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BACKGROUND. In silencing, a set of objects changing in It also (correctly) predicts that only retinotopic motion LOCAL MOTION. In which the set moves as a rigid sheet
brightness, hue, size, or shape appears to stop chang- will produce silencing. in a small circular path.
ing when it moves. o ,
e ce° "1 %" Spatiotopic only: ®s move and + follows 0.
Wl’l d Z . h 9 o . LI AN ..° Retinotopic only: ®s stay put and + moves -
Yy aoes silencing nappern: e e T e ': ." Both: ®’s move and + stays put (original)
. AT o oCe N Neither: ®'s and + stays put :% _ - o
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THE BRIEF WINDOW HYPOTHESIS. Change detection 5
. . . 10 r2=0.92 - 10 &
relies on the success of local detectors, which fail 1w ¥
when a fast-moving object affords them only a brief a ] B S .
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?Zzg’ﬂ’;;";’,’;f»gow ggi;”b;?vmg retinotopic " only only motion Error rate (error/s) ILLUSORY MOTION. In which the set and background are
ZHQ’OW . . .
| motionless, but before viewing them, the observer adapts to
/ a rotating pinwheel pattern, producing a motion aftereffect.
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- THE FALL OF THE BRIEF WINDOW HYPOTHESIS. We show .
. . . . . ) @atlng adaptor
three new forms of silencing in which the objects don't r

change position: background, local, and illusory motion.

The brief window hypothesis (correctly) predicts a
speed dependency: the faster the motion, the less

noticable the change. BACKGROUND MOTION. In which a set of motionless

changing dots rests on a rotating pinwheel back-
ground (see figure at left).
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Silencing factor

CONCLUSION. N The brief window hypothesis is insuffi-
cient to explain silencing via background, local, and illu-
sory motion. & Instead, we propose suppression or misat-
tribution.
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