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Mathematical modelling of sense of agency using free energy
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Fig.1 Sense of agency scale as a function of prediction error
for different likelihood variance
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Fig.2 Sense of agency scale as a function of prediction error
for different uncertainty
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Fig.3 Evaluation of sense of agency for different response
delay and sensory modality (S, V and SV indicate sound,
vibration and sound-vibration respectively)



Table.1 Effect of sensory modality and response delay and
interaction between sensory modality and response delay on
evaluation of sense of agency
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