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Abstract

Glass patterns (GPs) have been widely employed to investigate the mechanisms underlying proc-

essing of global form from locally oriented cues. The current study aimed to psychophysically

investigate the level at which global orientation is extracted from translational GPs using the tilt

after-effect (TAE) and manipulating the spatiotemporal properties of the adapting pattern. We

adapted participants to translational GPs and tested with sinewave gratings. In Experiment 1, we

investigated whether orientation-selective units are sensitive to the temporal frequency of the

adapting GP. We used static and dynamic translational GPs, with dynamic GPs refreshed at dif-

ferent temporal frequencies. In Experiment 2, we investigated the spatial frequency selectivity of

orientation-selective units by manipulating the spatial frequency content of the adapting GPs. The

results showed that the TAE peaked at a temporal frequency of �30 Hz, suggesting that

orientation-selective units responding to translational GPs are sensitive to high temporal frequen-

cies. In addition, TAE from translational GPs peaked at lower spatial frequencies than the dipoles’

spatial constant. These effects are consistent with form-motion integration at low and interme-

diate levels of visual processing.
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A critical problem in form vision concerns the neural mechanisms underlying the extraction
of global form from local orientation cues encoded early in the visual system. Glass patterns
(GPs; Glass, 1969) have been widely used to study the integration of local orientation signals
into a percept of global form. GPs are composed by dot pairs (dipoles) whose orientations
align to create a global form; by applying different geometric transformations, it is possible
to change the spatial relationship between dipole orientations to create visual textures that
convey specific global forms that are often translational/parallel, circular, radial, hyperbolic,
or spiral patterns (Ohla et al., 2005; Seu & Ferrera, 2001; Wilson & Wilkinson, 1998; Wilson
et al., 1997). GPs perception is characterized by two main processes: (a) local processing that
is based on the detection of local dipoles’ orientation and (b) global processing that allows
the observer to perceive the overall orientation of dipoles giving to the GP a specific global
shape (Chen, 2009; Chung & Khuu, 2014; Pei et al., 2005; Wilson & Wilkinson, 1998).

Several psychophysical and cell recording studies investigated how the local pooling of
orientation cues in GPs occurs to generate the perception of an overall coherent pattern
(Dakin, 1997a; Dakin & Bex, 2001; Smith et al., 2002, 2007). The perception of the overall
global form of GPs can change depending on the dipole orientation, and it is achieved by the
pooling of local signal information extracted from the spatial relationship between the dots
forming the dipoles. This relationship between local and global form gives versatility to the
pattern, as various aspects of the local form can be changed while maintaining the overall
global form, such as the spatial frequency content (Dakin & Bex, 2001), density (Dakin,
1997a), colour (Mandelli & Kiper, 2005), and contrast (Dakin & Bex, 2001; Lin et al., 2017;
Wilson et al., 2004). This versatility allowed to investigate how the visual system pools local
orientation signals into a global form percept (Chen, 2009; Dakin & Bex, 2001; Nankoo
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et al., 2012) and the neural substrates underlying the perception of different spatial config-
urations (Krekelberg et al., 2005; Makin et al., 2016; Ostwald et al., 2008; Rampone &
Makin, 2020).

While different GP configurations have been used to study neural response in monkey
early visual cortex (Smith et al., 2002, 2007), the stage at which translational GPs are
processed in humans is still debated. Early research by Dakin (1997a) proposed the two-
stage model that describes how the extraction of the local orientation cues take place and
how the local cues are integrated to give rise to an overall global shape (Dakin, 1997a; Lin
et al., 2017). According to this model, the local orientation of the dipoles that form a GP
stimulates the receptive fields of neurons in different cortical columns. This causes an inter-
columnar excitation that leads to the pooling of the local orientation signals in the second
stage. The two-stage model has been supported by computational modelling and studies on
the spatial filtering present in the visual system (Prazdny, 1986; Wilson & Wilkinson, 1998;
Wilson et al., 1997; Zucker, 1986). While the two-stage model provides an outline for how a
global pattern could be perceived, it does not identify the stage at which GP processing
occurs. To this purpose, a recent neurostimulation study demonstrated that the discrimina-
tion of static and dynamic translational GPs could be impaired by modulating human early
visual areas (V1/V2) activity via repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS; Pavan,
Ghin, et al., 2017). This suggests not only the fundamental involvement of low-level visual
areas but also that the temporary disruption of V1/V2 activity prevents the forwarding of
visual information to higher-level visual areas.

To investigate the mechanisms underlying the perception of translational GPs, various
manipulations can be applied. For instance, the perception of translational GPs has been
investigated measuring the participants’ coherence discrimination thresholds (Nankoo et al.,
2012, 2015). Nankoo et al. (2012) compared the participants’ discrimination thresholds of
different kinds of static and dynamic GPs (e.g., vertical, horizontal, circular, radial, and
spiral) and random dot kinematograms with dots drifting according to specific trajectories
and inducing the perception of vertical/horizontal motion and complex motion (i.e., circular,
radial, and spiral motion). Their study investigated whether coherence thresholds were more
similar between dynamic and static GPs or between dynamic GPs and real motion with
random dot kinematograms. Concerning translational GPs, the authors found that vertical
and horizontal GPs of both types (i.e., dynamic and static) were the most difficult to detect
compared to the complex configurations. This phenomenon is known as the complexity
advantage (Lee & Lu, 2010). Another type of manipulation used to explore the processing
beneath the perception of translational GPs is an adaptation paradigm called tilt after-effect
(TAE). In this regard, Pavan et al. (2016) carried out a study in which they induced the TAE
adapting to translational GPs. The TAE (Gibson & Radner, 1937) is a perceptual illusion in
which a grating (or other oriented patterns) is perceived as oriented away from its actual
orientation following prolonged exposure to an oriented stimulus (i.e., orientation adapta-
tion). Pavan et al. (2016) found that adaptation to translational GPs produces a TAE similar
to that reported in studies using oriented gratings (e.g., Clifford et al., 2000), though reduced
in magnitude. The authors also found that TAE from translational GPs shows almost com-
plete interocular transfer, suggesting that the effect is likely to rely on visual processing levels
in which the global orientation of GPs is encoded by neurons that are mostly binocularly
driven and orientation-selective. Based on the characteristics observed, Pavan et al. (2016)
concluded that the neural populations responsible for GP perception are orientation-
selective and encode the global orientation of the patterns. A robust TAE from adaptation
to GPs indicates that the visual system performs an effective integration of the adapting
pattern. The spatial and temporal properties of the adapting translational GP can be
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manipulated to modulate the strength of the resulting TAE and consequently infer the spa-
tiotemporal selectivity of units involved in global form processing (e.g., see Ware & Mitchell,

1974 for spatial selectivity of the TAE).
In the present study, we manipulated the spatial and temporal properties of adapting

translational GPs to induce the TAE. Two experiments were performed using the same
adaptation paradigm as in Pavan et al. (2016). In Experiment 1, we aimed at investigating

the temporal frequency selectivity of units responding to translational GPs. In particular, we
manipulated the temporal frequency of the adapting translational GPs to assess the temporal

selectivity of the TAE from translational (static and dynamic) GPs. In Experiment 2, we
investigated the spatial frequency selectivity of orientation-selective neural populations
responding to dynamic translational GPs by manipulating the dipoles’ interdot distance.

We predict that if a stronger TAE is obtained when the adapting pattern has a low spatial
frequency content (i.e., high interdot distance) and low temporal frequency, then this might

suggest the involvement of orientation-selective units at low level of visual processing. In this
case, we expect to obtain narrow tuning curves with a peak at low spatial and temporal

frequencies, rather than broad tuning curves. In fact, previous studies showed that low-level
visual areas such as V1/V2 are sensitive to lower spatial and temporal frequencies than high-
level visual areas (De Valois et al., 1982; Foster et al., 1985; Henriksson et al., 2008).

Experiment 1

The aim of Experiment 1 was to investigate the temporal selectivity of orientation-selective

units responding to translational GPs. To this purpose, we adapted to static (0 Hz) and
dynamic GPs and measured TAE with a test grating stimulus. The rationale was that if the

neural populations responsible for the perception of oriented GPs are sensitive to the tem-
poral frequency of the GP, then we would expect that the manipulation of the temporal

frequency of the adapting pattern would modulate the magnitude of the induced TAE. In
turn, this would suggest that dynamic translational GPs are encoded at a level in which the
neurons extracting the global form from GPs are sensitive to the temporal content of the

pattern (e.g., in V1/V2, V3A; Foster et al., 1985; Gaska et al., 1988; Mazer et al., 2002;
Ostwald et al., 2008; Pavan et al., 2016; Priebe et al., 2006).

Method

Participants. Four of the authors (A. P., F. G., M. J. F., and D. W. A.) and five naı̈ve

observers voluntarily participated in the experiment. All participants had normal or cor-
rected to normal visual acuity, and viewing was binocular. Methods conformed to the World

Medical Association Declaration of Helsinki (2013). This study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of the University of Lincoln, and written informed consent was obtained from
each participant before enrolment in the study.

Apparatus. The apparatus was the same as used in our previous study (Pavan et al., 2019).
Stimuli were generated using MATLAB PsychToolbox (Brainard, 1997; Pelli, 1997) and

displayed on a 20-inch HP p1230 monitor with a refresh rate of 85 Hz, with a screen reso-
lution of 1,280� 1,024 pixels. Each pixel subtended 0.032 deg (i.e., �1.9 arcmin). The mean
luminance was 37.5 cd/m2, whereas the minimum and maximum luminance values were 0.08

cd/m2 and 74.6 cd/m2, respectively. The screen was gamma-corrected. Observers sat in a
darkened room at 57 cm from the screen. The participant’s head was stabilized by using a

chinrest.
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Stimuli. Adapting patterns were translational GPs consisting of 300 dipoles arranged in a
circular annulus with an outer and inner radius of 5.0 deg and 0.5 deg, respectively (Figure
1A). Dots had a width of 0.1 deg and an interdot distance (centre-to-centre) of 0.18 deg
(Clifford & Weston, 2005). Adapting GPs had a dipole density of 3.86 dipoles/deg2 and were
always orientated 15� clockwise from vertical. GPs had 100% coherence. In Experiment 1,
adapting GPs could be either stationary or dynamic. Dynamic GPs were created by display-
ing a sequence of independent frames. For each new frame (see Table 1 for the frame
durations used), a new spatial arrangement of the dipoles was created, each with a total
number of dipoles equal to 300, while their orientation remained constant (i.e., 15� clockwise
from vertical). In dynamic GPs, the rapid succession of frames induces the perception of
apparent motion along the orientation axis of the pattern even though there is no dipole-to-
dipole correspondence between successive frames. Therefore, no coherent motion is present

Table 1. The First Row of the Table Reports the Adapting GPs Temporal Frequencies (Hz) Used in
Experiment 1.

Adapter temporal frequency (Hz)

1.32 2.65 5.30 10.59 21.19 42.37 84.75

Frame duration (s)

0.7552 0.3776 0.1888 0.0944 0.0472 0.0236 0.0118

Note. The second row reports the frame duration (in seconds) used to obtain the corresponding temporal frequency.

Given that the refresh rate of the screen was constant at 85 Hz, longer frame durations were obtained using multiples of a

single frame duration (i.e., �0.0118 s).

Figure 1. Representation of the stimuli used in Experiment 1. (A) Example of a translational GP oriented
15� clockwise from vertical (100% coherence). (B) Test grating used in Experiment 1 with a spatial frequency
of 5.56 c/deg. For illustrative purposes, the grating is represented with higher contrast than the actual used in
Experiment 1.
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in this class of stimuli (Nankoo et al., 2012; Pavan, Bimson, et al., 2017; Ross, 2004; Ross

et al., 2000).
The test pattern (Figure 1B) was a sinewave grating with a spatial frequency of 5.56 c/deg,

corresponding to the inverse of the dipoles’ spatial constant (i.e., the interdot distance—see

Figure 5 for more details). Therefore, the period of the test grating matched the dipoles’

interdot separation. The inner and outer radii of the test gratings were of the same size as

those used for the GPs (i.e., 0.5 deg and 5 deg for inner and outer radii, respectively). The

Weber contrast of each dot in the GP was 0.99 and the contrast of the test grating was 0.5

(Michelson contrast).

Procedure. Participants completed two main conditions: (a) a no-adaptation condition (base-

line) and (b) an adapting condition, in which they were adapted to either static or dynamic

translational GPs.

No-Adaptation Condition (Baseline). In the baseline condition, participants reported whether the

orientation of a grating (as described in the Stimuli section) was tilted either clockwise or

counterclockwise from the vertical meridian, by pressing one of two designated keys on a

standard English computer keyboard (“M” and “Z” for clockwise and counterclockwise

responses, respectively; method of single stimuli [MSS]; Morgan et al., 2012). First, a

fixation dot was presented in the centre of the screen for 1 second, followed by the test

grating presented for approximately 0.035 seconds (i.e., 3 frames at 85 Hz). We used a very

brief test grating for two reasons: (a) The TAE is stronger in magnitude with brief test

durations (Wolfe, 1984) and (b) to maximize the effect of adaptation, that in the case of

GPs fades away very rapidly (Pavan et al., 2016).
Two simple one-up/one-down staircases (Levitt, 1971) were used to estimate the point of

subjective vertical (PSV) for each observer, that is, the orientation of the grating for which

the observers were at chance in responding that the testing pattern was tilted either clockwise

or counterclockwise from the vertical meridian. The two staircases were randomly inter-

leaved. The first staircase started by displaying the grating oriented 10� clockwise from

vertical, whereas the second staircase started by displaying the grating oriented 10� counter-
clockwise from vertical. On subsequent trials, the grating was rotated in the direction oppo-

site to that reported by the observer (Pavan et al., 2016). The test grating was rotated by 1

deg until the first reversal and then by 0.5 deg. There was no visible cue or reference frame

for vertical. Each staircase terminated after 75 trials. In general, observers performed two

baseline blocks, with each block consisting of two interleaved one-up/one-down staircases

(Levitt, 1971). Author “F. G.” performed three baseline blocks, whereas one naı̈ve partici-

pant (“BH”) performed one baseline block.
The PSV was estimated from the staircase by fitting a cumulative Gaussian function to the

binned data. The cumulative Gaussian function related the probability of clockwise

responses “p(clockwise)” to the orientation of the grating (h). The cumulative Gaussian

had the following form:

p clockwiseð Þ ¼ 1

2
erf

h�mffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2r2

p
� �

þ 1

� �
(1)

where erf is the error function
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erf xð Þ ¼ 2ffiffiffi
p

p
Z x

0

e�t2dt (2)

m is the midpoint (i.e., the PSV) of the function and r is standard deviation of the Gaussian
function. The function in Equation 1 spans from p¼ 0 (for largely counterclockwise stimuli)
to p¼ 1 (for largely clockwise stimuli). The slope s of the cumulative Gaussian around the
midpoint, defined as the local variation of the cumulative Gaussian corresponding to an
orientation variation of 1 deg, is

s ¼ p

180
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2pr2

p (3)

The PSV values estimated from each staircase of the baseline blocks (i.e., four staircases in
total but six staircases for FG and two staircases for BH) were averaged, and the resulting
value was considered as the subjective vertical. The mean value of the PSV for the no-
adaptation baseline condition was obtained as a weighted average, using as weights the
standard error (SE) values of the PSV obtained from the curve fitting routine.

Adaptation Condition. The task in the adaptation condition was the same as in the baseline
condition. Observers were asked to judge the orientation of the grating after adaptation to
either static or dynamic translational GPs. We used a top-up adaptation paradigm in which
on the first trial observers were adapted for 30 seconds and then on each subsequent trial a
top-up adaptation of 5 seconds was presented. Shortly after the adaptation period (i.e., 1
frame, �0.0118 seconds), the test grating was presented. The orientation of the test grating
was varied by a simple one-up/one-down staircase (Levitt, 1971). The staircase could start
presenting the test grating tilted 20 deg either clockwise or counterclockwise from vertical
and used the same step sizes as in the baseline condition. Observers completed eight different
adaptation conditions, in which the adapting temporal frequency was varied (Table 1). We
also included a condition in which the adapting GP was static (0 Hz). The adapting orien-
tation was kept constant within each staircase and was 15 deg clockwise from vertical. In the
adaptation condition, the staircase terminated after 60 trials. It should be noted that for the
adaptation conditions we used slightly less trials than in the no-adaptation conditions (i.e.,
60 and 75 trials, respectively), this to limit fatigue and motivation drop in our participants.

Between conditions, participants were given a 5-minute rest in a lit room to avoid cumu-
lative adaptation effects between trials, and a longer 10-minute break intervened after the
first four conditions to avoid both fatigue and cumulative adaptation effects (Wolfe &
O’Connell, 1986). As an additional precaution against cumulative adaptation effects, the
sequence, in which adaptation to the different temporal frequencies was conducted, was
randomized. The order in which the eight conditions were displayed was randomized
across participants. Figure 2 shows the procedure used in Experiment 1.

The PSV estimated in the baseline condition was subtracted from the PSV estimated
following adaptation to translational GPs; this removed the bias in observers’ orientation
judgement that is common to the baseline and adapting conditions (Apthorp & Alais, 2009;
Hawley & Keeble, 2006; Joung et al., 2000; Pavan et al., 2016). The resulting value was the
magnitude of the TAE for each adapting temporal frequency and static adaptation.

The perceptual bias introduced by GP adaptation was estimated from the PSV, while the
variation of accuracy in discriminating whether the grating was tilted clockwise or counter-
clockwise from vertical was derived from the slope of the psychometric function. The slope
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of the psychometric function therefore provides an estimate of test stimulus discriminability.

The interest in the latter quantity stems from experimental evidence that adaptation might

have an effect not only on the threshold but also on the slope of the psychometric function

(Erlikhman et al., 2019; Morgan, 2014; Price & Prescott, 2012; Wright & Johnston, 1985).

The slope values estimated from each staircase of the baseline blocks were averaged. The

mean of the slopes for the no-adaptation baseline condition were also weighted by the SE

values of the slope obtained from the curve fitting routine.

Results

Figure 3 shows the results of Experiment 1. A Shapiro–Wilk test for normality, conducted

separately for the static condition and each temporal frequency of the adapting GP, reported

that residuals were normally distributed (p> .05). A repeated-measures analysis of variance

(ANOVA) revealed a significant effect of the adapting temporal frequency, F(7, 56)¼ 5.68,

p¼ .0001, partial g2¼ 0.42. Post hoc comparisons corrected with false discovery rate (FDR)

at a¼ .05 (Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995) between the adapting temporal frequencies used are

reported in Table 2. Post hoc comparisons revealed a significant difference between TAEs for

static GPs and dynamic GPs at 10.59, 21.19, and 42.37 Hz (all adjusted p¼ .040), with

dynamic GPs inducing stronger TAEs than the static adapting condition. In addition, the

TAE estimated when adapting to the higher temporal frequency (i.e., 84.75 Hz) is lower than

all the other adapting temporal frequencies but not when compared to the static condition

and the 1.32 Hz adapting condition. It should also be noted that below 10.59 Hz there was

not a significant difference with the static condition, suggesting that lower temporal frequen-

cies did not induce stronger TAEs than the static adapting condition.
We also performed eight FDR-corrected one-sample t tests between each adaptation

condition and zero to test whether the TAE values were significantly higher than zero

(i.e., no TAE). All the t tests resulted significant (all adjusted p< .001).
To determine the temporal frequency of the adapting GP at which the TAE peaked and to

visualize the temporal frequency selectivity of neural populations responding to static and

dynamic GPs, TAE values were fitted with both log-normal (Maniglia et al., 2015; Yu et al.,

2010) and Gaussian functions. The best fitting function was a Gaussian function (see

Figure 2. Representation of the procedure used in Experiment 1. (A) Baseline (no-adaptation) condition.
(B) GP adaptation condition. For illustrative purposes, the adapting GP is represented with lower dipole
density, wider dots, and interdot distance. The grating is represented with lower spatial frequency and higher
contrast than the actual parameters used in Experiment 1.
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Supplementary Materials for equations and fitting results). The Gaussian fit to the TAE

values is reported in Figure 3. The peak TAE was found for an adapter temporal frequency

of 29.34 Hz, corresponding to a TAE of 2.91 deg.
Figure 4A shows the slopes estimated for the adapting conditions used. A repeated-

measures ANOVA on slopes was conducted including as a within-subjects factor the adapt-

ing condition (i.e., no-adaptation, the static adaptation condition, and the seven temporal

frequencies). The repeated-measures ANOVA showed no significant effect of the adaptation

condition, F(8, 64)¼ 1.45, p¼ .19, partial g2¼ 0.15. In Figure 4B, individual slope values

estimated for the static and dynamic adaptation conditions are reported as a function of the

slopes estimated in the no-adaptation condition. In general, points fall either on the diagonal

line or are nearly equally scattered above and below the diagonal, indicating approximately

the same slope values for each adapting condition.

Figure 3. Tilt after-effect (deg) as a function of the adapting translational GP temporal frequency. The TAE
for the static condition (0 Hz) is also reported. The abscissa is in log scale with a gap between 0.5 and 1.0 Hz.
The red continuous line represents the Gaussian function fitted to the TAE values. The vertical dashed line
indicates the TAE obtained in the static GP adaptation condition. Error bars � SEM. The shaded grey area
represents 95% confidence interval for the fitted Gaussian function.
TAE¼ tilt after-effect.

Table 2. Adjusted p Values for Multiple Post Hoc Comparisons Between the GP Temporal Frequencies
Used in Experiment 1.

GP temporal frequency (Hz) 0 (Static) 1.32 2.65 5.30 10.59 21.19 42.37

0 (Static)

1.32 .413

2.65 .336 .87

5.30 .255 .842 .87

10.59 .023* .101 .127 .177

21.19 .007* .062 .077 .1 .841

42.37 .011* .077 .1 .126 .87 .87

84.75 .217 .053 .038* .028* <.001* <.001* <.001*

Note. The asterisks represent the significant comparisons. GP¼Glass pattern.
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Discussion

In Experiment 1, we found that the temporal frequency manipulation produced quite noisy
data (see, e.g., the 95% confidence band for the fitted Gaussian function in Figure 3),
suggesting that TAE from adaptation to translational dynamic translational GPs is
weakly tuned to the adapting temporal frequency, peaking at 29.34 Hz. Importantly, adap-
tation to static and dynamic translational GPs does not affect the discriminability of the test
stimulus, with slopes being approximately the same between no-adaptation and adaptation
conditions. Overall, these results suggest that dynamic GPs produce stronger orientation
adaptation than static GPs, but the effect drops when using very high temporal frequencies,
possibly because these temporal frequencies (e.g., 84.75 Hz) do not allow optimal temporal
summation, thus affecting the quality of the orientation signal generated by the adapting
pattern. In fact, it should be noted that temporal frequencies at 42.37 Hz and 84.75 Hz are
beyond the temporal resolution of the human visual system (Robson, 1966). However, in
these adapting conditions, the display was not perceived as a uniform white field, but
observers could still perceive the orientation of the GPs given that the TAE in these

Figure 4. (A) Slopes estimated in Experiment 1 for the no-adaptation, static condition, and all the adapting
GP temporal frequencies. Error bars �SEM. (B) Individual slope values estimated in the adapting conditions
as a function of slopes estimated in the no-adaptation condition. The diagonal dashed line indicates equal
slopes for the adaptation and no-adaptation conditions.
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conditions is significantly above zero. Besides, it should be noted that below 10 Hz, there was
not a significant difference from the static condition, suggesting that there might be a specific

range of temporal frequencies (i.e., between 10 Hz and 40 Hz) for optimal temporal inte-
gration in dynamic GPs. Previous studies using dynamic GPs found generally lower coher-

ence detection thresholds for dynamic GPs than static GPs (Nankoo et al., 2015; Pavan et al.,
2019). This suggests the involvement of a temporal summation mechanism in addition to
spatial summation (Burr & Ross, 2006; Nankoo et al., 2015; Or et al., 2007; Pavan, Ghin, et

al., 2017) and that temporal summation is optimal, in the sense that the TAE is maximized,
when the interval between successive frames is between 24 ms and 94 ms, peaking at approx-

imately 34 ms.

Experiment 2

In Experiment 2, the adapting dipoles’ space constant (i.e., dipoles’ interdot distance) was
varied, to test the dependence of the TAE on the relation between dipole space constant and

test grating spatial frequency. The prediction was that for short and large dipoles’ interdot
distance, the orientation content of the textures would be degraded (Dakin, 1997b), and
consequently the TAE magnitude would be strongly reduced. The peak TAE was expected

when the spatial content of the dynamic GP and the spatial frequency of the test grating
matched.

Method

Participants. One of the authors (“D. W. A.”) and a new sample of nine naı̈ve participants

took part in Experiment 2. All participants had normal or corrected to normal vision.
Written informed consent was obtained from each participant prior to enrolment in the

study.

Stimuli. Stimuli and procedure were the same as in Experiment 1. However, in Experiment 2,
we used only a dynamic adapting GP with a temporal frequency of 21.19 Hz, because this

was the closest temporal frequency to the peak frequency estimated in Experiment 1. Eight
different dipoles’ interdot distances were used (Table 3). Figure 5 shows the frequency power

spectra of eight GPs with varying dipole distances (d). The spectra have the appearance of a
grating (orthogonally oriented to the GP orientation of 15�) overlapped to a Gaussian
window centred in the origin of the frequency coordinates. In particular, the frequency

intervals (df) between two consecutive bands are inversely proportional to the dipole dis-
tances: direct measurements of such intervals (visually represented on the first spectrum of

Figure 5) show that df ¼ 1/d.
Observers performed two blocks of the no-adaptation (baseline) condition. For the base-

line condition, two simple one-up/one-down staircases were randomly interleaved in each
block, with one staircase starting with the grating tilted 10 deg clockwise and the other

starting with the grating tilted 10 deg counterclockwise from vertical. The grating was rotat-
ed by 1 deg until the first reversal and then by 0.5 deg. Each staircase terminated after 75

trials. Observers performed one block of the adaptation condition for each interdot distance.
In the adaptation condition, the staircase could start presenting the test grating tilted 8 deg
either clockwise or counterclockwise from vertical, with the same step sizes as in the baseline

condition. The adapting orientation was kept constant at 15 deg clockwise from vertical. The
staircase terminated after 60 trials. The presentation order of no-adaptation and adaptation

blocks was randomized across participants.

Pavan et al. 11



Results

Figure 6 shows the results of Experiment 2. A Shapiro–Wilk test for normality, conducted
separately for each interdot distance of the adapting GP, reported that residuals were nor-
mally distributed (p> .05). A repeated-measures ANOVA revealed a significant effect of the
interdot distance, F(7, 63)¼ 14.64, p¼ .0001, partial g2¼ 0.62. FDR-corrected post hoc
comparisons between the interdot distances are reported in Table 4. The results show that
the shorter and the longer interdot distances (i.e., 0.09, 0.13 and 1.02 deg) elicited weaker
TAEs than intermediate interdot distances.

We also performed eight FDR-corrected one-sample t tests between each adaptation
condition and zero to test whether the TAE magnitude estimated for each adaptation con-
dition was significantly higher than zero (i.e., no TAE). All the t tests resulted significant (all
adjusted p � 0.005). We also compared the TAEs estimated in Experiments 1 and 2 for the
same condition: temporal frequency of the dynamic GP at 21.19 Hz and dipole distance of

Figure 5. Frequency power spectra of eight GPs with different dipole distances (d) used in Experiment 2.
Frequency power spectra were computed using the fast Fourier transform algorithm. df are the frequency
intervals between two consecutive bands and are inversely proportional to the dipole distances (Barlow &
Olshausen, 2004; Burr & Ross, 2006). It is worth stressing that, because the images depict frequency spectra,
the frequency intervals df increase in the direction of shorter dipole distances (d).

Table 3. Dipoles’ Interdot Separation (deg) and Corresponding Spatial Frequency (c/deg) of the GP
Calculated as the Reciprocal of the Interdot Distance.

Interdot distance (deg)

0.09 0.13 0.18 0.25 0.35 0.5 0.67 1.02

Corresponding spatial frequency (c/deg)

11.1 7.85 5.56 4.00 2.87 2.00 1.49 0.98
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0.18 deg. A paired sample t test revealed no significant difference between the two experi-
ments for the same condition, t(17)¼ 0.12, p¼ .91, Cohen’s d¼ 0.055.

To determine the interdot distance of the adapting GP textures at which the TAE peaked,
TAE values were fitted with the same log-normal and Gaussian functions as used in the first
experiment. In Experiment 2, the best fitting function was the log-normal function. The peak
TAE was found for an interdot distance of 0.29 deg, corresponding to a spatial frequency of
3.45 c/deg and producing a TAE magnitude of 3.12 deg.

Figure 7A shows the slopes estimated for each adapting condition. A repeated-measures
ANOVA including as within-subjects factor the slopes estimated in the no-adaptation con-
dition (baseline), in the static adaptation condition and the seven dynamic adaptation con-
ditions with different interdot distances, did not report a significant effect of the adaptation
condition, F(4.16, 37.43)¼ 1.28, p¼ .29, partial g2¼ 0.12. Greenhouse–Geisser correction for
degrees of freedom was used because the sphericity assumption was violated. In Figure 7B,
individual slope values estimated for the adaptation conditions are reported as a function of
the slopes estimated in the no-adaptation condition. As for Experiment 1, points fall either

Figure 6. Tilt after-effect (deg) as a function of the dipoles’ interdot distance of the dynamic adapting GP.
The abscissa is in log scale. The red continuous line represents the log-normal function fitted to the TAE
values. Error bars �SEM. The shaded grey area represents 95% confidence band.
TAE¼ tilt after-effect.

Table 4. Adjusted p Values for Multiple Post Hoc Comparisons Between the Interdot Distances Used in
Experiment 2.

Interdot distance (deg) 0.09 0.13 0.18 0.25 0.35 0.5 0.67

0.09

0.13 .219

0.18 <.0001* .008*

0.25 .0056 .0065* .613

0.35 <.0001* <.0001* .052 .255

0.5 .0065* .074 .894 .538 .11

0.67 .0065* .153 .123 .059 <.0001* .219

1.02 .486 .089 <.0001* .0035* <.0001* .0056* .0035*

Note. The asterisks represent significant comparisons.
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on the diagonal line or are nearly equally scattered above and below the diagonal, indicating

approximately the same slope values for each adapting condition.

Discussion

Experiment 2 locates the peak response in an intermediate range of interdot distances (0.29

deg). As reported in the Stimuli section, the frequency band intervals of a GP’s frequency

spectrum are inversely proportional to the interdot distance. From a physiological point of

view, it is well known that the visual system relies on the frequency domain transformation of

the retinal image, which was initially represented through Fourier analysis (Graham, 1981).

Although more refined, locally supported models of sparse image coding (e.g., Gabor- or

Figure 7. (A) Slopes estimated in Experiment 2 for the no-adapting condition and all the interdot distances
used. Error bars� SEM. (B) Individual slope values estimated in the adapting conditions as a function of slopes
estimated in the no-adaptation condition. The diagonal dashed line indicates equal slopes for the adaptation
and no-adaptation conditions.
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wavelet-based analysis) have subsequently replaced the global Fourier approach, the concept
of representing the neural image in the frequency domain remains valid, and the spectrum
remains a meaningful indicator of the frequency composition of an image (see Gladilin &
Eils, 2015 for details on an extension of the Fourier approach in vision). Therefore, the
manipulation of dipoles’ spatial constant can be considered as a variation of the spatial
frequency content of the adapting GP (see Figure 5). Accordingly, the results suggest that
units combining motion and forming information exhibit selectivity for intermediate spatial
frequencies (i.e., 3.45 c/deg). In general, this points again to a low- or intermediate level of
motion-form integration for translational dynamic GPs. So far, our results show that form
and motion integration in dynamic translational GPs relies on specific temporal and spatial
properties of the stimulus.

General Discussion

In this study, we investigated whether the spatiotemporal properties of adapting GPs and test
gratings modulate the magnitude of the TAE. Participants were adapted to both static and
dynamic translational GPs. After the adaptation period, they were required to judge the
orientation of a briefly presented test grating.

The results from Experiment 1 show that the adapting temporal frequency does have a
significant effect on the TAE magnitude. The findings showed that the greatest TAE was
obtained by adaptation to dynamic translational GPs with a temporal frequency of approx-
imately 30 Hz, corresponding to a time constant of approximately 34 ms, while the lowest
TAE magnitude was produced by the static condition and with the temporal frequency at
84.75 Hz. The latter corresponds to an interframe interval equal to approximatively 12 ms.
Such an interval might be too fast for producing a sizeable neuronal response so that the
benefit of sampling of a higher quantity of dipoles across frames is counteracted by the
modest activation produced by each frame. Because of different experimental paradigms
and scarce evidence of the effects of the temporal frequency on dynamic GPs, there is not
yet a consensus on how dynamic GPs presented at different temporal frequencies are proc-
essed along the visual pathway. Day and Palomares (2014), using circular GPs, investigated
the effects of different temporal frequencies by presenting dynamic GP between 1.0 and 36
Hz. Their results showed a negative correlation between the temporal frequency of the pat-
tern and the coherence threshold: The higher the temporal frequency, the lower the coher-
ence threshold. Subsequently, Nankoo et al. (2015) investigated the effect of temporal
frequency on translational dynamic GPs perception. The authors did not find a significant
difference in detection thresholds when stimuli were composed of more than two unique GP
frames and were presented between 20 and 60 Hz. Similarly, in our study, we found stronger
TAE magnitude when the adapting GP temporal frequency was between 10.59 and 42.37 Hz,
suggesting that there might be a specific range of temporal frequencies for optimal temporal
summation, which is a process in which the neurons combine both the temporal and spatial
information of a stimulus (Day & Palomares, 2014; Nankoo et al., 2012; Pavan, Ghin, et al.,
2017). Importantly, our results also showed that increasing the adapting temporal frequency
up to 84.75 Hz, the TAE magnitude was not different from the static adapting condition.
These results support the notion that temporal summation plays an important role in the
perception of global form from dynamic GPs, and it largely depends on the frequency at
which the pattern is updated. It is plausible that global orientation from dynamic GPs is
extracted at a level in which neurons combine motion and form information and are
orientation-selective and broadly bandpass tuned to intermediate temporal frequencies
(i.e., between 10 and 40 Hz). Moreover, our results indicate that dynamic GPs at the optimal
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temporal frequency are likely to provide the strongest orientation signals. In fact, the tem-
poral updating of the GP may cause the perception of a larger number of dipoles within the
physiological window of temporal integration. On the other hand, shorter frame durations
may result in reduced perceived contrasts. These two concurring effects may aggregate into
an optimal frame rate, synced to the temporal size of the integration window.

Concerning the possible neural correlates of translational GPs, the results of Experiment 1
point towards orientation-selective neural populations for translational GPs at intermediate
levels of visual processing, possibly beyond V2. Indeed, previous cell recording studies on
macaque monkeys showed that the mean optimum temporal frequency in V1 and V2 neu-
rons for sinewave gratings of suprathreshold contrast drifting over the receptive field at the
preferred orientation and direction is 4.4 and 4.7 Hz for V1 and V2, respectively (Foster
et al., 1985). A similar temporal frequency tuning was observed in humans by Singh et al.
(2000) using high contrast drifting gratings.

In addition, the TAE temporal frequency tuning found in Experiment 1 could depend on
the temporal integration of dipoles with the extraction of the so-called motion streaks occur-
ring from a low level of visual analysis up to human MT complex (hMT+) (Apthorp et al.,
2013; Tang et al., 2015). Motion streaks or speed lines are trails of neural activity left behind
fast-moving objects that can be detected by orientation-selective cells in the visual system.
Motion streaks can influence the observer’s perception of motion direction by providing
information about the axis of motion (Burr, 1980; Burr & Ross, 2002; Geisler, 1999;
Ross, 2004; Ross et al., 2000). Apthorp et al. (2013), using fMRI, investigated the neural
correlates of motion streaks. The authors measured the brain activity while participants
observed either fast (inducing motion streaks) or slow drifting dots moving in different
directions, or static-oriented stimuli. The authors found patterns of brain activity in early
visual cortical areas distinguishing between different static orientations. A multivariate pat-
tern classifier trained on the brain activity evoked by the static-oriented stimuli could then
distinguish the direction of fast (motion streaks) but not slow motion. The authors found that
the early visual cortex was activated for fast motion while hMTþ responded similarly to fast
and slow motion. This indicates that directional fast motion that elicited motion streaks was
not only processed by hMTþ but also by early visual areas (V1/V2). Pavan, Ghin, et al.
(2017) used online rTMS to investigate the causal role of V1/V2 and hMTþ in the processing
of dynamic (20 Hz) and static translational GPs. Participants were required to discriminate
in which of two temporal intervals was presented a coherent and vertically oriented trans-
lational GP. The results showed that rTMS delivered over hMTþ impaired the perception of
dynamic translational GPs, while rTMS delivered over V1/V2 impaired the perception of
both static and dynamic translational GPs. The temporary disruption of V1/V2 could have
impaired early form and motion integration preventing the extraction of motion streaks.
Therefore, it is plausible that global orientation from dynamic translational GPs is extracted
at a level in which neurons combine motion and form information, are orientation-selective,
and broadly bandpass tuned to intermediate temporal frequencies (i.e., between 10 and 40
Hz).

Other studies investigated temporal integration mechanisms with different types of global
structures (Gheorghiu & Erkelens, 2005; Hess & Ledgeway, 2003; Sharman et al., 2018). For
example, Sharman et al. (2018) investigated the temporal characteristics and limits of sym-
metry perception. Stimuli were dynamic dot patterns consisting of either an ongoing alter-
nation of two images (sustained presentation) or two images presented once (transient
presentation) containing different amount of symmetry along the vertical axis. The authors
varied the duration of the two images under different temporal conditions, from synchro-
nous to delayed matched-pairs stimuli. The results showed that for the delayed conditions,
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sensitivity decreased gradually with longer image durations (>60ms). In addition, spatial

correlations across the symmetry midline could be integrated over time (�120ms), and

symmetry mechanisms can tolerate temporal delays between symmetric dot-pairs of up to

�60ms. It should be noted that for dynamic GPs, we reported a similar integration window

(from 24 ms up to �100 ms) peaking at 34 ms.
The spatial frequency selectivity also helps to understand how the visual system perceives

specific visual stimuli (Henriksson et al., 2008; Kourtzi & Huberle, 2005; Kourtzi et al., 2003).

In this regard, in Experiment 2, we manipulated the dipoles’ interdot distance that is the spatial

frequency content of the dynamic translational GPs. The peak of TAE was found at a lower

spatial constant of the GPs respect to the test pattern. These results support previous findings

which show that orientation-selective low-level visual areas (e.g., V1/V2) are tuned to lower

spatial frequencies than higher-level visual areas (e.g., V3; Altmann et al., 2003; De Valois

et al., 1982; Foster et al., 1985; Hegd�e & Van Essen, 2007; Henriksson et al., 2008; Kourtzi &

Huberle, 2005; Kourtzi et al., 2003). The TAE greatest magnitude was produced by the lowest

GP spatial frequencies, that is, those under the spatial constant of the adapting GP (5.56 c/

deg—being the inverse of the interdot distance). As stated previously, this would suggest that

neurons involved in low-level visual processing are orientation-selective and specifically selec-

tive to low spatial frequencies. The findings from Experiment 2 provided evidence that the low-

level visual areas can process both non-coherent motion and form signals and also that units in

these areas can combine these signals to form a global percept. In Experiment 2, the spatial

period of the test grating was fixed at 0.18 deg, and the optimal dipole separation in terms of

TAE magnitude was 0.29 deg, corresponding to a spatial frequency of 3.45 c/deg, that is

approximately two times lower than the test grating spatial frequency used. Interestingly,

De Valois et al. (1982) found that for macaque monkeys’ simple cells in the striate cortex,

the spatial frequency peak is 3.0 c/deg, whereas for complex cells, it is 4.4 c/deg. This strongly

suggests that adaptation to translational GPs may take place at the level of the striate cortex,

up to visual area V2. Likewise, Smith et al. (2002, 2007) found that the best orientation

selectivity for simple and complex V1 and V2 neurons occurred when dot separation in GPs

was 0.25–0.5 of the optimal spatial period of the receptive field. This range corresponds to

neurons with an optimal spatial frequency between 2.5 and 5.0 c/deg.
Our results can be explained considering a hierarchical model of the visual pathway

(Wilson & Switkes, 2005; Wilson & Wilkinson, 1998; Wilson et al., 1997, 2004). However,

feedback connectivity within the visual cortex can also play an important role (Angelucci

et al., 2002; Lund et al., 2003). To this purpose, Roach et al. (2008), adapting to large

complex global orientation structures (i.e., concentric), induced reliable remote TAE.

The test stimuli were spatially limited Gabor patches. Their results showed that a certain

degree of TAE was still present when adapter and test stimuli did not spatially overlap and

had not the same spatial frequency. To explain their findings, the authors suggested that

coding mechanisms for global form in extrastriate areas, activated during adaptation, would

induce a feedback-driven inhibition of local orientation neurons in the early visual cortex,

biasing the perceived orientation of the test Gabor patch. Accordingly, Liu et al. (2017),

using magneto-encephalogram (MEG), provided further evidence on the role and the impor-

tance of recurrent connectivity in the processing of global form from dynamic GPs, showing

that perceptual integration induced robust and rapid responses along the dorsal visual path-

way in a reversed hierarchical manner. These results support an alternative model of global

form processing, in which the dorsal visual pathway extracts very rapidly a coarse global

form template, to subsequently guide low-level processing of visual information for its

refinement.
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In conclusion, our findings suggest that neural populations at low- and intermediate levels

of visual analysis are tuned to a certain range of spatial and temporal frequencies and can

combine form and non-coherent motion. Although psychophysical studies cannot provide

specific information about downstream stages of analysis that integrate local information

in GPs to provide signals about global form, the investigation of the spatiotemporal selec-

tivity of orientation-selective neural populations from adaptation to translational GPs can

provide clues about the processing stages.

Acknowledgements

This work was carried out within the scope of the project “Use-inspired basic research,” for which the

Department of General Psychology of the University of Padova has been recognized as “Dipartimento

di Eccellenza” by the Ministry of University and Research.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests

The author(s) declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or

publication of this article.

Funding

The author(s) received no financial support for the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.

ORCID iDs

Andrea Pavan https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7697-6320
George Mather https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3102-4828

Supplemental Material

Supplemental material for this article is available online at: http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/suppl/10.

1177/20416695211017924.

References

Altmann, C. F., Bülthoff, H. H., & Kourtzi, Z. (2003). Perceptual organization of local elements into

global shapes in the human visual cortex. Current Biology, 13(4), 342–349. https://doi.org/10.1016/

S0960-9822(03)00052-6
Angelucci, A., Levitt, J. B., Walton, E. J. S., Hup�e, J. M., Bullier, J., & Lund, J. S. (2002). Circuits for

local and global signal integration in primary visual cortex. Journal of Neuroscience, 22(19),

8633–8646. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.22-19-08633.2002
Apthorp, D., & Alais, D. (2009). Tilt aftereffects and tilt illusions induced by fast translational motion:

Evidence for motion streaks. Journal of Vision, 9(1):27, 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1167/9.1.27
Apthorp, D., Schwarzkopf, D. S., Kaul, C., Bahrami, B., Alais, D., & Rees, G. (2013). Direct evidence

for encoding of motion streaks in human visual cortex. Proceedings. Biological Sciences/The Royal

Society, 280(1752), 20122339. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2339
Barlow, H. B., & Olshausen, B. A. (2004). Convergent evidence for the visual analysis of optic flow

through anisotropic attenuation of high spatial frequencies. Journal of Vision, 4(6), 415–426. https://

doi.org/10.1167/4.6.1
Benjamini, Y., & Hochberg, Y. (1995). Controlling the false discovery rate: A practical and powerful

approach to multiple testing. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society B, 57(1), 289–300. https://doi.

org/10.2307/2346101

Brainard, D. H. (1997). The Psychophysics Toolbox. Spatial Vision, 10, 433–436. https://doi.org/10.

1163/156856897X00357
Burr, D. (1980). Motion smear. Nature, 284, 164–165. https://doi.org/10.1038/284164a0

18 i-Perception 12(3)

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7697-6320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7697-6320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3102-4828
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3102-4828
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/suppl/10.1177/20416695211017924
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/suppl/10.1177/20416695211017924
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.22-19-08633.2002
https://doi.org/10.1167/9.1.27
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2339
https://doi.org/10.1167/4.6.1
https://doi.org/10.1167/4.6.1
https://doi.org/10.2307/2346101
https://doi.org/10.2307/2346101
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00357
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00357
https://doi.org/10.1038/284164a0


Burr, D., & Ross, J. (2006). The effects of opposite-polarity dipoles on the detection of glass patterns.

Vision Research, 46(6–7), 1139–1144. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.09.018
Burr, D. C., & Ross, J. (2002). Direct evidence that “speedlines” influence motion mechanisms. Journal

of Neuroscience, 22(19), 8661–8664. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.22-19-08661.2002
Chen, C. C. (2009). A masking analysis of glass pattern perception. Journal of Vision, 9(12), 1–11.

https://doi.org/10.1167/9.12.1
Chung, C. Y. L., & Khuu, S. K. (2014). The processing of coherent global form and motion patterns

without visual awareness. Frontiers in Psychology, 5, 195. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00195
Clifford, C. W. G., Wenderoth, P., & Spehar, B. (2000). A functional angle on some after-effects in

cortical vision. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 267(1454), 1705–1710.

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2000.1198
Clifford, C. W. G., & Weston, E. (2005). Aftereffect of adaptation to Glass patterns. Vision Research,

45(11), 1355–1363. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2004.12.016
Dakin, S. C. (1997a). The detection of structure in glass patterns: Psychophysics and computational

models. Vision Research, 37(16), 2227–2246. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989(97)00038-2
Dakin, S. C. (1997b). Glass patterns: Some contrast effects re-evaluated. Perception, 26(3), 253–268.

https://doi.org/10.1068/p260253
Dakin, S. C., & Bex, P. J. (2001). Local and global visual grouping: Tuning for spatial frequency and

contrast. Journal of Vision, 1(2), 99–111. https://doi.org/Artn 4\rDoi10.1167/1.2.4
Day, A. M., & Palomares, M. (2014). How temporal frequency affects global form coherence in Glass

patterns. Vision Research, 95, 18–22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2013.11.009
De Valois, R. L., Albrecht, D. G., & Thorell, L. G. (1982). Spatial frequency selectivity of cells in macaque

visual cortex. Vision Research, 22(5), 545–559. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(82)90113-4
Erlikhman, G., Singh, G., Ghose, T., & Liu, Z. (2019). The effect of perceptual contour orientation uncer-

tainty on the tilt aftereffect. Vision Research, 158, 126–134. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2019.02.001
Foster, K. H., Gaska, J. P., Nagler, M., & Pollen, D. A. (1985). Spatial and temporal frequency

selectivity of neurones in visual cortical areas V1 and V2 of the macaque monkey. The Journal of

Physiology, 365, 331–363. https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.1985.sp015776
Gaska, J. P., Jacobson, L. D., & Pollen, D. A. (1988). Spatial and temporal frequency selectivity of

neurons in visual cortical area V3A of the macaque monkey. Vision Research, 28(11), 1179–1191.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(88)90035-1
Geisler, W. S. (1999). Motion streaks provide a spatial code for motion direction. Nature, 400(6739),

65–69. https://doi.org/10.1038/21886
Gheorghiu, E., & Erkelens, C. J. (2005). Temporal properties of disparity processing revealed by

dynamic random-dot stereograms. Perception, 34(10), 1205–1219. https://doi.org/10.1068/p5404
Gibson, J. J., & Radner, M. (1937). Adaptation, after-effect and contrast in the perception of tilted

lines. Journal of Experimental Psychology, 20(5), 453–467. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0059826
Gladilin, E., & Eils, R. (2015). On the role of spatial phase and phase correlation in vision, illusion, and

cognition. Frontiers in Computational Neuroscience, 9, 45 https://doi.org/10.3389/fncom.2015.00045
Glass, L. (1969). Moir�e effect from random dots. Nature, 223, 578–580. https://doi.org/10.1038/

223578a0
Graham, N. (1981). Psychophysics of spatial-frequency channels. In M. Kubovy and J. Pomerantz

(Eds) Perceptual Organization, (pp. 1–26). Hillsdale, New Jersey, Lawrence Erlbaum Assocs.
Hawley, S. J., & Keeble, D. R. (2006). Tilt aftereffect for texture edges is larger than in matched

subjective edges, but both are strong adaptors of luminance edges. Journal of Vision, 6(1), 37–52.

https://doi.org/10.1167/6.1.4
Hegd�e, J., & Van Essen, D. C. (2007). A comparative study of shape representation in macaque visual

areas V2 and V4. Cerebral Cortex, 17(5), 1100–1116. https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhl020
Henriksson, L., Nurminen, L., Hyv€arinen, A., & Vanni, S. (2008). Spatial frequency tuning in human

retinotopic visual areas. Journal of Vision, 8(10), 5.1–5.13. https://doi.org/10.1167/8.10.5
Hess, R. F., & Ledgeway, T. (2003). The detection of direction-defined and speed-defined spatial

contours: One mechanism or two? Vision Research, 43(5), 597–606. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0042-

6989(02)00650-8

Pavan et al. 19

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.22-19-08661.2002
https://doi.org/10.1167/9.12.1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00195
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2000.1198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2004.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1068/p260253
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2013.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.1985.sp015776
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1038/21886
https://doi.org/10.1068/p5404
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0059826
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncom.2015.00045
https://doi.org/10.1038/223578a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/223578a0
https://doi.org/10.1167/6.1.4
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhl020
https://doi.org/10.1167/8.10.5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0042-6989


Joung, W., Van Der Zwan, R., & Latimer, C. R. (2000). Tilt aftereffects generated by bilaterally

symmetrical patterns. Spatial Vision, 13(1), 107–128. https://doi.org/10.1163/156856800741045
Kourtzi, Z., & Huberle, E. (2005). Spatiotemporal characteristics of form analysis in the human visual

cortex revealed by rapid event-related fMRI adaptation. NeuroImage, 28(2), 440–452. https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.06.017
Kourtzi, Z., Tolias, A. S., Altmann, C. F., Augath, M., & Logothetis, N. K. (2003). Integration of local

features into global shapes: Monkey and human fMRI studies. Neuron, 37(2), 333–346. https://doi.

org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)01174-1
Krekelberg, B., Vatakis, A., & Kourtzi, Z. (2005). Implied motion from form in the human visual

cortex. Journal of Neurophysiology, 94(6), 4373–4386. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00690.2005
Lee, A. L. F., & Lu, H. (2010). A comparison of global motion perception using a multiple-aperture

stimulus. Journal of Vision, 10(4), 9.1–9.16. https://doi.org/10.1167/10.4.9
Levitt, H. (1971). Transformed up-down methods in psychoacoustics. The Journal of the Acoustical

Society of America, 49(2, Suppl 2), 467þ. https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1912375
Lin, Y.-S., Cho, P.-C., & Chen, C.-C. (2017). Contrast gain control determines global form percept in

tripole Glass patterns. Journal of Vision, 17(5), 2. https://doi.org/10.1167/17.5.2
Liu, L., Wang, F., Zhou, K., Ding, N., & Luo, H. (2017). Perceptual integration rapidly activates

dorsal visual pathway to guide local processing in early visual areas. PLoS Biology, 15(11),

e2003646. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2003646
Lund, J. S., Angelucci, A., & Bressloff, C. P. (2003). Anatomical substrates for functional columns in

macaque monkey primary visual cortex. Cerebral Cortex, 13(1), 15–24. https://doi.org/10.1093/

cercor/13.1.15
Makin, A. D., Wright, D., Rampone, G., Palumbo, L., Guest, M., Sheehan, R., Cleaver, H., &

Bertamini, M. (2016). An electrophysiological index of perceptual goodness. Cerebral Cortex,

26(12), 4416–4434. https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhw255
Mandelli, M.-J. F., & Kiper, D. C. (2005). The local and global processing of chromatic Glass patterns.

Journal of Vision, 5(5), 2. https://doi.org/10.1167/5.5.2
Maniglia, M., Pavan, A., Aedo-Jury, F., & Trotter, Y. (2015). The spatial range of peripheral collinear

facilitation. Scientific Reports, 5, 15530. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep15530
Mazer, J. A., Vinje, W. E., McDermott, J., Schiller, P. H., & Gallant, J. L. (2002). Spatial frequency

and orientation tuning dynamics in area V1. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the

United States of America, 99(3), 1645–1650. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.022638499
Morgan, M., Dillenburger, B., Raphael, S., & Solomon, J. A. (2012). Observers can voluntarily shift

their psychometric functions without losing sensitivity. Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics,

74(1), 185–193. https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-011-0222-7
Morgan, M. J. (2014). A bias-free measure of retinotopic tilt adaptation. Journal of Vision, 14(1), 7.

https://doi.org/10.1167/14.1.7
Nankoo, J. F., Madan, C. R., Spetch, M. L., & Wylie, D. R. (2012). Perception of dynamic Glass

patterns. Vision Research, 72, 55–62. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2012.09.008
Nankoo, J. F., Madan, C. R., Spetch, M. L., & Wylie, D. R. (2015). Temporal summation of global

form signals in dynamic Glass patterns. Vision Research, 107, 30–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.

2014.10.033
Ohla, K., Busch, N. A., Dahlem, M. A., Herrmann, C. S. (2005). Circles are different: The perception

of Glass patterns modulates early event-related potentials. Vision Research, 45(20), 2668–2676.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.03.015
Or, C. C. F., Khuu, S. K., & Hayes, A. (2007). The role of luminance contrast in the detection of global

structure in static and dynamic, same- and opposite-polarity, Glass patterns. Vision Research, 47(2),

253–259. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2006.10.010
Ostwald, D., Lam, J. M., Li, S., & Kourtzi, Z. (2008). Neural coding of global form in the human visual

cortex. Journal of Neurophysiology, 99(5), 2456–2469. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01307.2007
Pavan, A., Bimson, L. M., Gall, M. G., Ghin, F., & Mather, G. (2017). The interaction between

orientation and motion signals in moving oriented Glass patterns. Visual Neuroscience, 34, E010.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952523817000086

20 i-Perception 12(3)

https://doi.org/10.1163/156856800741045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.06.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.06.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00690.2005
https://doi.org/10.1167/10.4.9
https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1912375
https://doi.org/10.1167/17.5.2
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2003646
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/13.1.15
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/13.1.15
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhw255
https://doi.org/10.1167/5.5.2
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep15530
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.022638499
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-011-0222-7
https://doi.org/10.1167/14.1.7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2012.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2014.10.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2014.10.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2006.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01307.2007
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952523817000086


Pavan, A., Contillo, A., Ghin, F., Foxwell, M. J., & Mather, G. (2019). Limited attention diminishes

spatial suppression from large field glass patterns. Perception, 48(4), 286–315. https://doi.org/10.

1177/0301006619835457
Pavan, A., Ghin, F., Donato, R., Campana, G., & Mather, G. (2017). The neural basis of form and

form-motion integration from static and dynamic translational Glass patterns: A rTMS investiga-

tion. NeuroImage, 157, 555–560. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2017.06.036
Pavan, A., Hocketstaller, J., Contillo, A., & Greenlee, M. W. (2016). Tilt aftereffect following adap-

tation to translational Glass patterns. Scientific Reports, 6, 23567. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23567
Pei, F., Pettet, M. W., Vildavski, V. Y., & Norcia, A. M. (2005). Event-related potentials show con-

figural specificity of global form processing. NeuroReport, 16(13), 1427–1430. https://doi.org/10.

1097/01.wnr.0000177003.12322.9b
Pelli, D. G. (1997). The VideoToolbox software for visual psychophysics: Transforming numbers into

movies. Spatial Vision, 10(4), 437–442. https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00366
Prazdny, K. (1986). Psychophysical and computational studies of random-dot Moire patterns. Spatial

Vision, 1(3), 231–242. https://doi.org/10.1163/156856886X00034
Price, N. S. C., & Prescott, D. L. (2012). Adaptation to direction statistics modulates perceptual

discrimination. Journal of Vision, 12(6), 32. https://doi.org/10.1167/12.6.32
Priebe, N. J., Lisberger, S. G., & Movshon, J. A. (2006). Tuning for spatiotemporal frequency and

speed in directionally selective neurons of macaque striate cortex. Journal of Neuroscience, 26(11),

2941–2950. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3936-05.2006
Rampone, G., & Makin, A. D. J. (2020). Electrophysiological responses to regularity show specificity

to global form: The case of Glass patterns. European Journal of Neuroscience, 52(3), 3032–3046.

https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.14709
Roach, N. W., Webb, B. S., & McGraw, P. V. (2008). Adaptation to global structure induces spatially

remote distortions of perceived orientation. Journal of Vision, 8(3), 31.10–31.12. https://doi.org/10.

1167/8.3.31
Robson, J. G. (1966). Spatial and temporal contrast-sensitivity functions of the visual system. Journal

of the Optical Society of America, 56, 1141–1142.
Ross, J. (2004). The perceived direction and speed of global motion in Glass pattern sequences. Vision

Research, 44(5), 441–448.
Ross, J., Badcock, D. R., & Hayes, A. (2000). Coherent global motion in the absence of coherent

velocity signals. Current Biology, 10(11), 679–682. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822(00)00524-8
Seu, L., & Ferrera, V. P. (2001). Detection thresholds for spiral Glass patterns. Vision Research, 41(28),

3785–3790. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989(01)00235-8
Sharman, R. J., Gregersen, S., & Gheorghiu, E. (2018). Temporal dynamics of mirror-symmetry per-

ception. Journal of Vision, 18(5), 10. https://doi.org/10.1167/18.5.10
Smith, M. A., Bair, W., &Movshon, J. A. (2002). Signals in macaque striate cortical neurons that support the

perception of glass patterns. Journal of Neuroscience, 22(18), 8334–8345. https://doi.org/22/18/8334 [pii]
Smith, M. A., Kohn, A., & Movshon, J. A. (2007). Glass pattern responses in macaque V2 neurons.

Journal of Vision, 7(3), 5. https://doi.org/10.1167/7.3.5
Tang, M. F., Dickinson, J. E., Visser, T. A., & Badcock, D. R. (2015). The broad orientation depen-

dence of the motion streak aftereffect reveals interactions between form and motion neurons.

Journal of Vision, 15(13), 4. https://doi.org/10.1167/15.13.4
Ware, C., & Mitchell, D. E. (1974). The spatial selectivity of the tilt aftereffect. Vision Research, 14(8),

735–737. doi: 10.1016/0042-6989(74)90072-8.

Wilson, H. R., & Wilkinson, F. (1998). Detection of global structure in Glass patterns: Implications for

form vision. Vision Research, 38(19), 2933–2947. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989(98)00109-6
Wilson, H. R., Wilkinson, F., & Asaad, W. (1997). Concentric orientation summation in human form

vision. Vision Research, 37(17), 2325–2330. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989(97)00104-1
Wilson, J. A., & Switkes, E. (2005). Integration of differing chromaticities in early and midlevel spatial vision.

Journal of the Optical Society of America A, 22(10), 2169–2181. https://doi.org/10.1364/josaa.22.002169
Wilson, J. A., Switkes, E., & De Valois, R. L. (2004). Glass pattern studies of local and global processing

of contrast variations. Vision Research, 44(22), 2629–2641. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2003.06.001

Pavan et al. 21

https://doi.org/10.1177/0301006619835457
https://doi.org/10.1177/0301006619835457
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2017.06.036
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23567
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.wnr.0000177003.12322.9b
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.wnr.0000177003.12322.9b
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00366
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856886X00034
https://doi.org/10.1167/12.6.32
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3936-05.2006
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.14709
https://doi.org/10.1167/8.3.31
https://doi.org/10.1167/8.3.31
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1167/18.5.10
https://doi.org/22/18/8334
https://doi.org/10.1167/7.3.5
https://doi.org/10.1167/15.13.4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1364/josaa.22.002169
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2003.06.001


Wolfe, J. M. (1984). Reversing ocular dominance and suppression in a single flash. Vision Research,
24(5), 471–478. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(84)90044-0

Wolfe, J. M., & O’Connell, K. M. (1986). Fatigue and structural change: Two consequences of visual
pattern adaptation. Investigative Ophthalmology and Visual Science, 27(4), 538–543.

Wright, M. J., & Johnston, A. (1985). Invariant tuning of motion aftereffect. Vision Research, 25(12),
1947–1955. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(85)90019-7

Yu, H. H., Verma, R., Yang, Y., Tibballs, H. A., Lui, L. L., Reser, D. H., & Rosa, M. G. (2010).
Spatial and temporal frequency tuning in striate cortex: Functional uniformity and specializations
related to receptive field eccentricity. The European Journal of Neuroscience, 31(6), 1043–1062.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2010.07118.x

Zucker, S. W. (1986). The computational connection in vision: Early orientation selection. Behavior
Research Methods, Instruments, & Computers, 18, 608–617. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03201436

How to cite this article

Pavan, A., Contillo, A., Ghin, F., Donato, R., Foxwell, M. J., Atkins, D. W., Mather, G., &
Campana, G. (2021). Spatial and temporal selectivity of translational Glass patterns assessed
with the tilt after-effect. i-Perception, 12(3), 1–22. https://doi.org/10.1177/20416695211017924

22 i-Perception 12(3)

https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2010.07118.x
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03201436
https://doi.org/10.1177/20416695211017924

	https://doi.org/Artn 4
	table-fn1-20416695211017924
	table-fn2-20416695211017924
	table-fn3-20416695211017924
	https://doi.org/Artn 4


<<
	/CompressObjects /Off
	/ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
	/CreateJobTicket false
	/PDFX1aCheck false
	/ColorImageMinResolution 150
	/GrayImageResolution 600
	/DoThumbnails false
	/ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
	/GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
	/EmbedAllFonts true
	/CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
	/MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/ImageMemory 1048576
	/LockDistillerParams true
	/AllowPSXObjects true
	/DownsampleMonoImages true
	/PassThroughJPEGImages false
	/ColorSettingsFile (None)
	/AutoRotatePages /None
	/Optimize true
	/MonoImageDepth -1
	/ParseDSCComments true
	/AntiAliasGrayImages false
	/GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/ConvertImagesToIndexed true
	/MaxSubsetPct 100
	/Binding /Left
	/PreserveDICMYKValues false
	/GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
	/MonoImageMinResolution 1200
	/sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
	/AntiAliasColorImages false
	/GrayImageDepth 8
	/PreserveFlatness true
	/CompressPages true
	/GrayImageMinResolution 150
	/CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
	/PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
	]
	/AutoFilterGrayImages false
	/EncodeColorImages true
	/AlwaysEmbed [
	]
	/EndPage -1
	/DownsampleColorImages true
	/ASCII85EncodePages false
	/PreserveEPSInfo false
	/PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
	]
	/CompatibilityLevel 1.3
	/MonoImageResolution 1200
	/NeverEmbed [
	]
	/CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
	/AutoPositionEPSFiles true
	/PreserveOPIComments false
	/JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
	/JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/EmbedJobOptions true
	/MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
	/DetectBlends true
	/EncodeGrayImages true
	/ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
	/EmitDSCWarnings false
	/AutoFilterColorImages false
	/DownsampleGrayImages true
	/GrayImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.76
		/VSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
	>>
	/AntiAliasMonoImages false
	/GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
	/GrayACSImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.76
		/VSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
	>>
	/ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
	/ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/ColorImageResolution 600
	/PDFXRegistryName ()
	/MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
	/CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
	/ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
	/JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/ColorImageDepth 8
	/DetectCurves 0.1
	/PDFXTrapped /False
	/ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
	/TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
	/PDFX3Check false
	/ParseICCProfilesInComments true
	/ColorACSImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.76
		/VSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
	>>
	/DSCReportingLevel 0
	/PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
	/PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
	/AllowTransparency false
	/PreserveCopyPage true
	/UsePrologue false
	/StartPage 1
	/MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.3325
	/GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.5
	/CheckCompliance [
		/None
	]
	/CreateJDFFile false
	/PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
	/EmbedOpenType false
	/OPM 1
	/PreserveOverprintSettings true
	/UCRandBGInfo /Remove
	/ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.5
	/MonoImageDict <<
		/K -1
	>>
	/GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
	/Description <<
		/ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
		/PTB <>
		/FRA <>
		/KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
		/NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
		/NOR <>
		/DEU <>
		/SVE <>
		/ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
		/DAN <>
		/JPN <>
		/CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
		/SUO <>
		/CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
		/ESP <>
	>>
	/CropMonoImages true
	/DefaultRenderingIntent /RelativeColorimeteric
	/PreserveHalftoneInfo false
	/ColorImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.76
		/VSamples [
			2.0
			1.0
			1.0
			2.0
		]
	>>
	/CropGrayImages true
	/PDFXOutputCondition ()
	/SubsetFonts true
	/EncodeMonoImages true
	/CropColorImages true
	/PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
>>
setdistillerparams
<<
	/PageSize [
		595.26
		841.88
	]
	/HWResolution [
		1800
		1800
	]
>>
setpagedevice




