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Figure S1. Comparison of neural tuning across days (Day 1 and Day 2) and tasks (flex-extend and center-
out). Presented as histograms of single-neuron correlation coefficients with each kinematic parameter
(position, velocity, and acceleration) within each monkey. In all cases except Monkey S, position
remained the best-represented parameter (even in Monkey S, position became tied with velocity on the
second day). For Monkeys L and W, tuning changed more between tasks compared to between days. All
monkeys further displayed unigue tuning patterns even when performing the same task, suggesting that
these differences are intrinsic to the monkey rather than being related solely to the task.



