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ABSTRACT

Acting as a goalkeeper in a video-game, a participant is asked to predict the successive choices of the penalty taker. The
sequence of choices of the penalty taker is generated by a stochastic chain with memory of variable length. It has been
conjectured that the probability distribution of the response times is a function of the specific sequence of past choices
governing the algorithm used by the penalty taker to make his choice at each step. We found empirical evidence that besides
this dependence, the distribution of the response times depends also on the success or failure of the previous prediction made
by the participant. Moreover, we found statistical evidence that this dependence propagates up to two steps forward after the
prediction failure.

Introduction

More than a century ago, Helmholtz1 conjectured that the human brain is able to detect statistical regularities in a sequence
of events. Since then, psychophysiological measurements have been employed to study this conjecture2–11. Recently, the
classical conjecture proposed by Helmholtz was revisited using a new probabilistic framework12, 13. In Duarte et al.12, the
relationship between a sequence of auditory stimuli and the sequence of EEG segments recorded during the exposure to these
stimuli was modelled using sequences of random objects driven by a stochastic chain with memory of variable length. Using
the framework introduced by Duarte et al.12, Hernandez et al.13 provided statistical evidence that the probability distribution
of the EEG segments depended on the smallest sequence of past auditory stimuli governing the choice of the next auditory
stimulus. Following Rissanen14, the smallest sequence of past stimuli governing the probabilistic choice of the next stimulus is
called a context. Moreover, Rissanen observed that the set of all contexts describing a stochastic chain can be described as the
set of leaves of a rooted and labeled tree. For this reason, from now on we will refer to the set of contexts as a context tree. It is
natural to conjecture that this dependence on the context tree proposed in Duarte et al12 and employed in Hernandez et al.13

would also occur at a behavioral level. This is the starting point of the present work.
To address this issue, we developed a video-game called the Goalkeeper Game15–17. In the Goalkeeper game, the penalty

taker has three available action choices: kick to the left, to the center, or to the right side of the goal. The sequence of choices of
the penalty taker is generated by a stochastic chain with memory of variable length whose dependence on the past is described
by a context tree. Acting as a goalkeeper, the participant must predict at each step which will be the next choice of the penalty
taker. The participant is instructed to save the maximum number of balls. Response times of the participant are recorded at each
trial. After the trial, a feedback video indicates the goalkeeper’s success or failure. The Goalkeeper game offers an opportunity
to simulate an environment in which prediction of an upcoming sensorimotor event is necessary and its product is expressed as
a prediction success or failure.

In the present framework, we look at the relationship between the probability distribution of response times and the
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sequence of contexts displayed by the successive choices of the penalty taker. We provide statistical evidence that, besides the
dependence on the contexts, the probability distribution of the response times depends also on the success or failure of the
previous predictions made by the goalkeeper.

Methods

Experimental protocol
The following experimental protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Institute of Neurology Deolindo Couto at
the Federal University of Rio de Janeiro (CAEE: 58047016.6.1001.5261). Twenty-two right-handed participants (14 females)
were invited to play remotely the online version of the Goalkeeper Game15. In this game version, the participant assumes the
role of a goalkeeper in a sequence of 1000 penalty trials. The directions of choice were towards left, center and right. For
simplicity, we indicate these directions by the numerical symbols 0, 1 and 2, respectively (Fig. 1A). At each trial, acting as a
goalkeeper, the participant chooses where to jump to save the kick by pressing the left arrow key with the right index finger (0),
the down arrow key with the right middle finger (1), or the right arrow key with the right ring finger (2). Two rest intervals were
placed along the 1000 trials, the first after the trial 334 and the second after the trial 668. The mean and standard deviation of
the first and second rest intervals were 54±55sec. and 50±40sec., respectively. The penalty taker choices were not influenced
by the previous choices of the goalkeeper. Besides, the goalkeeper was told to take his/her time to make his/her decision and
to resume the game after rest intervals. In each trial, the penalty kick took place only after the participant has conveyed his
decision by pressing a button.

The sequence of kicks was generated by a stochastic chain with memory of variable length whose dependence on the past
is described by a context tree τ . Let p be the family of transition probabilities indexed by the contexts in τ , governing the
successive choices made by the penalty taker given the corresponding context. The pair (τ, p) will be called a probabilistic
context tree18.

The probabilistic context tree (τ, p) used in our experimental protocol is described in Figure 1B, which also shows an
example of a sequence generated by (τ, p). This stochastic sequence can also be described as a concatenation of successive
choices of the sequence 0∗1, where at each repetition the symbol ∗ is replaced either by 2, with probability p = 0.7, or by 1
with probability 1− p, independently of the previous choices.

Estimating a context tree from the sequence of response times
Let (Xn : n = 1, . . . ,1000) and (Yn : n = 1, . . . ,1000) be, respectively, the sequences of directions chosen by the penalty taker
and by the goalkeeper during the game. Both Xn and Yn belong to the set of possible directions A = {0,1,2}. We say that the
n-th prediction is correct when Xn = Yn. Let also (Tn : n = 1, . . . ,1000) be the corresponding sequence of response times of the
goalkeeper, see Figure 1. Given a sequence w, l(w) is the length of w.

The following algorithm extends Rissanen’s Context algorithm to sequences of real numbers driven by a probabilistic
context tree. In the presentation of the algorithm, the word list is used in the sense it has in the Python language.

The algorithm uses the reverse lexicographical order to arrange the sequences.

Definition 1 The reverse lexicographical order between sequences of length K is defined as follows: (u−K , · · · ,u−1) <
(v−K , · · · ,v−1) if either u−1 < v−1, or there exists 2 ≤ j ≤ K such that (u− j+1, · · · ,u−1) = v− j+1, · · · ,v−1 and u− j < v− j.

Algorithm Steps
Initialization: The algorithm begins by initializing an empty context tree τ̂ and a list C, containing all the sequences of
length K appearing in the sample.

Iterative Process: The algorithm proceeds in an iterative manner until the set C is empty. Within each iteration:

(a) The first sequence w in the list C is selected.

(b) A new list F(w) is formed. This list contains all the sequences appearing in the sample, that can be obtained by
appending, as first element, a symbol from the alphabet A to the sequence (w−l(w)+1, · · · ,w−1).

(c) If F(w)⊆C, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is used to decide if the distribution of the response times corresponding
to the members of the list F(w) are the same.

i. If the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test rejects the equality of distributions, then the sequences in F(w) are added to
τ̂ and deleted from the List C.
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ii. Otherwise, the sequences in F(w) are deleted from the list C and the sequence (w−l(w)+1, · · · ,w−1) is added
to the end of C.

iii. In the case of F(w) = {w} , w is deleted from C and (w−l(w)+1, · · · ,w−1) is added to the end of C.

(d) If F(w) ̸⊆C, the sequences in F(w)∩C are deleted from the list C and added to τ̂.

1. Output: Once all iterations are complete and the list C is empty, the algorithm outputs the constructed context tree τ̂ .

Epochs and mode context tree
To access the evolution of the context trees across time, the sequence of response times per participant was divided into three
epochs, separated in accordance with the position of rest intervals in the sequence of trials. The first epoch goes from 1 to 334;
the second epoch goes from 335 to 668, and the third epoch goes from 669 to 1000. Context trees by epoch and participant
were estimated using the algorithm described above. For each epoch, the set of context trees retrieved from the data collected
for all the participants was then summarized through a mode context tree. The mode context tree contains all and only the
contexts which appear more frequently across participants, see Figure 3 in Hernández et al.13 .

Response time comparison according to the result of previous predictions
Given a sequence w = (w−k, . . . ,w−1), let n(1,w),n(2,w) . . . be the successive steps ending in an occurrence of w. Namely,

n(1,w) = min{n ≥ k : Xn−k+1 = w−k, · · · ,Xn = w−1},

and for j > 1
n( j,w) = min{n > n( j−1,w) : Xn−k+1 = w−k, · · · ,Xn = w−1}.

Given a sequence w = (w−k, . . . ,w−1), let n(1,w,s),n(2,w,s) . . . be the successive steps ending in an occurrence of w after a
correct prediction following a 0 in the sequence. In the same way, let n(1,w, f ),n(2,w, f ) . . . be the successive steps ending in an
occurrence of w after an incorrect prediction following a 0 in the sequence.

Let N(w, f ) be the total number of occurrences of w after a correct prediction following a 0 and N(w,s) the total number of
occurrences of w after a failure in prediction following a 0.

Let T w,s
i = Tn(i,w,s)+1, for i = 1, · · · ,N(w,s) and T w, f

i = Tn(i,w, f )+1, for i = 1, · · · ,N(w, f ) be the set of response times after a
correct and an incorrect prediction, respectively, following a 0.

Let T̄ (w,s) and T̄ (w, f ) be the sample mean response time after a correct prediction and an incorrect prediction following a 0,
respectively.
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Figure 1. The Goalkeeper Game experiment. A) At each trial, acting as a goalkeeper the participant chooses where to jump to
save the kick by pressing the left arrow key with the right index finger (0), the down arrow key with the right middle finger (1)
or the right arrow key with the right ring finger (2). The top right picture shows the screen at the moment of the decision. The
bottom diagram shows the timeline of a trial with the duration of each segment. Each trial starts with a readiness period. Then,
arrows appear at the bottom of the screen, indicating that the participant is allowed to inform his decision by pressing one of the
buttons indicated in the balloon. The time from the appearance of the arrows till the button press is defined as the response time
(rt). Immediately after the button press, the feedback is presented as an animation depicting the kicker’s choice. B) Top left, the
context tree probability table used for generating the sequence of kicks of the penalty taker. On the top right, the set of contexts
τ is represented as a labeled and rooted tree. A different color is attributed to each context. An example of a sequence of
penalty taker choices and the corresponding sequence of predictions of the goalkeeper are shown at the bottom of the picture.
The green check mark indicates a successful prediction, while the red cross (×) indicates a prediction failure. On the bottom,
successive response times (t) are shown as horizontal bars in which the width represents the response time duration in seconds
from a real participant. Here, m corresponds to a positive integer used to illustrate the shift to trials far from those before the
three dots. Response times in the context 2, t(w=2), are highlighted in red after an incorrect prediction, t(w=2, f ), and in green
after a correct prediction, t(w=2,s). C) An example of the pruning procedure used to estimate context trees from response times
of a given participant. If the law of response times of at least two leaves of a branch is statistically different, the branch is
presented in the estimated tree. The picture illustrates this procedure for the pair of leaves 110 and 210.

Results
Response times were employed to estimate context trees per participant and per epoch (Figure 2). For all epochs, the mode
context tree was the same as the context tree used by the penalty taker to generate the sequence of kicks. Moreover, the number
of participants who correctly identified contexts 0 and 2 increased from the first to the third epoch. Curiously, the correct
identification of contexts ending in 1 increased from the first to the second epoch, but diminished from the second to the
third epoch. Since the sequence of kicks consists in a repetition of 0∗1 with ∗ taking the value of 2 with probability p = 0.7
and 1 with probability 1− p, we reasoned that the contexts 01, 11 and 21 might be affected by the congruence between the
participants choices and those of the penalty taker.

Figure 2. Mode context trees for each epoch. The numbers inside the circles indicate the number of participants (n=22) for
which the corresponding context was present in the estimated trees of that epoch.

To evaluate the influence of past predictions over response times in a given context, response times were divided into two
sub-samples (see Figure 1B). T (w,s)

1 ,T (w,s)
2 , . . . indicate the response times in w given that the participant successfully predicted

the choice of the penalty taker the last time the context 0 took place. Similarly, T (w, f )
1 ,T (w, f )

2 , . . . indicate the response times in
w given that the participant failed to predict the choice of the penalty taker the last time the context 0 took place. This was
done because the participant who has learned the regularities of the sequence would only fail to predict the penalty taker’s
choice in that context. The mean values of the response times for each participant, context and sub-sample can be found in
supplementary table 2.

Figure 3 shows the distributions of response times after correct and incorrect predictions at the last time the context 0 took
place, that is, T (w,s)

1 ,T (w,s)
2 , . . . and T (w, f )

1 ,T (w, f )
2 , . . ., for one participant. To test if the mean values T̄ (w, f ) were higher than the

mean values T̄ (w,s), the difference T̄ (w, f )− T̄ (w,s) was calculated for each context and participant using the trimmed mean19. A
one-tailed Wilcoxon signed-rank test showed that these differences were significantly different from zero for the contexts 01, 2
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Figure 3. Difference between the mean values T̄ (w, f ) and T̄ (w,s) for the contexts 2, 21 and 01 for which the trimmed mean was
statistically significant according to the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. ∗ indicates a p < 0.01 and ∗∗ indicates a p = 2.1×10−5.
Each blue dot shows the paired difference per participant. On top of each distribution, superimposed histograms of the response
times of one participant illustrate the differences between T̄ (w,s) in green and T̄ (w, f ) in red. The sequence of contexts governing
the choices of the penalty taker is presented at the bottom.

and 21. The test indicated that the mean response times for context w = 2 were smaller after successful predictions compared
to after prediction failures (Z = 4.09, p = 2.1× 10−5). This was also true for context 21, which occurs one step further in
the sequence, however, with a less pronounced effect (Z = 2.434, p = 0.007). On the other hand, for context w = 01, after
successful predictions the mean response times were larger than after prediction failures (Z =−2.467, p = 0.006). For the
context 11 the effect was only close to statistical significance (Z =−1.363, p = 0.086), but it is important to highlight that
11 is the less frequent context of the sequence. Finally, the context 0 presented no significant difference from zero (Z = 0.47,
p = 0.637). Taken together, these results indicate that the distribution of response times changes as a function of the result of
previous predictions.

The Kruskal-Wallis test (χ2 = 2.55, d f = 2, p = 0.28) indicated no difference between the response times for different
fingers.

Discussion
Response times associated to a stochastic sequence of events were investigated using the Goalkeeper Game. The sequence of
choices of the penalty taker was generated by a stochastic chain with memory of variable length and can be expressed as a
repetition of 0 ∗ 1, in which the middle position ∗ is replaced by a 2 with probability p = 0.7 and by 1 with probability 1− p,
independently of the goalkeeper’s choices. The statistical analysis of the data provided the following results.

First of all, we successfully retrieved the context tree used by the penalty taker from the goalkeeper’s response time. This
supports the conjecture that the probability distributions of the goalkeeper’s response times depend on the contexts governing
the choices of the penalty taker at each step. Previous studies reported that response times are affected by the stochasticity of
the sequence of stimuli4, 8, 10, 11. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study using response times in which the structure
of the sequence of random stimuli is retrieved from the participant’s response times.

Moreover, we found that the number of participants from whose response times allowed to correctly retrieve the penalty
taker tree increased from the first to the second epoch of the game. More precisely, in the second epoch, the mode context

6/9



tree deduced from the response times of a large majority of participants (15 out of 22) coincided with the context tree used to
generate the sequence of choices of the penalty taker. Surprisingly, the number of participants whose response times allowed to
correctly identify the contexts 01, 11 and 21 decreased from the second to the third epoch (only 11 out of 22 participants). This
suggested that an extra factor could be at play. In fact, besides being governed by the context, our statistical analysis provided
evidence that response times were also affected by the result of previous predictions.

Response times in a same context depended on the result of previous predictions and this dependence propagated up to two
steps forward. This was shown for the contexts 2, 21 and 01, for which different mean response times were identified according
to the success or failure of the prediction made by the goalkeeper in the previous occurrence of context 0. Smaller response
times were found after successful as compared to unsuccessful predictions for the contexts 2 and 21. On the other hand, larger
response times in the context 01 were found after successful as compared to unsuccessful predictions.

The slowing of response times after unsuccessful predictions for the contexts 2 and 21 finds a parallel in studies using
serial reaction time paradigms20–27. As a matter of fact, the slowing of response times after an immediate mistake in serial
reaction time paradigms has been associated with a temporary inhibition of the primary motor cortex, as measured by EEG and
fMRI25, 26. In the present study, we show that for the context 01 the subsequent response times also increase after successful
predictions, suggesting that other factors may play a role in the response times slowing, see for instance28.

In conclusion, we were able to retrieve the statistical regularities from a sequence of response times by applying the Context
Tree algorithm13, 17. This was done by modelling the relationship between the sequence of response times of a given participant
and the stochastic sequence of choices of a penalty taker. With this approach, we found that response times are influenced both
by contexts and by the results of previous predictions. The Goalkeeper game gives the opportunity to simulate an environment
in which prediction is necessary and its product is verifiable. With this information, it is possible to understand new aspects of
motor behaviour.
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Supplementary Material

w = 0 w = 01 w = 11 w = 21 w = 2
ID S F S F S F S F S F
1 0.254 0.265 0.593 0.555 0.256 0.281 0.198 0.212 0.295 0.466
2 0.335 0.347 0.354 0.197 0.445 0.268 0.307 0.286 0.236 0.381
3 0.308 0.413 0.327 0.356 0.354 0.301 0.298 0.346 0.266 0.447
4 0.206 0.267 0.397 0.397 0.177 0.135 0.137 0.224 0.121 0.196
5 0.433 0.365 0.461 0.486 0.396 0.300 0.381 0.351 0.256 0.502
6 0.260 0.258 0.314 0.241 0.235 0.361 0.257 0.321 0.232 0.271
7 0.312 0.321 0.329 0.224 0.255 0.287 0.223 0.263 0.231 0.442
8 0.310 0.349 0.392 0.246 0.247 0.191 0.272 0.246 0.229 0.302
9 0.158 0.171 0.153 0.157 0.141 0.112 0.130 0.095 0.135 0.162

10 0.365 0.462 0.471 0.344 0.330 0.292 0.223 0.284 0.191 0.486
11 0.405 0.362 0.485 0.407 0.435 0.379 0.329 0.374 0.249 0.526
12 0.215 0.276 0.238 0.140 0.247 0.212 0.234 0.226 0.198 0.415
13 0.307 0.319 0.355 0.381 0.446 0.249 0.190 0.306 0.264 0.353
14 0.420 0.342 0.347 0.305 0.249 0.331 0.378 0.436 0.293 0.354
15 0.174 0.236 0.520 0.289 0.151 0.180 0.147 0.149 0.158 0.325
16 0.641 0.590 0.353 0.441 0.380 0.488 0.353 0.452 0.388 0.446
17 0.151 0.160 0.108 0.129 0.120 0.159 0.131 0.132 0.128 0.166
18 0.565 0.477 0.455 0.392 0.401 0.543 0.465 0.372 0.452 0.495
19 0.342 0.373 0.308 0.320 0.393 0.276 0.297 0.436 0.294 0.629
20 0.546 0.532 0.401 0.239 0.380 0.296 0.297 0.373 0.279 0.293
21 0.461 0.432 0.482 0.378 0.427 0.386 0.444 0.540 0.426 0.471
22 0.262 0.233 0.285 0.313 0.304 0.197 0.261 0.271 0.206 0.339

Table 1. Mean response times per participant and per context according to the prediction result at the last time the context 0
took place. ID indicates the participant number, w the corresponding context, and S and F , success and failure, respectively.
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