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Abstract, Tilt illusions occur when a drifting vertical test grating is surrounded by a drifting
plaid pattern composed of orthogonal moving gratings. The angular function of this iilusion was
measured as the plaid orientation {and therefore its drift direction) varied over a 180° range.
This was done when the test and inducing stimuli abutted and had the same spatial frequency,
and when the test and inducing stimuli either differed in frequency by an octave, or were
spatially separated by a 2 deg blank annulus, or both differed in frequency and were also
separated by the annulus (experiments 1-4). The obtained angular function was virtually
identical to that obtained previously with the rod and frame effect and other cases involving
orthogonal inducing components, with evidence for illusions induced both by real-line compo-
nents and by virtual axes of symmetry. Although the magnitude of the illusion was very similar
in all four experiments, there was evidence to suggest that largest real-line effects occurred in
the abutting same-frequency condition, with a pattern of results similar to that obtained
previously with the simple one-dimensional tilt illusion. On the other hand, virtual-axis effects
were more prominent with gaps between test and inducing stimuli. A fifth, repeated-measures,
experiment confirmed this pattern of results. It is suggested that this pattern-induced tilt effect
reflects both striate and extrastriate mechanisms and that the apparent influence of spatially
distal virtual axes of symmetry upon perceived orientation implies the existence of AND-gate
mechanisms, or conjunction detectors, in the orientation domain.

1 Introduction

Recent research into the determinants of the orientation illusions has produced psycho-
physical data which appear related to neurophysiological evidence for more global
mechanisms in cortical areas beyond V1 (eg Wenderoth and Johnstone 1987). In partic-
ular, it has been found that large gaps between inducing and test stimuli, or remote
surrounding contours, respectively, may not affect or may modulate orientation
illusions. Such findings suggest that even simple tilt illusions have determinants more
complex than lateral inhibition between orientation-selective neurons in striate cortex
as suggested, for example, by Carpenter and Blakemore {1973). Additional psycho-
physical investigations may thus draw attention to novel stimuli which might be used as
probes in the neurophysiological investigation of single neurons.

This research is concerned with an analogue of the rod and frame illusion {(RFI), an
orientation illusion which can be considered a variant of the tilt illusion (TI). However,
ptior to our conducting the experiments reported below, we were unaware of the
relationship between the effects we were to measure and the RFI, so the stimulus

parameters we selected for the initial experiments were chosen for quite different -

but specific reasons. These are briefly explained because they are relevant to the
experiments. '
In several recent investigations of both the psychophysical and the neurophiysio-
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counterclockwise), and drifting in the directions 135° and 225°, respectively, observers
report the percept of a single coherent plaid drifting towards the left, ie in the direction
180° (Adelson and Movshon 1982; Movshon et al 1985). Neurophysiological studies
have shown that, whereas neurons in monkey striate cortex (V1) respond only to the
components of such a display, as do some cells in extrastriate middle temporal
area (MT), at least some cells in MT respond to the pattern. That is to say, V1 cells and
some MT cells respond twice as the whole pattern rotates through 180°, once when
one grating is aligned with the preferred orientation of the cell and again when the other
grating is so aligned. In contrast, at least a proportion of MT neurons respond only
when it is the perceived plaid orientation that is aligned with the cell’s preferred
direction (as previously determined with a single grating) and do not respond to the
components {Movshon et al 1985).

Based upon these observations, wenderoth et al {1988) measured motion after-
effects (MAEs) induced on a single vertical grating by a drifting plaid pattern, but the
components of the plaid were presented either simultaneously or in alternation. In addi-
tion, the relative orientations of the plaid components were varied symmetrically
around horizontal so that the composite -plaid always appeared to drift horizontally.
Whereas the MAE magnitude decreased linearly as the alternating components deviated
more from the vertical test grating, this was not the case in the simultaneous condition.
Wenderoth et al (1988) suggested that the simultaneous plaid MAE, being in part
pattern-selective rather than component-selective, reflects an extrastriate (perhaps MT )}
contribution to the MAE.

Given the fact that extrastriate receptive fields frequently are much larger and less
specifically tuned to spatial position than are V1 receptive fields (eg Allman et al 1985;
Maunsell and Newsome 1987), we began to examine displays in which central test
gratings were surrounded by drifting plaid stimuli spatially removed from the test.
We observed a robust illusion not of motion but of tilt. Experiments were then
conducted using a single plaid orientation with the component gratings oriented 60°
and 150° (30° clockwise, CW, and 60° counterclockwise, CCW, of vertical). Various
combinations of component drift directions gave plaids drifting in different directions,
despite the fixed orientations. Not only were tilt illusions obtained when there was a gap
of 2 deg between the test grating and the inducing annulus; but no reliable illusions
were obtained when the plaid abutted the test grating (Johnstone and Wenderoth 1989).
At that stage, we had observed an apparently pattern-specific tilt illusion which may or
may not have been dependent upon the pattern motion, the component orientations,
or both.

Since the illusions we obtained were small, albeit robust, it seemed logical to measure
the complete angular function of the illusion. This would provide information on the
size of the effect at different component orientations in the illusion. Experiments 1
'to 4, described below, were designed to provide such data. In the event, the angular
functions obtained were those characteristic of the RFL Prior to describing the exper-
iments, then, we first describe the RFI and its relationship to the simple TL

The tilt illusion refers to the misperception of the orientation of a test line or grating
when it is superimposed on, or intersected by, an inducing line or grating in a different
orientation. Angular separations between test and inducing stimuli of up to about 50°

typically result in repulsion (also called direct) effects, so that the test orientation
R T R P gt T arger anoilar separations often
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effects are called positive, and indirect or a i i
Chown by the filed bymbol. i figum 1. ttraction effects are called negative, as

Tl}e rod and frame illusion occurs when a vertical line is surrounded by a square
but tl!ted inducing frame. Beh et al (1971) first showed that, as the surrounding frame
was tilted from vertical through 90° to horizontal, the angular function of the illu-
sion was that shown by the open circles in figure 1. In an attempt to explain this
functlpn, Beh et al proposed a ‘major axes hypothesis’ (MAH). They asserted that the
test line appears tilted away from whichever of the frame’s four axes of mirror
symmc?try is nearest vertical. As the square is tilted, say, clockwise (CW) through 90°
the axis nearest vertical is tilted CW for tilts of 0-22.5°; between 22.5° and 45°, it i;
tilted counterclockwise (CCW); then, between 45° and 67.5°, tilted CW: and fi;lally
between 67.5° and 90°, tilted CCW. Note that the same descriptive hypo;hesis, ap lie;
to tl_le T.I: when the inducing line or grating is tilted CW near vertical, the axis nealljrest
vertlc.al is that corresponding to the grating’s main lines and is CW; n’earer horizontal
the virtual axis orthogonal to the main lines is nearest vertical al;d CCW. Thus the’
TI angular function can also be described in terms of repulsion from the inducing, axis
of sy{nmetry nearest vertical [although the magnitude difference between these effects
remains u.n.explained, as Wenderoth (1977) has discussed].

.In :addltmn, of the four axes of symmetry of a square, two (vertical and horizontal)
cotncide with real lines of the frame, so-called main-line axes {Howard 1982) whereas
the other two (the diagonals) are purely virtual axes. For descriptive purposes, let us
equate dz:rect ctfects (in both the TI and the RFI) with main-line effects; and :'ndirect
effects with virtual-axis effects. In these terms, indirect (virtual-axis) effe’cts are those
f]}il:-)w? by t.helvtwo central rod and frame peaks and by the negative TI peak in figure 1;
pO:iiiv(en'}‘Tr; e:]lf) effects are those shown by the outer rod and frame peaks and the

I_Tsing.this descriptive system, then, we shall refer to tilt illusions induced by crossed
gratings in the same way. Crossed orthogonal gratings also have two main-line and two
v1rtua1. axes of symmetry: direct effects will refer to illusions which can be described as
repulsion fr01ln a main-line {ic component grating) axis nearest vertical; indirect effects
can be described as repulsion from a virtual axis {ie crossed—grating, angle bisector)
nearest vertical. The simple TI induced by a single grating will be termed the one-
(Ziuge’rll‘ilonal effect or 1-D TI; crossed-grating or square-frame effects will be termed
- S.

The ain}s of the experiments to be reported can now be restated in terms of the
above definitions. Johnstone and Wenderoth (1989} observed that drifting crossed
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gratings oriented 60° (ie 30° right of vertical) and 150° (ie 60° left of vertical) induced
an apparent CW tilt in a vertical grating which thus was set CCW to appear vertical.
This is an indirect effect: it reflects repulsion from the virtual axis of the plaid which is
oriented 105° (15° left of vertical). In these terms, the fact that the effect was small is
not surprising: indirect effects typically are of the order of 0.5-1.0° (ie figure 1;
Wenderoth and Johnstone 1988a, 1988b). Experiments 1 to 4 thus were designed to
measure the complete angular function of the 2-D TL :

General methods used in all the experiments are described first, followed by the
individual experiments,

2 General methods . -

Stimulus displays were presented on the flat screen of a Tektronix 608 display monitor
(P31 phosphor), interfaced with an Innisfree (‘Picasso’) image generator and a PDP
11/23 minicomputer. Subjects used the outer pair of three microswitches to rotate a
circular 0.6 deg visual angle sine-wave test grating to the perceived vertical. A press on
the central switch signalled completion of the adjustment, caused the setting to be
recorded by the computer, and removed the current display.

Experimenter and subject were located in adjacent laboratories. Intrasession commu-
nication was possible via an intercom system, and a slave monitor in the expetimenter’s
cubicle enabled monitoring of the subject’s settings. Subjects viewed the display in a
dark windowless cubicle. All external cues to vertical were removed by attaching to the
screen a flat black aluminium mask in which a 6.75 deg diameter hole had been cut, and
by draping black cloth over the area between the screen and the padded forehead-,

~temple-, and chin-rest which held the subject’s head. The head rest was positioned
57 cm from the screen, so that 1 cm on the screen subtended 1 deg visual angle.

The image generator was modified to run automatically via the minicomputer-and a
custom-designed D/A interface. This allowed up to three different screens to be
interleaved at a rate of 188 Hz and software enabled these screens 1o be constructed
using an on-screen menu. So, for example, the inducing annulus containing drifting
crossed gratings was constructed by interleaving two of the three screens, one confain-
ing one grating drifting within an annulus, the other containing the other grating drifting
within an identically positioned annulus. The rate of interleaving ensured that the
display was not seen to flicker. '

The central test grating always had a spatial frequency of 5 cycles deg™' and, when
the subject adjusted it it rotated at a speed of 5.9° 57" in }° steps, giving the appearance
of continuous motion. The maximum luminance of the light bars was 10.4 cd m % and
the minimum luminance of the dark bars was 2.1 cd m™2, measured on a low-frequency
grating with a Tektronix J16 (1 deg) digital luminance probe. Thus, the Michelson
contrast of the test grating, defined as (L, — Loin Ly = Lemin) WS 0.67. The crossed
inducing gratings each had the same luminance values as the test, but because of
luminance summation at their intersects plaid contrast was slightly higher {0.75).
All unfilled portions of the screen had a luminance of 2.8 ¢d m 2 and during intertrial
intervals (5 s) the screen was blanked at 6.8 cd m "2, sufficient to eradicate afterimages
between conditions.

3 Experiment 1
e e the anoular fnnetion of the 2-D TI when the test
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drifted in the 180° direction, the component gratings were oriented 45° and 135°, and
they drifted, respectively, in the directions 135° and 225°. In condition 2, the gra’tings
were oriented 35° and 125° and- drift directions were 125° and 215° respectively.
The'se 10° steps in orientation and .direction continued to condition 19, where the:
grating o_rientations were 225° and 135°, and drift directions were 315 and 45 deg,

In this experiment, the spatial frequency of the gratings composing the plaid
was the same as that of the test grating, ie 5 cycles deg '. All gratings drifted with a
temporal frequency of 2cycless™'. Thus the velocity of the test grating, given
by temporal frequency over spatial frequency, was 0.4 deg s, Plaid velocity is g’iven by
¥, = ¥.(cos 6)", where V, is component velocity and & is half the angle between the
gratings. Plaid velocity therefore was 0.57 deg s~'. The thickness of the inducing plaid
annulus was 2 deg (inside diameter 4.6 deg, outside diameter 6.6 deg).

3.1 Method

3.1.1 Subjects. Tl'lere were six subjects, members of an optional advanced under-
graduate course in Perceptual Systems, who were providing data for their own class

exercise but who, at the time of the experiment, were entirely naive about every aspect
of the experiment.

3.1.2 Procedure. Apart from one subject who was myopic in the right eye and used her
lfaft eye, all subjects viewed monocularly with an eyepatch over the left eye, The instruc-
tion was always to fixate the centre of the test grating when it was present. Discussion
after. the experiment suggested that all subjects were able to maintain fixation as
reqmred'.. Within each of the nineteen plaid orientation conditions, subjects made two
c.onsec.utlve pretest settings to vertical {surround absent), followed by four test settings
(inducing surround present). For these six trials, starting position of the test grating was
ra_ndom within £10° of vertical. A break of 15 s occurred between each such set of six
trials, although the subject was required to maintain head position during that time. The
complete set of one hundred and fourteen settings (nineteen orientations X six settings)
reqmret:.l a testing period of about 90 min, including a long halfway break, during which
Fhe subject strolled the corridor. Five practice settings were given prior to the exper-
1meI}t, with randomly selected conditions. Careful bracketing in adjustment ptior to
making a final setting was encouraged.

The i]?usion was defined as the algebraic difference between the mean of the four
cogsecutlve tests and the mean of the preceding two pretests, in any set of six trials,
Thl:s . convention meant that test settings more CW than pretests were scored as
positive { +) illusions; test settings more CCW were scored as negative (— ) illusions.

The ord.er in which the nineteen orientation conditions were completed was completely
randomized. '

3.2 Results

The mean illusions obtained in experiment 1 are shown in figure 2a. The variable on
the‘ abscissa is the direction of plaid drift, which is perfectly correlated with the orien-
tations of the component inducing gratings, as shown by the arrow (direction) and cross
(component orientations} insets on the lower and upper abscissae of figure 2a
Hovfrever, note that although drift direction varied through a full 180°, the component.
grating orientations began at the obliques (180° direction), cycled through 90° to

. . o 4i
be?orne obtl)lque again (90° direction) and then repeated the identical cycle of orien-
tatinne (OO 44 N2 Aivarntimnatl Thite the otmvilaritcr o e 1aft amed wfnlit Thalormea oof 2l
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3.3 Discussion ‘
The angular function in figure 2
with a stationary test stimulus an

a clearly is of the class of function previously obtained
d an inducing stimulus comprised of an f)utll'ne squgg
frame. Thus, each half of the figure 2a function, contained witilin ;Irlfttfllre(_:rtlxofxilgsure 4
: , is - simi frame inducing stimulus function 1 .
0° and 90° to 0°, is similar to the ! . ol
EI(‘)hg apparent difference in phase exists only because, 1n tefmst otf ther ;f;;elgg;ibts;lzss"
i in figur the inducing orientation
these two half functions in figure 2a cover . lucing o on range 135
i tation is aligned with vertic

90° to 0°. That is, a component oricniation ¢ o8

é:}Ill;l f?;:re 1 abscissa but halfway between the directions 140° and 130° and also 5
°infigure 2a. " o ) ‘ ]
an%:?orlendli%cussing theése results in more detail, it will be useful to deal w;th l:zxt[:s:
iments 2 to 4, which were similar to experiment 1 except that the'effgcts of abutiing

inducing stinu,lli and different inducing spatial frequencies were examincd.

+3.0 ' - — )41 ’1

+2.0

Tilusion/®

0 20 0180 160 140 120 100 80 ‘60 40 20 O
Plaid drift direction/®

180 160 140 120 100 80 60 4
Plaid drift direction/®

(c) (d)

Figure 2. Angular functions of the two-dimensional tilt illusion {2-D TI).
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4 Experimenis 2 to 4

Unless otherwise specified, the methods and stimuli in these three experiments were as
in experiment 1.

4.1 Merhod _

4.1.1 Subjects. There were six subjects in experiment 2, and eight in each of exper-
iments 3 and 4. These were drawn from the same population as those in experiment 1.
The differences in sample size were unavoidable because, given the relatively long test
session, some subjects were unable to complete all four experiments.

4.1.2 Stimudi. In experiment 2, all conditions were as in experiment 1 except that each
of the component inducing gratings had a spatial frequency of 2.5 cycles deg™!. With
temporal frequency maintained at 2 cycles s™', each component then had a. velocity of
0.8 deg s~' and the composite plaid velocity was 1.13 deg s~*,

In experiments 3 and 4, stimuli were identical, respectively, to those in experi-
ments'1 and 2 except that the 2 deg annulus gap between test and inducing stimuli was
removed, so that the 2 deg thick inducing annulus directly abutted the test grating,

42 Results

Angular functions obtained in experiments 2 to 4 are shown in figures 2b-2d,
respectively, and they very closely resemble the function obtained in experiment 1
(figure 2a). In each case, the main effect of drift direction was significant {experiment 2,
Fig,50 = 5.67, p < 0.0005; experiment 3, F, ., = 7.83, p < 0.005; and experi-
ment 4, Fg 55 = 4.89, p < 0.0005). It can be noted that the data of the individual
subjects were very similar, so that the standard errors in all four experiments were quite
small{0.42, 0.42, 0.64, and 0.43 in experiments 1 to 4, respectively).

To illustrate the similarity between the four angular functions in figures 2a-2d, the
means for cach of the functions were entered in a simple subjects by treatments analysis
as if these four sets of means were the data of four single subjects. Figure 3a shows the
results of experiments 1 to 4 superimposed; and figure 3b shows the overall average of
the four functions, The error bar indicates £1 standard error obtained from the mean
square error of the analysis. The between-subjects effect was not significant
(F,54 = 2.03, p > 0.05), indicating no significant difference between the main effects
in figures 2a-2d. This test, however, indicates only that the means of the functions are
similar and when, as in this case, illusions are both positive and negative, the means are
not a good measure of the depth of modulation. An additional analysis therefore was

+3.0

+2.0

+1.0

Hiusion/®
=}

Plaid drift direction/® Plaid drift direction/®
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carried out on the absolute (nonsigned) illusions. The mean unsigned illusions corre-
sponding to the groups in figures 2a-2d were 0.82°, 0.86°, 1.08°, and 0.74° and
analysis of variance showed that these means were not significantly different
{(Fy 54 = 1.89, p > 0.05). However, it is noticeable from both the graph and this
analysis that illusions appear 1o be generally larger in the same-frequency abutting
condition (figure 2c}).

More detailed examination of the data of experiments 1 to 4 provided the impetus
for experiment 5. First, when Johnstone and Wenderoth (1989) obtained their small
indirect effects, these were induced with drift directions halfway between abscissa
values of 100° and 110° and also 10° and 20° in figures 2-3. Under the conditions
common to their experiments (figures 2a and 2b), three out of four of these effects are
small and negative, consistent with their result. Second, we have shown previously
(Wenderoth and Johnstone 1988a) that in the case of the 1-D Ti, introducing gaps or
spatial-frequency differences between test and inducing stimuli reduces direct but not
indirect TIs. To obtain some indication of whether the same is true of the 2-D.TI,
obtained direct and indirect effects were averaged for cach of the functions in
figures 2a-2d. Direct effects, which occurréd when a component grating was oriented

15° from vertical, occurred at drift directions 150°, 120°, 60°, and 30°; indirect effects

were estimated by averaging the effects which spanned the orientation in which a virtual
d 170°; 100°

axis would be 15° from vertical, ie the effects at drift directions of 160° an
and 110°; 70° and 80°; and 10° and 20°. Because direct (and indirect) effects were
either positive or negative depending upon whether the axis nearest vertical was
oriented CW or CCW, for this analysis only, effects in the expected direction were called
positive, ie cffects were called positive if they exhibited repulsion from the relevant axis
of symmetry.

The results of the analysis are shown in table 1 and two aspects of these data are of
interest. First, as we reported earlier in the case of the 1-D TI (Wenderoth and
Johnstone 1988a), direct effects are largest under abutting same-spatial-frequency
conditions. The introduction of a gap or a different inducing frequency reduces direct
effects. Second, but unlike the situation for the 1-D TI, indirect effects do not occur
reliably under the abutting conditions. This result, however, is precisely that reported
by Johnstone and Wenderoth (1989). In the light of these tendencies, experiment 5 was

designed to test directly for this pattern of resuls.
Table 1. Summary of average direct and indirect two-dimensional tilt illusions (in °) in exper-
iments 1 to 4.

Spatial position/frequency

Effect abut/same abut/different gap/same gap/different
Direct +1.98 +1.25 +1.15 +1.30
Indirect —0.45 +0.03 +0.16 +0.58

Because direct (and indirect) effects were gither positive or negative depending on whether
the axis nearest vertical was CW or CCW, for this analysis only, cffects in the expected
direction were called positive, ie effects were called positive if they exhibited repulsion from

the relevant axis of symmetry.
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previously re O o stimuli, is not dependent on motion (experiments nd inducing
the context Of' movﬂ;fg ct, like ,its 1-D counterpart, is tuned fOl_‘ su_mlal tost 2 nterpart, is
that 'the 2D direct ecl N oéition whereas the indirect 2-D TI, like its 1-D cou ccllll? wh,en
spatial freq}_lency ag_g iﬁdire(;t effect, unlike the 1-D TI, appears Onlydto)? eriment 5
?}?tl'H;tlf:?;ger;t;?nilus is remote from the test Stilmulﬁs‘ BOt:pt ae];liZt: l?:t a?sg when test

e in S : only when a g . :
Su%gEEStdtha‘i;;hZlgg;e(f::eﬁlingelss 1;;%:;, Iliottendsflsncy in these results which requires
and induc i
further.im@&tigano]n. descriptive éccount of the RFI was .ou'tliﬂefd’ the ‘r;i]eog s?))r(sz

Earhelj, a parey Although this hypothesis is purely descnpt%ve’ l-t has I‘flcits variants
h)’POtl.lemS, (MAH): the cgntext of both the rod and frame illusion an thoys (1974)
empirical Support 111d in other contexts. For example, Wenc_ieroth and Cu,r lzyinducing
(Wendgl'ot:ht 1]LWDTE[‘EIUSIinlrzlucecl by single lines were nonadditl"’?: Whe(gf:cin;id indirect
showed that 1- o induced negative illusions : N
lines m:iented 30?’ dleéﬁ Oé’més(; fgfnegliy the cognjunction of the two én(zﬁzlg%]jl)“'ll?ls_
respectively), an 1 il iin as if the virtual axis of symmetry _mduced by stationary
induced & Poo o reported that the angular function of Tls induce fanction and
Wenderoth (1977)13 SO areliwave gratings was identical to the RFI angular unwere alsf;
crossed Oljthogona Sq“;lents that TIs induced by nonorthogonal gratings nts was a
in prehrr:lnii Y f,q::fal MAI—,I Although the test stimulus in the‘se experiments
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Finally, Hartley (1982) demonstrated a series of orientation illusions in which test
and inducing components were widely separated in space (1 -6 deg) with no diminution
in the illusion as separation increased and which were predictable in terms of the
orientation of the virtual axis of bilateral symmetry of the inducing display. Because the
1-D TI is reduced markedly by test-inducing stimulus separation, Hartley proposed
that processes more global than lateral inhibition between VI arientation-selective
channels (eg Carpenter and Blakemore 197 3) are involved in the rod and frame illusion

and the effects he reported, He concluded (page 375}

“A plausible interpretation is that axes of symmetry, extracted by interactions in the
orientation domain that operate over broad areas of the retinal field, have perceptual
consequences much like physically present facets of the retinal image ... . Symmetry
discrimination would be a part of a global texture perception system in contrasi to form

recognition, which is a local scrutiny system relying on all stages of feature extraction ... .
Replacing a figure by its axes of symmetry could be used to s

cparate figure and ground, to
determine orientation, and to classify input loosely.” '

In similar vein, Wenderoth and Beh (1977, page 67) suggested that when the square
frame in the rod and frame illusion is tilted around 45° “it may be the tilt of the whole

‘global diamond’ ... which determines the illusory effect on the rod”.

There is precedence in the literature on visual pattern recognition for the idea that
discrimination of global features of a stimulus, such as an axis of symmetry, a texture

difference or pattern motion, is achieved by some kind of neural comparator analogous
in function to a logical AND-gate; indeed, Shepherd and Brayton (1987) have
suggested that dendritic spines may provide the basis for such logical operations.. Thus,

to explain the ‘emergence’ of pattern-selective neurons in MT which respond to the

motion of a crossed-grating plaid, Movshon et al {1985)

proposed that these MT cells
{'second-stage 2-D analyzers’)

might require simultaneous activation of V1 cells tuned
to the component orientations and directions {first-stage 1-D analyzers’)

before they
will respond. Julesz et al (1973)

put forward a model of texture discrimination in which

“the stimulus is first analyzed by local feature extractors that can detect only simple
features ... of given sizes and orientations. Then the outputs of th

ese ... are evaluated by a
global processor that can ... compare at most two such outputs” {page 391)”

Another example is Marr’s {1982, page 66)
dependent upon logical AND-devices.

We have suggested elsewhere (Wenderoth and Johnstone 1987) that just as there
might be cells in MT and other extrastriate arcas which respond to pattern rather than
component motion, so there might be other cells along the extrastriate pathways which
respond, via logical AND-wiring, to pattern rather than component orientation. This
would help to account for all of the psychophysical data which demonstrate the salience
of axes of symmetry (Wenderoth 1977) and for the evidence, as in the rod and frame
and related effects, that axes of symmetry are treated by the visual system as weak but

real lines, as if they are coded as contours. There is a growing body of evidence for
total receptive fields (TRFs),

theory of zero-crossing detectors which is

stimulus interactions over distances much larger than the
classic receptive ficld (CRF), which may result from feedback to V1 from extrastriate

areas or may atisc within extrastriate areas (Allman et al 1985; Maunsell and Newsome

1987). An extrastriate locus of our putative orientation conjunction detectors would
account for the fact that illusory effects induced By axes af curmmotee o ralathe e
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the fact that V1 neurons are tuned tightly to spatial frequency and position and would

be. unlikely to mediate illusions induced remotely. It has been proposed that the
direct-1D TI has both striate and extrastriate components because gaps attenuate but
do not eradicate the effect (Johnstone and Wenderoth 1989). This is also true of spatial-
frequency differences. Wenderoth and Johnstone (1988a) observed a 75% reduction in
the .direct 1-D TI with a 2 octave difference, as did Georgeson (1973), who also
obtained a 30-50% reduction when the difference was 1 octave. In the analysis of

2-D direct effects from experiments 1 to 4 (table 1) we obtained 2 37% reduction in
octave lower than the test

the 2-D TI when the frequency of the inducing plaid was 1
frequency; and the corresponding reduction in experiment 3 was 39%. These consid-
erations suggest some common mechanisms for the 1-D and 2-D TL, although we have
obtained no consistent evidence for direction selectivity in the 2-D 771, whereas the
1-D TI is larger when test and inducing gratings drift in the same direction {(Carney
1982; Johnstone and Wendetroth 1989).

Others have suggested alternate mechanisms for the RFI pbut these are not neces-
sarily incompatible with our suggestions. _Ebenholtz has shown that the rod and frame
illusion increases with frame size and is independent of manipulations which aifect
other perceptual phenomena which have to do with the perception of form, depth, and
size (eg Ebenholtz 1985a, 1985b). He has claimed, as a result, that the illusion

“can be regarded as the static analogue of vection, contributing to the control of body

posture and egocentric orientation via the angular orientation of images represented in
peripheral vision” (page 109).”

Ebenholtz has suggested that the site of the effect is to be found in the ambient rather
than the focal visual system, where low-level visuovestibular interactions oceur. It has
been reported in addition, that small frame effects (under 10°) are affected by the
variables relevant to focal vision, so that the small and large frames may be processed
by the focal and ambient systems, respectively {Ebenholiz 1985b), a suggestion
consistent_with that of DiLorenzo and Rock (1982), who proposed that similar
mechanisms explain the 1-D TT and the small, but not large, frame effect. One result

nfortably fit this hypothesis is Ebenholtz’s (1985a) report that the

which does not com
large frame effect is blur specific, and thus by inference, spatial-frequency specific, a

characteristic less likely to be a property of a visuovestibular interactive system which,
as Ebenholtz notes, is independent of manipulations concerned with the perception of

spatial variables such as form, depth, and size.
Recenily, Maunsell (1987) reviewed evidence for the two kinds of visual system

(which he terms ‘gpatial’ and ‘object’} and related these two systems to be extrastriate

magnocellular (M) and parvocellular (P) pathways, respectively. He noted that inter-

actions between cortex and superior colliculus occur entirely along the M stream and
that little is yet known about the overlap between the two systems, which might arise

either by physically mixed inputs ot by each system’s “possessing rudimentary capabil-

ities for the function of the other” (page 85). It might be that the rod and frame iliusion
does depend upon both V1 and extrastriate mechanisms, as We have suggested, and that
some feedback to lower centres is invalved. Overlap between the focal and ambient

systems could account for the frequency specificity of the rod and frame illusion and
L L e o hetween small and large frame effects.

. . L
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Peterhans and von d
er Heydt 1987), i
Of oty 37), is at least suggestive of ext iate i
: Stimulusyfar Ip;lo;rtzr;cnel, hol\)vever, is tl}at the rod and frame analogl;f: tvrvI: tl? lllVOlVe'mell_t-
cters than 2 sovone OUt;:ilrlla ;e to manipulation of neurophysiologically relave o
but not the sistal piatd ?11 l::ilél: .We ha\.fe presented some evidence thaterl?: ta!tj)?]i?'m-
irectly, Al of cur is spatial-frequency specific, b i o
ooy Al :i:; (s)?rt];uh were 6.6 deg in size, or ]esél.) It W(;ulc{ l:: r(iifm'g i
Seriphorat plade S :rgodf.arllél fliaplc' effect, to examine the 2-D TI ﬁiﬁtifeshl e
perphetal P For‘ e field plaid illusions may differ in m o sl
dependont upon f]:;(ia(;nple,. we have :§uggested that the small fieliln)éf?’ays o
epene pon p motion or motion direction: thi st it
p Tl;l ot upon I is may not be the case with large
ere is another important 1 isti
e s ane reason to distinguish between 1
effects. & ‘rdatimtlza { 1(19(3’?65rcn)1ianr§?ed tgat large frame effects could n?)rtg;ea;:(:osu??;ld ffralme
: ion’ because the illusi i e
s O aeiadan e use the illusion was indepen i
i o relatreztimgf;itgo(r;;ou‘;v pr(glxmlty, which increases th«f dir(::zrtlt’l(‘)If :g: 1‘Ze'l'allltwe
latge fratme ettt ¢ Wenderoth and Johnstone 1988 ’ ulate
cts, Coren and Hoy (1986), on the other hand shgz;gc;) fﬁartht ml??ulate
, small frame

1 p p T d pI' S a 1 l"CIle wey

[=) t O v fl Yo S17Z¢. (o] ()I]Cl c I ‘l

... seem to be m ana g 1

[+15) !l ore l() ous to a ti adltlona] Vlsual"ge()metlic lllusmll Of OIIBIltatiOll and
g y affected by l‘elat[ ﬂal fact I thcr h suai- =

seem to De stron Q Oors ral than wvisu 1 VeStlhular mnter

actions ... E rthe p = -

y th

n rmore cse eﬂects are measu[able mn d d fIa
S1m le pll!l[ed rod-an: me

If Coren and Hoy are correct, th
o poren and H , then small frame effects may al i i
htmte 11 (0’?‘:5113“::1? &:ﬁgurement requires parallel mafchii(;,o;sc?; ;Eeoz;entatflons
ol beparoole and Wen eroth 1977). To date, such measurements hav v
ot 1o be aftseted bt frg:; n]1n1e would need to be placed far enough from a til ot
e's contours, requiring rather peripheral matchilntge Csltii:rman;53
uli.

more easily made. In a it i
.any case, it is to be hoped that further investigation using th
e

2-D TI paradi
gm may help to relat
body of evi ! : ate the rod and frame eff
y of evidence on interactions between orientations in hlfl;tarl:lg_r“j closely to the extant
ision.
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Depth interpolation with sparse disparity cues

Sofia M Wiirger 1, Michael S Landy
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Abstract. The i i i

invesﬁgatedheT?;e;Eo.latlo.n of stereoscopic depth given only sparse disparity information w

sl visu'al | sic stimulus was a rectangle with zero disparity at one edge, and 20 or

pomin visual ;:;iseu dlgpgnty at the other. The depth assigned to the arnbiguo%s’ interv ing

Stimalns consistios 0;ea un)irf(x)r;eans ct)f alsmall briefly-flashed binocular comparison spot ;g;ng

limulus co m rectangle presented on a back '

N a background of ran i

bacli( . :;{;niln:i;pollzated depth was greater for a high mean contrast bem(rje(::ll 3:::3‘:“1}1 Zerg

- differencg i?lr adlowdx_nean. contrast, Re.lative to a linear interpolation between the gde ean

ey hfference | inef ge disparity result'cd in poorer depth interpolation. Depth inter olgat?;)a

o mmvabrous | ‘3;:1::;(;2;:5\13 teyéanl;m:cd by tiill]ing the stimulus rectangle with nza.rrtl):)w-ban:i1

\ clated between the two eyes. F i :

e T ‘ _ ves. Four different -pas i

low—spatigk?i 1?1 E:';lnp;pza\rent contrast were investigated. The results demonstrate &ats?l?é[l?'isv;? o

a-spa interfgre ¥t l;:o(r;tent was resistant to interpolation; rivalrous high spatial fre. l.u:*,no'us

o ot intel unifo‘:;] b lflpth interpolation. High-spatial-frequency stimuli yielded aqper:éest'

S ot oo unifor theebac(i(c;ndltlodn,lwhire?s low-spatial-frequency stimuli lay in a depth plarl:e
! 1 round. In the latter case a tr i

near ansparent plane wa. i
inearly interpolated between the two edges, and which ﬂoatcfd abovg the riva?rgz;crfcl)‘i’seg which

1 Introduction

ewyll:nt }l::l;ﬁgt: rtectangles of slilghtly different widths are presented to each of the two
1976- e s Ii :([:9 ;12313113{ perceives a rectangle tilted in depth {(Ogle 1950; Blakemore
interésting because ,tIIay ggl;njus utt(:ecrieglzgi;s I;Ilfépg}‘n et‘ " 1f9 812). s oprvation i
center of the rectangle are perceived as having inte;ﬁ:(rjl't)(t odt e, el the
point-by-point matching is possible. It is this proce. ;a' ef el')th ‘fallleS, al_thﬂugh n0
values between sparse disparate elements thgt wesst:rn:n‘ggrltr;'lg 'mtermedl?te e
1 . 1 :
ffftohb::};:i asmgne}c{] to thc‘ese intermediate locations we call ‘ifterp:f:tiﬁio?;;ﬁ; S;Ir‘llc::
o observer 1f zrfv :17_ (;a;iﬁil::; éu(cillgs{; ;?;yd:g:h ofB thescf, locialtio'ns relative to a comparison
do not mean to imply a particular mechanl::r.n lfs;ljl?og iilertftlliI:sémerpOlated e
zliasl;r:ariltntei;p;)la];{on, etc), but simpI){ that a depth has been assigngc‘lﬂ:(t)hl(‘)rs::ﬁ)sn(sstfl?eiz
dispar ayt s o n:i 1guou§, and.that'thm', perceived depth is based, in part, on the depth
e e aast aons v;fl ere.dlsparlty' is well-defined. In this paper, the term ‘depth’ is
s usedasa ps;yc ologlca‘l magmtude‘, an.d ‘disparity’ as a stimulus variable.
catry S .; ereogram 111ust.rated' in figure 1. In this stereogram only the edges
iy g A 3:‘ n4o;matlon. Tllle d'lsparmes of the six edges in the stimulus are, from left
to ngf f ,d ’d', » 2, and 0 min v1s1.1a1 angle {(from a viewing distance of 50 cm), The
elined disparity values are illustrated as filled squares in figures 2a &.md 229

e have shown thi number of observers, and two per ept
18 stereogram to a large cepts
W ‘ p P
nredominate Yame crthianfe mamaaton 4 a oo et 2"




