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| __ Left Hemisph
2 orthogonal gratings of differing SF (1 cpd and 3 cpd, or a broader range In Pa(ﬂeight\e/rigf; ,fi;eld)

3; see Results) at 3.5° eccentricity viewed through a mirror stereoscope
Subjects fixated on the alignment cross

Observers perceived alternation between the gratings over time and responded
by continuously reporting the tilt they perceived at any moment
30-second stimulus duration
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