I1l. MESURES / METHODS

Performances
Response Time



Palli, D. G., & Farall, B. (1984) Psychophysical methods. In: M. Bass, E. W. Van Stryland, D. B. Williams,
& W, L Wolfe (Eds.), Handbook of Cplics, 2nd ed., 1ipp. 29.21-29.13). New York: McGraw-Hill.

Psychophysical measurement is usually understood 1o mean measurement of behavior
to reveal internal processes. The experimenter is typically not interested in the behavior
itself, such as pressing a button, which merely communicates a decision by the observer
about the stimulus.



Mai s doabord quel ques mots sur | e:

THRESHOLD, NOISE, PSYCHOMETRIC FUNCTION
& TRANSDUCTION



THE CONCEPT OF THRESHOLD (SEUIL)

dONVINHOd4dd

L
%,
Z
O
o
7,
L]
ha
-l
<
Z
i
LL]
|_
=




THE CONCEPT OF SENSORY NOISE
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Internal Response Stimulus Intensity




STANDARD MODEL OF DETECTION
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Adapted from Wilson (1980). Biol. Cybern.




SENSORY NOISE & THE Y-FUNCTION
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THE PSYCHOMETRIC FUNCTION
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MEASURES & METHODS



Pelli, D. G., & Farall, B. (1984} Psychophysical methods. In: M. Bass, E. W. Van Stryland, D. B. Williams,
& W. L Wolfe (Eds.), Handbook of Cplics, 2nd ed., 1 ipp. 29.21-29.13). Mew York: McGraw-Hill.

There are two kinds of decision tasks: judgments and adjustments. It is useful to think
of one as the inverse of the other. In one case the experimenter gives the observer a
stimulus and asks for a classification of the stimulus or percept; in the other case the
expenimenter, in effect, gives the observer a classification and asks for an appropriate
stimulus back. Either the experimenter controls the stimulus and the observer makes a
judgment based on the resulting percept, or the observer adjusts the stimulus to satisfy a
Jperceptual criterion specified by the experimenter (e.g., match a sample).

Distinguishing between judgment and adjustment tasks emphasizes the kind of response
that the observer makes. It is also possible 1o subdivide tasks in a way that emphasizes the
stimuli and the question posed. In a detection task there may be any number of alternative
stimuli, but one is a blank, and the observer is asked only to distinguish between the blank
and the other stimuli. Slightly more general, a discrimination task may also have any
number of alternative stimuli, but one of the stimuli, which need not be blank, is
designated as the reference, and the observer is asked only to distinguish between the
reference and other stimuli. A decision that distinguishes among more than two categories
is usually called an “identification™ or “‘classification” (Ashby., 1992),



The psychophysical approach :
Paradigms & Measures

DIMENSIONS, STIMULLI, PARADIGMS MESUREMENT TASKS &
QUESTIONS == (Psycho-Anatomy) ™=  METHODS ™= PERFORMANCES
1 ATTRIBUTE / DIMENSION 1 SELECTIVE 1 SUBJECTIVE i TASKS (Detection,
(Color, Shape, Size, SF, ADAPTATION (Adjustement, Discrimination,
TF, Motion, Binocular 1T MASKING / Matching, Nulling, Identification,
Disparity, Complex INTERFERENCE Scaling, Yes/ MMmé)chingé)
metrics (faces, natural 1 VISUAL SEARCH 1 OBJECTIVE (Forced 1 PERFORMANCES
i magesé) 1 PRIMING choice, Yes/ Ndé&Correct, do,
1 STIMULUS (Flashes, i UNSTABLE Y -Fonction, Bias, PSE,
Bars, Gabors, Textures, STIMULI Response Times, other
Faces, Natural i nfaBJNOSULAIR Mot or charact
1 QUESTIONS ASKED INTERACTIONS
(Local vs. Global, 1 ATTENTIONNAL
Modular vs. Interactive MANIPULATION

processing,
Segmentation/Fusion/Bin
-ding, Attribute
summati oné)



ONE POSSIBLE CLASSIFICATION

BASED ON | SUBJECTIVE

Adjustment

Matching / Nulling

Method of limits
Response Magnitude

type estimation

At Subject's

discretion
(Adjustment, etc.)

Stimulus
presentation




The 4 main experimental formats in psychophysics
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ADJUSTEMENT

Method of Adjustment: procedure

Standard Stimulus Range
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Initial size 14.0 32.0
Set size 18.8 19.3




ADJUSTEMENT



ADJUSTEMENT: NULLING

http://visionlab.harvard.edu/Members/Patrick/Demos/index.html

CAFFE WALL


http://visionlab.harvard.edu/Members/Patrick/Demos/index.html

ADJUSTEMENT: NULLING
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METHOD OF LIMITS

Method of limits: procedure

Stimulus set
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METHOD OF LIMITS

Method of limits: analysis

Series Order
Descending Ascending Descending Ascending

Hysteresis

Cresspoint 10.5 12.5
Descending threshold=(10.5+ 10.5)/2=10.5
Ascending threshold=(12.5+11.5y2=12.0
Absolute threghold= (10.54+ 12.0)/2=11.25
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Adelson, E. H. (1993). Perceptual organization and the judgment of brightness. Science, 262,
2042-4.



The upper and lower cubes in the foreground appear very different
in brightness: white below and dark grey above; Despite this
appearance,the surfaces are in fact physically identical. Move your
mouse over the ‘mask’ to reveal their 'true’ similarity.

The two large surfaces in the foreground appear very different in
brightness: white on the right and dark grey on the left. Despite this
appearance, these surfaces are in fact physically identical. Move
your mouse over the ‘mask’ to reveal their 'true’ similarity.
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The central squares on the upper and | r surfaces of this cube
appear very different in coloui: Brow: o the top and bright
orange on the bottom. Move your mouse over the 'mask’ to reveal g
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ADJUSTEMENT & METHOD OF LIMITS

Sources of response bias

* habituation
* anticipation
* adaptation

1 purely subjective (bias)




CONSTANT STIMULI

Method of constant stimuli: procedure

Standard Stimmulus set

O
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Trial 1 Trial 2 Trial 3




CONSTANT STIMULI

Method of constant stimuli: analysis

atimulus udgment Frequency ‘roportion of Judgments
Size Larger Smaller Total Larger smaller




METHODES ADAPTATIVES

1 Levitt

T QUEST

The only unknown is threshold, which is treated as a random varnable, X, to be
cstimated. The experimenter supplies an initial guess, by specifying the mean and SD
of a Gaussian probability density function. For the reader’s convenience, we supply a
one-line simulation of an observer with threshold f4ctual, so the program can be run
on its own. To run a real experiment, that line must be replaced by code that pre-
sents a stimulus (at intensity x) and collects the observer’s response (1 if right, 0 if
wrong). After each response, the probability density function, ¢, is updated by
Bayes’s rule. Each trial is placed at x, the current maximum-probability estimate of
threshold, i.e. the mode. The final threshold estimate is also the mode.



REGLESUP-DOWN DE

LOESCALI

ER PSYCHOI

Levitt. H. (1971). Transformed Up-Down methods in psychoacoustics. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 49, 467-477.

STIMULUS LEVEL
(ARBITRARY UNITS)
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own procedure. A typical

-get of data using a fixed step size is shown. The initial value is
usually the best @ priors estimate of Xs. A run consists of a
sequence of changes in stimulus level in one direction only. A
highly efficient estimation procedure is to use the midpoint of
every second run as an estimate of X;9. These estimates would be
0, 1.5, and —0.5 for runs 2, 4, and 6, respectively.



REGLESUP-DOWN DE LOESCALI ER PSYCHOTF

Levitt. H. (1970). Transformed Up-Down methods in psychoacoustics. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 49, 467-477.

TasLE I. Response groupings for transformed up-down strategies. Several simple response grougéngs are shown. Entry 1 corresponds
to the simple up~down procedure. Entry 2 corresponds to the method used by Zwislocki ef al. (1968) and Heinemann (1961). Entries 2
and 3, and § and 6, with random interleaving, were used by Levitt (1964). Entry 7 is typical of the BUDTIF procedure proposed by
Campbell {1963). Entry 8 was used by Levitt and Rabiner (1967).
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Response sequences Response groupings
UP group DOWN group Probability of a Probability of
increase level decrease level sequence from DOWN positive response
Entry after: after: group =P[DOWN] at convergence
1 - + P(X) P(X)=0.5
2 + = or — + + [P(X)T P(X)=0.707
3 -~ —4or+ [1-PX)JP(X)+P(X) P(X)=0.293
4 T + 4 [P(X)7} P(X)=0.794
+ 4+ —or : :
5 T ++++ [PCOT P(X)=0.841
——— + or '
6 _———— “_“+'*;r°' t~[1—-P(X)]* P(X)=0.159
Any group of 4h O
responses with::. _
7 1 or more nega.’ + + + + [P(X)] P(X)=0.841
tive responses
- - + +
8 —+ - - CP{X)T[3-2P(X)] P(X)=05
B e -+ -+




UP-DOWN STAIRCASE RULES

(a) At what stimulus level should the staircase start?
(b) How big the step-size should be?

(c) When to stop testing?

(a) Starting at vertical is unwise because the subject could merely guess randomly, even with eyes shut, and would
nicely track around vertical. Starting well right or left of vertical is also unwise for three reasons. First, a subject
responding "L,L,L,L,L,L ..." will become anxious because subjects expect to say L and R about equally often
(response frequency equalization) and may therefore throw in an "R" based on bias rather than perception.
Second, a long string of L or R stimuli could cause adaptation. Third, long strings are inefficient because the
only information of use to the experimenter comes from reversal at peaks or valleys. Fourth, even if the starting
point was a long way from the true PSV, a bad or lazy subject could just guess randomly and produce a nice
oscillation around the starting point that actually had no relation to that subject's PSV.

The way to solve this problem is to run two staircases simultaneously, randomly switching from one to the other,
with one starting way L and the other way R. You could do this by having two staircase grids in front of you and
randomly moving from one to the other. This means: Not only have we solved the starting level problem; but
have now removed the obvious sequential dependency of the trial n stimulus on the trial n-1 response. Within
each staircase this dependence remains; but the random interleaving of the two staircases conceals it from the
subject!

(b) If it is too big, then the subject will simply oscillate between L and R giving no real estimate. If the step size is too
small, say 0.005 deg, then the method becomes inefficient because there will be long strings of L or R without
reversals; and remember that this will also worry the subject. To choose step size, one way is to run pilot
experiments to find out what is a good size. Another way is to choose a size roughly equal to the standard
deviation(s) of the statistic being measured.

(c) Consider that we would like to base every subject's PSV estimate on the identical number of measures. What are
the measures which enter into the estimate? They are not trials but reversals. Hence, the thing to do is to select
a fixed number of reversals. All subjects will then have the same number of reversals but more variable subjects
will need more trials to reach that criterion.




Stimulus Intensity

ESCALIERS PSYCHOPHYSIQUES INTERCALES

Stimulus Intensity

Trial Number Trial Number



* Ascending method of limits: controls adaptation
level

* Forced choice method: detects random guessing

* Tracking: quick and dirty screening

* Staircase methods: efficient




SCALING (MAGNITUDE ESTIMATION)

Types of psychophysical scales

* nominal (categories)
* prdinal (sequences)
= interval (distances)
* ratio (magnitudes)

Psychophysical scaling methods

Indirect methods

= categorical rating

= confusion scaling
Direct methods

* fractionation

* magnitude estimation

Indirect scaling methods

Categorical Rating Confusion Scaling

.|Description
Much much larger than

Much larger than

Larger than

Az larpe as

Smaller than

Much smaller than
Much much smaller than
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Direct scaling methods

Fractionation

1
2

Magnitude estimation




MULTIDIMENSIONAL SCALING

Multidimensional scaling

Similarity Matrix
Trumpet

| Violin] [1.0]
| Trombone] | 1.0
Saxophone| 03] [10]
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PRINCIPAL & INDEPENDENT COMPONENT ANALYSIS

PCA:
*Decorrelated
*Orthogonal

ICA:
«Statistically
Independent

PCA Image removed due to copyright considerations. See Figure 1 in:

Baek, Kyungim, et. al. "PCA vs. ICA A comparison on the FERET data set.”
International Conference of Computer Vision, Pattern Recognition, and Image
Processing, in conjunction with the 6th JCIS. Durham, NC, March B-14 2002, June 2001.

ICA



EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN

1 Choice of stimulus levels/categories (linear, log)

9 Ordered (learning) vs. Random stimulus levels/categories

i Balanced/unbalanced groups

1 Within-vs. Across-subj ects experimental des



DL au SEUIL

Assess / test Weber law

Dans quel ordre va-t-on présenter les
différents niveaux ?

9 En ordre croissant / descendant ?

1 Tirés au hasard ?
(NB. Sti Csts requiérent la randomisation.)

Comment doit-on choisir les
différents niveaux ?

M Sur une échelle linéaire ?
1 Logarithmique ?
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SOME CLASSICAL EXPERIMENTAL PARADIGMES

Adaptation & Selective adaptation (Blakemore & Campbell, 1968)
Masking (channels, critical bands)

Subliminal summation (King-Smith & Kulikowski, 1974)

Combined detection & identification measurements (Watson &
Robson, 1981)

Uncertainty manipulations (Pelli, 1985)
Priming & stimulus interference (e.g. Stroop)

Psychophysics as Psycho-Anatomy (Julesz)



Dark Adaptation
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Fig. 2. Dark adaptation curves for a blue test-flash after a white bleach: Curve A :
threshold measured in the darle; B-D; test presented on a yellow-green background

: of intensities: 1-8 B, 2.4 €, and 30 [ log. units, these units being the same as for
Figure 1. Dark adaptation curve. The shaded area represents 80% of the group e & h 1 k8 being
of subjects. Hecht and Mandelbaum'’s data from From Pirenne M. H., Dark the backgrounds in Fig. la. Solid curves: predictions derived from Fig. 3.

Adaptation and Night Vision. Chapter 5. In: Davson, H. (ed), The Eye, vol 2.

London, Academic Press, 1962.
Du Croz &. Rushton, J. Physiol., 1966.

Hecht, 1937; Stiles, 1939; Rushton, 1961




SF Adaptation

Adapted from Blakemore & Sutton, 1969.



Selective SF Adaptation
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RELATIVE THRESHOLD ELEVATION

10 ’ : K 10 i

SPATIAL FREQUENCY — cycles/deg. SPATIAL FREQUENCY — cycles/deg.

FIGURE 14. Adapted and unadapted contrast sensitivity functions . FIGURE 13. Threshold elevation ratios produced by adaptation
from which Blakemore and Campbell'® calculated the threshold to a (7.1 c/degree) sine-wave grating. Data from Blakemore and
elevation curve shown in Figure 13. 1969 ' Campbell. 1969

Blakemore and Campbell, 1969






Contraste au Seull

ot
.
.
.
.
.
.
o
o
.
.
.
.
.
S

.
ot
.
.
.

.
“‘
.
o
.

.
.t
.
.

Masking

.
"‘
.
.
.
.

IN3S Np uoneA|d

Contraste du Bruit

2




http://viperlib.york.ac.uk/scripts/PortWeb.dll
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Masking & Critical bands

WIDERAND NOISE




Masking & Critical bands
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Threshold of detection curve in the presence
of a masking noise with a bandwidth equal to
the critical bandwidth, a centre frequency of 1
kHz and a level of 60 dBspl.

Zwicker and Fastl, 1999.



Filtering

Chung & Tjan (2009). Spatial-frequency and contrast properties of reading in central and peripheral
vision. Journal of Vision 9(9), 16, 1-19.



