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        	In our preregistration, we committed to conducting planned contrasts that weighted the two CAD conditions against the control condition. Because there were a number of measures for which the two CAD conditions differed, the individual Tukey contrasts (which were also preregistered) provided a more accurate parsing of the data. For completeness, we report the results of all the planned contrasts for each analysis in the table below.
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        	In each condition for which the matched control images were different for the two CAD conditions, we conducted separate paired-samples t-tests to compare the relevant CAD condition to only the exact matched subset of images from the control condition. We report the table of these outcomes below – none of them change our interpretation of the primary results reported in the manuscript.
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Table S1



Outcome of planned contrasts  
CAD conditions vs. control condition



Analysis p



D prime < .001
Criterion .66
Hit Rate < .001
Correct Rejection Rate .05



Accuracy
Target Present, CAD On <.001
Target Present, CAD Off .01
Target Absent, CAD .10
Target Absent, No CAD .02



RT
Target Present, CAD On <.001
Target Present, CAD Off .26
Target Absent, CAD .03
Target Absent, No CAD .1
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Table S2



Outcome of paired-samples t-tests
CAD conditions vs. control condition, exact matched images



Analysis p



Accuracy
CAD-On, Low predictive vs. control <.001
CAD-On, High predictive vs. control <.001
CAD-Off, Low predictive vs. control .36
CAD-Off, High predictive vs. control <.001



RT
CAD-On, Low predictive vs. control <.001
CAD-On, High predictive vs. control <.001
CAD-Off, Low predictive vs. control .10
CAD-Off, High predictive vs. control .38
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