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BEE : Waterfall illusion &1, —&E ARG & FIE % B < R 72 8IS 192 &, JEAE)
WTW e I AMICENINTAZD & WD EEEITH S, Srinivasan & Dvorak &, EERIZE D NI
Waterfall illusion % HIE T2 AR 2R L, X512, HENOF XHRAMIIZE N TZOME EHEL /-
UNT Y RIBES L CMHMEGE 2 HE L TVS. INEZT, RIF%ETIE/NTO Waterfall illusion D%
A, HENOH) X BAMIMLDO —FETd 2 Lobula plate tangential cells (LPTCs) 25&%$ 5 2 U —
RN T S LR ESLTH, TUTC, TR CaF v ANVEHEALZLPTCs DEEETIVEMHEL, D
R 2 IEEN R E OB 2 Az, TOMRE, HEE EE TORBNZEEMSETHD IV NT Y Rk
BB IUHHMIGE2HETEZ, KETANS, T8 Ca FY 2TV NI Y RIEED MY A —DRE
ZH/ZU, LPTCs RIS KERKE UTHEL TN Y RIGEZEET DI e RINAZ. /2, M
FIERZIE D N T Y RISE U ZMIE» 5 DI LD EUHE Z LAVRINAZ. ThE DRI, NToD
Waterfall illusion DHIFDERIZDH 2 MREBEDOAIREMED — D2 RIEDTHD.
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Understanding the neural mechanisms of waterfall illusion
using network model of fly motion-sensitive neurons

KENTARO SuciMoTo!®  CHIHIRO KOIKE!'P) TakAKO MoRIMOTO%® Toru Aonisur34)

Abstract: Waterfall illusion is a motion aftereffect experienced when looking at a stationary stimulus after
watching a stimulus moving in one direction for some time. The stationary stimulus appears to have move-
ment in the opposite direction to the moving stimulus previously exposed. Srinivasan and Dvorak suggested
the possibility that the fly could perceive the waterfall illusion, and its motion-sensitive neurons might in-
duce rebound and inhibitory responses correlated with this perception. In this paper, we hypothesized that
this perception is based on a network consisting of Lobula plate tangential cells (LPTCs), which were ones
of motion-sensitive neurons. To test the hypothesis, we constructed a circuit model of LPTCs getting the
newly introduced T-type calcium channel, and tried to reproduce this characteristic neural response after the
stimulation was stopped. As a result of numerical simulation using the circuit model of LPTCs, we were able
to reproduce the rebound and inhibitory responses. The result of simulation suggested that T-type calcium
channel could act as a trigger for the rebound response, and LPTCs circuit might work as a reverberation
circuit to promote the rebound response. This result also showed that the inhibitory response could be
caused by suppression from the cells inducing the rebound response. In conclusion, this study showed one of
the possible neural mechanisms underlying fly’ s waterfall illusion.
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1. EL®IC

PEA B ST AR R DR IERIL B DR 2 B D IZT 5.
PEARBL R D AR BB DR IE, AR RO #RE R T
DRI DMEIHIZ NS Z & NI NS [1-3]. A
72 T# H 9 % Waterfall illusion 1%, — & HEIZE) < /8
R — 2 & E DR RS 2D LT -V RiEIET L
BN TW e WA=V BENTAZD LW
S EEMTH D [3-8]. Waterfall illusion K O fift B
ERAB LT, HENAZE I HERSMRAETED LS
IR I NS D% RIS 2 —BIC R 2 mEEED H 5. Ly
URDS, ZOsE% 4 AT BRI 2k R RS & ¢
DEEF DFFIIZIEE > TORW.

Srinivasan & Dvorak I&, 27 I /3NT (25T Waterfall
illusion DHIEMNELU TS Z L2 RBL TS [4. NT
WIEAHEE R E WD HRN BB S ITE/RT 2 EEIH
D, SRERLEOHREZKTEEDE U TLSHIES
NTWD [9-12] . HHI%, LZREET 212 [RHEE U
T ONTOMBRICI—ERMERLU 2%, [#zELETS
EWVDFEEREIT, TOROFHEE) XS & SUNERIZAFLE
T2 E) IMEMRM RO MREE 2 JIE L. TORBE,
RS IRE R, 7 O0NTIIBRMARE GRS e e d
12, ARERAAICEEZ S DM TRAENGE DY N\
v RIGE, EBELAANCEL % DM TR KR R
B VKL RIS R INA. HHIXINS%
FRE L, NTO Waterfall illusion DRIF & B X M AR
FADMRRTREN LB A H B LR IB L TV 5.

INETOWNET, BUNEWRIZHFIET 28 SHRAMED
—FiTd % Lobula Plate Tangential Cells (LPTCs) D{f
B & B SO I IER VAN H B Z L A RE I T
% [13-17). ZD7=®, EiloMfiE#Ek, b5 LTPCs
DIEEELEENH D EEZOND.

ARWZETlL, LTPCs DHEIAY Waterfall illusion DFIH
CEET B L WO KEDE &, LTPCs DRIFKE T )L % Hi
U, BOBEIL 720 N ¥ RIGE LGRS % BUER I
HEHTESZ L %m,R7. Suzukiet al. [18], AL [19], £
H S [20] (FAKE OB SRR IEE T DMl 2%
FZRLUZLPTCs DRIEET IV EZHELTE- (1), K
ffgeTl, THSEEEETIVORUNROBZEIZ LY, WL
NTVDIRIEEI ORI Z AL, ZNiZkY, Waterfall
illusion % 7| ¥ Z R EI AT D RIREED — D % /R T .

Bz, EFEEEEE TV [20) (0 U CREERHEI TGS
SEMANEE 5 2, RIPEEH» S LB BRHIZ S 1T 55
JaORREMNZLE Y I ab—Yay Uiz, UL, EBR 4]
THISRINZ LD, REEIEEZTOY NY Y RIEE
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-——- ldeHD | >§ 4 doHR ! HSL HSR '
$ / 1 $ ! I
S5ED e \ / M| HSER N .
S Iy N 1 4 H2L H2R ¥
N\ A i
$HSSL /,/\: . \ HSS$ Firing cell AA- :Gap junction
1 /r'IIL _/ "/” \\\ | m;\ | Non-firingcell —<«] :Excitatory
- 4’::”[// \\: “2;\ — - - :Graded Synapse — :Inhibitory

B 1 LPTCs OEPEETI. (A) Suzuki et al. BHEEE L 7= 16-
LPTCs €7)V. (B) AL, #HHOHHEL - 6-LPTCs €
T

Fig. 1 LPTCs models

B LIRSS IIERTI AP /2. TIT, 4T
Bl Ca F ¥ RWIZEHUZ., TH Ca F ¥ 2IVILERIME Ca
Fr¥ RINO—FETHY, ZIUZXDEEMLD TV KL
Bl TIENRBINTND [21-25]. 2O TH Ca
F ¥ 2V, NEDO LPTCs IZEFET D I ENREI N
T3 [26,27]). Tzl VDY RIGE & IHITESE 2 &
B 2HMEL, BIKETIVCTHE CaF v 1L E
ALK, YIalb—varvoiR, KATTFIVZEARR
IZEET S 2 DOIEEIEN % FAET MM T, FlEELE
BRI R 5 A AN R & RGO E Ofifa TV N
YV RINE, ARSI & — 309 S Ml T s
WEEHETH I LI U, £72, LPTCs RIEIZK
AL UTHEEL, VDY RIGE 2L T2 AlgE
MERUZ.

2. A

ARFZETIE, FRHS [20] D 6-LPTCs ETIMIHD E, B
FIZ#A % 6-LPTCs £ 5% NEURON ¥ X 2L —4 [28]
EICHEEEL, ZOETIVORDENEHND.

ETINOEMBOTLRE & BBRVEILFRH S [20] L AT
Hd. FAMETH D H2 MHEDE T I & LT Connor-
Stevens Model Type Il % ™ [29], FEFEKHMIMETH S HS
Mifas & O° CH MfaIEZ B 2 r — 7 & Uiz, BB
o T LT, FH0onA], W~ 0.8nA] DHEMYE % CH
Ml e & OFHS MifiZ 5 R 7=.

ARG B AFRME S [20] LFAKTH D, WEWS S
7 AfEEDE T VIS second-order kinetic €TV EHFAL,
UFDOYIalb—yaryTid, WRALEWRY ERYFT
AAVE IRV A% 0.008nS] & U7z, KEERUE 10[ms] (32
B EMY) & 30[ms] () & U7z EREEEO|PUAX
FRHDS [20] (2272, HIHIE(LEZ KT 5 graded ¥
TAMEEDETNE L TOETNVOBIEIZBER Ca s
FDOETIVIE, Schutter et al. #S5FIZU 72 [30]. AHF5E
Tld Ca BRDETNOERDI VAT XY A% TS



BHRLEFHRERE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2019-MPS-126 No.1
2019/12/11

CHR

—30 —30
—40 - —40 -
501 L ~50 1
= —60- 60 | —————
-70 - - . —70 ! ' '
]E, 0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 30
s 5 HSL 30 HSR
2 —
o 07 —50 A
5 —60- —60 -
g 70 ————— 70 ——
5 0 20 40 60 30 0 30
5 50 H2L 50
= 0 I— 0
—50 1 B —50 1
—100 - - . —100 l 1 .
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 30
Time[sec]

B2 TH CaFvrVEEALZ6-LPTCs EFVICARERIEE 5 2 72 & ELMIADIGE
Fig. 2 Response of whole cells to leftward rotation stimuli in 6-LPTCs model with

T-type Ca channel

ISTA=R (gluS/em?]) Z. G = Gstow = 1.2 £ L7z,
F7z, Ca?t BRBIZE T D Ca 1 A4 VN 7 7 —OHliaED
5D % d=0.5[nm], Ca 1 AV BHIFINL2 S ELY R
B HEHRPET DIRFER 700 = 10 & U 72,

H2 g~ D T # Ca F ¥ 2 IV DE AL, Destexhe et
al. [31] ZBEEEL, /85 XA —&IFHIR L2 OBAE U fE
ERAWZ, UND Y RIEENAY I 2L —Y 3 U THEET
X5 &5, FENTKDAITEEFLT ¢, qn, shift, actshift
EENTNL, 12,02, 128 U7 &2, MFOYIalb—
Y avTiE, WIRUBRWRY KEEEE P, = 0.00025
LU, ZORKEBEREZZAIET, RO ZFHN
LEBRET O,

BRERET D 2 BRI ZE, FIEKE TV TIREHR &
AHBRTREL 2., BERTHEINT O S HRIGEIO
KEX [27,32,33] LR V& >FE L, HSL, HSR,
H2L, H2R (2 A1 S 3 ZERIHERIBU IR 9 2 BiiE % 21
Z1-0.80[nA], 0.90[nA], 0.75[nA], -0.70[nA] & U 7=.
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3. R

3.1 EFNICLBIHBEDOBIR

F9, T CaF vy RN EZLAL TR 6-LPTCs £
TIVIZEREERERICINT 2 ANERE2 5 A 56 %H
N7z, BAEES O % 80 M & Uz, A EHEDHEH
IR & AN EROIE A 60 BET, EORIEII 10
RO D MERIBR D BF & 8% 1 72, R E RIS, & Am
MRS L —B09 2 Fe G H2R (2B ik U TG B EAL % F&
U, BRI G AR & SO D E) E O FE KT
HD HL ICBWTEMIEENE U 2. £/, H2R 25
DOWEMARE % Z ) HSL L BRSS9 6 IEF KM CHL
WG E, H2R & CHL & EBEAES U T2 IER A
fld HSL & o MsE %2 = U7z, H2L 6 DEE M (zE %
|} HSR &L G % R MM CHR I30@ 2 HRIGE,
H2L & CHR & EBELGHE LTV IER KM HSR €@
MUSEZ R Uz, R E#IE, FBAHETH D H2L &
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Fig. 3 Behavior of calcium current in H2L cell

H2R (ZIE VU ND Y RIRE L MG E LA UT, Toftho
FHEF KM B NTE VAT Y RIGE L ITHIEIGE 23E U
Bhaol, HWEZETIVDINT A—=21F, TH CaF v 3%
NERE, WFDOTH CaFryRNVHYDETIVEELT
H5. MEOHED Y F T ALERERED/INT A—R %
AELTH, £ 4 CRIEINAZELSR) Y Y RIEE
EHNHIME GBS IE A U o 72,

Wiz, THI Ca F ¥ XN %EA Lz 6-LPTCs €T I
[FHREREI XIS & AERE G- 2 256 % # X7 (] 2).
FEROZAITHERE L FRRTH D, FEERTIE TR Ca F ¥
FNVELUDETIVEAMORE ERU T, flEEIE
BRI MM H2L I28WT Y N v RIGE, S
H2R IZBE W THIHIMESE WL U2, F£72, H2L 5D
EUAREZ ZI HSR L BESM AT 2 IEF MM CHR 1
fiaMIGE, H2L & CHR & BAAE LT3 IEF K
HSR & BioMsE % Uz, X 512, H2R 25 D MAR
E% % HSL L BLAAE ST 2 IR KM CHL I&EN T
3B EOMEE, H2R & CHL & EBEHES L TWSIEF
KRG HSL I BHE B IS E &2 R Uz, I Tl
NI A=REEHANZTH CaF ¥ 32 IHYDETIVIZE
D, EER [4) THIEINAZINE %, R s e —3K
I THBTL LN TEL (K 2).

3.2 TE CaBROEHS L VRKBEBE Pca &N
v NISE Db DR R

M20YIalb—yavyTon, HEERE 2xf, 2
RO H2L M0 Ca BHROMHZ(LZ A2, HIEER
Hid & ORI R A, BRIZIFIERNR. FEME T
% 70[s] MHEM 21TRULAZD N Y RIEEDRE T THEH 5
P, BHED A 24RO Ca BHAEL, Ca EFAMIN
WIZTHALTWD Z A9 d (K 3). A3 ZRD Ca
BRO Y — 27 {#13-0.021[mA] TH Y, REEIZE— 7 HDE
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4 BKRBER Pc, 22X E2E 0D H2L DIEDZEAL
Fig. 4 Relationship between Maximum transmittance Pcs,

and duration of rebound response in H2L cell

HLTW5.

RIZ, RFBHE Po, 2203IE, VNNV RIGEDOR
TN ED L S ITBMT 2D EHFN. B 4 ITRKE
R Po, LRRHOBGRERT. RKE#RRK Po, DI
e e iz, VAT RGEORGR NS & EHA i1
HB. mKZEBEH 0.00006[cm/s] L FIZHENTY NV
RISEIFE Z 597, 0.00092[cm/s] {3 TRk R ASRE A
LTW3.

Srinivasan & Dvorak D3R & U T\ 2 62 O FF %t R
(5) Z2HHTIOIRAZEEL, AEREZEIZENT
Pc,. =0.00025 TH 5.

3.3 BEMGEDYFTRAVIYIIVREYNTUR
INE DR & OB fR

H2R » 5 HSL ~, H2L » 5 HSR NDEE M RZED Y
FTAAVEI RV AREIE, VAT Y RIGEDHHS
BRSNS ED LS IZEMTL2O02H AR~ I 52V F S
AAVRI RV AL EGREOBRERT. YF TS RaY
K7 R AH0.007[uS] BAFIZ B W THREGRIZ 2L T,
0.007[uS] PA_ECIXBF IS 21 H D.
Srinivasan & Dvorak 23 & U T\ 2 0B DFRGRER (5
) 2HBETE MBS > S AME, KREREMICH
VT 0.008[uS] TH 3.

4. ER

4.1 Srinivasan & Dvorak D% & DX

Srinivasan & Dvorak DOHFSETIlL, Waterfall illusion &
FHBE U 72N T O HUNERR (Lobula Plate) (ZAFAE9 2 B) S M
HIMEMIE UGS 2 € U 72, & U TR 5 [ A3 [a] 51 5
& DM EDOMPLIZ BT, FEE IR ERIZFHRKRIE
EBVUNT Y RISEDFAPHERI N, F 7B H AN



BHRLEFHRERE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

—
S

Duration of rebound response [sec]

4 : : :
0.000 0.004 0.008 0.012 0.016
Synaptic strength of excitatory transmission [uS]

B 5 BEMREDY S T AMEEZ(I 2L ED H2L DIEED
24k

Fig. 5 Relationship between synaptic strength of excitatory

transmission and duration of rebound response in H2L

cell

[ R & —2T DM BT, R L EEIZF K
FIEREE L VKL R HIEIGE R INAZ. Ih
5 UNT Y RIRE & MR OBEE 2R R I3 5 B
BRETHZZEERHEINT NS,

ARIFFRETHEELZ TR CaF v 2V EMABIAAT 6-
LPTCs €7V T, &I A RA EIEEHIE & SO O E D
H2L 2B W THIESE ILERICV D Y RIRE, F/28M0 4
A ASEIEEHIEL & — 29 2 H2R (B W TGS E % B
THIEMNTE A, ZOETIVCI, 5 DOINERFi
MIEHHT DI LMW TE, Srinivasan & Dvorak DAffZE L&
—HITDEDTHD.

U723 5 T, R TIENT D Waterfall illusion & AHBE
U7 iiEE) 2 (g 5 2 L AT E /2.

4.2 FETIHATERYT ZNIEIRAEEMEED Y /XY
v N SIS E DR E

TH CaFv¥ 2 IVEZHALTHAW 6-LPTCs 7
A E RTINS 2 ATTEREZEAL 2GS, FIWYE
%, FEXHMIITH D H2L & H2R TV NV RIGE & i
MIRENEC RN/, TH Ca F ¥ AN EHEALTHA
W 6-LPTCs [FIEE TV TlE, FKAMETH 2 H2 OHE
JBiE 57)L % Connor-Stevens Model Type II, FEF KM T
H2HS LU CHIEZENLE T — 7NV TRELTWD,
Hopf 77 It; THLZE R F& (272 5 Connor-Stevens Model Type
I1 7213 Tl [34], TORBKOMEE, SSHERKENED Y
NV RIEEE 5 BERHT2DIIREETHE. ZhbH
KM 2B r — TV TRBE U 7235 Kl % il 2 7=
DALY NEEEBRLTEH, FHENR) AT Y RIREX
HIEIEIGE & EB T 2642 RO 2 LIETE AN /-,

ZAUIR LT, TH CaF ¥ # )V &flAiAA 7 6-LPTCs
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ETIVTIE, B R B L 7 h A LR & 56 D
BEDHAL IZBWT YN Y RIGE, 758 F 5 E R
e —3d 2 HOR 2B W THIHIMIGE 2FHHT L
MTE (X2). TH CaF v 2 AT Y RIGED b
VA—D%EI R, £, LREFEERICEY H2L
WAL, H2L O T # Ca F ¥ 2 I)VOREMEAL T — M &k
BARTEMALT &, IR RE IR H2L ORREA 25k
PERBAIEDL 22k, HZL D T # Ca F ¥ 2D
EMEAL T — NSBEIRCIREE, RiEEAAT — N & 2 DRERUIC
O BICREE R R T 2. 2Tk Ca A VN
H2L WIZHA L (X 3), H2L OB A # U CHEE)E
R%zFHTZEDTHS. H2L, CHR & HSR IZHEMAE
BLBLIMEILEDN—TE2EKRLTHT, HIL DYDY
v REZEIZEY CHR & HSR & 0BG E T2 (KM 2).
F/z, WEEEEDY ST ABEEEZHEMNIES L, H2L T
DY N Y RINEDFRHGIFNELS 25 (K 5). Zhbo
$HEIE, H2L, CHR ¥ HSR k3 2 BEMZE & B
WALV —TIIREREE UTHET 22220 T
W5, ZON—=FIZED VNV RIGEEEET D &M
TE5.

F72, M H B FE KM H2R 1% CHR iz /1 LT
H2L 22 I N5 72, RIS IR ISR 2 R g
LEDTHD. H2R L ELMEE TEMN> TS CHL & HSL
EIHIEIGE &2 RS (K 2).

W2 DETIVHRIET S, Waterfall illusion & #H
BE U 72 B S MR O V) 8 > RGBS & ITEIEIGE D
HEThd.

5. &Y

AMETIETEANT Y AF v 2V EED 6-LPTCs £
TIEMEEL, EREREE S 2 7ZBEOLMLOBEA
Zft% NEURON Y a2 b —& 2 HWTHEL Z. TOkE
H, Srinivasan & Dvorak 23R U 72 Waterfall illusion Z
FHBE U 72 8 S AR L o s IR B O BRI U 72,
TRAINY D LF ¥ 2V, NTO LPTCs IZEFET S
ZEERBINTND (26,27, RETIVE, TRALT Y
LF ¥ XV N Y RIGED b A—0&E 287U,
LPTCs B RE R L UTEEL T N v RGE %
RETED %R Uk, /2, WIS AN VR
WE UMM DIEIIcE D ELEL e ERLAE. 2
N6 DFERIE, NTD Waterfall illusion OHITDERIZH
BB OARENED — DR RTEDTHB.
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