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EEGs and optokinetic eye-movements during observations of competitive and
cooperative movements of binocularly presented random dot stimuli
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Abstract Binocular rivalry is a phenomenon in which the perception alters when different images are presented to two eyes.
Despite this phenomenon has been investigated for a long time, we have not resolved the issue of when and where in the brain
rivalry occurs. In this study, we used competitive moving stimuli in which two random dot patterns drifted to opposite
directions to investigate when the difference between competitive and its control cooperative stimuli affects both optokinetic
eye-movements and electroencephalograms. We analyzed optokinetic eye-movements, event-related potentials and
event-related synchronizations (ERSs) / desynchronizations (ERDs) for comparing the difference for competitive and
cooperative stimuli. It was found that significant differences in optokinetic eye-movements were observed after 270 ms. In
addition, significant differences in ERSs / ERDs at 8 —13 Hz band were observed after 830 ms.
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T, RBLKOB T I L CHBAERSFL, M
BEHEOSNEZHCEDICE - 2IRBER TR ED LR
% (OKN : optokinetic nystagmus) & M 31 [3], 2 D
OKN 28B4 5L TBRIEBVWTHHELTWAIRE
EBAICMD Z N TED[4]. B A2 Fvic OKN AF
72|28V T, Logothetis HiZ BR 23| B THRIEOE
I BR 25| & 22 0RO 2RI TIREKE
MHEELRABECES< THLERELTVD[S]. /-, #
IR A v i EHENZ &5 < BR BFZRIZITE S D
DHE DB D A[6][7][8]), EEBYRIE & A\ 7o iR BKE B
EREORRFEICE S BRIFEEOHREITHBIEY
TITE V.

RERBCEHNREERA D EICL > THIB O E
WILL D EEETREREDNOLBETIENRTE, 20
RERESH BRICHFBRTORBEORFLHMDOIZDODOE
iR FBEICRD EE L, KRR CIIIBEED I X O
FEORRBHAIZLI--THOoNLIFBERA R L. WMR
REREFLFERITLIORBEAEDHRM L ZOXFE
LM EERHREER T, BEe c MeEDRARO
BERICEHRTORKEMEEICENTRNLDERLZFA,
FARABHAINEMHEOREITICL > ELBEESN
(ERP : event-related potential) L FREAE R H - i A
(ERS / ERD event-related synchronization /
desynchronization) C Z A BN 2 ER &L O LB % 1T -
7=
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2.1. #BRE

FRIZBMLEBEBREIEERBRAWEZET S 21 &
PH2RETCOBRERABETILTHD. HREICIZ
FRIICEBRARICOVWTORBAZITY, ERICZSBNT
ZRABEH/T.

2.2. 185 5l ¥

HEE 1 cdm’ DEOEBICTR VT, HE 5.4 deg DM
FHEBHNICKREE 2X2 27 LDOELFEO Ry M %
FE TS H/deg? TIT VX AICEB L. Ry hoERE
iF 40 cdim?> 2 L. Fy VI 4PNEHEESHEY L, #
DOBEEEIT 10 deg/s & LIz, WEREDOA A —D %
B 1IZRd. AEEENTELRDEZ T VA ARY b
HRHEZ2EFBEINFNRIZETRTEZEDIC 22018
w7z,
FBIZERELS ST C2BEOES: 2 XE72. 128
DEBIIE Ky "B T & L2 FHIC 10 deg/s THEMR
BENETD [T LEE) THhY, 20OLEELR
DRy bOEBHIE<FALT, EFRCE2<ALCHE
FESRLE. LS 1 DOEETHE, HEEEANO2 R
v FREELRTEDOEL B —HIT 10 deg/s THEBE
B4s ZOLIFICERZERENIABEEAND F
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X 2. Fusion iE&) & Rivalry BEIORBEHE OB A E D
(&£ : Fusion EEBOMEOMAEGLYE, A
EHORBEOMBEE LY

: Rivalry

y OB AFRMEARICERINDIZENEPELEHEAS
% [Fusion &) , B2 28 A% Rivalry EE)] &I
4. Fusion EE) X Rivalry BB L R EFBO Ky b
EBHESMOMELAEDLEER 2I1ZRT.

WEREE 15 AT RABEL 3D T4 A7V A
(SANYO, THDISDX1)Z2 BT, MIESH L TH#HBRE
WERLE, HRECIIEZECHREMNEEERL, B
MEIS Rl ERE MG L 2.

2.3. EBRANTH AL

EBRATHFALERIIERT. #HBREIZIT1-25D
FSUXLRBERTI VA LAEBERER L. D%,
Fusion &) £ 7213 Rivalry E# % SsHER L, &%
BOEREOHEZ2sHER L. 1 RITICEST A8/
8—9 s T, 2N % &#EFE I Fusion EB) & Rivalry &
Bz oW TEFNREN 140 RITET L T2,

2.4. H5E Bh i IR BRE B

OKN DO FHENCITIRER FH k%2 AW RERES®R H
T HBEE TE, TKK29OD2ER L. Z 0EE LR
IRHF (940 nm, 12 mW/sterad)Z IRERICRE L, AL
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3. BRI HA AL KBE D IIEICHC K% RT.

BEORHEDE NI L > TIRIREMEZHBT 2. K
EBRTHAROIBREHOLFHEL, 7V I H
B EIX 1000 Hz & L7z,

#Z #7112 12 MATLAB(MathWorks, R2009a) % F > 7z,
OKN IR A D& Z 2 BIET HBEMM L, BIREIC LY I
~W o IR EBERETAEMANS 2 Y [3], BEROE
TEEBZFRAARD DI ARF R TITEEMIZIB T DR
HEHTF—FEBREL, TORMBERTTOILERIT-
2. BTy —21232 Hz 0IREBR 7 o v X 2R L
. ¥, BBRXOT7T—F 777 bORALLZEAT
HER Y BRW. 10 ms OFFE CHEEX B H LRI,
A REBEFTHHIC 50 ms OREIE CBE YL
iTo7z. -300—0 ms OHIZX—XF 4 LREL,
Fusion YE &, Rivalry B D Zh £ 2 FEE T > ORI
(K 2)% % & ® T Fusion E#) & Rivalry BB & L THK
TAHREOIL, 400 ms TOREZXEEL L TE~DIREK
EBET - XY TERAEZREIETCE~DOIRRKEZH L L
7=
2.5. BREAEEM

B 3 B AT L R BE RN R BT A 45 B (BioSemi, Active
Two System)Z A L7z, FHRENCITEERX 10—20 &I
W5 R8EOoBREERAL, V7Y U EAEREE
256 Hz & L, EQOHABREZ ) 77 LU RAEMRE LT
FEALK.

#EHT 121X MATLAB(MathWorks, R2009a)% i\~ 7=. &t
BF—Z 0555 Hz OB MBBBR 7+ NV Z @A LT,
BERLEDT—F 777 FOBRALERITE LOER
FBYUBWE, -500—0 ms OHIfIZN— AT 1 LR
FL, @2 T/REND Fusion EEh & Rivalry EH o
W, RFTCETI2MEEY b EREHEEMLEE
.

2.6. 5 35 [ 1 - i R

2.5. T4 &7z Fusion &, Rivalry BB D K RHITIC
ONT Y xz—7 by VEWNEIT- 2%, £RITIZOW
TMEEH SN EER-BER~ Yy 7%BF 7. -500—0
ms DHMAR—RAFA L LTHREL, BHM-AK
By TR T 4V OZEERETHEKILL TETF
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| »=Rivalry 1
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X 4. Fusion JE &) & Rivalry E &) O K FH 0 IR BK&E E (K
BERSY (270 ms AN A B ZE O R S iz )

L7,

B — AR ¥~ v 7B T Fusion EH) & Rivalry
EENOBICHMMRENR LN o BE(@B—13 Hz)iZ
DWTE, HET — &zt U T O R R O & iE0E
W7 ANEENTERIZT—F 777 FORBALLE
BB RITERVERE, BRL O —ZEHBR L. &
B AXEERET D720 50 ms OFERETBEHE
HWEITo7. HERITICOWTHEEY L, Fusion E &,
Rivalry BBV O FHBEEEY - HEHZE 7.

3.RER
3.1. R EB AR EKEE)

OKN O #BRE 7 £ OMEHIZT-DW T, Fusion HE) &
Rivalry &% 270 ms UBICABEREN R LN
(p<0.05).

Fusion JE&) & Rivalry EEENIZ >\ T, #ERE 74 OB
KREEORENE, FEREZORLNT-EREEZM 4 I
~T.

3.2. FR P EEN
Fusion E &) & Rivalry BEIZ DWW T, BREHIIBIT S
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29.830ms TO aEH(B8— 13 H2)DEEK L XU — 4545
(L :Fusion B®), T :Rivalry &)

2FEM D ERP ORFHZLEZK 5 IR T.

X 5 13T Fusion &) & Rivalry E &) O il F i1
BLT270 ms BELU 420 ms L — 7 BB R N,
270 ms B LV 420 ms BT 2K EEM A EK 6
a3, M6 ITARLILD L DIZ, 270 ms B W T
Fusion #E&) & Rlvalry EHTHEBE L CHEMTICEY
REMLZ2BOE—7BRAR O, 420 ms ([TBW T
Fusion &) & Rivalry B THE L TERBEIZDE > T
BELTWD D, RETHEBEHEAONR o2,

ERP DR IZ2V T Fusion B & Rivalry EB) D 2
FREM L 6 DD EM(Fz, Cz, Pz, 0z, C3, C4)THRE L
7=, EOBMIZBVWTH Fusion EE & Rivalry EBEH
DEIICHEBRZZIR N o7z,

3.3. HEREEFE R

Vx—T7 by NEBIZLE > THLNE Cz ITBIT?
WERE TLZDORERERX—RA T A THEMNL L ZRHHE
— B~ v 7 % Fusion EE) & Rivalry BENDOZF 1L E
DWW TH 7IZ7R7.

X7 ORM-BEEZ<y 70 a EH@—13 Hz)®
R —OBBELCER L, AT —FiEhEThoO
FlBEFHEOREERTY V2 2EHA L, ZO®FERD N
T—OREMEMAEBE L. REMLR 6 DDOEMR(Fz,
Cz, Pz, Oz, C3, C4)IZ 8T, Fusion i B & Rivalry £ &)
T, Pz T80Oms LRICABREVPR OGN P2 ICE
AR —0RMELRLE, AEREORONI-ERZ
X 8 iZ/~9 . F 7=, Fusion iE&h & Rivalry =& D 830 ms
TOHERENTY =M% 9 A3, B 9 I2B8WT
Fusion E&) & Rivalry EENIZ L@ L THEMLTO «o
WEB—13H)D AN —DHENR L.

4. wEt

RESHRKEDHOHRE 7 LOREBHIZHO>VT
Fusion EE#) & Rivalry B 21X 270 ms AFIZHF & &712
BRONTE. ZOREPLEBTH2HEEREEZLEL
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TREKEHBHZEI T ATAZBWT, B4 - MAE
BB OEDN 270 ms b L IZFNUMOBRETE L
FeeEZEZbND. B PIIEWEREEOY AL EZHWEE
MEBRDOHERTH 2P, SMUBERKRE? S MT B, MST
B, B, PMERTHBICELIRE L, BIEEE, R
R, BAEMEY, MERRBRER 2 BET IRE
D2BBEOREIFREDMREES ICEH b D NEE K
ELTEZLONTWVWB[3]. e bR ERHELE L
W RREFA S E O/ R, WRREHFICHEET S
BREEAL & U CHAMUBEIRE S TRIEER B LMEEE F
TOMREKWEREI|ME STV B[9][10]. ABFFEICE
7 % Fusion B&Ej & Rivalry EHOREREE O EITIT
REBHMBREGCHIBEFHSFICEETS EEbN
D EBROBEAL D b MR B B4 T O MLEE A IR
LTV D FRTREME DN & V.

FIT, AENEIRREHCARERENRONDE
ﬁ@mHm&HD%ﬁéi%%L%ﬁ%$%%ﬁﬂ
BRI TRZYN, ZoBREETHRRECEERE
mﬁ%n&#ot.%u,iﬁﬁﬁﬁu@ﬁﬁﬁim
BUTOIEOLREREMEN 270—420 ms IR SN 5 FE»
CIRHKEBEMOPOMBEINH L L TFEINE D, Z
O HH O FREFEEAL TIE Fusion IEEh & Rivalry EE)
ODEBREZ+*BRTERro7n. ZOHEEBLLTIX
BE - BMAEEHRBOEL 2 LENRKRMIICEY L
ToIEE TIT|EOWATREE RS, FEMAICHEB LT Th /A
IREHTHDIAIRERENEZLND.

ELBEERY - BESICES VT 830 ms LA
Fusion JE&) & Rivalry BEIOMIZABRZEN R Sz,
I OER(830 ms) IR EHMERIRKER BT H2HE
EOBRNT-ERQTIO ms)d BT 5 & IEFISE VWV EE
Thole. LrLann, ELEERY - BREHICE
7% 830 ms TONT—DFEKE ESMIITEIEM T TH
FBEZIEATEY, MIREEEFICIIBEEES T &)
EEAHNRLCEELTWS VI HE [11][12]1E —
BT 50T, AR TR L ZIESIIARAETRHES
L AAEENTBENS. SEHREEERY - A
HTHEEDNRONEEABICSOWTIE, BFE - BRI
BT CIIHMBASESICEDL L NEM LB %
GLHFAMBREERELLSTVERELZLND.
FLBUENLEDILARERMICEOL I HROLET
HHEZDHIL, BVEBERCTEERENPBEA SN LEE X
LD,

UL Lans, fEESGEKESHICAEENR OGN
ERBMIECHRE - MAEEDRNEOLEIZE D 5 MG
BOETITTIELTVWIEREZEZLN, WELY B
EESICL2EEN VPRI GRFEHEILL HM 2
MEG[13]1%2 &%, MM FETEIVFEMICRFTT 2 ELH
ERFFTHD. 70, EREPEZLZHD2D1EH
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H-0CHBEEFHEEAREICBNTEISHAVLGND
fMRI[11][12][14]% A\ T, MEG & fMRI O # & AT
1512 T2 FE /AP TH D

5. 3

AMFECHEBERFRFEZETIOLES - BE
EEAEOUBRN EOEBBRTELLIONEMD DI,
REGHMEIRBREE & W ORI EITo. 2O/
£ Fusion #E & Rivalry B O R EHERBERHITE
WT2I0ms L HEEBERENRON, ZOEICEHET S
BHALE L CRHEEDRIBESCHBRETRPICHEL D
HESNDARBIRAES MT B, MSTHZ EBE XD
5. LaL, ZOEEEO ERP 33X N ERS/ERD &2
WTRABLRENRROR Aok, T/, a WHEB—13
Hz)IZ DWW T ® ERS /ERD TIFXEATE D BB IZ BT 830
ms PLEIZ Fusion E &) & Rivalry BEBN OB E R EZN AL
, ZTOETHBESHSICEET S MIEE 2 KB L
T3 EREBIND.

WEE AT —EITR BT E (BB BB R
22 14D)OHEBEZTLLOTHY, R LTHE
EERT.
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