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the test stimulus to be rotating in the direction opposite
the adapted direction. Observer S.H. was the only one
who saw occasional reversals in rotation direction dur-
ing adaptation and, consequently, showed a slightly
weaker adaptation effect (test stimulus rotating in the
aftereffect direction 88% instead of 100% of the time).
For a control condition, we took advantage of the obser-
vation that when the occluder was not explicitly de-
picted (subjective occluder), perception was not stable,
but alternated between the two interpretatations of
depth (see Figure 1C). The 2D motion in the control
condition was the same as motion with the explicit oc-
cluder. However, after adaptation to the control stimulus
for 2 min, none of the observers showed any evidence
of an aftereffect (Figure 3B). Note that, in both the test
and the control condition, there was only one direction
of motion signal in the middle section, which could and
did lead to a simple 2D motion aftereffect. However, the
simple 2D motion aftereffect could not influence the
assignment of dots to the front or the back surface of
the ambiguous test cylinder, as demonstrated by the
absence of a rotation aftereffect in the control condition
(Figure 3).

Figure 3. Effects of Adaptation to the Rotating Cylinder Stabilized
by the Occlusion Cue

The Aftereffect Is Retinotopic
(A) The two adaptation stimuli had the same 2D motion signal. The

and Disparity Specificstimulus with the explicit occluder was stabilized, whereas the one
The adaptation effect found here is retinotopically spe-with the implicit occluder remained bistable, which served as a nice
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Blake found nonzero relative disparity between the two
sets of dots moving in opposite directions, whereas in
our experiment the two sets of dots had zero relative
disparity. In other words, we believe that the kinetic
depth adapted disparity-sensitive neurons as if they had
nonzero relative disparities. This interpretation implies
that, within certain limits, kinetic depth indeed is equiva-
lent to the disparity depth in the sense that the disparity-
tuned neurons are selectively responsive to depth sig-
nals defined by motion. Nawrot and Blake (1993) showed
that disparity and kinetic depth could be perceptually
metameric [22]. Here, our experiments suggest that the
two mechanisms can cross-adapt, which is a stronger
indication that the two have shared neural mechanisms.

In 2D motion, attentional tracking can induce a motion
aftereffect when tested with a dynamic or flicker stimu-
lus [26]. Attention was also shown to modulate the adap-
tation to 3D rotation [27]. Can attentional tracking ac-
count for our observation? We tested this possibility by
reducing the number of dots in the disparity-defined,
unambiguous rotating cylinder while preserving the per-
ception of a rotating cylinder. The logic is that the atten-
tion system tracks the direction of rotation, whether
there are 600 or 30 dots, but a system that depends on
the energy of the motion and disparity signal would be

Figure 4. Adaptation Is Depth (Disparity) Specific much less stimulated by the 30 dots than the 600 dots.
(A) The aftereffect was only observed when the test pattern was If the aftereffect were due to attentional tracking, then
placed at the same depth plane as the adapting pattern. This was

we would expect that tracking 30 dots should also gen-true for both the unambiguous adapting stimulus with disparity and
erate an aftereffect. However, we failed to observe anthe context-stabilized adapting stimulus.
aftereffect when we reduced the number of dots, sug-(B) Illustration of motion direction contingent disparity aftereffect.

During adaptation to a cylinder that is rotating clockwise, the dots gesting that the aftereffect was not due to attentional
moving to the left and to the right have different disparities (near tracking.
and far, or crossed and uncrossed). When tests include moving dots
with zero relative disparity (bistable), the leftward-moving dots are

Conclusionspushed away from the observer (green arrows), whereas the
Contextual and pictorial information can disambiguaterightward-moving dots are pushed closer to the observer (red

arrows). As a result, the test pattern is seen as rotating counterclock- and stabilize an ambiguous kinetic stimulus. The stabi-
wise. Note that this aftereffect depends on the existence of different as
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