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scores >0.90, and 26/30 had >0.80. This suggests that the results we report are not specific to the individual model run we92

examine, but instead are stable properties of the embedding space for these images.93

The SPOSE approach infers an image embedding from a fraction of the total possible triplet judgments, which reduces data94

collection to tractable levels (1.25 million trials represents about 1% of the total number of triplets possible with 900 images).95

Does the embedding yielded by the model accurately reflect the embedding we should expect if it were derived purely from96

behavioral judgments in the hypothetical case where we could fully-sample all triplets? We estimated this by collecting all97

possible triplet judgments for a subset of 45 images, deriving an embedding for these images purely from the behavioral data,98
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