Perceptual grouping and inverse fMRI activity patterns in
human visual cortex
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We used functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) to measure activity in human visual cortex, including a higher object
processing area, the lateral occipital complex (LOC), and primary visual cortex (V1), in response to a perceptually bistable
stimulus whose elements were perceived as either grouped into a shape or randomly arranged. We found activity increases
in the LOC and simultaneous reductions of activity in V1 when the elements were perceived as a coherent shape.
Consistent with a number of inferential models of visual processing, our results suggest that feedback from higher visual
areas to lower visual areas serves to reduce activity during perceptual grouping. The implications of these findings with
respect to these models are discussed.

Keywords: V1, lateral occipital complex, perceptual grouping, feedback

Citation: Fang, F., Kersten, D., & Murray, S. O. (2008). Perceptual grouping and inverse fMRI activity patterns in human
visual cortex. Journal of Vision, 8(7):2, 2-9, http://journalofvision.org/8/7/2/, doi:10.1167/8.7.2.

Introduction

A defining characteristic of human visual perception is
the ability to assemble complex visual features—sometimes
spatially separated and partially occluded—into coherent,
unified representations of objects and surfaces. Grouping
processes can vastly simplify the description of a visual
scene because multiple features can be assigned to a single
“cause.” For example, multiple lines of the same orientation
can be described as a single texture without needing to
specify each element within the pattern.

What are the neural mechanisms that underlie percep-
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compared to when they were randomly assembled
(“ungrouped”). Although we had performed a number of
control studies showing that the results were not due to
various stimulus differences between the grouped and the
ungrouped stimulus conditions, completely ruling out such
differences is difficult.

One class of stimuli that control for image differences
are image patterns with bistable perceptual properties.
These stimuli provide a powerful tool for investigating the
neural mechanisms underlying perceptual grouping
because they have constant image features that sponta-
neously switch between being perceived as grouped into a
single object and being perceived as ungrouped visual
features. In the current experiment, we measured fMRI
activity as subjects viewed a perceptually bistable stim-
ulus with four moving line segments that were either
perceived as a rigid diamond translating horizontally or
perceived as ungrouped line segments. Earlier measure-
ments (Murray et al., 2002) had shown that activity in V1
decreases when the line segments are perceptually
grouped into a rigid diamond. The current study represents
a significant advance in methodology, together with
additional analyses of extrastriate areas. Across all of
our subjects, we observed significant inverse activity
patterns in the LOC and V1: Activity increases in the
LOC during perceptual grouping were accompanied by
activity decreases in V1.

Subjects

A total of four healthy subjects (3 male and 1 female)
participated in the experiments, all of whom had extensive
experience as subjects in psychophysical and fMRI
experiments. They were right-handed, reported normal or
corrected-to-normal vision, and had no known neuro-
logical or visual disorders. Ages ranged from 26 to 32.
They gave written, informed consent in accordance with
the procedures and the protocols approved by the human
subjects review committee of the University of Minnesota.

Stimuli and designs

The main experiment was performed using a constant
image sequence that formed a changing bistable percept
with either grouped or ungrouped line segments. The
stimulus was a line drawing of a diamond whose four
corners were occluded by three vertical bars of the same
color as the background (Figure 1A). The diamond moved
at a constant horizontal speed of 1.3 deg/s and reversed
direction every 1 s. A similar stimulus was used by
Lorenceau and Shiffrar (1992). The line segments were
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Figure 1. The stimulus was a horizontally translating diamond

whose four corners were occluded by three vertical bars of the

same color as the background (A). The four remaining line

segments could be perceived as a rigid diamond moving horizon-
tally (B) or as individual line segments moving vertically (C).

2.6° in length, and their centers were at 2.8°-3.9°
eccentricity. The stimulus could be perceived either as a
rigid diamond moving horizontally behind occluders
(diamond, Figure 1B) or as individual line segments
moving vertically (non-diamond, Figure 1C). The two
percepts alternated and subjects indicated their perceptual
state with a button press. A total of 5-6 400 s scans were
performed for each subject.

Retinotopic visual areas were defined by a standard
method developed by Engel, Glover, and Wandell (1997)
and Sereno et al. (1995). Two block-design scans were
used to define the regions of interest (ROI). In one scan, a
10-Hz counterphase-flickering stimulus (Figure 2) was
passively viewed to define the subregions of V1, V2, and
V3 corresponding to the areas covered by the moving line
segments. The scan consisted of ten 20-s stimulus blocks
and ten 20-s blank intervals, which interleaved with each
other. In the other scan, to localize object processing
areas, subjects passively viewed images of intact and
scrambled objects, which subtended 9.4° x 9.4° and were
centered at the fixation. Images appeared at a rate of 2 Hz
in blocks of 20 s. Intact and scrambled object blocks were
repeated 10 times and interleaved with each other.

MRI data acquisition

In the scanner, the stimuli were back-projected via a
video projector (60 Hz) onto a translucent screen placed
inside the scanner bore. Subjects viewed the stimuli
through a mirror located above their eyes. The viewing
distance was 92 cm. MRI data were collected using a 3-T
Siemens Trio scanner with an eight-channel phase-array
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Figure 3. Histograms of durations for the diamond (left) and non-diamond (right) percepts. Data are fitted using a Gamma function
(smooth black lines).
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perception, making a similar argument for V1 is more
difficult. V1 has traditionally been thought to maintain a
veridical representation of retinal information. Conse-
quently, a stimulus that has physically constant features—as
with the translating diamond—is not generally expected to
change V1 activity. We consider several alternative
accounts of the potential functional significance of the V1
signal changes.

On one end of the spectrum of possibilities, the
changes in V1 might not be functionally significant. For
example, fMRI measurements of V1 have shown reliable
signal changes associated with spatial attention. Is it
possible that the changes we observed simply reflect
incidental shifts in spatial attention that occur during
perceptual transitions? This explanation would require
that subjects directed their spatial attention away from the
line segments when they perceived the diamond, relative
to the non-diamond condition. There is no reason to
believe that these shifts occurred. In fact, our subjects
claimed that they needed to focus their attention on the
line segments in order to perceive the diamond. However,
future studies that explicitly manipulate spatial attention
and its effect on perceptual grouping and the fMRI signal
are warranted.

Along similar lines, the argument could be made that
the differences in V1 and LOC activity might simply
reflect attention to the features (“diamond” vs. “ungrouped
line segments™) that result from the different perceptual
states. For example, when subjects perceived ungrouped
line segments they might have attended to this feature of
the stimulus, consequently leading to more activity in V1
because it is presumably specialized for processing this
feature. In contrast, when subjects perceived the diamond
they might have attended to its overall shape leading to
more activity in the LOC because of its specialization in
shape processing. On one hand, attention to features is
part of the process. During the perception of the diamond,
subjects are certainly “attending to the diamond-ness” and
separating the role of attention—which is directly tied to
perceptual awareness—would be very difficult in our
experimental setup. However, there is empirical evidence
which renders a simple feature-based attention explan-
ation unlikely. First, we observed notably diminished (V2)
and abolished (V3) modulation of the fMRI signal in other
early visual areas. There is no a priori reason to believe
that these areas are any less specialized for the features of
the “non-diamond” than V1. Second, Buracas, Fine, and
Boynton (2005) compared fMRI responses in early visual
cortex as subjects switched attention between different
features (contrast vs. speed) of a moving grating. They
found no modulation of the fMRI signal in any early
visual area (V1, V2, V3, and MT) as a function of feature-
based attention when, in theory, it might be expected. For
example, early visual cortex is highly sensitive to contrast
but attending to that feature did not modulate the fMRI
signal. However, given the differences in underlying
features in the Buracas et al. study (contrast and speed)
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compared to our study (grouping of line segments) to
fully address the potential contribution of feature-based
attention will require future direct empirical tests. Such
an experiment might alternate attention between local
versus global elements of simple shapes (such as the
diamond) and measure activity in both lower and higher
visual areas.

An alternative interpretation of the decrease in V1
activity is that it might not have a direct functional
significance but reveal a general metabolic efficiency
constraint placed on neural processing. Spiking activity is
metabolically expensive (Lennie, 2003) and there may be
a general strategy to minimize neural activity whenever
possible. For example, if one cortical area can represent
the visual stimulus, another area should not. In our
case, when the line segments form a representation that
can be maintained in the LOC, V1 may participate less
in the representation simply to minimize overall activity.
Although sparseness constraints have been shown to have
important theoretical implications related to the emer-
gence of receptive field properties within a cortical area
(Olshausen & Field, 1996), the implications of extending
this principle to between areas are less clear.

Finally, the reductions in V1 activity observed during
perceptual grouping may reveal important functional
mechanisms of visual information processing. One such
mechanism, mentioned in the Introduction section, is
predictive coding (Mumford, 1992; Rao & Ballard,
1999). Predictive coding models posit that higher areas
are actively attempting to “explain” activity patterns in
lower areas via feedback projections. Because most
predictive coding models include a subtractive compa-
rison between the hypotheses formed in higher areas and
the incoming sensory input represented in lower areas, the
overall effect of feedback may be to reduce activity in
lower areas. Specifically, reduced activity in lower visual
areas would occur whenever the predictions of higher-
level areas match incoming sensory information. In the
case of the translating diamond, when the LOC maintains
a representation of a grouped shape, this “expectation”
or “understanding” of the image features is sent back to
V1 and removed, resulting in less activity. When the
LOC is unable to form such an understanding (i.e.,
when they are perceived as ungrouped), these feedback
processes are not occurring and there is consequently
more activity in V1.

In summary, although our results are consistent with
a number of theoretical interpretations, they demon-
strate that perceptual grouping involves activity modu-
lations at multiple stages of the visual hierarchy. The
two areas considered in detail here—the LOC and the
V1—correspond to areas that are known to represent
global shape and local visual features, respectively.
Importantly, the activity patterns in these areas are
inversely related and suggest that perceptual grouping
involves both increases and decreases in activity in the
human visual system.



Journal of Vision (2008) 8(7):2, 2-9

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by NIH grant RO1 EY015261-
01. The 3-T scanner at the University of Minnesota,
Center for Magnetic Resonance Research, was supported
by NCRR P41 008079 and P30 NS057091 and by the
MIND Institute.

Commercial relationships: none.

Corresponding author: Scott O. Murray.

Email: somurray@u.washington.edu.

Address: Department of Psychology, Box 351525, Uni-
versity of Washington, Seattle WA 98195, USA.

References

Buracas, G. T., Fine, I, & Boynton, G. M. (2005). The
relationship between task performance and functional
magnetic resonance imaging response. Journal of
Neuroscience, 25, 3023-3031. [PubMed] [Article]

Dumoulin, S. O., & Hess, R. F. (2006). Modulation of
V1 activity by shape: Image-statistics or shape-
based perception? Journal of Neurophysiology, 95,
3654-3664. [PubMed] [Article]

Engel, S. A., Glover, G. H., & Wandell, B. A. (1997).
Retinotopic organization in human visual cortex and
the spatial precision of functional MRI. Cerebral
Cortex, 7, 181-192. [PubMed] [Article]

Fang, F., & He, S. (2005). Cortical responses to invisible
objects in the human dorsal and ventral pathways.
Nature Neuroscience, 8, 1380-1385. [PubMed]

Furl, N., van Rijsbergen, N. J., Treves, A., Friston, K. J.,
& Dolan, R. J. (2007). Experience-dependent coding
of facial expression in superior temporal sulcus.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of
the United States of America, 104, 13485-134809.
[PubMed] [Article]

Grill-Spector, K. (2003). The neural basis of object
perception. Current Opinion in Neurobiology, 13,
159-166. [PubMed]

Grill-Spector, K., Kourtzi, Z., & Kanwisher, N. (2001).
The lateral occipital complex and its role in object
recognition. Vision Research, 41, 1409-1422.
[PubMed]

Grill-Spector, K., & Malach, R. (2001). fMR-adaptation:
A tool for studying the functional properties of human
cortical neurons. Acta Psychologica, 107, 293-321.
[PubMed]

Harrison, L. M., Stephan, K. E., Rees, G., & Friston, K. J.
(2007). Extra-classical receptive field effects measured

Fang, Kersten, & Murray 8

in striate cortex with fMRI.
1199-1208. [PubMed]

Kourtzi, Z., & Kanwisher, N. (2001). Representation of
perceived object shape by the human lateral occipital
complex. Science, 293, 1506-1509. [PubMed]

Kovacs, I., Papathomas, T. V., Yang, M., & Fehér, A.
(1996). When the brain changes its mind: Interocular
grouping during binocular rivalry. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America, 93, 15508-15511. [PubMed] [Article]

Lennie, P. (2003). The cost of cortical computation.
Current Biology, 13, 493-497. [PubMed] [Article]

Logothetis, N. K., Pauls, J., Augath, M., Trinath, T., &
Oeltermann, A. (2001). Neurophysiological investi-
gation of the basis of the fMRI signal. Nature, 412,
150-157. [PubMed]

Logothetis, N. K., & Wandell, B. A. (2004). Interpreting
the BOLD signal. Annual Review of Physiology, 66,
735-769. [PubMed]

Lorenceau, J., & Shiffrar, M. (1992). The influence of
terminators on motion integration across space.
Vision Research, 32, 263-273. [PubMed]

Mumford, D. (1992). On the computational architecture
of the neocortex. Il. The role of cortico-cortical
loops. Biological Cybernetics, 66, 241-251.
[PubMed]

Murray, S. O., Kersten, D., Olshausen, B. A., Schrater, P.,
& Woods, D. L. (2002). Shape perception reduces
activity in human primary visual cortex. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America, 99, 15164-15169. [PubMed]
[Article]

Murray, S. O., Schrater, P., & Kersten, D. (2004).
Perceptual grouping and the interactions between
visual cortical areas. Neural Networks, 17, 695—705.
[PubMed]

Olshausen, B. A., & Field, D. J. (1996). Emergence of
simple-cell receptive field properties by learning a
sparse code for natural images. Nature, 381, 607-6009.
[PubMed]

Rao, R. P., & Ballard, D. H. (1999). Predictive coding in
the visual cortex: A functional interpretation of some
extra-classical receptive-field effects. Nature Neuro-
science, 2, 79-87. [PubMed] [Article]

Rees, G., Friston, K., & Koch, C. (2000). A direct
quantitative relationship between the functional pro-
perties of human and macaque V5. Nature Neuro-
science, 3, 716-723. [PubMed]

Sereno, M. I, Dale, A. M., Reppas, J. B., Kwong, K. K.,
Belliveau, J. W., Brady, T. J., et al. (1995). Borders
of multiple visual areas in humans revealed by

Neuroimage, 34,


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15788758?ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.jneurosci.org/cgi/content/full/25/12/3023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16510776?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://jn.physiology.org/cgi/content/full/95/6/3654
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9087826?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://cercor.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/7/2/181
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16136038?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17684100?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?tool=pubmed&pubmedid=17684100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12744968?ordinalpos=12&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11322983?ordinalpos=15&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11388140?ordinalpos=14&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17169579?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11520991?ordinalpos=8&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8986842?ordinalpos=7&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?tool=pubmed&pubmedid=8986842
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12646132?ordinalpos=7&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=ArticleURL&_udi=B6VRT-4861XN1-R&_user=10&_rdoc=1&_fmt=&_orig=search&_sort=d&view=c&_acct=C000050221&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_userid=10&md5=d8846a30d00fdae57f1548fc0b63a152
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11449264?ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14977420?ordinalpos=12&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1574843?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1540675?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12417754?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?tool=pubmed&pubmedid=12417754
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15288893?ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8637596?ordinalpos=17&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10195184?ordinalpos=31&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.nature.com/neuro/journal/v2/n1/full/nn0199_79.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10862705?ordinalpos=32&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum

Journal of Vision (2008) 8(7):2, 2-9 Fang, Kersten, & Murray 9

functional magnetic resonance imaging. Science,
268, 889-893. [PubMed]

Smith, A. M., Lewis, B. K., Ruttimann, U. E., Ye, F. Q.,
Sinnwell, T. M., Yang, Y., et al. (1999). Investigation
of low frequency drift in fMRI signal. Neuroimage, 9,
526-533. [PubMed]

Summerfield, C., Egner, T., Greene, M., Koechlin, E.,
Mangels, J., & Hirsch, J. (2006). Predictive codes for
forthcoming perception in the frontal cortex. Science,
314, 1311-1314. [PubMed]


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7754376?ordinalpos=32&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10329292?ordinalpos=11&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17124325?ordinalpos=3&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum

