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Fig. 1 Experimental setup
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Fig. 2 Psychometric function in 2AFC and threshold
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Fig. 3 Changes of joint angle and head acceleration

1.4 -
1.2 -

1 4
0.8 -
0.6 -
0.4 1
0.2 -

D -

m NC
m CC
m RC

*p < 0.05

Fig. 4 Motion perception threshold of each condition
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