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1.1. BEREOGERFRERES

b FaEED, Z< OEMITIR TR A ZHREHERAEY IAEFELTWD, o
7V T RLARE DA D B MR IR A R OB AR S D 2 & 1T (Parker, 2003 1
W« A PR 2006), HROMELAJEIES U & & HIo, 1ARHEEE DS S BM) O ATk
ADOSRIL LT AR LED T Z &2 EBR L TV D, HFEOF TIIFICTEREN
PRERITIKFEL TR Y . KIEEKIZB T 2 HREKOFIERRENZ LML T
VW% (Kaas, 2014), L2 L, EEHEUSMNCBGERICHR ARTFT 2B00MFET D, 5
HThD,

BHEMERNREM TH D Z Lid, 10 OMIBERMREE N ENZ L bR S
% (Rodrigues, Krawcizyk, Skowronska-Krawczyk, Matter-Sadzinski, & Matter,
2016), ~ MZIS 1T 2 HULE O a2 EE 1 100,000 cells/mm T Y
(Querubin, Lee, Provis, & O’'Brien, 2009), t kD% (38,000 cells/mm2, Curcio, &
Allen, 1990) Z#E+ 5, £iz. FRRRETMILO ER&EHN % TH 2 PR EIT 15 J&7
575 EEZ > TH Y (Reiner, & Karten, 1982), MM/ ALER 2 9247 L T
HIENRHEHZ D, TOXIIT, B M EITRRAIICEENL SO b @B RE ) & RO R
BRHRLZ LI o T, RO BN ZRREZRETT 02 6N TE, 22056
FREBERE DO HELIZ I 1T 2 A & N DR 2 B 5N TE D,

ZHET, RO HEEHREOEAZ D &S BGERME AR T 7 e —F
T, SEICHEEANG A B S D kkx e TE R Thh T&E 72, 1% S (Hodos, &
Bonbright, 1972). 4 (Wright, & Cumming, 1971), &&) (Mello, 1968)7% &, A
W71 RT A—=Z DFRBINTE HDIMA, A AT hnE— 3y (Troje, &
Aust, 2013; Yamamoto, Goto, & Watanabe, 2015), 7 7 > 3 . /3% > (Qadri, Asen,
& Cook, 2014), #2M (Watanabe, Wakita, & Sakamoto, 1995) &\ 7= A3

RS BTN 2 2 L3 TE D,



Z) LIEBBEOITEER TIX, b PR & —H LTI RSN D56 b b
X, B FOHENLTHEND DL ITERRDITENRINDIHGELH D, HlzIX,
BEDOT VT 7 Xy FD O & SFRUCEE LR A RT 5 &, b M CIEakmi
o b S DIENRINITE S LD, BRELR MR % 7”7, Cavoto, & Cook
(2001) [ZFEERDFIHL 2~ MR L, EROBEZ RS DL REOF 25 S &
DREDOFERE AL LTz, »FTIEEZROFHFEENRELS, b FEIFRRY . R
DERMER L TR SND Z LRSS, b, —H ORI LS
b k&SROSR Z MR T 5 2 & X° (Nakamura, Watanabe, & Fujita, 2008;
Watanabe, Nakamura, & Fujita, 2011), ECEEB O 7 L— U JICT 57 v 2 ¥
VR RERRD ZEPARINTNS (Goto, & Watanabe, 2020; Otaki,
Watanabe, & Fujita, 2014), {TENCIIT DFAN L LATL AR, ZALENLOFD
ARAEBE LT, BEEOmNOOFMMANKNETH L Z LI, IREROHE & Bl E,
FRFRELE & N OB ALBREEIR 72 & TN ENOFEOTEHE - SR FRIFH S A ZE L7z
A= RXLDENSOMANLETH D, ZIUITENCHZEN A LI WA b R
T, A=A LOFEAEZEZR LT, BEOERERS R R RT T 5
ZEMTERY, KHEITIE, BEOERERICEET S - MEH IR DN T

BBl 2.

1.2. REREROBE - 52

EHOIREROMLEFR T b LIZIEFR LS, KELS BARDDIZTORIRTH S,
b FOIRERDERKE TH 2 DI L, JKIHADIREKITR 2T &2 o TW S 72O IRER D ]
i H 2 8 (< 20°, Bloch, Rivaud, & Martinoya, 1984; Wohlschliger, Jager, &

Delius, 1993), — 5T, SHHEDEN LN Z & ) BB O FIEhHIPHITA < | HLEF O
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), HHLZE, BERE, b b OIRERESE) {1 5 R AR IR HE CIX B EB) Y
5 &£ &R TW% (Dunlap, & Mowrer, 1930; Friedman, 1975; Frost, 1978).

IREKOBELE S & b & BB TIIRE £ S, b M TIHIREROBEIAHT T IZm < 72
JRWTARGLEF 2 K025 B CTIEARE M7 12 1) < 72 O MHRARER 38V, N BTl 18
N5 3TRECTH D (Hayes, Hodos, Holden, & Low, 1987; Martin, & Young, 1983;
Mcfadden, & Reymond, 1985; Nalbach, Wolf-Oberhollenzer, & Kirschfeld, 1990).
SECHIRHEIE N REVNDIZT7 7 n oo 7 BIEEH THH M, 2 TH MR
1% 40 7° 5 60°FLE TH Y (Martin, 1984; Potier, Duriez, Cunningham, Bonhomme,
& O'Rourke, 2018), ZAUTHFIHOH THIRBEF ALV EITE R RNT IRV TR &
[FFEE CTh 25 (Heesy, 2004), SIETIIMEL THRERAMUGICAIE L Tl 0, MRS
TN E Wz B,

IRER D D IEER £ COEMBERK S, & b EBETITRZR S, b b TN R
K FET DR & IO REERIC RS T 2, EARENENOLHE OFRITAL
b, AR OIEHITARC SR S D 2 & T, EAIRD A5 DAL [FIFRE O ® A3
UMMERN CBR S L OISR & > T D, — 5 B CIIARRR 34 TRl o i -2k
ICHESF S D (Walls, 1942), ZAIRTH O D ERITEZ D IR CRUE S D 72
O, BETIIELYEROMREELT D kL LT, IR AIRICENZENRIH A 72
RLTE & EDITRNOZEREZ PR D FIEBSHWV LI TE T (Rogers, 2014),

IRERD DR~ EH SN AL, b N EBETIIRAR D, FHEIMIT, BRI
(lemnothalamic pathway), F{&#%# (collothalamic pathway), EIfRARRGREREE
(accessory optic system, AOS) @ 3 DO E=H T 5, AOS ITHCEENIES A7 T
4 w7 7 a—OMERIZ LY (Wylie, Bischof, & Frost, 1998), fRIEENMEGHCH KD X
T U AFIOBREZ R D & STV D, 75D 2 DO B 72 AR AEE 2 15 o
FED, BRBETIIEMEOIMABNIRIE 28 H U TRIMO — R EREEHICELRKE TH D
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ERBREPFEEL TEBY . PO E IS S 2 R E T 10 %ITH 72720
(Perry, & Cowey, 1984), —Ji O FHATITHMITES T2 AR R HEEL T D
(Shimizu, & Watanabe, 2012), /> b TIZHIMOEEGIZ LV | 7D I0% > ORR 7
BNREEC 2D Z LB BN/ > TS (Hodos, & Karten, 1974), 7~ h DEFRR
HOBGIIITENO NI ELZ 52 200, HEREEKIIRFEFSND
(Macphail, 1971; Watanabe, 1992), 7 7 1 773 CEEHEOH T A 73 EWIRILEF A3 A
WS TIE, MO MIAZ Z Rl LN Wulst (28513 2 BN REIEL TV D
(Iwaniuk, Heesy, Hall, & Wylie, 2008).

ZOEDIT, b FEHE L L & BEOBTRIL. IREROTZIR & BlE, bRt
. OB e ETERE - RS2 2k % I S B 7p o T g (B 1-1), Zhb
DRaEER LTz ECREORRREZITEIERIC I VR~ D Z &3, HRER O

EHAINEIC S 7 iR & 5 2 . TRRFRBEDOEALDRIRIZ D72 N5 D TH B,

1.3. AFRDHERL

ARTIE, BEOPTHEICE R DB - 5 FRRESA RO FHEHTH S
/NI (Columba livia) % x5\, WHRGL, HARBATHL, SEEIEOREAITEN R I~
77

92 B CIEMmIRFRFEIC DWW T, WIRFES & WIRNARELD 2 SOMEEZ Mt L7z, b
ORI EZZE L TEY, MIRREERNZ &b, b b EFRRDHIRAMERE L R
WREMENR S D, TF ) ZEEFHWNT NOEEIRO R ZHEALE SIS 2R L,
F A E A LICALEISK L CODEITEN AT O DO, o, EABOTHTH LM

RRAZEDORE IZBITEFRND & LTHWD DD~
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Figure 1-1 Schematic illustrations of morphological and anatomical features
related to visual functions in primates (left) and birds (right). SC: superior
colliculus, MT: middle temporal area, LGN: lateral geniculate nucleus, V1: primary
visual area, TeO: optic tectum, nRt: nucleus rotundus, GLd: geniclatis lateralis

pars dorsalis.

F3ETIL, HIRMEDRATE F2300 & LT, RBEIFRATE F030 0 LEBTHEF )
D OFIANCONTHES LTz, ~ MIWIRSZAEICHE L2 Z L 50 b o0, TR HHE
IRIEDOFD 20 OFAIZHO>WTid e b EBBI LRt 2 R TRt n & 5, £72. IREKD
ATENFEPH 3BV B TIE, BHERIEENIC & > THEBEI 21TV, REFBENIE S @B EOAL
BRI OEIEAEF RN 2/ T D RN D D,/ MO LIZBRYBRAT E F2370 0
LEEBHATFERNY ZEORMEZ TR L, 2RO DORATE TR0 BIIRO KR E SHRFIC

B 525 DTz,



F AT, EBRRBECOW T, FIRPTEBSOMEWRIC OV TR L, & BT
X, BRI W T RPTES O & £ OME R DM TITOI D . FEER R
BEZ AT 5, —FH N PORKRTIE, EE O EE R ~ERE 2 FF> b O
D, b FOX D RREEN LS AT 5 00ME STy, BB AR A D T
DIZE S OLEPBEERICHONON TR TH D, A== R— il e 77 v
FIEEI A V. o~ RS 20 ORI U9 2 s 5 [\ A fi 7z,

FHOETIE, H2EMNOLHAEETOMREZ, b MEOBM - FERICKSLTELD
2o ATENOFELL L IR ZTERE - fREIFRITLEDN DR T 2 Z LIk » T, ZENENOHRRF
BEREICOWTER DN D DDV TV A ZRE LTz, KBIT, HREEROEEZ S )

2T DI DICAIIFE CTARRET D M &S HOZED T At Z R Lz,
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(REDOMHFFEITRIBEFI & OILFEITETH D . AR TIEETDOHEK LT, WFFEOREMIS

WTIEKHE (2015) 5 3 A S,)

i

i

ERBE LKL, BEITMIRGEE 2 SRARITELE L TWD, 0 &9 RIEEN
A L R & OBRA B HNTT 2720, A~ Mgl L CliiRGgEEZ MR~ 2% 2 5
DATENFERR 21T T2,

EER 1 TIPS FIREBRZ ST D000z, NS LERICEREBOL X
EMATTF 7Y 7RG A Ui, =4 LICR 50 ETE 2 KI5 Ml 7 fi]
WARE L., #MICHT 200 T8 2 MIFI L7z, Z2nZno b LA O
EGROHBNTE D X0 Az 2 2 LT EAIRICH D IET T OMBEALE &
TH L, MIRREAELFR LI, » FBBIROEFEREZ FRN0 IO SATEZT 5 72 b3,
2ODIEFEDOEL LN, b LATMIEGEA~ZH LIz o0 TR ALND & TS
Too —705. WIREHARA T 272 BIXMES RO RHES ~ > O ATEZT 5 Z LT
S,

FER 1 ORI A F ORI xT 20D EMLE I IE B O PRIZES LT, R
DEAFHRE L, MRS 2 SOIETGEBBHH TE DHEHIRE TR, S>OSAEIT 2 SDIE
HRORNI B LT, £, EFBHOHEEED /NS WGEITIET R ~D50 & G
MBLINTEN, BHERKRE WIGEIZIE—HOEHFE~OOOE KIS, b LIL2D2DIEN
FEFB LI DD ERIENRH BT, T O ORERIT, ~ FRHIRTEHR B> & frfE %
WELTWDLZEZRLTEBY, NEPAWMIREFREZMET LI EZ2RRL TN,

FEhR 2 TIE, N POATIRBEN S BITE TR 2/ TV LE0RETT 5720, o0& %
1T O BROUBEREAZE Lz, =% XV ROMEOMIRE AL HHT 2 X 0 EAHBHE O

B2 B E LIRS LT, = =206 OWRBEERS D 925 Z E N TFRIS 23, 1B

S

I}

TERTRERE ORI IR e B A G- 2 0o 7z, Ko TRBIED B~ b A HIRSZ IR 21T
7 REUI S R o T,
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3-1. FFif

TR ZHC281%, MO 2 IROTFEEIZERE S5 A 5 WS 3 IRt DR
A2 AR T 2200 O BEICIE I 2, b MIMARGZE, EEHE, fRmpRAT
XFERND 2R ELRRBRERNBEITE FR0 0 V52 (Howard, 2012), 2 TOEWY
e R EFRBROBATEFERD ZHNTWD EITRL22W, X7 7o Tliiry
X FN 0 % (Wagner, & Schaeffel, 1991), /o F ) 7E TIEAINGEIC L 5 HE
BOIFERLITEAZBATEENND L LTHWS Z EVREN TS (Nagata, et al.,
2012),

BHIZED X S RBEITEFERND ZANTWAES I, H2ETIIN MBS
M IRNARR OGS R SN2 o T2 2 e b RO SR ITHIRMEO BAT & F2
MY ENDZEREZDND, FEEE. BREONIIE T FOARERRITE FERND &
BRFPBNCRAT S Z R S Tn5 (Cavoto, & Cook, 2006; Reid, & Spetch,
1998), Reid, & Spetch (1998) I/~ Mkt L, #EHEIE TR0 D Th HH0EIT TR0
R FNND A EONARR B & D OFNRD 0 5 E RV EI LB DT
MEBEL T2 > MIWTILORER TR 220 OF SRR TE . 5 LRSS L
THfk% 7~ L7z, Cavoto, & Cook (2006) |E =4 |ZHREN 5D 3 >OWKDRITS;
MO O & RIS DA~ M LTz, TR FR10D . REZOFERNY | AL
HORBFNN ZHEL. 2O OIRERFR D0 OFENE 2 513 EFRI K S
ThoHZeumLllc, LL, ZHODOMZEITRATE FND D 25 R O3
AT TWAHIETTHY . N ERENLDFRHFENRNY ZBRATEFHRE LT LT
WDMNNIARHATH 5,

BATEFER Y ZEIZRATEHERE LTHH L TV D0 57201 TRESDIE
W) SFIATE % (Fineman, 1981), ZiUX, 2 2O A X0 E—OWIk%E &
RENTHE ., BATE FRND DEVNEZ R TYERDIZ ) B REHARIND L
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VBB TH D, BIEEEPUIREI TRV IC LD RE SOEFMEEZFIH L5 T,

F 73— (Imura, Tomonaga, & Yagi, 2008; Imura, & Tomonaga, 2009), t t

(Barbet, & Fagot, 2002, 2007) Tt K & FEEOBIEEEREAE L D Z LRI TN
—J. FHEICB T DEEESERIL N E TS TRV, RSS2 Btk

LoV EIE N F CHER STV 5 (Fujita, Blough, & Blough, 1991, 1993),

Bk 2 AR TN 2R CE DL T L LRV VSN EL D Z B, N MW

THREIESERSAELC D Z ERTHISILS,

BEAITR 0 DA OBATE TR0 & LT, » MBSEESETER Y 25 2
ERTESN TS (Davies, & Green, 1988; Ros, et al., 2017), Davies, & Green
(1988) 13/~ F 3 UEE VD ARIZEHT 2 BRI AT OFHTER) 2179 Z L 225, Ros, et
al. (2017) 13/~ M BFRATHEEEY 2 8E T 2 BERNCSTEB 21T 5 2 0D, #5238
EREEN I KV EERAEF RN B TWD EFERL TS, ~NRESATH, 77 RrY
WIEE D A DY 2 BT HERCTER A LA ICENT Z L AmE SN T D (Fux,
& Eilam, 2009), SFIZIST 2 EEIH A ORI 2 EHHIZR L72OIX, van der
Willigen, Frost and Wagner (2002) (2L %727 a0 U OMETH D, 77 1 vILHiRHE
FETORBATE NI SN DR O BATH R ORH & S =%, EHH2E O
BATENAR SN T n—T il frnInic, 77 e i3 m—7Hls L Th
BATEZHESWTRIS L, WilRHZE & B O AR O BATE 2T 5 2 L VR
Sz, MR ZIT S 7 7 n o NEEHHEZHWDS Z L 77 m o FAIEZ
PR A HEE S D S CHEEREEN 21T O D, N b BEEBIEETR Y 2R 5
ZERTHEND,

ARE TSR A LR T2 2 & T, REWRITE TR0 LEBHEET R0
K& SFRICEZ D BER~T, £, BHOBITEFRDND 2 FARICERIET S 2
CNXFRY OFRMEZTAD 9 A THEDRFEL D, b FTIERATE MR
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THEEBRAE & el U CRRIEII 2300 0 2B 9 SR8 7 H 41 (Gregory, 19705 Wade,
& Hughes, 1999), KX S OEHMEIC SN T bIEEIEE L 0B TR0 OF 5,
KEWZ ENRENTWS (Luo, Kenyon, Kamper, Sandin, & DeFanti, 2007; Watt,
& Bradshaw, 2003), /> kN CHA&MA TR0 MBS SN DA Z FF DO~ 5 =
& T, BEOBATE FERND ORAIZET 52— A2 LN TE 5,

RETIT S T2AFRITRE < 220D, FEBR 3-1 TITRE TR 0Lz F
TeER 22 BIEREEEICIN 2 . ARE TR LEBIREZ i L O AR ICER4 2 B
7R EEREERL 2 IV, B0 DI R OKRE SHRICE 2 DB A2 ~Te, FF00

DOFIE LT AR T D&M RET 52 & T, BATE TR0 OBPRMEA TN
2o FEBROFEER, N MIEEMTRNVIC LD RE SOEFEEZAT 50, EEhifEE

DEBIH N oz, Fo, b FERRICEKROEREZIToTE A, N EF
FRICIRE TR0 2 BT 2 K& SEFEMZ R Lz, K< £ 3-2 Tl EES <t
7 HOEBNC X 2 EEEEAHE L, K& SEFE~ORBEET7-, £l L
Ak, K& STEFEA~OEBEZOREBIIR LN o T2, —J7, DO EEOHE
Wk U CITEEIHAZDREN L LV, ZHHOFREENS, N MIBEPFNRND &
BB AEF RN OWGEZRAT 523, AT 2HEHE O SoEFME, fHE

BfIE) NER D Z LRI,
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3.2. IREFHRNY OEALHE (5E5 3-1)
3.2.1 Kk
PR A
N | EGE

FADT a3t (Columba livia) 6 IR Z SR IA L L CTHIVWZ, Finld 3 75
15 CTH Y, FHFML 8.5 K Tho7c, B TOMEMITATERR & BIOBTE IR 2
RER L T2y, RE S OFRRRIRREOREBIE R > 72, AEEIT 12 R E 0 B R 1
7 N OEEEETHEEE Sz, SMERITEBEERFO 85 705 95 %DIKREIZ/R D K
O BEHIR S L2 2s . SRR & KITEE 7 — AN THHRIEENTRETH -7z, FEBR

(IR R R T B = DR & 2 T I S vz,

E NEBE

6 ANDREA (N3 A3 &tE) BNEBRICBIN L, 2ENEFHES, b L ITBERD
Thol, ERBMENLGRLEETHD 1 4%RE, EFROBMNEMO N7z, F
BRIZ~L Y X EEICHE U ERmEBLE I > TP, ERANCERSME NS

AT —ARarty FEE7-,

i
[

N P EB

35cm L DANRT U N E 4 BV, BimicfE 272 LCD £ =% (Sharp, LL-
t1520 or EIZO, FlexScan L357, resolution, 1024 by 768 pixels; refresh rate, 60Hz;
dot pitch, 0.298 mm) (ZHPFLDIEREITV, FRIMEST KD & » FE Y (Touch Panel
Systems, UniTouch or Minato Holdings, ARTS-015N-02B) (2 LV E=HF ~D>DX
FOS DN & fidk Uiz, MmO 7 LA 2k v 3= BEEHRIN T H 5 IR G B s

16



Ao L=, EBRiZ MATLAB & Of Psychtoolbox (Brainard, 1997) (2 XV /X—>YF b
a2 ¥ a—% (Mouse Computer, LM-1500SC, Third Wave Corporation, Diginnos

Series) % F\THillfl &7z,

E N EB

FERBINE 3R I . Alo BiCE 7= LCD £ =% (BENQ, ET-0027-B,
resolution, 1920 by 1080 pix; refresh rate, 60 Hz, dot pitch, 0.277 mm) (228 S
TR L THR—R— R TRIS L7z, 2 FEBRIZIBW THREEREZ HH L TWhZeniz
O, b FERIZEWTSERSINE OHEEIZEE ST, ERSINEILE B 2R E )

LRI A RS Ko Fomshiz,

I
N R

Bl R, 5E0RRDKEZIOELE (80—500 pix) &5 ZfESS 32 AD
ELRR> DRERL S 2 [EIEIR O Sl A48 L7z (K 8-1A), MofixafaTthol,
6 FFEV TN O K E SO [ RN R = EICfr Shz (25, 29, 35, 41, 47 or
55 pix), Fr LS TIREIER S AMIZE bICE = LTk L7, EBISME T3y L
PN IERROR IS A #1772, [T 5 ClTim W 1 E SEEE 2/ h & < L
KO REWIEFTEE/NSWIER R ZENZ 1 160, 40 pix OfE TLAEAIZEE L7z, HH
OEFIEIL 70 pix, FHOREENE T HAESAFEBISRM: & B I EER 5o TG

135 pix Th o7z,
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E\.‘“ ""?

1 peck

@ Reinforcement {— Correct ::‘
5-7s time out €—— Error

Figure 3-1 Stimulus and procedure of Experiment 1. (A) The corridor illusion

stimulus used in Experiment 1. One white circle was depicted on a corridor
background made of white grid. In the dynamic condition, the circle and
background moved horizontally so that the nearer parts moved faster. (B)
Schematic illustration of trial sequence in Experiment 1. Note that the relative
sizes of stimulus components changed, and the backgrounds was simplified for

1llustration purpose.

E fE

N N EBR & RO IS, BERAEOL N R, 7Rl & b
BRI D 2 >0 | R BT s LSRR ISR S D R e - T, FRigaf]
WOXEEE D T~ © 135 pix O S ITHER S4v, EENEIL 70 pix Tholo, KE ST
15 725 65 pix OFLFH THERIT 7 v ¥ AIRE STz, U o 7 VI LRkt
LT95pix EFB, & L<ILFEICI RSN, EBIE IX LRI % L T 40 pix K=

W b LI E Do, RE 31T 29, 33, 37, 43, 49 pix ODWWTNNTH -7,
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NRMIKRE ZIONEREEZIT-7- (K 8-1B), E=# LIRS AX— ¥ —
(50 pix white square) % -2>-2>< & [EIEE SR S 4L, 2 RIS & BT A R
feR STz, AMFNEZ 3—5 [-55< &R THENC 2 SOREINF—N RS, /h
SV 3FENT O AR R ENLBITTIE—HDOF—, REW 3FEDOAMN
FERENDZITTIEL ) —HDF—% 5o T Nk &7, L 6 kDA 3
EAERIZ S WFIZx L CTEDOF—, IO 3ERITAD T —NIEfEX—Th-o7-,
ETIE 1 kst Tod 5 2.5—6 IR OBEFHM ~D 7 7 & 2 & 2 ks +TH 5
TUA Ry N—=EHOT A FORIT, & L <L 2 RERILFD T A D AT DI
RIS, NEMYF—ORRIISHOZ A LT T M ibanT, KIENAT
AxP<Ted, A LT U MEIZE CRIEA IR R SN DB IERATEIT o 72, BIERIT
TIEIAREMRF—~OBPUI A v F ST, EFF—2 @R T 5 £ T IR RSN
foelT 7o RERERIN ORI IBRIA DR E L EF N—2 3 &2 nlTiEE L,

A CIEER IR O AT, b REWAMBG & /S WA (25 and 55
pix) ZHAWVTRE SOEREEIT-o72, 1 'y a1 96 T CRER S, 1 Mk
EFDOIRTFRIT 100 % Th o7, By a VIEERN 90 %225 L. RITH%E 96
25 360 FAATITHEC L, TAUS RV T IRMER(E TR 4 25 %I Uiz, £ D,
Yooy ORITEEERNSLIFIC L, R AN OERIELY 4 B CRE < Lz, &&IZ 6 FE
O AR TR ATV, e 5 28y v a U TIEERD 85 %a B ImBpETF
A hEvya BT LI,

TA My a T 288 DIRITIC 7207 0 —T T2 BA L, 7r—7
FRATOWPMIFRIESRETH Y . B OALE & 3T L Y 20 pix &Y (Pictorial
cue-Far, PF), & L <I3M&\> (Pictorial cue-Near, PN) fiZf&IZ#2R L7z, 70 04y
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OFITITEB R TH Y, AHOIRRFIELEH< (PF., b LK< (PN) #7101,
M O EEE % /v & < (Motion parallax-Far, MF), & L < k%< L7z (Motion
parallax, near, MN), KXo CHEEHIGMHIZEBW T 4 FHEORI % % E L7z (PF/MF,
PN/MN, PF/MN, PN/MN), 71 —73 {7 CIZAMNORE ZIZED LT NT IO
F—OE bR LT, 7 r—73ITOMANC LD EERDE T2 <72, T A B
Tyvarofichitblyraroilfityyarizito, TAMEY Y

g VEAFEE 20y 3 AT o T,

E FEBE

FERZINE (TR 5 B R S D B O R & S B L. o 7 LRl o
REILHOED L HranTz, 2 BMEERE RARR I, £O®RE R LI
TR & R R ST, ERBIIEITF—A— RO ERAIF— & TRAF
—Z T2 L THEBRIMORE SZHE L, ARINIRESINFELI RoTEET
T —F—EMLTHRE Lz, 3BBOT T v 7 ik R OAT 2 BE Lz,
R, Y AR OALE D Y (Pictorial cue-Far, PF), & L < 13K
(Pictorial cue-Near, PN), ¥ 7 /LRIl O @EBIE A /N SV (Motion parallax-Far,
MF), & L<iZAEV (Motion parallax-Near, MN) #EZ1T\V N, A7t 4 FEO K
4R L7= (PF/MF, PN/MN, PF/MN, PN/MF), &%EB&MEIE 1ty 2 80 R

T 7,

20



3.2.2 fEE
N p R

SNMEB9MB 66T vy a CEEICEL, TA My a STEAT
NEATRIOFNEE » v a VIEEZRIL 84.5 175 89.2% THY ., T A htkvrarviy
AHEAT O IEEFITIL T L o7z (85.8-90 %),

MIFFIERIFIZBW T, PF & CRIF—OBIREIE ML, PN & TIRT L
7= (@ 3-24), SEKT—2%&22 7L FBEBTT7 4 v T 1007 L, RE—DRREIE
2350 % & 7 D FEIEA R (PSE) &4 2 LR Lz, FliREo PSE (Cxtd %
PF 41 & PN 4&fh0> PSE B8 2 ¢ mA S & U, FIINLE 2 B E 2R, 44 2 &%)
RETHRBRATT NV EY IO E A, FEMEOHEIFE TH-T- (A1,
5) = 63.118, p=.000, Bsza= 0.794) (X 3-2B), PF & PSE @)% 1.0 L v/ &<
(t test, #5) = 2.169, p=.082, d=0.886). PN Z&{}® PSE £#hi% 1.0 LY K& -7
(45) = 3.526, p=.017, d=1.439), FREHIEITE TR OBIEIZH LT F EFRK
IR E SFENRERELTND Z LD, N EBREFRNY 2 W RE S OES
WEHTHZ ENRENT,

FTEE R IRBN T, EHER A OBRIEICE D & TR O TR RALE DS @S
(PF/MF, PF/MN) CTKF —O@&REN G L, SR @ MRS (PN/MN,
PN/MF) TKF—DEIRENG 1A Lz (K 3-2C), FhILSoM: & [Fkk, &5:0FD PSE
AR L, fAE (PF, PN) &SR (MF, MN) ZEESR. fE72 L %)%
ETOMIVIREET VENS LD E 2 A, AN EOFHROALFEE TH-T-
(F(1, 5) = 39.591, p=.001, B«a= 0.668) (¥ 3-2D), PF/MN 5 PSE Z#i% 1.0 &
DAEIZNE o7 (45) = 3.504, p=.017, d= 1.430), fho 3 5 Ti% PSE DA E
RIS ONRM o7, ZOREKIE, N MIBW TREIFEITE T30 A EITK
T IOEFEMEICHWS, EIHREOZEN DN L EZRLTWD,
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Figure 3-2 Results of pigeon experiment. (A, C) Proportion of “LARGE” key choice

was plotted as a function of target size for static (A) and dynamic conditions (C),

respectively. Curved lines represent fitted sigmoidal functions for each condition.

(B, D) PSE shift from training condition for static (B) and dynamic conditions (D).

Marker positions represent mean PSE shifts across individuals, and marker colors

and shapes represent conditions depicted in A and C. Gray crosses represent

individual data.

E fELR

P TNRBDORE S %

A SN BRI O R E S TH S Z & TR YA X2K

H U7z, RV A X135 o 7 VRO E DN E WS T k& < (PF/MF, PF/MN). {ir

BEIMNMEWSEET/hEL o7~ (PN/MN, PN/MF, K 8-3). ¥ FAdiligofriE (PF,
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Figure 3-3 Results of human experiment. Group mean of perceived size of target
circle for each condition. Gray crosses represent mean values of each individual

data.

PN) &i#E@hiE (MF, MN) % BEENE, EEEZBR L T 5HIRAET V5224 T
IXD7=E 2 A, FENLED EHEBFEE CTH -7 (F(1, 5) =52.108, p=.000, B
=.0.924), F£7o, EEBEO IR L AE TH -7 (K1, 5) = 18.386, p=.008, Bita
=.0.611), PF/MF &0 mE A 213 1.0 L AEI2/h &< (45) = 10.549, p=.000,
d=4.306), PN/MN & PN/MF &Y A X3 1.0 LW AEICKREN T
(PNMN, #5) = 7.038, p=.001, d=2.873; PN/MF, #5) = 2.946, p=.032, d= 1.203),

bt M NEFEDOT =& %7 —L L, fIEALE, EEE, FAEEZRE L, EER
EEHEL LTEBRIBIRGET AV EY I L A, FMNE & EHBE O 20 F M
HE TH -7 (position, A1, 10) = 74.578, p=.000, Bs«a= 0.781; moving width,
F(1,10) = 15.652, p=.003, Bsta= 0.517), FED FNF K OO B EN I & OZBAER I
HETlemnoi,
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3.2.3 BE

2N N FEBROF LSS B THRIETT230 0 2552 W e T A MM oM@ KA A4 U

ST/ MEAA U, ZofEfid e M OO TR TR S TV 2 [EEREEH
ERIJTICH D (Barbet, & Fagot, 2002, 2007; Imura, et al., 2008; Imura, &
Tomonaga, 2009), F7-, RIS Z HML LEIO O 2 RKOHEa LTI A NET
LR VRN NN THELD Z &b, KEROER L BT 5 (Fujita, et al., 1991,
1993), MEFJRITE FRNY ZHWIZRKE SOEFHIEIFREOA TRIBELEAET
5. —RARREEREE L EZ N,

— 5T, REEATEFRDVICEEND EOERNPRKE SOEFMHEIZEHF S L TW
DM, REBRN ST LS TUW Y, Fujita, et al (1991) 138V $E o4}
OBEDIMANT K 0N =R DOBREINZ, BEEFTFADD 230 L2586 O R E A
~OBHPEERF LTz, -~ MIFBEIL T2 OFRMEICED 57, Aot e B O
BEEC R S WA AN T AZR LI ZEMD, Ry VRN BITETRND 200
DTIEFZRL< . 22RO BEIZEED < AL &t TR T& 2 LD b
oo ARFEBRIZEU DRIESER AT X T30 ) AERNEIUSHE D 2 IRTTHY 72 R R
DWTHUTE SN TE T L0 LNITT H720ICiE, FIE SRR L S 672 5 FRA
VETH D,

MIEB ORI L BATEFERN0 ZFATL203, RITEFERLDBFET 55
BT B 72 T30 859 DA% FF2 (Gregory, 1970; Wade, & Hughes,
1999), K& SHRICB W UHLEBFEOZEN D2 Lt S Td (Luo, et
al., 2007; Watt, & Bradshaw, 2003), Z 9 L7287 X T30 0 OZIREN N MZEWND
THHLNDDHRD D, EENRM TITRE TR L EEBEETFRN N —H L
7oA % (PF/MF, PN/MN), #2350 J& L7- G 24277 L7= (PF/MN,

PN/MF), ~ MITEIBHRZEOEIECED ST, BEFRNY ORITICE SN K& &
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DOIEFMHEEZ R LTz, £, RERORAE AW - FREBRTHRBEFN D 2SN
RESOEFEERAHONTZZ END, B R EN N TRITE T2 0 R OBRIEA S
PLLTWaD Z &N,

t MEBRCITERRZD FRD LGN, N TEADNR D> T, ~ MEE
BZETN Y 22 FIA L2V A S, AEBRCIREE & 3H 226 ICBiT
ZECHEBEEAZFER LS, BEBE TIEEAEOSA, EEHHATA CERIC
5 R RROEIZ L > THELTWD, EERZOHAZRTZ < 0BT
5 L= HEFHFMEOESRELZHIK S LTHOWTEY (Goodale, Ellard, & Booth,
1990; Sobel, 1990; Stewart, Kinoshita, & Arikawa, 2015; Wallace, 1959; for review,
Kral, 2003), 77 v U O TITA CiFFEIEOEEB AN HITRITE 2T T 505,
Py AEENC K 2BV A DIXRATE N SRV EAVRIZ SN TS (van der
Willigen, et al., 2002), t MIBWTH H CFBFEMEEEITZED 73k 72 BAT & FiE
ZHELESESZ L0 5 (Wexler, Panerai, Lamouret, & Droulez, 2001), #){&iEH) |2
LORATEMEAEDHAEOETRICEDRVER L H S (Lillakas, Ono, Ujike, &
Wade, 2004), % Z T3k 3-2 Tl&, N MOFEHE 7 v ¥ 7 L TEEALEIZG U T
VT NEALTE=Y LORRRILEZEBET D52 L2k, ACHEREOESHE AL
Fr oM 2~ MR Uiz, 28R 3-1 LAk, EBVHZEIMIRO K& SHRICE 25

WAL & & bIT, EEMEEN SO B ORI G 2 528 IR TR~ T,
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3.3. BCEBMIC X VAL ESNEZOFH (55 3-2)
3.3.1 5
BRI
FADF v =28 b (Columba livia) 3 B AE BRI L LCHVE, EBRBIGEO

FRIIZENETN 4, T, TR Th o7, BTOMREEKITER 3-1I2BIML Tz,

‘%@F
[

35cm ML DANT v Mg 1AV (K 8-4A), i I 2 72 LCD £ =%

(FlexScan L357, resolution, 1024 by 768 pixels; refresh rate, 60Hz; dot pitch, 0.298
mm) |[ZHE SRR L, RN D %~ F1& % (Minato Holdings, ARTS-015N-
02B) IC XV E=F ~DODESONEZFLER LTz, AMED 7 LA Ry 78—

O REHM T h HIRABMEE AR Lic, A7 v MEEHIMUINILF I A T % 2
Hi%E L (Allied Vision Technologies, GE680), /~ b DEHEEBICHES L I=Rkfa~— 11—
DONLE & BB L7-, FEBriZ MATLAB & () Psychtoolbox (Brainard, 1997) (2 XV 73—
VFar e a—4 (Third Wave Corporation, Diginnos Series) % FV > CHilfl X

7':»
—o

N A

Ert v g VBAENC, 2800 AT DL v RERMIE & I A T RO E
OHI7E % MATLAB @ stereoCameraCalibrator B35 1772, 7~ h ORTAICER 7
mm OIREHDO~—I—Z2 80 1T 7=, FRE vy a i 2000 ATETREN
YN —OBEMLEEZAT A NZIZL VR Lz, AT O 2RITEHE EO~——
ML SRITTIEH AT MO UDEME LTRIAIND D, FHATNHMHNS
B R b LT DOLE A~ — I —D 3ITfiE & LTz, 3RILD~— I — (L EEH
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1 peck to
self-start key

1 peck to
either chice key

Figure 3-4 Apparatus and procedure of Experiment 2. (A) Two cameras were placed
behind an operant box with touch monitor for real-time head tracking and
presentation of stimuli with virtual depth. (B) Schematic illustration of
classification task of target visual size. Note that for illustration purposes sizes and

positions of visual elements were different from those used in experiments.

TR DR DT=OIZ ) TN H A LA THEASD & & BT, BEEEBOMITICHN D
iz,

L

BEH 112 2 RoeH U A0 TREZET 2 BRI A #RR Lz, BoRE S
(20 of Gaussian function) % 14.9, 17.8, 20.5, 21.7, 24.7, 29.7 mm O\ T NN Th -
oo BRI ONEEE ANLToE D720, 25 ROTEHE - KFEO BN DRSS
BT AL R Sz, RO K E ZIEHERE 148.5 mm ThH o7z,

T b B FETD LATE= X RICEAENZR AN O 3 RThiE4RE L., £

OIEEIEEEZT=F ECHB L, =X MmN 72K (x), TENME (v (ZZ0
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FIE =X FLH D 60, 30 mm OFFH CTHEARITT & LIIPRE S NTZ, T =X HIZk
T HMENE (z0) 1ZIFRITTIZOmm, 7o —73R 17 Cl3+10 mm TH-o7=, AH
3WRICIALE (xt, yt, z) &/ B DOFAFNLE (X, yh, zn) N5, T=F BRSNS EHH

frE X, YILLTFOXMNGIRE S,

XtZp — XpZg

X = - (1
P— €Y)
Zp — VpZ

y = Yt~ YnZt - (2)
Zp — 2t

=4 L CEBIFEZFHET L 7202E, EIMLEORIEN S ZNITNUEE=H
ORI E DT F TORIEHN/ NS WLEHH 2 (in humans, less than 485 mm,
Yuan, Sachtler, Durlach, & Shinn-Cunningham, 2000), AZZEk CTOERLEZFH 5 72
¥ Stewart et al. (2015) O FIEEFKE L=, 47 NMANICEE L= LED % 54T
SETHL, ZNE 2HEOH A7 THRIEL 3IRICAEAFHH L7ZEZOEEO 7V v
TRNET SN D E TORRFZ 1000 [EFHA L7z, RN SR ERAE T ENEN 74 &

11 ms TH o7,

T

ISy

&

NMIAMORE SGEHREEZTo 72 (X 8-4B), =% FRICHFHERF I N 14.9
mm OHEFEDAZ — FF—%2 00 LRFERBRERINT, 2%, KT
FlCEMREA R R Sz, 5O < & AMFBITHER L, 11550 THENITIER
X—8 2 DRI NTe, AR R OIEEEES 28T 5720, A ORI
3 RICNLEITHAATIC T X MIEE SN, ok, E=Z I T HEENE
(zo) 1 ZFATN CREE STz, BEBRIK 8 EIRDO N 2 1R (Birdl, Bird2) 13/ X[ H#
Wloxt L ChEXF—%, %0 O 1A Bird 3) 1THF—%2 o> Z & amib L7z, ik
TIE 305 6 DO BEIRI~DT 7 B AB L O 2 k(L TH D 7 LA ik v R
—EHT7A FOFIT, b LUZZT LA Ry =D T A SO FITDIDBER ST,
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FEERM O TR HEIL 50 % Th o7z, RNEMFF—~DORISE 506 TR0 X A LT U
MZE Vs, oA 7T 2% <Tew, R LR Z R~ T 2% ERIT21T -
Too BBIEFAT CIIARIEMF —~DORIMI N 7 & T, IEfEx— ST % £ Tl
WA R SNFET T2, BEREI~DT 78 2L XA L7 7 b ORRIE, EREICIRE
EEFAN— g VNTESOWTHE S vz, BBANE=ZIZEZ T T A TIZ~v—
T =3 B 2RI, BRI & BRI — 2R Lo T,

At > > a Tk, AMEEOE =223t 2 EEFREHL 0 mm THh o720 T,
N N OFEEEENCEE D LT MBI E=4 LTI LT\, 6 EHORETIDH
Mg a4 30 ATHR L, 1 E vy a v 180 T T/, #fiid 52y a DIk
ERMN 80 Ua A DHET A My v a NIBITLT,

TA My a T, 180 FIBERITICN X, 32 Ve —T R IT& To7, T r—7
AT TIEAEMBEOE =2 1T 2 |ENME L E=F R D5 10 mm FHl, b L <X
10 mm BUZERIE Lz, ZA D OSRMAETIEE MRS N b OBEHER) & i L TE=4
ECHES) L7z, FRIOSMETIE A hOTER & SOt TN, BOSRMTIE N hOFEE &
FAMCEHMITE=4% L2EE L7, 7Ye—7 YT iMoo RE SI2HD
O, WTFhod—o@ERbmibahic, 7A ey a oficiddi<tb 1t
v a YOFIE vy v a L ETD, IEEERN BREBITEHEORT A Ny v a v

1ol HZMWIE 15T A My a v &wiTo7,

3.3.2 #ER

AN MIFERIT, 7 =TT TSN TS BRI RE <R D3 ERF—
OFRENGRM L7z (B 8-5), LarL, WTFNOEKIZOWT HEEIH I L DR
1T& DZEAGITIG Cle RF—RIRBI G OZITH N2 o7z, BRI A X L)
BB X 2 BT & 2 BEER. R EBZR &+ 5 - BILBIRIRGET L2 4 T
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Figure 3-5 Size discrimination is not affected by the virtual depth. Choice rates of
“large” key are plotted against target size for each virtual depth condition. Each
panel represents data from individuals and summed data. Curved lines indicate

fitted function from GLMM with 95% confidence intervals.

DIAER, YA XOFEHRIFIAEETH-T2H DD (F1,7732) = 266.9, p <
0.0001), BAT X DTN L ORI A X & OLZHEERITAE TRH o7 (main
effect, F(1,7732) = 0.5, p = 0.6; interaction with target size, /(1,7732) = 0.7, p=0.5), &
B 3-1 LA U<, AEBRIZIHWTHEEIRAEIC X 2 K& SEFMHIIMER I h o
7

WIZ, EERZENTEEB OHIEIC 5 2 5 W BEZFHR5720, T vF T LI
T — 2 208 L7z (K 8-6A), ~ NI TIEE)R->- & (@EH) P S BT 2 &)
T T oA XL ZEMP T A L S5 7 = A X480 KT (Dunlap, & Mowrer,
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Figure 3-6 Head distance was affected by motion parallax. (A) Head distances to
target on the monitor surface are plotted as a function of time from stimulus
presentation. Black circles indicate hold phases. Triangles indicates time points
when a pecking is detected by the touch monitor. (B) Mean head distances to target
on the monitor surface during hold phases are plotted as a function of virtual
depth. Positive values of target depth indicate further position than monitor
surface. Error bars represent SEM of repeated measures within individuals. Solid
lines and shaded areas indicate fitted functions from LMM and their 95%

confidence intervals.

1930; Friedman, 1975; Theunissen, Reid, & Troje, 2017), #5220 X EEEFTOF
17 = A XOEBBEIAEN D FIC—ETHDHZ L5 (Goodale, 1983), IEBIH

DEAEIZ L > THEEBEN LT 2 Z LR TPl Sz, BEELE D x, y, z FEIEZ LZE
DR 2. 17T ms RO T 7 AT — RV TR LB LTz, e TR & Rk, ©D

IEF PO N OIHFER I TIINEN BT D7 = XL 2ZEMPTHIET 57 =
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A APBEEREN TV, B0 1 7 L—L& Gt 3 7 L —ARBOEEHEE D 30
mm/s & VIRV R AR Y =/ XL EFE LT,

OO EATHEFOFRIE T = A XZBT DO~ —H —nbE =2 Lo HHHHE
TOHRECTH 2R, EETEIC L 2 BATE 0N E R DIZ LWL Lz (K 3-6B),
BRI L2 RITE A EEDR. EREZEBZIR T OMBIREET V22 TLD

P

el ZA BITZOEENEE TH o7z (F(1,55584) = 32.1, p<0.001), Z i
BRI L A BATE FERNVICESWTOOL BEETOREMZ N TR L TWD 2
EHERLTWD, LML, ZORMRITESRAZICLD2BITEOR TR, =4 L
THBL LI EEEE OB e A U a5, BATS W& TIE
=% ORI &R U HAICEINTER Y . 29 LizE=# EORROZET A
BEDEVICKE L TV D s LILRW, E=Z EOEIE OfERA L 5 HEEEO 2 ks
EENROVIEREE LT, S~ —F—0 b =Xl CORmBEEREL AV, Llxd
AR 2T o Te, TEERREZ IR L LT2BE TORITE O RN AET
ol b, ZOMEITHPAOE =4 ETOEHOENTITRL, T=F L)
ENOHROLNIBITETFRND ZXM LD TH D Z EorEhiz (F1,55584) =

39.78, p< 0.001),

3.3.3 B&
ARFEBRTIEIA CHERMEOBEBHE AL SR A V722, BIEERC X 2 EEhE
N2 FEER 3-1 L [AER, K& SOMEFEMA~OEENEZE DT GITHR S ko7,
—J5. OO X EB P OIEEET O HIEI I EMHEAEORER L LN, E=4 T
BELESNTBATE FRNY BELS RDHITE, DOZEBEFOHILY = A X2 T
B NOOHRERENEL o7z, N MEIO D EEET 2 BRI & O EEEE 2 —
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RS Z &5 (Goodale, 1983), HLHEREZ I DERDOF3 0 & L CHIELIHEE)
ICE VAT AEEHAZFHAL TS EEZ LN, IBEOEWAFZEIZE T 5 EET
ZZDFHTIZWT I b BRSO ARE AN 72 & OEEBHIE 2 TEfRIE & L THWTWD Z &
5. 29 LR EEHIE ~OEE R ORI < ORI S flRE S AT A
DO—fEHITZ B 2 5D (Goodale, et al., 1990; Sobel, 1990; Stewart, et al., 2015;
Wallace, 1959),
ARERTITE=410 10 mm OBATEHHT 2 FEEHAZZ 7R L2, Eaiusst
T2 P OBEEBEOFIEEGINIT 2 mm FRE &N S o7z, ZHUTIEN K DD EER )
EBEZDIND, N MEEIFHERE THZE 0 mm ORI 2 >0 TEIZ# 0 K LT
el E=F OO TERERL L., BATEFRN0 OMRNIE -T2 &0
ExbND, £, N N OEHEES) & fFEE O M1 T4 ms OBEERH o722 &
O, TR SNTCEBRAENRERTE ST RS H D, B FTiE 500 ms F2 A OIRIE
F TR OEIMEAIC LSBT AMET 52 (Yuan, et al,, 2000), ~ N O RITE
b RO SRR EE 2R3 2 LB EENEADBEIERIEDY & U ARV ATREMED B 5

(Dodt, & Wirth, 1954; Hendricks, 1966),

3.4. FIEREBE

3T TIE, # 2 % Cim LI MR ZLS OB RAT & F3 000 2 B TH 5
FRED I IFIHFT 200 F LTc, 2 DOFTENER A8 L CTRRERYRAT & F2037)
D LIEEHEARITE TR OFMM 2T, EROMR, 1D~ MIREEI T30
ZRE SOEFEMECFET 5, 2) ~ MIEBHRZEZ G TEBHE A5, 3)
MIEER AT 00 2 R E S OEFEHEITITFIT L2V, L) 3 A BN
o
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FEBR 31 LV N EDE FRZOMOFE & FEE, REFERNDICLLIKRESDOE
WA AT LI ERENT, BEFRNY 2N RE SOEFEHEIZEL4AETL D
& EN DAL F N & L L7 o VeI, Fo 80 Y — (Imura, et al.,
2008, 2009). 7 &7 H /v (Fujita, 1996, 1997). bt (Barbet, & Fagot, 2002,
2007), 7> b (Nakagawa, 2002), 7~ (Timney, & Keil, 1996), & %< O TR E
T &, 52 ETHE LIMIRGERAT S T30 0 132 ORI H ORI & L TRk
DHAZFEREERL LWV IIRAEE 28 LT D 2 LA, REEATE T30 12
EENDFEETFN0 CHEOAE TR0 72 L1k, IROBLE O RGEKE 70 &R
boT. B LREOZEMEBRIE A FFOIRTH LN D BN RERRR TH D, TDl
D, FREFAERAERBBREDOEWVCEAD O TL O THH SN BATEFRND 20
7259,

FER 32 L0 N FPEEBREFNND ZHWTOOZEEBOGIE AT Z LR
STz, N DI T EEY 2k D BB T 5 ERNCEEEER 2179 Z &b,
HEFHREM L EBRAETRINY 2B T 5 Z BN EREINTE 7 (Davies, & Green,
1988; Ros, et al., 2017), ARFEBRIZFBRAZEBIHADOBEAIT S 2 & T, BEEES)IC
L0 AU D EEEAEOR A &2 ESENICR Ls, BEICE T 2 EBHEEOR A Z R LTz
D% van der Willigen, et al. (2002) (12X %7 7 0 7 ORFFED I IZA, Felik 7o BA LS ET)
(T FLIEOF W O FIHE 2 R D B O — IR TR RBFF B T H D72 £ < O SHEN
UEHNEENC LV A CHEBTFAETAD ZFHAL TV EEZ NS, BOEEH
Z=DOF|HIE Wallace (1959) 12 K23y Z DWFEZIa®, 71~F Y (Poteser, & Kral,
1995), /= (Schster, & Strauss, & Gétz, 2002), 7 7 /~F 3 7 (Stewart, et al.,
2015) 72 &, RRTHZRINTE T, THOWRENL G, EEHZE D EE) T
WD LREER, RRBERLAELRRICLOTEZOETHH SN2 BITEFRND 72
LEZOLND,
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2Bk 3-1, F2HR 3-2 & b2, EHEIHESORE SEFEEOZEIR N o7z, =
O LICBATE RN OFRIEITE RO S bR I TS (Gregory, 1970;
Luo, et al., 2007; Wade, & Hughes, 1999; Watt, & Bradshaw, 2003), 72¥Z D Xk 9
RBATE TR OBFWERLOLNDDEA I, 1 OOF[FEEE L TEXHNDD
ITBEATE TR0 OEFEEOERTH D, Rogers, & Giani (2010) [LifimErsERICE
WCEEIE L0 AREIRFER 0 MBS DB BIZOWT, EEHEENS OBRITO
FIRIZIISN A OWRD AL LI OTRRDZEL LI & W ) BHEPN LB TH 572D,
DFRNY & AN TEIMEADOEFEMEMEN L LHHA L TS,

Filo, BEHEAESHEREIRHEC L 5 25— TRE S OEEEA~DREILS
LR olo Z ik, EE EMREOTEMEZ KM L T\ D aTaetE b & 5, Aglioti,
DeSouza, & Goodale (1995) Lt MIBWT, T F o Z$ERKIEORE LM O K
T EIVNFOMORE SHRICEEL 52 208, FOMOEFTEIOFREN I E L 5
RN EEIR LT, 2 LTl $RREHCR 0 2 E@hl o 72 DILH & K=
SENITE DN Z NZ I E AR & MR CRBL SN DT DICAEL D ZENFRS
NTW5 (Milner, & Goodale, 1995), EEFHIZH VTR E X OEFPEILAG MR T
XN THY (Frassinetti et al., 1999; Tanaka & Fujita, 2015; Xia et al., 2017; for
review, see Sperandio & Chouinard, 2015), #IHIREIH~D 7 1 — K Xv 72 k5%
BREOL 7 b3V A ZAREZERESE TS (He, Mo, Wang, & Fang, 2015; Murray,
Boyaci, & Kersten, 2006; Ni, Murray, & Horwitz, 2014), —J5. JEENE TR
THUFLEN TV 5 (Kim, Angelaki, & DeAngelis, 2016), FEEIHOIEMH] - 15 {FEHE &
[FEk. ~ F O EAEGERE TG - SRR RRE RSN B ST D (Cook,
Paton, & Shimizu, 2013; Nguyen et al., 2004; but see Stacho et al., 2016), /~h & t

MR T TRRBFEA» Y — K& SEFM ] DESRE—ETEIRE L vo
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TCHATE TR OBRMER A BN D 2 Lid, #1Y - B RRE W2 15 AL

HEVWIET AT AO— KA Z KL TWAH 0 LitZely,
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4.1. FFim

PRI L > T = 242 2 EETIT, Z< OBWFEIZE > TUHDREITH D, £
LY, K FFEMERZR SEREE T 0 B 5 DS OEERIZOWN T, £ DFERNAL
., BELIICET 2 ERE A D,

BUET O e b IR 22T, B DB OSFT &2 R OMEA (RS =a—r v
DOREIZRINE S | D F D R 2 OBIZ L > ThithEh s
(Adelson, & Bergen, 1985), = D7 EITHHEEM ) & EEFHEEIY £ TL < OFEICHLA
ENTEBRHO—ZAITH S (Borst, & Helmstaedter, 2015),

L2rU. AT /X & o DZA D D S 40 2 B AR 53 1307 ) &l S — T
TEOHRW BB BAEC D7D, Big 2 FRSONLE O RPTEB Y & 6T D 24
HRd % (Adelson, & Movshon, 1982), B AR Z TR DH7280, LEYBLFHYFE
BRCIXER D MO RO EREH L EHRIZT T v NEBFHS AL TE T
(B 4-1C) (Adelson, & Movshon, 1982), L EHOEREEAELY 5 2 IEH) 5115
EAEARHIFIM L LTRISND 2D, ZORIKIBROZE A (intersection of constraints,
I0C) FHlNCk MIMA SN EIZATET L (K4-1D), 77 v NEEIEREEO
AL 2B SN D, [ UHEOEFEEDZ H-54513 10C Hin & 23R
DT RV (vector average, VA) H N —T 5 type 1 77 v RiEdEh &L 725 DIC
Xf L. $h7e 20 E O EHREE 2 HRSAIIXTI0C & VA TR 5 type2 77
NEE) & 72 5,

N—N—R—/VHII S 7o, BEEFAERREZ D T2 OICHW BT E TR T AT
Th 5 (X 4-1B) (Wallach, 1935), FEMZENIZ, EORHIIK L CTRID 7 O EGLHE
Ml 2R T2 L. B MIROELR TR TR < BOE#T M OES) 2 453 5,
RN R = VIR OB LTINS D OBER A RE STV 52 (Sun,
Chubb, & Sperling, 2014; 2015), =D 1->& LT, MO SIZE TN HBEE TR
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Figure 4-1 Illustrations of the stimuli used in Experiment 1 and 2. (A) A random
dot motion stimulus used for the discrimination task of motion direction, with
surrounding black response dots. (B) A barber-pole stimulus used in Experiment 1
(window ratio is 2:1). The oblique grating (red arrow) is perceived to move along
the ellipse window (blue arrow) by integrating rigid 2D motions included in bar
ends. (C,D) A plaid stimulus used in Experiment 2 (relative motion direction is
30°). Red and blue arrows indicate two possible solutions of motion integration: the

intersection of constraint lines (IOC) and the vector average (VA).

VEBEN ARG S D ER DBIR 7R E B By E A SNDH T ETAEL L Z ERFERILTY
% (end-stop theory, Fisher, & Zanker, 2001; Pack, Livingstone, Duffy, & Born,

2003).

=

E3

bt FEFLRERBTIE, RITEBK S ORI & £ ORE &V O FEE R 22 ) L
D EFEORIMAE W TORINTE 2, BRELSNOREIC W CHEEN SERITIE
EAEBBTEN TV R, BE T b ORERRARREEE (accessory optic system,
AOS) 2% £1% nBOR (nucleus of basal optic root) O#FSHNE 7 F » R %t

L CHEA SN H AR IRME 2 F50Y (Crowder, & Wylie, 2002), AOS X772 50
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HCIER  HBLERLCEBHHOT- D OWENI A S L ShTEY, NIRRT Ty
RAIIZ 3 U TR 238 5 I 5 Ty,

AREFRTIE, BEICBT 2 ESARREEZ A O ICT 572010, [TEERICK T
NMIBITDHTT Y N E = =R — VI OEB TR 2 <72, 3 DDFE
BRA1T o7z, FEBR4-1 TIEY v F RN EH O TR—= =R — LRI OFRE S 5 iE
A, e ERR 4-2 TIET T > N OME el mERE Nk
37 X LRy FOEE)N T EIZOWT, FEFRICH DR F— % DDV TRRT D i
AR SN (B 41A), IS TH T r—7HiliME L TA— =R — il L 77 >
RR 2R Uiz, ~ MEImfE e b EIZRR D HFMORISF—Z2 20N Z &
MH, b hEIFRRDGMOEBZME T D Z EAVRIR S s, FEER 4-1, 42 THDS
NIRRT, Z v Fix vz e NOFTE IR & S THEERERE -T2 Z I X
STHEUEARERS D, EBR 4-3 TIIZOFEEMNZ PRI 5720, T=4 % 0
cm & 40 em (SRRE LTZRBE T T » R OMTE T M2~z ~ MIWFhoi

HEEOHE b e M LR MOEBLZMET D Z LIRS,

4.2. N—=N—R—)VHBEOME (FE8 4-1)
4.2.1 Hik

FADT a8~ (Columba livia) 4 IR ZHERIA L LTIV, FEERBAMRFD
L 405 16 5% T, FHFEIL 10.2 5 CTh o 7o, B TOMEMRIIASER & EEEGR
LZ2WHRRRREZ BB L TR0 . N2 KT Ny hoElEss micBE 4 2 )5 i
Z %8 L C\ 72 (Otaki, Watanabe, & Fujita, 2014), A{EARIL 12 Refil g O K Y 1

7 NV OEE R CENETE S, SEERITEBEREFD 80 705 90 %DIKEIZ/2 5 &
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O BRETHIR S 7223, St L KIZERE 7 — PN THREBRPTETH 7o, KR

IR RN EERZ B2 O7KRE 2 % FEi S ATz,

i
[

35em N FDANRT v M & 4 BV, #/ilHEICfE A 72 LCD £ =% (EIZO,
FlexScan L357, 1024 by 768 pixels, 60Hz) ([ZHIE DR EZFTU, RIS XD &
Ft >4 (MINATO HOLDINGS, ARTS-015N-02B) (Z XLV E=F ~DO>D&KHD
i Zidk Uiz, ZRIED 7 LA VR /3= b BRI C & 5 IR GBIk & 18R
L7, ZEBrIZ MATLAB & Of Psychtoolbox (Brainard, 1997) (ZX VD /X—YF La &
=—% (Mouse Computer, LM-1500SC, Third Wave Corporation, Diginnos Series)

Z VTl S vz,

I
A & LT, KA OER 89.1 mm OENIZ—EHFMICEERT5HE Ny K
iR Ll (B4-1A), Ky hofk, A X ar b7 A M HETERITEICT V2 A
IZZ8 % L7= (dot number, 20—40; size, 4.5—10.4 mm; contrast, 0.6—1.0; speed,
71.3—142.6 mm/s), FEB) T HT LA D 11.25°MF T 32 SMF-E LT,
Tr—7RlHE LT, U7 MEREZ TR L7 (8 4-1B), EORIZHOWT, HEE
89.1 mm OHEM &, Eifih 89.1 mm THEMLE 2:1 DM AR T L7z, Wil =y %
SRAET D 7201, @ OERRICH LRBIER (0=0.5,0=0.12) T2 F 7 A b
Tz T T2, ROMEIE 71.3 mm/s Th o7z, MOZEREREKE 2 N T 2 MM
HITT U F LITETE L= (spatial frequency, 8.9—20.8 mm/cycle; contrast,
0.6—1.0), F KU 7 ~HANE M5 11.25°MFC 32 &M E Lz, HMZEOMH

TIXEE S MNS 22.5°MME T 8 M52 E LT,
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WEBRIARITHR R S T EBHRNK O F 1A & %% 2 DA FE L (K 4-2), E=4 ki
RS- A% — ¥ — (14.9 mm white square) %2> < LEBEFILAHRR SH, 2
TR D JAPHIZ 64 {8 0> B O KOS S — MR Sz, RO ES) 510 % i
90°DHEEFIALIE T HRILF—%2 D2 < Z L DRREFHRMIC L - Tk s 7z, LTI
50—60 % DFEZRT 7 LA L7k w /3= b REHHRINAY 2.8—5 BT R S4v, 2 IkPEFR(b
T & L TR IR SN D DENCEOLT 7 LA Ry /S—REO T A F2Y 3
FRLRUAT LT, OO F—%2 2o Z L iE 5—THOX A LT 7 FTHbIi, K
Jo A T A &P Te IR UM AR T 2 IERIT0MEA ST, FRIERIT CTIEAR
EFRSEIR O —~DOJRIE I 7 > &R nizd, N F AN IEfRER Z >0 < £ THRK
DER STz, BAEREN O RIFE & R, 2 A L7 U FORFMITEROKRE L EF
N—2 g NS CTEH LT,

224 AT LR SN D FIREE » & 3 > Tl 32 HEWW oG aiciE# 45 Ky
MR RR SN, ZNEBEERDRSES Bl By v a ATV, EERNTF ¥ A
VoL 26% UL EARERR LT ECT A My v a VT T LT, T A ey a TR
RNy MR AR T 5 192 OFIEEITICM A, il EZier~T 57 v —73{74% 32
RITIT o7, T —TRBIEER M 32 &iE. BOF 2 &0 (1. #1). Eoffx 8
FUEOEBI2 FEN, 16 By v a > TENEN L EITORRINT, T r—7
PAT CITEMEIR O G ANEL T & LITRE S, BRI OGHIZERTO® v a v
(2B DAFRERITOEZERIC—E S, FIZIE BEROY Y v a COFIEERITOE
BRI 60% THo a7 u—7 3 TO MO 360 * 0.6 = 216°TH >
oo TARNEYVarofiZiibiitbleyrarojifityra s iTH2 L

T, u—T7RITEEAT A Z LI ATFEEROIE T 2T,
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peck to self-start key

2s presentation of
stimulus

peck to
response
ITI (3s) dots
A

—— reinforcement <€— correct key —

——  timeout <€— wrong key —
Figure 4-2 Procedure of Experiment 1 and 2. The subjects were rewarded by
pecking to the response dots in the same direction as the direction of motion

stimulus (blue shaded area) and punished by pecking to the other response dots

(red shaded area).

4.2.2 #EFR
TA MYy a SIBTT DEATDEEFEIL 56.6—81.4%THV . Fr L AL~L
26% % K& < EloTW\We (K4-38), Ry hod, K&s, a2 bR, #lEICH
DOPFIEZERDEHNZ 0D, WTNOME S EE T H O EZFEE LI WR b,
T'a =7 R LT N MIBORICEAO L FHEA FU 7 M5 MICRIS Lz
(X 4-4), #DHMEBOFAEEN LT 5 Harrison-Kanji test #17>72& 2 A, #ED
FHROEHRIIEETH-T=H DD (K8, 54) =5.96, p< 0.001, n?=0.42), EDOFED

TN B O R DA BHAERITAE ThRovo7z (A1, 54) = 1.85, p=0.18, n?=0.02

43



A Target 9irection B C
] 1
8
b -
36
5
8 4
<C
2
0
20 25 30 35 40
Number of dots
0 .05 .10 .15 0 246381
Frequency Accuracy (%)
D E
1 1 1
.8 >\.8 8
> A = _ 1 o) = e
g6 g 6 g .6
3 g, 2
2 4 g 2 A4
2 2 .24
0 0 0 . : :
5 6 7 8 9 10 60 70 80 90 100 80 100 120 140
Target size (mm) Target contrast Target speed (mm/s)

Figure 4-3 Performance of training trials in Experiment 1. (A) Distribution of
pecking direction relative to the target direction. White and gray bars were counted
as correct and wrong responses. A red line indicate the circular mean of pecking
direction. (B) Accuracy for each target direction. Colored thin lines and black thick
line indicate individual and summed performance. A dotted line indicates chance
level (25%). (C-F) Effects of secondary stimulus factors on the pigeon’s

performance. Red lines indicates regression lines fitted with GLM.

for the main effect of window ratio; (8, 54) = 0.58, p=0.79, n?= 0.04 for the

interaction between window ratio and grating direction),
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Figure 4-4 The pigeons’ responses to the barber pole stimulus. Circular means of
pigeons’ response directions are plotted as a function of grating direction. The
response and grating direction are relative to the window orientation (0 indicates
minor axis of ellipse window). The solid and dotted black lines indicate circular and
ellipse window conditions, respectively. The upper and lower gray dotted lines

indicate the major and minor axis of ellipse window, respectively. Error bars

indicate SEM.

4.2.3 BE

7'a— 7RISR T B RS F N DWW TEDOIEO TR L dim & O BAEH 3 2
LR o7z, & b T MRS R S AUk S O Rl s I E# 35 XK 5
AT SALDD, N M TIEEHOEE IO 65 & BT 5 F I Ef 2 /i35
EDRESNTZ, & b TIEREENLIC & 2 Hm O R m OB By A3 7 1) 3B 72 Hh L
DIEF LSy & ZEE RIS SND T & TR =R — VR OMTE N ERLT D B %
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Gk

51 TW5 (Fisher, & Zanker, 2001; Pack, et al., 2003), AFEBROFEFIL. ~ b2
b DIEE) 2 F TN WFIF OIEB Ry At e L TV RN I E AR LTV D, I
X, MR FRBI OB AT 72 T30 0 ITKAFT 5 L 9 < (Cavoto, &
Cook, 2001), / h HFIMOBRED & IO FTEEA~DEFRIK BT, ZREFNO—
HOERO BN FROMBEIZIZE DN D EWVWHIHEE L —Fd %5 (Marin, et al.,

2012), Ak, N N—R— L ORI A ZEBIEL ., NI 2 HEE RS O ZE Y

S

R EFH A RET D Z ENNETH D,
W< EBR4-2 TIX7 T v R A WS Z LT, A~ MCRBWTEAR S i OER R
=

SRS S LD A T,

4.3. 77 v FRIEOMEDO (58 4-2)
4.3.1 K

FAOT v anN b 5 EERE W, N3 EERIZER 4-1I2BML Tz, 2V 0
2 ERIZ S v F SR T DD ZATENIIRL S LTV A, FRRIERE DR A3 72
WMERTH o7, FEERBMGRFOFIIL 1 205 11 TH Y . FHFIIL 5.4 % ThH -

776

i
[

Zy FNRINMFEDART M b BE MW, HEEOHRITER 41 LRETH

-7,
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R

AR S L CHERR 41 LR T Ny ME#Z WA, A X% 5.94—-11.88 mm,
HEA 17.8-71.3 mm/s, 2> b7 A h& 1.0ICAE LT,

Tu—T7REE LT, 825 TG ROIEREEOEFREH L 2 >ERLT T v FllK
ZHAWz (K 4-1C), Z2MEMHEE 11.9 mm/eycle, =2 h T A ME 1.0 Th o7z, #
JEF— 0 OEFEEL 17.8 mm/s, b 9 —J71L 35.6 mm/s Th o7z, 77 v FHlHD
I0C Jim & VA Fmn3ie 2 K5, BEFREBOBEL 1:2 1CHE L7 (K 4-1D), #E»
FHRIEE O S % LIS 22.5°M 08T 16 5, B VESEIEEN x5l B E

FD S0 Z+15—90°D 12 SoFpRE L. 192 D 7' o — 7 g2 HE LT,

R 4-1 L RREOEBN TR BERE AT 72, 192 31T 6757l vy a T
X, 16 HHWI o Ky MEFFE N REINTZ, TA MYy a rTiE Ry ME
AR T 5 192 RITO BRI TIC 2, Tr—T# 7% 16 &M T{T-o7-. T —7

RITTIX 192 O 7V — TRl AZ 12 By > 9 2> T 1 TR EINT,

4.3.2 #EHR

TA My a BT DERMOME v 2 g LV OIEERIT 62.1-T4.7% T -
7= (F45), Fy b, KRS, HECHOLTEEERGNI NG, WTho
EA S EE H M ORI ZFE LT nWRr b,

7'Z » RRBRIZRET B8 OGS AE TIOC A TidZe < VA e —E L Tz
(K 4-6), VA Jim & 10C HFR DWW b ORIS T Z TRT 2005720, #

FiRGET VE AW, VAFROTEERNAGETHY (F(1,2847) =53.18, p<
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Figure 4-5 Performance of training trials in Experiment 2. (A) Distribution of
pecking direction relative to the target direction. White and gray bars were counted
as correct and wrong responses. A red line indicate the circular mean of pecking
direction. (B) Accuracy for each target direction. Colored thin lines and black thick
line indicate individual and summed performance. A dotted black line indicates
chance level (25%). (C-E) Effects of secondary stimulus factors on the pigeon’s

performance. Red lines indicates regression lines fitted with GLM.

0.001). LEHMKELY . I0C HAZMAZDHZ EIXETADOYTILEY DR S5

L7ginotz (41,
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Figure 4-6 The pigeons’ responses were consistent with VA direction of plaid
stimulus. A black line with error bars indicates circular means and SE of response
direction relative to the component 1 direction calculated from circular means of
individual data. Red and blue lines represent directions of vector average (VA) and

intersection of constraint (IOC) for each faster component direction.

Table 4-1 Result of likelihood ratio test. A LMM model with the fixed effect of VA
was compared to a model with the effects of VA and IOC to investigate whether

adding IOC value better modeled the pigeon’s response.

Model DF AIC BIC LR stat deltaDF p-value
Response ~ 1 + VA + (1| Subject) 4 10580 10604
Response ~ 1 + I0OC + VA + (1| Subject) 5 10582 10611  0.455 1 0.500
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4.3.3 BE

bt MIFT » FRIBICKR L C IOC S OE#E) &2 M9 2525, ~ M VA F~D->
DEMUSE R LTz, ZhUF N b & TR DT W OEEBR Y ORE TGN RIR D 2
EERBL TS, UL, BIORAREMELE LT, ~ MO EREE O F IS Lz
fiR, £ DORO M TH D VA FH~DRISHERELS Lol Z EbEX bR
%o ZOFHREMEAPERT D720, BEREBOMEEIC L DHRKIEDOIE L DEDORNER
Rz (R 47, BREHIEL TWERDITAEENRKE LS RDIFEELOENK
ELLRDZENTRENTEN, HBoNTT —F THFAEENRELRDIFEETLOX
BINEL 7o Tz, 2~ MIBEFEEI ISR L CRUG LTE LT, VA HFIICKIE LT
LEZEZBND,

b &b SO OmMTEIBRIL, EELREDERE v T 4 IRV TR A 72
KPR TEY, TR WEOMEOEZILRZ#HEL < LTS, FICH v F iz

VICHES DA TEN 2 IR 2R TIX, & R ORI IR & F A D OB HEED
LR DRER, WOBRMAT A ARHEREDNT A= IHEXHE2H, B FTH
FE /T A =2 Lo TUET 7 v RN VA FICH2 5 Z L 025 (Bowns, &
Alais, 2006; Yo, & Wilson, 1992), AZER TH: &AL 7 # BUTEEHE S I OFE 22 Tl
72 <, HERREOE WA IR LTV D RTEEER B 2 Db, Hi< FEBR 4-3 TIXZ O
PEBRETT 5720, HIEHAZBRIEL L& D7 T v NS 2 RGO b % i~

776
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Figure 4-7 The pigeons’ responses were not deviated from the VA direction as
difference of direction between components increased. Histograms represents
distributions of response direction relative to the VA direction of plaid for each
condition about difference of directions between components. Red and blue dotted

lines represent the VA and IOC direction of plaid, respectively.
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4.4. 75 v NERROHED (B 4-3)
4.4.1 5
BB

AADT v a8 b 6 EEE O, A2 EEKITER 42108 ML, 1 EKTER
41 EER A2 IS LTz, 780 0 2 BT BIFE 288 LT, 8
BB OSBRI /2 o T, EBRBBAREOERNT 2 55 9 R TH 1 . FHIEMN

45 ThH o7,

W
[

FhR 41, FEBR 42 THWANT U MHOAMEZ — AR L-b0x 1 Ve
(X 4-8A), i DP#EAEFEWT 7 VA TEV, B & A2 LED % i 2 72 Ei % —
ZRLE L7, ATmEOSMII0, & L< 1L 40 cm OfLEIZ LCD E=4 ZE L1z, i
PEHE 40 cm 13X, RS Z OB CREEIRIR O Tz Rl TE L Z LN BIRkE SN
(Martinoya, Rivaud, & Bloch, 1983), ZEO/MAlIZET =X LS OHR R 220 L 5, JH

HEZRADT T AT v 7 BR—/ILTHESTZ,

K

AR & U CERR 4-2 L [REE Ny MEEITZ W o, BoY A X% 119
mm, Fv ;&% 30—50, YA X% 8.9—14.9 mm, #HE% 35.6—142.6 mm/s (T4 H
L7z, R boiEE i % 008 LTx18, 54, 90, 126, 162°0 10 F{i%E L
7

Fo, TR E LT Ry MBRIZINZ, type 1 77 v Nfillg4 iz, type 1~
Z v RiXE U o ZEEE ) b S, 10C Hmé VA FmRn—8L b7
D, A THWTS 86 500 A2PRIICHIET 2 2 & I12iE722 57220 72 O FIFgH]
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peck to self-start key

2s presentation of
stimulus

peck to
either choice
key

ITI (3s)
A

— reinforcement <— correct key:i
— timeout (5-7s) <€— wrong key

Figure 4-8 Apparatus and procedure of Experiment 3. (A, B) The apparatus used in
the present study. A LCD monitor (m) was placed 0 or 40 cm from a transparent
window (w) of an operant chamber. Three response keys (k) were attached on the
front wall. A grain hop- per (g) on the left wall delivered food rewards. (C)
Schematic illustration of trial sequence of the motion discrimination task. The
pigeons were trained to peck the left or right key depending on whether the motion

direction was tilted left- or rightward (represented with arrows on the stimulus)

WE LTHA LK, 22 hTA ME L0 T, ZERSMEGHEE, BHREBIOf TR
1T T 2 DCRE ST (spatial frequency: 11.9-29.7 mm/cycle, speed: 35.6—
142.6 mm/s, relative orientation: 15-90°), 7' 7 v RO E S =& E) 7\

W, EFmAE 008 LT+18, 54, 90, 126, 162°0 10 S E Lz,
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Ta—T7 Rl e LT, FEBr4-2 LRGE, 7R 5 O EFRER)) DR S D type
277 v Rl &2 A=, ZEMENENE 20.8 mm/cycle, 2> T A MME 1.0 TH o
Too WX —HOEFEEE)L 35.6 mm/s, b9 —HIX T1.2 mm/s Tholo, BNEER
B O ST EJFIE % 008 L T18, 54, 90, 126, 162°0 10 % E L=, B 2%

SEEE (o6 2 O BESR ) O I A T SREFHE D (2 80° T o T2,

N B 2 R K B iEE SRR A 1T o 72 (K 4-8B), A ¥ — Nl TH 5 |
ESOYE X — D FATICR LoD E RIS ZAT O & F =138 L' = Z IR R S
iz, 2WHAET— TR, A5 —CTHMO LED 24T Lz, EEY 232 IS T
WABAITEF—, AIEN TV EHEAITAFT—2 oo T8k Shz, kT
1% 50% DR CREFREN 2SR S, F72 2 kML & L CRETHROIERICE D
LT T LA URy = EOT A SRR LTc, NEMX—~OFIGE 5T D4 A
L7 U FTE LS AL, R TR R SO MEIERIT A S vz, R o 5gR
KifHl, Z A L7 7 b OREEIIERBICEHRE L EFN—2 g SZESW T I,

ANMIET, E=FHERED Ocm OIRFET 1 &> 3 > 200 BITH DS D AL
F 2 &0 Ky NEBIOFRHFREEZIT o7, By a VIEEEN 80% A2 D &,
RHOH RO 8 Gtk & MZ THRBFEEZIT -T2, TDH, £y a vy O¥poifTT
type 1 77 v NfiliiZz1#enR L7, type 1 77 v RidfiE SN EIR AP ELELD
[N T WD 0 Z RIS 2 T o7z, By v a VIEBEERN 80%LL ETTF A ey v
2 SNIBAT LT,

TARNEYyTa IRy Ml E type 1 77 v RETRRT 5201 90 5 17O
HEATICINZ, type 2 7T v R&ERRT H7r—7# 7% 20 Y7 1-7, 7u—7
AT TIHELLDOF—ZBRLIENCEHD LT bEITo72, TA MRy a VT
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i bbb 1Ry aroiiffity s a BT, EARN 5% E 821258 DIK
DT Ay var&iTolz, #EE 10T A My va ATo7,

TAMEya TR, Ry Fetypel 77 v RETERT 5l A2 FUOMTV, 10
cm A7 v I CTE=ZFHEZRE S LTV o7, EEEN 710%% FEl- 8 a13E =
HHHEZ Sem AT v S TREL Lz, E=XEEED 40 cm O BERE T L RO T A

feyvarz10ky a3 ig17o7,

4.4.2 FEFR

6 AT 5 EENRRUFE L, RTOTF R My a a5z, 1 EEIIEE
Bt 40cm D7 A Mt v v a VZBWTIEERMNME TN LIZZD, 8y a v innr—
2 DBIRHTIZ N,

N MEIARBEBEICES D &97, B TIZIS W TR OEE) J7 [ ) - T2 - — IR 21T
-7 (K 49A, C JRFu v b)), 7a—7RITICET 5 type 2 77 v RiZx+ 2 K
. BOWEZREEHOFMAMEE LTy b5 L WRBEEOSREE L, AF—
DOFJEEIE M EWALE L TOC 7Tl < VA TR TRl S AE L —H L T
7z (M4-9A, C BFmy b)), WIhOEEKIZENTEH, HF—DIEHEG % von
Mises DA TT 4 v T 4 v 7 SEHAOTEANLEIX, T0C TEZ2RL< VA PHIlS
NHAEE —&H LT (X 4-9B, D), I0C & VA b o v — 7 (i o il 4 %
NEUREH L, ©— 7 (B OREREA IGEEE. aE'7 /v (I0Cor VA), HLEERE (0 or
40 cm) & [EENF, EIEREZZBR &350 o~ Ak T —AbBIRIR & E 7 L
FUETILDI= L 25, VA Fh b OEEEN L v /ha < (X2(1) =53.777, p= 0.000,
Beta= 2.542), BEEBEEOBER L OFHEET IV E DR EAEMIEA 2572 (main
effect, X2 (1) = 0.450, p= 0.502, B:a = 0.321, interaction with the VA/IOC model, X2

(1) =0.125, p=0.724, Bsa= 0.192),
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Figure 4-9 The pigeons’ responses were aligned with VA rule. (A, C) The proportion
of right key choices is plotted as a function of the direction of motion stimulus when
the viewing distance was 0 (A) and 40 cm (C). For the training data (gray plots),
the horizontal axis represents the dot direction and integrated direction of type 1
plaid; for the probe data (black plots), it represents the direction of the slower
component of type 2 plaid. Curved lines and vertical dotted lines represent the
fitted function and its peak position. Red and blue lines represent the positions
where the peak for probe data should be placed based on the VA and I0OC rules,
respectively. (B, D) The shift in peak position was calculated from the difference in
peak positions between training and probe conditions. Error bars represent

bootstrapped 95% confidence intervals. Red and blue dotted lines represent the VA

and IOC directions, respectively.
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4.4.3 BE

N MR BEEECBI O 59 type 2 77T FRIFRIZ) L. VA TGN EE D72 0 —3 4R
FGZERLIZZ EMB, N hO VA FAA~ORSIE e N ORI IR X 0 SEEEEAN T
ZEICEVAELDZT =T 4777 FTIERLS, B b FORTHERB O E T
RIpDHZLamR LT D,

VA F1E 2 DO EREB O FRINET D Z &b, N MBRE Sz VA T
T FEFREBZHME L TRV | EREDH~ORRE FEH LR AT VA K
MDD W RSN DI AR B 5, Z O REMEZ PR 5720, Gl THW
7o type 1 77 v NICkT DG E 50T Uiz, 2~ B S BEEEEEN ISV TG L7278
5. BEHEE S EOMEENNSWVIEE type 1 7T v ROEZERPBENT &N THIES
NI, FEBITITAEAEN RS WIE EIEERB @ - T (FAEZE 15-25°, 68.4%, fAJE
7 80-90°, 81.7%, XX(1) = 80.482, p = 0.000, Bsa= 0.420), Z OFERIT N b A3 B E )

TR EREHZHE L2 VAGRICES 2T 52 Larr L T,

4.5. FH4ERRELE

AETIIBFICH T 2 LEBI O R 2 R L. RIS MBI 2 HRIEENE H O
WO WfEZ N — " —R— Vi & 7T > Rl E VTR T,

b NMI A= SR VI U EN R S AU 5 BB G [ 3 R D i~ A T A %
AT DD, ZAUTRITE L ORGSR T & F A D BB RS D ZERIBIICHE A S D T2 DI
AT 2% EENTNS (Fisher, & Zanker, 2001; Pack, et al., 2003), — 5/~ hTi&, =
5 LB B ~DOHFE AL 7 AR ST, b b &bk U CEB R D227
FEARPADSPNZ & 2R LTS, ZhUds RS —AC, SURANG 2 B9 2 B
(CRFTFR DD IRAF LTV &V D A THFFED A RS> (Cavoto, & Cook, 2001), />
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RO EAREEREICBO T, KORBNTHOBROADEERARELR TRR S
% EV D FIR & —E7 5 (Marin, et al.,, 2012), 5%, N—N—KR— VROV A X%
BAE LB ORI ZH~5 Z LI2 X o T,/ MIBIT 2 EEHA O 22 [ HiH 4 FF
EL, B e ol i L TW BERD D,

72 % M OTEB Y O A IESLIER A 2 SR 7T v RERGZ AV TGS
NTET, b FTIHERERENENDID 15 5FE) M OES TH D HIFKIFRDO LR
(I0C) FMIZIEBZ T HZ ERMBINTNDEN, N REXRE L 2 DOER)
. NRTIET Ty RliffE <7 bR (VA) FIRICERE T 5 2 Enmme s,
b kTR OFRIRALE P RIFIIC & o CTIZ VA Fic 2 5 Z £ 225 10C & VA
D 2 ODEEEA AT LEFFOL I TS0 (Bowns, & Alais, 2006), AHFFED
TERINOBNFTIEVA VAT LDOHRFFHO, b LI VAT AT ANI VBRI D L
ExbND, B FTIET T v FRIROSEREFFAEOGGEIZ VA TR A S Z L)
5 (Yo, & Wilson, 1992), VA J [ ~DEENHEG O S ERIRFE < . RAT DN B
IZE S THADRWHE T AT L72Ds LI, £z, I0C VAT ATk D, A
PFRL R VSRR B LPE 1T, b MCEIT D R L— R B RERGEE O A 72
PR TEIOHIENC AV S5 TS (Masson, & Stone, 2002; Whitney, et al., 2007),
AN R TEOOETENZT 5 BRICPAIR T 2 72 O WL MEH I E & <97, T0C
VAT APFEMBAICRIRS T 220> 72000h Lt (Goodale, 1983), /> KT
AL 7R R RR R C d D R CTIEAEER O SEI ) BB )9 2 B P& RO A
(Frost, & Nakayama, 1983; Nguyen, et al., 2004; Wang, & Frost, 1992). 1D
FEHI T E D & 5 BB R, A SN THDONEH LN TRY, ZhbDR
RRIRIEDNT N OFEIR T Z » RO VA ST 6 2 BRI R S v

(I, ATEVFEBRIZ K D ABIIEDORE R A2 BT DAL E 72 5725 9,
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N RO RS B N OBRRE & R FLEBUH 21T 5 LW O GIE. B RO
BHRAEEOEBREMEOMA L H—3T % (Azzopardi, & Hock, 2011), #IHIHEEEIC
HELZ T ERBF I LA L ORFAEEZITO LS THDLR, £9 LA
TIHPA D 2 WoTHIRHE TERONLIE DZEk) Tldie < BEEE D IRFZE I 72 28 IZ FED
CHEB S mEEZ T,

FTo. RBFFE T MR LT HEENVRAE L, TS O 5l TlidZe <. PIEIRR B
DZRBREZ K L TWD TR S B 5, F OWE OS5 M OERMEITTE R
DOEIEFEIE EHi< 220 (Frost, & Nakayama, 1983; Leresche, Hardy, & Jassik-
Gerschenfeld, 1983), ~—%t v M OFMIHETE T, EEHFROF 2 —=2 7RI
FoT, 7Ty NS 20BN LT 2 (Tisley, et al., 2003), & kDR
FAOBPRMEIZ K0 7T > Nl A BFREENC 0T D Dlcxt L, 2~ FOBLR R TR
WF a—= U PlEEROREBE=2—a VN7 T RO VA 5 &2 BEERE LT
LAREMED B D

B4 ETIIN MBI HHREB OFRSWENE b EITRRD 2 ENRR I,
ZAUE, MRS E o TEENFRASMNE & SN DGHEZ ORiES . EERE OEV )
Bl 2 & ETMFECEA RTINS D Z L 2L TS 00h L7

Uy,
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5.1. KFRDEL®
TNETREOWRKRICET 21TE R0 8L <1Thi, B FNEBDERERELD
R L L HIT, FHERNH D T ENRINTE, THD O MR & AHE AT Y
RHAE G 2 5 720I2iE, FNENOROAREIZE R S D HERENIT 2 5515 &
& BT, HEOBETHEREICHD DIERE - 57 LOMAELZZE T ILENDH D, A

Tidk b & BEOE

NS

e - fREIFEZERICER L BT MBI SRR, HIRME
BATH, EERICOWTENTNEREZITo 72, ERNLS, NFORRERICHOWTE

~ & D3N L FERDR ST,

5.1.1 & b & DILFER

B2 BT, RMRORLERELZFD, MIREE 20 M2 2 MR RE
it Lice 2 MIMIRHZE Z R ORI LEG GO FRALEIZ R L T-ODO X 1TH)
Aoz Lot WIRERERET OWEELH T 5 2 LRI, N TEAR
BRI Tl D ARRRIE T, AL IRZNEH ORI O M IS Bt S
B, P OB O BGHREE IZB W Tl ~DOBRH DR I TWS, ERE
HCIRBAREOYHIRRE CRIREHROME 21T 5 23, B Tl ISR O M
DHRRF A OMEEZILS Z BB N5,

F 3T TIE, HRMEDOBATE FRN 0 ORI Z MG L, MIRSZAEICE L 72 FERE
LBV N TIEEHRMEDOFER N0 ZFIHT 2 Z EN TR S 7z, MEIARER R
ITEFRNY Z2RE SOEFMEIC, EEHEAEFR D 20 REBHEIC D Z L2
RSNz, ENENDOFERNY ZHND LW RIET TR, BHREHEE~DRITX
FRNY OBPMEICIENTSH, b b Eo@tEzRr L7, b MIBITDLRITE FERD
0 DOIRMED A T = X AFH S TIEROD, BETFRNDICE D RKE SEFHENK
I DRERIR, JEENRZEDE & T EE AT RR TR SN TND Z b, #F
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1« BRI 2 N AL R S BAR L TV D v h LivZevy, N RO R
BIICBW T HERY « BIFAEE RN AT L CREI SN TWD Z & D, FREL O ALE]L

WG 2 FEOM TR — D BATE TR0 @BIMEZ L L STV H00h LivZawy,

5.1.2 &t & DMER

52 W CITMARF A OEEEICRB W Ty ME e b EF—OBRRRMEZ R L22Y, WiR
BAAORE SIS U THRBBEDNEL L 2o 72 2 & v WIRNAARR O1TEIRYRERLI
‘oNiehoiz, N MIBWCHMERA RN SN DO = 2 — 2 VI3 R R
R&EL, EAROBEEN IS 2D 2 & THIRIEHREZKAT D52 LITTETH,
NV REDKRI ZITWBRATE FRNY 2155 Z LT TERVEEX LD, BIET
MRS AR AR STV D 7 7 v w7 CIE AR TR < BRI AFE L Tk
0. KOG TH D Wulst OZHIBFITE ~OYITRTE RSN SV, mIRSZ A
T, WARIE AN B S 4D IR D Z BRI A AR —ERRE/ NS W LR B
HDIEAH D,

B A B CIIHESIR A O Z TR D0, NN R Vil L 7T RiEEf]
WUCKI LT N R T DEE T M2l ~7z, b MIBEREIZRS VT, P
B CRPTEBR S BRI S, SRERET TZALRHAE S D L ) B 2 55E
LB 2 2 Do — 7/ b O RHRR I TR 0 SRS BN B~ O 1 2 7
T3, BEREH IR AR 2 RO DNTI B2 TR, N IR E B, b b & IER
RAOFNEB AT T D Z ERNRB ST, £o. 7Ty FRBRICE L TiZsrhilag
BRI ZZE L T — B LATEN AN 2 &b, B S/ ITE ME
B & DFHeE OEVITERT 2 6O TR WEHRAFMEORMAEL T 56 DT
DI ENHERENTZ, T2 b, N PORERKIZE N OBRRE & 13587 5 i
BORAETME L 52 E RIS NS,
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5.2. BEINDBITH - EEVFEOENT TV F
AETIL, MIEICHRILL- b b &N kOB IRE O Hl 5 & L A 2 5T 2 R
OB HEY AND Z & T, A CTHETL7-mIRMHR, BARMREITH, HEEEFn+F1n

DT TV T2 RET D,

5.2.1 MR O TV F

LA T MR N AWE RPN H O 4722 59, mIREE 23 07 < & iR
SRR EAT D 2 EAURENTWS (Timmney, & Keil, 1999), iz ~w A, 74
¥, B YU THIREZICRREA RO 2 — v VBRI N TS Z £2v5 (Clarke,
Donaldson, & Whitteridge, 1976; Hughes, & Vaney, 1982; Scholl, Burge, & Periebe,
2013), MARNZ ARSI IRGE O IR S (2B & T LA FF O @ O R HREE TS & v 2
Do AT, BHELSNORIE TR EAE L TR Y . AR L mIRLE
DEIETIE U CTHARRED & RUI~O B EIE N5 & S i a0 R L —Bcd
% (Jacobs, Morgane, & McFarland, 1975; Walls, 1942), £7-. Bl Lz L =
M FLIE IR L CHREEF SR &0 (Heesy, 2004), Z #uiE, ®ATHETH - oA EFED
SIN bt EiF 5 72 DI liIRIEEF 2 JA < Lz &0 93X (Heesy, & Hall, 2010), mifkic
K2 EFTEN 2 & OEBHIE O 72012, FRIEARE S 2 R E R Ak 2 -5
O LR UBCEERICERE SD K o2 olz bW odind 5 (Larsson, 2011, 2015),
LB T, AR AVESS L2 MARNA AR AN 2 < OFEICH SR ILTVD EE X TE
WA 9,

BHETIEH, B2EOFERI VAN INDREIBOKEENIEAT D EIREINTZ, 2D
PERE A 3 % D DI ED S M~ O WHINE D LS & B 2 b, REROMEEX
=7 MU THHERINTWD Z &5 (Rogers, & Deng, 1999), MIRHAIZZ < O

FATHA SNIRETZ L VWA D,
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—Ji. N MBI D WIRSAREOFHLUIHEZES O N o T 2 LD MR
EHTLHHEII—MICMROEND LB HND, BRICBWT I E THIRSZAAE A R
SINTWHDOET7 77 ENY 7Y THY (Fox, et al., 1977; Pettigrew, & Konishi,
1976; van der Willigen, 2011), W9 oofE & WIREEHIEEHO T TIXIA, Fiz, 7
77 T B CHIBRAEORIHEZIT> Tnd Z & (Pettigrew, & Konishi, 1976),
M ARTGLEF D[R S & BARRRIE DR HG SETdh 2D Wulst DR E ST H 5 Z &b
(Iwaniuk, et al., 2008), {i] 5 2 DOEEE~DHEILD 720, W< DD EFEFE A B
BagEISE, MRSZAHABE LI LEXDND, 77 u Yy, I ZDREBATHED
FECHIRRIE N R E N &b, I L R, RATHEA~OBEINT K 0 mR SR A
BAFLI2Ons Ly, F£72, Martin (2014) XSO M IR EF (XEREHEZHE & BIf%R
LTHY., FRIEEZ > < EBETHHEIZEWIREE A RE WV EBRITNDS (72721,
MIRAAEF A3 AN & 3 U b WIRSZARR 20 5 LIFR B 220 & bR T\ D), Hi
DFEFZ AL/ b g EORIIBHE R BRDEB T 2 LB L LRWz), B3
BRI A TRV, —J7, BIK M AB ST CILE O OW L Y ONERMRE 15 7=
DIZEZ I Z 20 E R H Y | R E L ClIREE S KRELS 25, WTEELY)
HEMET D=2 — B L R=T 5 T A% 60°DHiIRIEEF 2 £F> (Troscianko, von
Bayen, Chaappell, Rutz, & Martin, 2012),

VLl W E BEOMAEN S, MIRFEEIIZ OB ET 28 ETHL—F, M
IRSEARBUIBRATIE~ DI, b U < IXFIBSYE O HIE 00 7= D I IO W IRBLEF & B iAk#%

AR ES MO TEL L TE e EL LD (K5-1),
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Figure 5-1 Schematic illustration of how binocular function evolved in vertebrates.
Binocular integration is considered to be implemented in all mammals and birds.
Nocturnal activity or precise forelimb (beak) control drove the evolution of

stereopsis in almost all mammals and some frontal-eyed birds.

5.2.2 HIRERITHOME N TV F

HIRMEDBATE TR0 OFFITW 20O TS TEY, Wbt b &
[ CRHEZFFO 2 L AR EN TV D, RBEFJRITE TR0 12 XD KE SEFME,
L CIEEESE (Barbet, & Fagot, 2002, 2007; Fujita, 1996; 1997; Imura, et al.,
2008; Imura, & Tomonaga, 2009), {F ->#¥H (Nakagawa, 2002), 7~ (Timney, &
Keil, 1996) T. ¥ Tl Fujita, et al. (1991) ([ZMAAREOHE 3ETH /N MIBWT
R I T 5, EEfRZEIZ OV T, FEEM (Nadler, Angelaki, & DeAngelis,
2008), (FoHi%E (Goodale, et al., 1990), 727 77 (ven der Willigen, et al., 2002),
N (KfEgE 3 ), B (Poteser, & Kral, 1995; Stewart, et al., 2015; Wallace,
1959) L Z < OFETHER SN TWD, ZiLH ORI R 2MEE AT T 512
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ITERE - RSP RE LT D08, D7 Ebe e MBI 5 BARRST
ZFERNY OFHIFMBEOKES B2 b5, BHEE 2 52T 5,

FT, EEEOHAE TR PHEICE > TR FAREER S 5, EEPEIZ O
T, |EBITE CEDI LD RKES 2 BATE 25 R T 5BOFRN»0 L LTHNT
W52 (Nadler, et al., 2008), /> ~ CIXARERD FTEHFEIH AN < | 45 CBHESEB) & AR
(24 U 2 IRERIEB) 0 Al EhEEFHIL 2°F2 2 T 5 (Wohlschlager, et al., 1993), /> b IFHRER
EE) T3 < BEEDEB OF A B AEOFEICHN TV 2 00s Lveuy,

H 9 120, MOLBEKDOENTH D, b MIEKERENLD T — Ky
ERAMMIGRIFICEY AT AT T FIEDH I L TREIDEFELZEHRL TS
ESNDHM, N FOMHERNLTH D Wulst 1TZ BRI KE < (8-6°), F-MHE &bk
LT hE—ZFOONIAHTH 2 (Gusel'nikov, & Morenkov, 1977; Ng,
Grabska-Barwinska, Giintiirkiin, & Jancke, 2010), L5, /b TIXEARROMHEE
D, FHIZRBEN NS OEBFEIBEICE N TRE SOEFENEFRE N TVD O TIEA
WTZAH D

B2 DR - AR A FE I b D LT R N EBRFEREORITE TR0
ERODOIE, TR R L o TA U 5 B ) T2 R R B h
HbThAHI, —HOFEDOHPES UI-MIRNARE & 13H 20 | REEITEFERND
REENHATFNN I, AESERRICHOO T L O TR IND EEXBND
(X 5-2),

66



salient monocular depth cues caused by the common optical property

2 A 2R T
—h s

Figure 5-2 Schematic illustration of how utilization of monocular depth cues
evolved in vertebrates. Pictorial and motion-parallax depth cues are utilized by
species from different taxa, because these cues are caused by the common optical

property of eye, thus considered to be available by sighted animals with a certain

level of spatial resolution.

5.2.3 BB O TV F

JRYPITEE) O R AR 1 T HEEN D 0 & I HEEM Y & CTHE T 2 2 &5 (Borst, &
Helmstaedter, 2016), FEEFHR 2 LA HIHHT 5 H—D 72 2% < OB REICERH]
SNTVD EWVWR D, —J7, MHSNIZRFTEBOMEIZ OV TIE, B4 EORR X
D, FIZL > TERRDIFEPMOND EEX bID, B 5EIDFREDHIKITED X

O IRIERETHEAL L TE12D72AH 5 D,
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AL TIX, FBREOM, RaT7 by FEWosBRHE T, REnEERH & £
DR GV IR D IR CUBE SN D | EBV U OREEMED MR ST d (Lampel,
& Nielsen, 2018; Movshon, Adelson, Gizzi, Newsome, 1985; Scannell, et al., 1996),
ZIHDOWFETIT type 1 777 » RRIRIZ 3 % 1@ ®) J7 ) O IR NME 2 G~ 72 72 8 type 2
77 v Rl % TI0C FIAICAR T 2 00E A TH D08, & b EHELLL 72 B LB
EWEROZ LML E MAKKIOC F~FR T 2L B2 b0 b, —FH. vV A TIEIIH
72 P O E BN LB 1 X R o> TR 57 (Juvinett, & Callaway, 2015; Muir, 2015;
Palagina, Meyer, & Smirnakis, 2017), E&EH RN E &38R 72 2 @B 4175 T
WD ATREMEDY B D 6

ESEIC BT % g 2 B LS I O W TIRIE & A E o TR, 4D

EBRERND, Db NIt FERRLIEBRGO KL L D PRI N
%o N b O LRI OB O fEE S LHER) g PWE 2 F5o 2 L 26 (Frost, &
Nakayama, 1983; Nguyen, et al., 2004; Wang, & Frost, 1992), =115 OfEIE T D
LB )Y, BREXCRREO OO LR D ARENE R biILD, » NSO GHE
T, 77 au® Wulst 377 v NROBERIEEZEIRMEZFFOZ LRSI AT
% (Baron, Pinto, Dias, Lima, & Neuenschwander, 2007), & EXH 0 &k B B 0 J
272, Ty RRIE O G S AU EE IR ME 2 R oM EEI T 7 7 v O TiE Ao
Do TWRWA, 7Ty RIS 2 Wulst OIREEV SRR O WIIE T & B
LTS Z Enn, Wulst O 2521 2 SR EREICE O CRPnEE A& S
TWDH AR D D, 77 v UNT Ty NflllE ED X 5 ITHET 2200EH 6 E
TRV, BRI EFEL L 7B 2 FF o7 HIE. & b &K IOC i
HET DD TIIIRNTES 9 hy,

O E BEOMENS, BRE. BRRE, 770 v BIXEARREITKET
HHIEEHEG (777 v F& I0C FRNZHTE) 2. ~ MIEERE IS 5 HIEEf
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& (VA GMICHET) 2 ESETNLHEE2LND ([B53), vURTEBERLE L
HME TR LD EDRRBINTNDD, TR N ERI—DOEDMNIARPHTH

Do Z 9 LTE#BH G DO XIS DO M ARGE ORI 3 LTV D, MRS
DOEEAITITAN, & L < IO EHHEALETH D Lk~ 7zns, 29 LI
TIEBEN N I ICLER OISR RIS MNE TH D, B ~OBEE 21T ) FRH .
BRAH., 77 v HTIXIOC HIEIZH]» 72 EEHEA DL SO TR WEA H

D, Fiz. VA HREOEEBFE A IZABERER 2380 2 £y 5  (Barthélemy, Fleuriet, &
Masson, 2009; Yo, & Wilson, 1992), »~ h72 & LRI HKAET 2 SRR CI kT
7RIEE T L DAL AT A VA TS NEIRS N TEX 722 LR S D,
HFLIELSN DL  OFMHEBWIT AN IE L TND ZEnH, b EFREROTES)
A TN T 7V EThHhoTo B TINWEAS, v ADEERE TN AT
HHZEND, MIEOMENAERALRNHE & R—OHE T A Ff> TW\izo

2, BRHESEBRHEIVMSZIEE LG TR 2L S IR TH S,
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primates rodents carnivores pigeons owls
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w |OC rule
m— \/A rule

= Unknown

Figure 5-3 Schematic illustration of how different rules of motion integration
evolved in vertebrates. The VA rule may have been implemented in the common
ancestor considering that the most non-mammalian species depend on the
colllothalamic pathway. Precise visuo-motor control of forelimb or beak drove the
evolution of IOC rule in primates, carnivores and owls. The motion integration rule

is unknown for rodents (possibly different from primates).

5.3. AEFFRDORA & 5% OBFFRD M

A, RO N b 2R GITWIRG ., HIREATH, EEEIZ B9 5 R R 2 5
N ATEIEBRN OGO RIS L, B M2 OfoFE & oI & FEE S 2 T
L7z, TNENORNFFOIRE « S5 FRRE D@ R L ERZHAT 2 2 & &
D LT, ENENORTEHREICET bV A &2RE Lo, R, MRSz
IR & EENHE A IS OV T, BRSO O RS 2o B T B 48 2 159~ 5 iR T8
R HEE L CE AR, HBLL TEHRMMETH D 2 L 2 A RITRE T 2,
L, BELCES TV AT, BEENRGEHLARVME D ZDICEEND, &
CETHEN LD THD, 7. WIRHFICBEL TTH DM, 77 v v USAO MR
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BN E\O RS MR N AR 2T 2 IR TH 5. BT AR O BT L TR
BB 3 (35—-61°, Fernandez-Juricic, O'Rourke, & Pitlik, 2010; Troscianko, et
al., 2013), MEENZARR O BEHAZ2FHLE 2 E TH L TW Y, £z, ~ FOIR
HEIXAEE TITOND Z ERTRISN D, MO @IRER T 2 RV
AR BAIVTUNRUY,

HIRBATHRIC DWW T, RE SOEFHIIRETIEN P TLIVRENTE LT, il
DETHMFTH2LERH D, TAOEIIZL > TH LN BITE TR D OFFHN
RBpp2bmb, HEMHORE (U MY, X¥Favkld) LRHETHZLET, fAD
ESNBATEFERNVANCER D ELTARDL LN TE D, o, EHHEAEITK
T IEFHITHN DR TR L7z, ARERT030 0 2T EBHIE IV &
D DNIARRE TIEMF LTV, BATE F030 0 OBHRIED TG SO F - B
LR Z FMe L TN 70 BIX, RN 0 I IR EB AN I B2 5 2 2 &
DTPREND, 7o, REIDEFEMED N MIBWTHE T I N0 b4 OERE
TP ->TELT, MRAERZNHENLETH D,

EEIRICOWTIE, & b & RS OFEDORIZETiL type 1 77 v Rl Z VTV
%7z, 10C, VA W o Hig & 2 Z ORI W 5 2 E B2 723 E LS ST
2N, type 2 7Ty RRIBZ JHWZATENERR, & L IR PR LE TH
Do Flo. N O VAFRIZ L DEHHGI T AR TLUHEI LTV D LESND
B, EEROBHEBICRT 577 v PRI 0BRSS 2N E THREIT S hTn
v, HEERE, HEERE. NEE PAVE TEBIINIC T 2 RIRMER R ST
WHZEND, TNHOFEBKOWTINTT T v NSO VA 7RISR A2 7R3 =
a—B UHENRROND EBESND,

BthlZ, AR CIEMALE L BEOMILERICE R Z Y T TE e, THEEY O
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