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Figure 1. Panel (A): Japanese map with 24 cities. Intercity-flying-distances were
estimated. Panel (B): Map with 26 district boarders. Areas of the district were
estimated.
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Table 1 Exponents for Percept and Memory

exp. 1 Perceived

line=1. 01(0. 999) area=0. 72(0. 996)

Intercity-distance

perceived memory

exp. 2 0.97(0. 983) 0. 89(0. 934)

Geographical-area

0.73(0.717) 0.64(0.685)
perceived memory
44444444 mask, open-eye no-mask, close-eye
line=0. 98(0. 997) ’ line=0. 94(0. 996)
area=0, 77(0. 995) area==0. 65(0. 989)

parenthesis indicates r-square.
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