

	184
	54
	7
	A
	-1

	185
	54
	7
	C
	0

	186
	54
	7
	A
	7

	187
	54
	7
	B
	-3

	188
	54
	7
	A
	-2

	189
	54
	7
	B
	-2

	190
	54
	7
	C
	-14

	191
	54
	7
	A
	4

	192
	54
	7
	C
	-2

	193
	54
	7
	B
	-4

	194
	54
	7
	C
	-9

	195
	54
	7
	C
	1

	196
	54
	7
	B
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	197
	54
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	54
	7
	C
	0

	199
	54
	7
	A
	2

	200
	54
	7
	C
	-10

	201
	54
	7
	B
	-4

	202
	54
	7
	C
	8

	203
	54
	7
	A
	3

	204
	54
	7
	A
	3

	205
	54
	7
	B
	-6

	206
	54
	7
	B
	2

	207
	54
	7
	C
	0

	208
	54
	7
	A
	2

	209
	54
	7
	B
	1

	210
	54
	7
	C
	-3

	211
	54
	8
	A
	-3

	212
	54
	8
	C
	-25

	213
	54
	8
	A
	-3

	214
	54
	8
	C
	-14

	215
	54
	8
	B
	-9

	216
	54
	8
	A
	-2

	217
	54
	8
	B
	-11

	218
	54
	8
	C
	-9

	219
	54
	8
	B
	-11

	220
	54
	8
	C
	-20

	221
	54
	8
	A
	0

	222
	54
	8
	C
	-17

	223
	54
	8
	A
	0

	224
	54
	8
	B
	-5

	225
	54
	8
	A
	-4

	226
	54
	8
	A
	-2

	227
	54
	8
	C
	-15

	228
	54
	8
	A
	0

	229
	54
	8
	B
	-10

	230
	54
	8
	B
	-2

	231
	54
	8
	C
	0

	232
	54
	8
	B
	-7

	233
	54
	8
	A
	-5

	234
	54
	8
	B
	-7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	235
	54
	8
	A
	2

	236
	54
	8
	C
	-10

	237
	54
	8
	B
	2

	238
	54
	8
	B
	8

	239
	54
	8
	C
	-5

	240
	54
	8
	C
	10

	1
	55
	1
	A
	-12

	2
	55
	1
	B
	-23

	3
	55
	1
	A
	-13

	4
	55
	1
	B
	-14

	5
	55
	1
	A
	-11

	6
	55
	1
	C
	-45

	7
	55
	1
	A
	-5

	8
	55
	1
	B
	-17

	9
	55
	1
	A
	-4

	10
	55
	1
	A
	-2

	11
	55
	1
	C
	-23

	12
	55
	1
	B
	-6

	13
	55
	1
	C
	-26

	14
	55
	1
	C
	-33

	15
	55
	1
	B
	-15

	16
	55
	1
	A
	-6

	17
	55
	1
	C
	-24

	18
	55
	1
	A
	-6

	19
	55
	1
	C
	-40

	20
	55
	1
	B
	5

	21
	55
	1
	C
	-24

	22
	55
	1
	C
	-45

	23
	55
	1
	A
	-6

	24
	55
	1
	B
	-9

	25
	55
	1
	C
	-32

	26
	55
	1
	B
	-10

	27
	55
	1
	A
	-5

	28
	55
	1
	B
	-12

	29
	55
	1
	B
	-15

	30
	55
	1
	C
	-29

	31
	55
	2
	C
	-8

	32
	55
	2
	C
	-13


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	33
	55
	2
	A
	7

	34
	55
	2
	C
	-25

	35
	55
	2
	C
	-9

	36
	55
	2
	A
	-2

	37
	55
	2
	C
	-5

	38
	55
	2
	C
	2

	39
	55
	2
	B
	0

	40
	55
	2
	C
	3

	41
	55
	2
	C
	5

	42
	55
	2
	A
	4

	43
	55
	2
	C
	-13

	44
	55
	2
	B
	-2

	45
	55
	2
	C
	-11

	46
	55
	2
	C
	-6

	47
	55
	2
	B
	3

	48
	55
	2
	C
	13

	49
	55
	2
	B
	5

	50
	55
	2
	C
	5

	51
	55
	2
	C
	-14

	52
	55
	2
	B
	7

	53
	55
	2
	C
	-10

	54
	55
	2
	B
	4

	55
	55
	2
	B
	5

	56
	55
	2
	C
	-6

	57
	55
	2
	C
	-10

	58
	55
	2
	A
	-4

	59
	55
	2
	C
	-16

	60
	55
	2
	C
	-17

	61
	55
	3
	B
	10

	62
	55
	3
	C
	-22

	63
	55
	3
	A
	2

	64
	55
	3
	A
	0

	65
	55
	3
	C
	-12

	66
	55
	3
	C
	1

	67
	55
	3
	A
	-2

	68
	55
	3
	A
	-3

	69
	55
	3
	C
	6

	70
	55
	3
	C
	12


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	71
	55
	3
	A
	-3

	72
	55
	3
	C
	7

	73
	55
	3
	C
	-14

	74
	55
	3
	A
	-6

	75
	55
	3
	C
	-14

	76
	55
	3
	C
	3

	77
	55
	3
	B
	0

	78
	55
	3
	C
	6

	79
	55
	3
	C
	12

	80
	55
	3
	B
	12

	81
	55
	3
	C
	5

	82
	55
	3
	C
	0

	83
	55
	3
	B
	-2

	84
	55
	3
	C
	-1

	85
	55
	3
	B
	-2

	86
	55
	3
	A
	2

	87
	55
	3
	C
	-1

	88
	55
	3
	B
	-8

	89
	55
	3
	C
	2

	90
	55
	3
	C
	2

	91
	55
	4
	C
	6

	92
	55
	4
	C
	-10

	93
	55
	4
	B
	-5

	94
	55
	4
	B
	-2

	95
	55
	4
	C
	-20

	96
	55
	4
	B
	-1

	97
	55
	4
	C
	-8

	98
	55
	4
	C
	11

	99
	55
	4
	B
	-6

	100
	55
	4
	A
	-8

	101
	55
	4
	C
	-9

	102
	55
	4
	C
	-1

	103
	55
	4
	A
	4

	104
	55
	4
	C
	-3

	105
	55
	4
	B
	-13

	106
	55
	4
	C
	10

	107
	55
	4
	B
	-4

	108
	55
	4
	C
	-5


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	109
	55
	4
	A
	1

	110
	55
	4
	B
	-4

	111
	55
	4
	C
	-8

	112
	55
	4
	A
	-4

	113
	55
	4
	C
	1

	114
	55
	4
	B
	2

	115
	55
	4
	C
	9

	116
	55
	4
	A
	-4

	117
	55
	4
	B
	7

	118
	55
	4
	B
	-5

	119
	55
	4
	C
	8

	120
	55
	4
	B
	-7

	121
	55
	5
	C
	0

	122
	55
	5
	C
	-9

	123
	55
	5
	B
	-9

	124
	55
	5
	C
	2

	125
	55
	5
	A
	-7

	126
	55
	5
	B
	-4

	127
	55
	5
	B
	-9

	128
	55
	5
	C
	-3

	129
	55
	5
	A
	2

	130
	55
	5
	B
	-3

	131
	55
	5
	C
	2

	132
	55
	5
	B
	-7

	133
	55
	5
	A
	-3

	134
	55
	5
	C
	-11

	135
	55
	5
	C
	1

	136
	55
	5
	B
	-3

	137
	55
	5
	A
	-3

	138
	55
	5
	C
	-3

	139
	55
	5
	B
	-7

	140
	55
	5
	C
	7

	141
	55
	5
	A
	-3

	142
	55
	5
	C
	2

	143
	55
	5
	B
	2

	144
	55
	5
	C
	11

	145
	55
	5
	A
	-4

	146
	55
	5
	C
	-10


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	147
	55
	5
	A
	-3

	148
	55
	5
	B
	-6

	149
	55
	5
	C
	-2

	150
	55
	5
	C
	8

	151
	55
	6
	B
	-5

	152
	55
	6
	C
	-8

	153
	55
	6
	A
	4

	154
	55
	6
	C
	-14

	155
	55
	6
	B
	-4

	156
	55
	6
	A
	-4

	157
	55
	6
	C
	-11

	158
	55
	6
	A
	-3

	159
	55
	6
	B
	-7

	160
	55
	6
	C
	-13

	161
	55
	6
	A
	-6

	162
	55
	6
	B
	-10

	163
	55
	6
	B
	-5

	164
	55
	6
	C
	-2

	165
	55
	6
	B
	6

	166
	55
	6
	A
	-1

	167
	55
	6
	B
	14

	168
	55
	6
	A
	-2

	169
	55
	6
	C
	0

	170
	55
	6
	B
	5

	171
	55
	6
	A
	5

	172
	55
	6
	B
	0

	173
	55
	6
	C
	-5

	174
	55
	6
	B
	3

	175
	55
	6
	C
	3

	176
	55
	6
	C
	-7

	177
	55
	6
	A
	-7

	178
	55
	6
	C
	-6

	179
	55
	6
	B
	-1

	180
	55
	6
	B
	-1

	181
	55
	7
	B
	-4

	182
	55
	7
	A
	-3

	183
	55
	7
	B
	-7

	184
	55
	7
	A
	-8


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	185
	55
	7
	C
	-13

	186
	55
	7
	A
	-2

	187
	55
	7
	B
	-13

	188
	55
	7
	A
	-9

	189
	55
	7
	B
	-11

	190
	55
	7
	C
	-10

	191
	55
	7
	A
	1

	192
	55
	7
	C
	2

	193
	55
	7
	B
	-4

	194
	55
	7
	C
	3

	195
	55
	7
	C
	-15

	196
	55
	7
	B
	-1

	197
	55
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	55
	7
	C
	9

	199
	55
	7
	A
	4

	200
	55
	7
	C
	0

	201
	55
	7
	B
	3

	202
	55
	7
	C
	6

	203
	55
	7
	A
	1

	204
	55
	7
	A
	6

	205
	55
	7
	B
	7

	206
	55
	7
	B
	-4

	207
	55
	7
	C
	6

	208
	55
	7
	A
	-2

	209
	55
	7
	B
	1

	210
	55
	7
	C
	5

	211
	55
	8
	A
	4

	212
	55
	8
	C
	3

	213
	55
	8
	A
	3

	214
	55
	8
	C
	-14

	215
	55
	8
	B
	-2

	216
	55
	8
	A
	5

	217
	55
	8
	B
	6

	218
	55
	8
	C
	3

	219
	55
	8
	B
	-3

	220
	55
	8
	C
	-12

	221
	55
	8
	A
	0

	222
	55
	8
	C
	-9


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	223
	55
	8
	A
	3

	224
	55
	8
	B
	-2

	225
	55
	8
	A
	1

	226
	55
	8
	A
	8

	227
	55
	8
	C
	-6

	228
	55
	8
	A
	6

	229
	55
	8
	B
	1

	230
	55
	8
	B
	1

	231
	55
	8
	C
	-15

	232
	55
	8
	B
	-5

	233
	55
	8
	A
	0

	234
	55
	8
	B
	6

	235
	55
	8
	A
	0

	236
	55
	8
	C
	-3

	237
	55
	8
	B
	-1

	238
	55
	8
	B
	4

	239
	55
	8
	C
	-12

	240
	55
	8
	C
	-14

	1
	56
	1
	A
	13

	2
	56
	1
	B
	15

	3
	56
	1
	A
	1

	4
	56
	1
	B
	3

	5
	56
	1
	A
	2

	6
	56
	1
	C
	-8

	7
	56
	1
	A
	8

	8
	56
	1
	B
	15

	9
	56
	1
	A
	6

	10
	56
	1
	A
	7

	11
	56
	1
	C
	-13

	12
	56
	1
	B
	-1

	13
	56
	1
	C
	-10

	14
	56
	1
	C
	-15

	15
	56
	1
	B
	12

	16
	56
	1
	A
	4

	17
	56
	1
	C
	-6

	18
	56
	1
	A
	4

	19
	56
	1
	C
	-11

	20
	56
	1
	B
	7


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	21
	56
	1
	C
	-20

	22
	56
	1
	C
	-16

	23
	56
	1
	A
	2

	24
	56
	1
	B
	6

	25
	56
	1
	C
	-21

	26
	56
	1
	B
	-1

	27
	56
	1
	A
	-1

	28
	56
	1
	B
	-9

	29
	56
	1
	B
	4

	30
	56
	1
	C
	-10

	31
	56
	2
	C
	-7

	32
	56
	2
	C
	13

	33
	56
	2
	A
	17

	34
	56
	2
	C
	29

	35
	56
	2
	C
	6

	36
	56
	2
	A
	16

	37
	56
	2
	C
	13

	38
	56
	2
	C
	-3

	39
	56
	2
	B
	-9

	40
	56
	2
	C
	-20

	41
	56
	2
	C
	0

	42
	56
	2
	A
	0

	43
	56
	2
	C
	-18

	44
	56
	2
	B
	-3

	45
	56
	2
	C
	-20

	46
	56
	2
	C
	3

	47
	56
	2
	B
	-12

	48
	56
	2
	C
	-5

	49
	56
	2
	B
	2

	50
	56
	2
	C
	-9

	51
	56
	2
	C
	-13

	52
	56
	2
	B
	3

	53
	56
	2
	C
	-18

	54
	56
	2
	B
	2

	55
	56
	2
	B
	6

	56
	56
	2
	C
	-20

	57
	56
	2
	C
	-6

	58
	56
	2
	A
	-2


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	59
	56
	2
	C
	-13

	60
	56
	2
	C
	-6

	61
	56
	3
	B
	-4

	62
	56
	3
	C
	-10

	63
	56
	3
	A
	6

	64
	56
	3
	A
	-2

	65
	56
	3
	C
	-13

	66
	56
	3
	C
	-20

	67
	56
	3
	A
	2

	68
	56
	3
	A
	-6

	69
	56
	3
	C
	-9

	70
	56
	3
	C
	-21

	71
	56
	3
	A
	-6

	72
	56
	3
	C
	-5

	73
	56
	3
	C
	3

	74
	56
	3
	A
	-5

	75
	56
	3
	C
	-10

	76
	56
	3
	C
	7

	77
	56
	3
	B
	-10

	78
	56
	3
	C
	-1

	79
	56
	3
	C
	8

	80
	56
	3
	B
	-11

	81
	56
	3
	C
	19

	82
	56
	3
	C
	-7

	83
	56
	3
	B
	-8

	84
	56
	3
	C
	4

	85
	56
	3
	B
	-3

	86
	56
	3
	A
	-1

	87
	56
	3
	C
	-19

	88
	56
	3
	B
	6

	89
	56
	3
	C
	0

	90
	56
	3
	C
	0

	91
	56
	4
	C
	-19

	92
	56
	4
	C
	-14

	93
	56
	4
	B
	-3

	94
	56
	4
	B
	0

	95
	56
	4
	C
	-5

	96
	56
	4
	B
	-4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	97
	56
	4
	C
	-6

	98
	56
	4
	C
	1

	99
	56
	4
	B
	2

	100
	56
	4
	A
	-1

	101
	56
	4
	C
	-8

	102
	56
	4
	C
	-2

	103
	56
	4
	A
	4

	104
	56
	4
	C
	1

	105
	56
	4
	B
	-9

	106
	56
	4
	C
	-9

	107
	56
	4
	B
	-4

	108
	56
	4
	C
	3

	109
	56
	4
	A
	1

	110
	56
	4
	B
	-8

	111
	56
	4
	C
	-4

	112
	56
	4
	A
	0

	113
	56
	4
	C
	-12

	114
	56
	4
	B
	2

	115
	56
	4
	C
	-2

	116
	56
	4
	A
	-4

	117
	56
	4
	B
	-8

	118
	56
	4
	B
	-7

	119
	56
	4
	C
	2

	120
	56
	4
	B
	-8

	121
	56
	5
	C
	17

	122
	56
	5
	C
	16

	123
	56
	5
	B
	7

	124
	56
	5
	C
	1

	125
	56
	5
	A
	-4

	126
	56
	5
	B
	-8

	127
	56
	5
	B
	-1

	128
	56
	5
	C
	2

	129
	56
	5
	A
	5

	130
	56
	5
	B
	-5

	131
	56
	5
	C
	-7

	132
	56
	5
	B
	5

	133
	56
	5
	A
	0

	134
	56
	5
	C
	4


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	135
	56
	5
	C
	-15

	136
	56
	5
	B
	-3

	137
	56
	5
	A
	-1

	138
	56
	5
	C
	-16

	139
	56
	5
	B
	12

	140
	56
	5
	C
	15

	141
	56
	5
	A
	1

	142
	56
	5
	C
	15

	143
	56
	5
	B
	-3

	144
	56
	5
	C
	-9

	145
	56
	5
	A
	2

	146
	56
	5
	C
	-4

	147
	56
	5
	A
	-4

	148
	56
	5
	B
	-6

	149
	56
	5
	C
	-10

	150
	56
	5
	C
	-9

	151
	56
	6
	B
	0

	152
	56
	6
	C
	-6

	153
	56
	6
	A
	-5

	154
	56
	6
	C
	-4

	155
	56
	6
	B
	-6

	156
	56
	6
	A
	3

	157
	56
	6
	C
	-1

	158
	56
	6
	A
	1

	159
	56
	6
	B
	0

	160
	56
	6
	C
	-9

	161
	56
	6
	A
	-3

	162
	56
	6
	B
	-12

	163
	56
	6
	B
	-13

	164
	56
	6
	C
	7

	165
	56
	6
	B
	4

	166
	56
	6
	A
	4

	167
	56
	6
	B
	-7

	168
	56
	6
	A
	7

	169
	56
	6
	C
	2

	170
	56
	6
	B
	1

	171
	56
	6
	A
	-6

	172
	56
	6
	B
	1
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	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	173
	56
	6
	C
	7

	174
	56
	6
	B
	0

	175
	56
	6
	C
	9

	176
	56
	6
	C
	10

	177
	56
	6
	A
	3

	178
	56
	6
	C
	3

	179
	56
	6
	B
	-6

	180
	56
	6
	B
	5

	181
	56
	7
	B
	7

	182
	56
	7
	A
	1

	183
	56
	7
	B
	-8

	184
	56
	7
	A
	-7

	185
	56
	7
	C
	0

	186
	56
	7
	A
	-2

	187
	56
	7
	B
	-8

	188
	56
	7
	A
	4

	189
	56
	7
	B
	-2

	190
	56
	7
	C
	22

	191
	56
	7
	A
	2

	192
	56
	7
	C
	-13

	193
	56
	7
	B
	-2

	194
	56
	7
	C
	-3

	195
	56
	7
	C
	-10

	196
	56
	7
	B
	6

	197
	56
	7
	A
	-2

	198
	56
	7
	C
	5

	199
	56
	7
	A
	-3

	200
	56
	7
	C
	-3

	201
	56
	7
	B
	-2

	202
	56
	7
	C
	9

	203
	56
	7
	A
	10

	204
	56
	7
	A
	2

	205
	56
	7
	B
	5

	206
	56
	7
	B
	4

	207
	56
	7
	C
	4

	208
	56
	7
	A
	7

	209
	56
	7
	B
	11

	210
	56
	7
	C
	-6


Table 18 Continued
	Trial_Num
	Participant_ID
	Test
	Trial_Category
	Result

	211
	56
	8
	A
	-5

	212
	56
	8
	C
	16

	213
	56
	8
	A
	0

	214
	56
	8
	C
	-3

	215
	56
	8
	B
	-7

	216
	56
	8
	A
	-3

	217
	56
	8
	B
	-2

	218
	56
	8
	C
	-7

	219
	56
	8
	B
	-6

	220
	56
	8
	C
	-6

	221
	56
	8
	A
	6

	222
	56
	8
	C
	-9

	223
	56
	8
	A
	-1

	224
	56
	8
	B
	2

	225
	56
	8
	A
	3

	226
	56
	8
	A
	8

	227
	56
	8
	C
	0

	228
	56
	8
	A
	0

	229
	56
	8
	B
	-4

	230
	56
	8
	B
	-5

	231
	56
	8
	C
	-9

	232
	56
	8
	B
	-7

	233
	56
	8
	A
	1

	234
	56
	8
	B
	1

	235
	56
	8
	A
	-6

	236
	56
	8
	C
	-11

	237
	56
	8
	B
	-10

	238
	56
	8
	B
	6

	239
	56
	8
	C
	-4

	240
	56
	8
	C
	-11
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