Dynamic Visual Localisation with Moving Dot Clouds
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Motivation

Result 1: Meta-Cognitive Sensitivity

Can we monitor our sensorimotor Relationship between actual tracking performance and confidence report?
uncertainty to judge the precision of The ROC-like curves reflect the separation of the high- and low-confidence distributions. The area under the ROC-like curve is a
complex actions? non-parametric measure of meta-cognitive sensitivity that indicates how well we can predict confidence from performance.
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Conclusion

Result 2: Temporal Analysis of Confidence Judgement
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S 0.2 monitored performance
W beyond obvious visual cues.
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Tracking error later in the trial is a better predictor of confidence.



