Average size estimation of dots completing behind an illusory surface Is precise
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EXPERIMENT 3: ENSEMBLE REPRESENTATION OF ILLUSORY TRIANGLES
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were not biased to see the amodally completed discs as larger than the pacmen.
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Experiment 3: A trend exists for observers to represent the average size of the fully visible
triangles better than the average of the modally completing triangles (by just over 4%),
suggesting that the ensemble I1s marginally more difficult to percelve, at least tor illusory
contours.

Conclusion: The visual system extracts conceptual average size precisely. However,
this comes at a small cost when representing sets of modally completing contours.




