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Figure S1: Like Figure 1, but for k = 1 and k = 2. Note that the vertical scale differs from

Figure 1.
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Figure S2: Like Figure 1, but with Pareto distributed data.
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Figure S3: Like Figure 2, but with Pareto distributed data.
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Figure S4: Like Figure 3, but with Pareto distributed data.
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Figure S5: Results for PRPS. Note nc = 1
8m2 as in Figure 1. Note also that the vertical

scale differs from Figure 1. k = 3.
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Figure S6: Like Figure 4, but with k = 1.
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Figure S7: Like Figure 4, but with k = 2.
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Figure S8: Like Figure 4, but with k = 5.
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Figure S9: Like Figure 4, but with k = 15.
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Figure S10: Like Figure 4, but with k = 20.
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Figure S11: Like Figure 4, but with k = 30.
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Figure S12: Like Figure 5, but with k = 1.
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Figure S13: Like Figure 5, but with k = 2.
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Figure S14: Like Figure 5, but with k = 5.
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Figure S15: Like Figure 5, but with k = 15.
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Figure S16: Like Figure 5, but with k = 20.
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Figure S17: Like Figure 5, but with k = 30.
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Figure S18: Like Figure 6, but with k = 1.
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Figure S19: Like Figure 6, but with k = 2.
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Figure S20: Like Figure 6, but with k = 5.
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Figure S21: Like Figure 6, but with k = 15.
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Figure S22: Like Figure 6, but with k = 20.

21



(a) (b)

PC 1

P
C

 2

Laboratory
Davis
Irvine
Michigan

Brain Region
A.C. cortex
cerebellum
D.L.P.F. cortex

PC 1

P
C

 2

Sex
female
male

Brain Region
A.C. cortex
cerebellum
D.L.P.F. cortex

(c) (d)

PC 1

P
C

 2

Sex
female
male

Brain Region
A.C. cortex
cerebellum
D.L.P.F. cortex

PC 1

P
C

 2

Sex
female
male

Brain Region
A.C. cortex
cerebellum
D.L.P.F. cortex

Figure S23: Like Figure 6, but with k = 30.
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