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Table S1
Means (and Standard Deviations) of Performance and Prediction Across Single- and Dual-task Blocks

	Measurement
	Single-task blocks
	Dual-task blocks

	
	First
	Second
	Third
	1-back
	2-back
	3-back

	Experiment 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 N-back
	.816 (.206)
	.739 (.232)
	.688 (.222)
	.855 (.171)
	.772 (.202)
	.707 (.219)

	 Actual tracking
	.563 (.124)
	.628 (.097)
	.607 (.100)
	.578 (.113)
	.555 (.113)
	.546 (.110)

	 Predicted tracking
	
	
	
	.499 (.201)
	.419 (.202)
	.335 (.201)

	Experiment 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 N-back
	.814 (.231)
	.769 (.212)
	.693 (.195)
	.868 (.160)
	.797 (.211)
	.684 (.218)

	 Actual tracking
	.561 (.117)
	.633 (.084)
	.625 (.097)
	.580 (.107)
	.555 (.101)
	.546 (.105)

	 Predicted tracking
	 
	 
	 
	.508 (.153)
	.427 (.164)
	.346 (.175)


Note. Sample size was 69 in Experiment 1 and 48 in Experiment 2. N-back performance is proportion correct, actual tracking performance is proportion time on target, and predicted tracking performance is proportion time on target (converted from percentage time on target). For the single-task blocks, N-back was 1-back in the first block, 2-back in the second, and 3-back in the third. The order of dual-task blocks was counterbalanced across participants.

