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Contrast discrimination was investigated as a function of ISI, which was varied from 0 to
8,000 ms. Reference and test fields were exposed on CRT display successively but separately
in space. Contrast between a test to a reference field was changed randomly, keeping lumi-
nance of the reference constant. Two subjects with normal colour vision and visual acuity
participated in this experiment. Contrast discrimination threshold changed from 16 to 48% for
positive contrast stimuli, while it changed from 6 to 26% for negative contrast stimuli. Both
of the subjects reported the easiness of discrimination for the negative contrast stimuli. These
results suggest that it is easy to discriminate the negative contrast stimuli compared to the

positive ones.
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Fig. 1 Pattern for test stimulus.
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Fig. 5 Relation between ISI and contrast dis-
crimination threshold for positive stimulus.
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