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In a completely linear system, the behavior of a square wave pattern can be predicted by its sinusoidal components. 
However, we observed a complete breakdown of the linear system prediction in the perception of the motion aftereffect 
(MAE). The duration of the MAE was measured following a one-minute adaptation to a rotating radial grating. Three 
different luminance patterns were used for both the adaptation and test stimulus: (1) sine wave, (2) square wave, and (3) 
complex grating with the same Fourier amplitude spectrum as the square wave, but with randomized phases. The sine 
wave stimulus generated the highest magnitude MAE, followed by the random-phase complex grating, and lastly the 
square wave grating. To test whether the square wave grating is a weak adaptor or a weak test for the MAE, we 
performed a cross adaptation experiment in which the sine wave, square wave, and complex gratings were paired in 
seven ways. Results show that the strength of the MAE critically depended on the test pattern. Regardless of the adaptor, 
MAE strength is in a decreasing order with the test pattern as sine wave grating, complex grating, and square wave 
grating. Further experiments ruled out the possibility that differential MAEs between these conditions are due to different 
peak contrasts in these patterns. Additionally, the MAE from a square wave grating as the test pattern is not accompanied 
by a significant concurrent shift in the apparent position. Linear system theory cannot predict the magnitude of the MAE 
using complex gratings. The spatial features of a test stimulus, such as position reliability or luminance uniformity, strongly 
influence the magnitude of MAE. Sharp edges and local luminance uniformity can greatly reduce MAE. 
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Introduction 
The motion aftereffect (MAE) refers to the change in 

motion perception following prolonged observation of a 
regularly moving stimulus. Typically, the MAE involves the 
apparent motion of a stationary stimulus in the opposite 
direction to a previously observed one, but it can also result 
in a change in the apparent velocity of a moving stimulus 
(Mather, Verstraten, & Anstis, 1998).  

Sine wave gratings gained their popularity after Blake-
more and Campbell (1969) introduced the idea of the vis-
ual system as a set of “spatial-frequency channels.” These so-
called “spatial-frequency channels” were suggested to form 
the basis of a visual Fourier analysis of the retinal image 
(Robson, 1975). Sine wave gratings have been widely used 
in visual detection and discrimination tasks (see Wilson & 
Wilkinson’s review, 1997), and it is a natural extension to 
use them in studies of MAE. Meanwhile, the square wave 
grating has also been frequently used in MAE studies for its 
spatial simplicity. With the Fourier transform, the square-
wave can be decomposed into a series of sinusoid harmonic 
components. 

The MAE is a very robust phenomenon in the sense 
that after motion adaptation, almost any static pattern will 
be seen as moving. Because any spatial pattern can be de-

composed into its Fourier components, the generality of 
the MAE implies that the motion adaptation occurs on the 
underlying channels tuned to different spatial frequencies, 
not on the specific adapting pattern per se.  

Some very general underlying assumptions of the MAE 
(Mather et al., 1998) are that when we “adapt” to a pattern, 
we assume that some mechanisms, neurons, or synapses in 
the visual pathways are excited, stimulated, or activated. In 
addition, it is assumed that the greater the excitation, 
stimulation, or activation during adaptation, the greater the 
mechanisms, neurons, or synapses are adapted, fatigued, or 
habituated, resulting in a stronger MAE (Priebe & Lisber-
ger, 2002). Because the multiple sinusoid components in a 
square wave grating can stimulate a range of spatial-
frequency channels in the visual system simultaneously, one 
may want to predict that the MAE produced by square 
wave grating will be stronger than that produced by a sine 
wave grating, especially given that there is evidence showing 
that some MAE signals can be linearly combined (Mather 
& Moulden, 1980; Verstraten, Fredericksen, & van de 
Grind, 1994). In these studies, subjects adapted to two mo-
tions simultaneously. The MAE direction was predicted by 
the vector sum of the adaptation components. Is it the case 
that the MAE magnitude produced by square wave grating 
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can be predicted from those produced by its Fourier com-
ponents? 

However, the advent of “spatial-frequency channels” 
analysis may be partly responsible for the general neglect of 
nonlinear interactions in the visual system. Recent work 
has demonstrated that early visual channels interact 
through a variety of nonlinear pooling mechanisms. Such 
nonlinear interactions perform important computations in 
texture perception, stereopsis, and motion and form vision 
(Wilson & Wilkinson, 1997). It is possible that nonlinear 
interactions exist in the generation of MAE, which in turn 
will lead to a failure of predicting MAE of a complex grat-
ing from its sinusoidal components. Actually, some studies 
have demonstrated the effects of cross-channel interaction 
on visual aftereffects (Levinson & Sekuler, 1975; Magnus-
sen & Kurtenbach, 1980). 

To test whether MAE can be predicted based on a lin-
ear model, we measured the strength of MAE to a number 
of different spatial patterns. In particular, in Experiment 1, 
we tested whether changing the relative phases of sine wave 
components in a pattern will alter the perceived MAE. 
Given that we did find a contribution from spatial phase in 
Experiment 1, we further tested whether the pattern influ-
ence occurs during the adaptation or testing phase in 
Experiment 2. Nishida and Johnston (1999) showed that 
motion aftereffect could alter the perceived position of a 
visual target. In Experiment 3, we also test if spatial pattern 
can influence the perception of illusory position shift fol-
lowing motion adaptation. 

Experiment 1: Does spatial phase 
matter in MAE? 

The purpose of this experiment is to compare the MAE 
magnitudes generated by sine wave and square wave grat-
ings. We also measured the MAE from a complex grating 
that shares the same amplitude spectrum with the square 
wave grating, but with scrambled phases. Because random-
izing the phases of sine wave components could make the 
peak contrast of a complex grating higher than a square 
wave, and some studies (Keck, Palella, & Pantle, 1976; Ni-
shida, Ashida, & Sato, 1997) have shown that increasing 
adaptation contrast increases the MAE, it was necessary to 
do a control experiment to test whether differences in peak 
contrast are responsible for the different MAE between  
the complex and square wave gratings observed in 
Experiment 1. 

Method 
Apparatus and stimuli 

All experiments were conducted on a PC controlling a 
SONY 19-inch Trinitron high-resolution monitor  
(1280 × 1024) set at 100-Hz refresh rate. Stimuli were ra-
dial gratings of three types of waveforms: sine wave (SIN), 

square-wave components with scrambled phases (SCR), and 
square wave (SQU). The diameter of each stimulus was 8.2 
deg. The fundamental frequency for all three stimuli was 4 
cycles per revolution at 50% contrast. The mean luminance 
of the stimuli is 40 cd/m2. SCR was generated by randomly 
scrambling the phase spectrum of SQU with the constraint 
that the maximal and minimal luminance values in SCR 
are within the luminance range of the monitor. The stimuli 
and their luminance profiles are shown in Figure 1. 

   
SIN SCR   SQU
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Figure 2. Average MAE durations for three types of stimuli from
four observers (n = 12). Vertical bars denote 1 SD. 

Results 
As shown in Figure 2, for all observers, the most robust 

result is that the MAE generated by SQU is surprisingly 
weak (~10 s), and the SIN generated the longest MAE 
(> 30 s). The duration of MAE from SCR lies between the 
other two (20-30 s). The difference of MAE duration be-
tween any pair of stimuli types reached statistical signifi-
cance (p < .01). 

For the control experiment directly comparing the 
MAE from SCR and SQU, all four subjects judged the 
MAE from SCR stronger than that from SQU in all 40 
trials. This result shows that when the peak contrast of 
SQU was increased to exceed that of the SCR, the SCR 
still generated a stronger MAE. 

It should be noted that equating the peak contrast be-
tween SIN and SQU did not make the amplitude of the 
fundamental frequency equal. We found equating the am-
plitudes of their fundamental frequencies had a negligible 
effect on our results. 

Experiment 2: Adapting versus 
test stimulus: cross adaptation 
between different patterns 

Experiment 1 demonstrated that the square wave grat-
ing produced much weaker MAE than the complex and 
sine wave gratings. Why was the MAE from the square 
wave grating so weak? The MAE duration reported in 
Experiment 1 for square wave grating probably overesti-
mates the actual strength of the square wave MAE. All sub-
jects reported that they could hardly perceive any signifi-
cant illusory rotation of the square wave grating after adap-
tation, but saw only weak “vibration” of the borders be-
tween bright and dark regions. To further explore whether 
the lack of strong MAE from square wave grating is because 
square wave grating is a poor adaptor or a poor test pattern 
for MAE, we performed a cross adaptation experiment pair-
ing complex (SCR), square wave (SQU), and sine wave 
(SIN) gratings across each other. 

Method 
There were seven experimental conditions, depicted in 

the insets in Figure 3, consisting of adaptation – test pairs 
as following: (1) sine wave – sine wave, (2) square wave – 
sine wave, (3) complex – complex, (4) square wave – com-
plex, (5) sine wave – square wave, (6) complex – square 
wave, and (7) square wave – square wave. In the complex-
complex condition, the adapter and test were identical. The 
experimental procedure was the same as that of  
Experiment 1. One experienced (FF) and three naïve ob-
servers (WL, JZ, and JW) participated in this experiment. 

Results 
The duration of MAE highly depended on the test pat-

tern, but not adaptor (see Figure 3). As the test pattern, the 
sine wave grating generated the longest MAE (close to 30 s), 
the complex grating generated shorter MAE (low 20 s), and 
the square wave grating generated the shortest MAE  
(~10 s). The difference of MAE duration among different 
test patterns was significant (p < .01). Somewhat surpris-
ingly, for each test pattern, there was no significant differ-
ence between different adaptors. 
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ure 3. The results of Experiment 2. Average MAE durations
 four experimental conditions from four observers (n = 12).
rtical bars denote 1 SD. 







Journal of Vision (2004) 4, 637-642 Fang & He 642 

Acknowledgments 
We thank Scott Murray, Shin’ya Nishida, and two 

anonymous reviewers for their helpful comments. This re-
search was supported by the James S. McDonnell Founda-
tion and National Institutes of Health Grant R01 
EY015261-01. 

 
Commercial relationships: none. 
Corresponding author: Fang Fang. 
Email: fang0057@umn.edu. 
Address: 75 East River Road, Minneapolis, MN 55455, 
USA. 

References 
Bex, P. J., Verstraten, F. A. J., & Mareschal, I. (1996). 

Temporal and spatial frequency tuning of the flicker 
motion aftereffect. Vision Research, 36, 2721-2727. 
[ ] PubMed  

Blakemore, C., & Campbell, F. W. (1969). On the exis-
tence of neurones in the human visual system selec-
tively sensitive to the orientation and size of retinal 
images. Journal of Physiology (London), 203, 237-260. 
[ ] PubMed  

Cameron, E. L., Baker, C. L. J., & Boulton, J. C. (1992). 
Spatial frequency selective mechanisms underlying the 
motion aftereffect. Vision Research, 32, 561-568. 
[ ] PubMed  

De Valois, R. L., & De Valois, K. K. (1991). Vernier acuity 
with stationary moving Gabors. Vision Research, 31, 
1619-1626. [ ] PubMed  

Fu, Y., Shen, Y., & Dan, Y. (2001). Motion-induced per-
ceptual extrapolation of blurred visual targets. Journal 
of Neuroscience, 21, 172RC. [ ] PubMed  

Keck, M. J., Palella, T. D., & Pantle, A. (1976). Motion 
aftereffect as a function of the contrast of sinusoidal 
gratings. Vision Research, 16, 187-191. [ ] PubMed  

Levinson, E., & Sekuler, R. (1975). Inhibition and disin-
hibition of direction-specific mechanisms in human 
vision. Nature, 254, 692-694. [ ] PubMed  

Magnussen, S., & Kurtenbach, W. (1980). Adapting to two 
orientations: Disinhibition in a visual aftereffect. Sci-
ence, 207, 908-909. [ ] PubMed  

Mather, G., & Moulden, B. (1980). A simultaneous shift in 
apparent directions: Further evidence for a "distribu-
tion-shift" model of direction coding. Quarterly Journal 
of Experimental Psychology, 32, 325-333. [ ] PubMed  

Mather, G., Verstraten, F., & Anstis, S. (1998). The motion 
aftereffect: A modern perspective. Cambridge, MA: MIT 
Press.  

McGraw, P. V., Whitaker, D., Skillen, J., & Chung, S. 
(2002). Motion adaptation distorts perceived visual 
perception. Current Biology, 12, 2042-2047. [ ] PubMed  

Murray, S. O., Kersten, D., Olshausen, B. A., Schrater, P., 
& Woods, D. L. (2002). Shape perception reduces ac-
tivity in human primary visual cortex. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences U.S.A., 99, 15164-15169. 
[ ][PubMed Article] 

Nishida, S., Ashida, H., & Sato, T. (1997). Contrast de-
pendencies of two types of motion aftereffect. Vision 
Research, 37, 553-563. [ ] PubMed  

Nishida, S., & Johnson, A. (1999). Influence of motion 
signals on the perceived position of spatial position. 
Nature, 397, 610-612. [ ] PubMed  

Pascual-Leone, A., & Walsh, V. (2001). Fast backprojec-
tions from the motion to the primary visual area nec-
essary for visual awareness. Science, 292, 510-511. 
[ ] PubMed  

Priebe, N. J., & Lisberger, S. G. (2002). Constraints on the 
source of short-term motion adaptation in macaque 
area MT. II. Tuning of neural circuit mechanisms. 
Journal of Neurophysiology, 88, 370-382. [ ] PubMed  

Ramachandran, V. S., & Anstis, S. (1990). Illusory dis-
placement of equiluminous kinetic edges. Perception, 
19, 611-616. [ ] PubMed  

Robson, J. G. (1975). Receptive fields: Neural representa-
tion of the spatial and intensive attributes of the visual 
image. In E. C. Carterette & M. P. Friedman (Eds.), 
Handbook of perception V: Seeing (pp. 81-116). New 
York: Academic Press. 

Snowden, R. J. (1998). Shifts in perceived position follow-
ing adaptation to visual motion. Current Biology, 8, 
1343-1345. [ ] PubMed  

Spitz, H. H. (1958). Neural satiation in the spiral aftereffect 
and similar movement aftereffects. Perceptual and Mo-
tor Skills, 8, 207-213.  

Tadin, D., Lappin, J. S., Gilroy, L. A., & Blake, R. (2003). 
Perceptual consequences of centre-surround antago-
nism in visual motion processing. Nature, 424, 312-
315. [ ] PubMed  

Verstraten, F., Fredericksen, R. E., & van de Grind, W. A. 
(1994). The movement aftereffect of bi-vectorial trans-
parent motion. Vision Research, 34, 349-358. [ ] PubMed  

Watson, A. B., & Pelli, D. G. (1983). QUEST: A bayesian 
adaptive psychometric method. Perception & Psychophys-
ics, 33, 113-120. [ ] PubMed  

Whitney, D., & Cavanagh, P. (2000). The position of mov-
ing objects. Science, 289, 1107. [ ] PubMed  

Whitney, D. (2002). The influence of visual motion on 
perceived position. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 6, 211-
216. [ ] PubMed  

Wilson, H. R., & Wilkinson, F. (1997). Evolving concepts 
of spatial channels in vision: From independence to 
nonlinear interactions. Perception, 26, 939-960. 
[ ] PubMed

 
 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8917759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1604843
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1949630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11588202
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1266060
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1124126
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7355271
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7433624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12477394
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12417754
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?tool=pubmed&pubmedid=12417754
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9156199
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10050853
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11313497
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12091561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2102995
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9843685
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12867982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8160370
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6844102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10970215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11983584
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5821879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=pubmed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9509156



