S3 Figure: Cone responses to the SoS stimuli were well described by their frequency
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A) Comparison of a cone’s mean response (black trace), and the response predicted by
filtering the stimulus by the cone’s frequency response relation (red trace) shows an almost

complete overlap. This illustrates that the cone responses to the SoS stimulus were



essentially linear since stimulus-response characteristics were well described by their
frequency response relation. This was quantified by determining the percentage of the light
dependent structure predicted by the linear filter [1], which are shown in Table S1. In the
example shown here of a M-cone stimulated with the high contrast version of the stimulus
and measured in current clamp, the linear filter predicted 98.6 % of the light dependent
structure. B) shows two sections of the cones mean response and the response predicted by
the linear filter on an magnified time scale. See also Table S1. C and D) The voltage (C) and
current (D) impulse response functions for L-, M- and S-cones for high and low contrast
conditions when using the SoS stimulus shown in Fig 3A. The data to generate this figure can

be found in the S1 Data file.
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