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Abstract

Higher levels of machine intelligence demand alignment
with human perception and cognition. Deep neural networks
(DNN) dominated machine intelligence have demonstrated
exceptional performance across various real-world tasks.
Nevertheless, recent evidence suggests that DNNs fail to
perceive illusory contours like the abutting grating, a dis-
crepancy that misaligns with human perception patterns.
Departing from previous works, we propose a novel deep
network called illusory contour perception network (ICPNet)
inspired by the circuits of the visual cortex. In ICPNet, a
multi-scale feature projection (MFP) module is designed
to extract multi-scale representations. To boost the interac-
tion between feedforward and feedback features, a feature
interaction attention module (FIAM) is introduced. More-
over, drawing inspiration from the shape bias observed in
human perception, an edge detection task conducted via the
edge fusion module (EFM) injects shape constraints that
guide the network to concentrate on the foreground. We
assess our method on the existing AG-MNIST test set and
the AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets constructed by this work.
Comprehensive experimental results reveal that ICPNet is
significantly more sensitive to abutting grating illusory con-
tours than state-of-the-art models, with notable improve-
ments in top-1 accuracy across various subsets. This work
is expected to make a step towards human-level intelligence
for DNN-based models.

1. Introduction

Contour perception is one of the most important com-
ponents of visual perception of both human and machine,
since contours convey essential information about object
shapes and serve as a pivotal cue for figure-ground segre-
gation [1]. Typically, contour perception arises at regions
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where pixel values change abruptly; however, even without
stimulation from color contrast or luminance gradients, hu-
man visual system can still perceive clear boundaries [2].
Such boundaries are defined as illusory contours [3], also
known as subjective or anomalous contours [4]. As a canon-
ical visual illusion, illusory contours offer an invaluable
window into understanding the neural mechanisms and com-
putations underlying visual perception [5—10]. Research in
cognitive psychology and neurophysiology indicates that
the perception of illusory contours involves multiple mecha-
nisms including cortical circuits [9, | 1], visual attention [12],
and perceptual organization [3, | 3], constituting an intricate
perceptual process. Beyond humans, this perceptual ability
is also widely discovered in other biological visual systems,
such as rodents [ | 1], non-human primates [14], fish [15, 16],
and birds [17]. In a way, the ability of perceiving illusory
contours promotes the robustness of visual systems in pro-
cessing incomplete and ambiguous visual inputs [5, 18, 19].

On the other hand, Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) have
achieved and even surpassed human benchmarks in various
computer vision tasks, such as image classification [20-22]
and edge detection [23,24]. To some extent, the develop-
ment of DNNs has benefited from the advancements in neu-
roscience. A clear instance is the hierarchical architecture of
DNN:s, which is directly inspired by the visual neural mech-
anisms of cats [25,26]. Nevertheless, Fan et al. [27] and
Baker et al. [28] have pointed out that current convolutional
neural network (CNN) and Transformer-based DNNs lack
the ability to perceive illusory contours. For example, in
certain cognitive psychology tasks, such as the classification
of abutting grating illusion images [27], DNNs still perform
poorly. These models fail to account for the experimental
results from cognitive psychology [29]. Even the state-of-
the-art large vision-language models (LVLMs) also show
substantial discrepancies with humans in the perception of
visual illusions [30].

Taken together, illusory contour perception is a funda-
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Figure 1. Demonstration of illusory contours. a. An abutting
grating illusion with a simple curve, modified from Kanizsa [4]. b.
An abutting grating illusion with a handwritten digit ’6” from the
AG-MNIST dataset [27].

mental capability in biological visual perception. To achieve
human-like intelligence, DNNs should also possess such
perceptual ability. However, the truth is that a significant
misalignment persists between DNNs and humans in terms
of perceiving illusory contours, which contradicts the ulti-
mate goal of artificial intelligence (AI) [31]. Constructing
DNNs models capable of perceiving illusory contours is ex-
pected to provide novel insights into utilizing physiological
mechanisms to guide the design of neural networks with
more human-like intelligence.

Here, we investigate how to construct a deep neural net-
work with the capability of perceiving abutting grating illu-
sory contours by drawing inspiration from the visual neu-
ral mechanisms. Specifically, inspired by inter- and intra-
cortical circuits in the visual cortex, we propose a novel deep
neural network with feedback connections, termed illusory
contour perception network (ICPNet), which demonstrates
enhanced perception along the abutting grating illusory con-
tours (see Fig. 1 for examples). To the best of our knowledge,
ICPNet is the first neural network with a significant ability to
perceive the abutting grating illusory contours. Furthermore,
rather than relying on a single convolutional layer in the ini-
tial layers of networks, a special block is designed to extract
multi-scale representations of the input. To effectively inte-
grate features from feedforward and feedback pathways, we
then develop a feature interaction attention module (FIAM).
Moreover, building upon the shape bias in human visual
perception [32], we combine the edge detection task and the
image classification task by introducing shape constraints
into our network. An intriguing consequence of this multi-
task learning framework is that ICPNet exhibits increased
focus on global contours and foreground information, align-
ing with the principles of visual perception [32-34]. Ul-
timately, to enhance the diversity of abutting grating illu-
sory images, we contribute the AG-Fashion-MNIST test set.
Comprehensive experimental results on the AG-MNIST and
AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets demonstrate that our proposed
ICPNet possesses superior illusory contour perception per-

formance compared to other state-of-the-art computational
models.

2. Related Work

Neural mechanisms of illusory contour perception. The
neural mechanisms of illusory contour perception have at-
tracted widespread interest in neuroscience. Initially, some
scholars argued that such perception relied solely on inter-
action in early visual cortices, namely the primary visual
cortex (V1) and the secondary visual cortex (V2) [35-40].
However, in illusory contour figures such as the Kanizsa
triangle [41], when the distance between the inducers ex-
ceeds a certain threshold, the neurons in V1/V2 no longer
respond to the illusory contours [39]. In contrast, human
vision generally encompasses long-range illusory contour
perception [42]. Meanwhile, the perception of illusory con-
tours is critically and permanently impaired by higher-order
visual cortex lesions [43, 44]. Therefore, it was proposed
that illusory contour perception also depends on neurons
with larger receptive fields (RF), indicating that higher-order
cortical areas mediate the formation of illusory contours [45].
Given these reflections, some researchers have elucidated
that illusory contour perception is primarily shaped through
feedback modulation from higher-order visual cortices, in-
cluding V4, lateral occipital complex (LOC), and inferior
temporal (IT) cortex [9, 1 1,46-50]. In contrast to the above-
mentioned studies, Cheng and colleagues leveraged DNNs
to reconstruct the internal representations underlying illu-
sory perception from functional magnetic resonance imaging
(fMRI) data. Their findings indicate that abutting grating
illusory contour perception involves a distributed network
spanning V1 to V4 and higher-order cortical regions, such
as LOC, with the perception mainly localized in early visual
cortices [51].

In summary, physiological evidence highlights that illu-
sory contour perception is a constructive process reliant on
the interaction between lower- and higher-order visual corti-
cal areas. Feedback modulation plays a crucial role in this
perception besides feedforward connections.

Ilusory contour perception of DNNs

[lusory contour perception fulfills its crucial role in en-
abling biological visual systems to interpret complex scene
information [3, 52]. Baker and colleagues [28] explored
whether DNN models used the same features as humans
to perceive real and illusory contours, and concluded that
DNNSs lacked genuine illusory contour perception. Given
that feedforward-based DNNs lacked feedback modulation,
Lotter et al. [53] observed that the predictive coding [54]
based on PredNet [55] model exhibited dynamic characteris-
tics similar to those of superficial neurons in macaque V1/V2
while processing the Kanizsa square [4]. Therefore, they
suggested that the predictive coding architecture reveals ac-
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of ventral stream, cortical structures, and circuits. Blue arrows denote feedforward circuits, while purple

arrows represent feedback circuits.

tivation along the illusory contours. Furthermore, Pang et
al. [56] combined predictive coding with CNN to construct
a model capable of perceiving the Kanizsa square. They
posited that the illusory contour perception of DNNs arose
from self-supervised reconstruction training and feedback
connections. Nevertheless, a major drawback of their model
is that the classification result is obtained by averaging the
outputs of nine sub-models.

In the aforementioned studies, the training and test im-
ages were typically generated by hand-crafted illusory con-
tours popularly presented in psychological literature, such
as Kanizsa square [4]. These manually designed datasets
are limited in quantity, which hinders comprehensive eval-
uation of illusory contour perception of DNNs. Recently,
Fan et al. [27] proposed a novel method for converting the
MNIST dataset [57] into an abutting grating illusory con-
tours dataset, thereby constructing the AG-MNIST test set.
Models can be trained on the original MNIST training set
and then their illusory contour perception capability can be
directly evaluated on the AG-MNIST test set. They found
that the performance of the vast majority of DNNs was close
to random guessing by evaluating 109 models based on CNN
and Transformer architectures, which supports the results
of Cheng [51]. Differing from all previous works, Zhang et
al. [30] assessed four LVLMs from the perspective of human-
like visual illusion perception. They also observed that these
models generally aligned poorly with human visual illusion
perception.

Together, existing approaches for modeling illusory con-
tour perception are difficult to transfer to real-world tasks
and most current neural networks essentially lack the capa-
bility of perceiving illusory contours like the abutting grating.
This work aims to construct DNNs with the power to detect
illusory contours and distinguish figure from background by
learning visual mechanisms, which is expected to help make
a step towards human-level intelligence for DNN-based mod-
els.

3. Methodology
3.1. Preliminary

Cortical structures and circuits. Physiological studies have
demonstrated that neurons in the primate cortex are orga-
nized into a columnar structure comprising six distinct layers
(I~VI) [58,59], as shown in Fig. 2. Layers I~III, layer IV,
and layers V~VI are respectively termed the supragranular
layer (SL), granular layer (GL), and infragranular layer (IL).
The cortex supports high-order cognitive functions [60] and
is one of the most intricate structures in the brain. The GL
primarily receives inputs from the SL of the previous cor-
tical area and projects information to the SL of the current
area [61]. Subsequently, the SL transmits information to
the pyramidal neurons in the deeper IL [60] and receives
feedback inputs from higher cortical areas [50].

Moreover, within the ventral stream (i.e.,
V1—-V2—-V4—IT) [62], as the cortical hierarchy
progresses, the SL becomes significantly thicker and
contains larger pyramidal neurons, accompanied by a
thinning of the GL [63]. Such change supports the pivotal
role of the SL in cortical information integration [60].
Although the IL is thinner than the SL, it likewise exhibits
this trend [60, 63, 64]. Overall, this fundamental cortical
organization provides the structural basis of our model for
illusory contour perception.

3.2. ICPNet architecture

The overall architecture of ICPNet is illustrated in Fig. 3.
This model adopts a multi-task learning framework, which
includes classification task and edge detection task. For
classification, the input image is first processed by the multi-
scale feature projection (MFP) block to obtain multi-scale
features. This is followed by four stages inspired by cortical
structures and circuits, corresponding to V1, V2, V4, and IT
areas, respectively. Each stage consists of three components,
including the granular layer (GL), supragranular layer (SL),
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Figure 3. The overall architecture of ICPNet. Our network consists of two main pipelines: classification and edge detection. The former
obtains outputs through four stages with feedback connections, while the latter employs a top-down structure to integrate side outputs via
EFM to generate edge predictions. During the training phase, we freeze the network weights of the edge detection model pre-trained on the
BSDS-VOC dataset [65, 66].

Table 1. Detailed parameters of four stages with a structure of [kernel size, channel number, dilation rate]. ”r”, "’DW”, and ”Conv” indicate
dilation rate, depthwise separable convolution, and vanilla convolution layer, respectively. "GL”, ”SL”, and "IL” correspond to the granular
layer, supragranular layer, and infragranular layer, respectively.

Block name Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4
[4x4DW, 128, 1r=2] [7x7DW, 128,1=2] [9x9DW, 256,r=3] [9x9DW, 512, r=3]
SL [3x3DW, 256, r=6] [3x3DW, 512, r=12] [3x3DW, 1024, r=12]

[1x1Conv, 64, r=1]
[1x1Conv, 128, r=1] [1x1Conv, 256, r=1] [1x1Conv, 512, r=1]

[5x5DW, 64, r=1]
GL [3x3DW, 128, r=2] [6x6DW, 128, r=2] [7x7DW, 256,r=3] [7x7DW, 512, r=3]
[1x1Conv, 64, r=1]
[7x7DW, 256, r=2] [9x9DW, 512, r=3] [9x9DW, 1024, r=3]

IL [4x4DW, 64, r=2]
[1x1Conv, 128, r=1] [1x1Conv, 256, r=1] [1x1Conv, 512, r=1]

and infragranular layer (IL). Regarding cortical connectivity, introduce the edge detection task to inject shape constraints
there is a massive network of functional connections both into the network. The edge fusion module (EFM) merges
between and within cortical regions. To simplify neural net- side outputs with different resolutions in a top-down fash-
work design, we only consider feedforward and feedback ion to obtain the edge prediction. By jointly optimizing the
connections between adjacent cortices. Therefore, in addi- both tasks, the network can concentrate more effectively on
tion to feedforward connections, feedback connections with foreground information.

global features are also established to simulate the modula-
tion from V2 to V1 [67], V4 to V2 [68], and IT to V4 [69].
The feature interaction attention module (FIAM) is designed
to integrate the feedback and feedforward features. More-
over, inspired by the shape bias in the visual system [32], we

With the four stages, the convolutional kernels in each
stage are designed according to the RF size of different cor-
tical areas. Table 1 lists the detailed parameters of the four
stages. Concretely, the average RF size of V2 is approxi-
mately twice that of V1 [70], and the average RF size of V4



is about twice that of V2 [71]. Therefore, in conjunction
with the structural rationality of the network, the kernel sizes
between stages maintain an approximate double relationship,
except for the last two stages. Meanwhile, to control the
number of parameters, dilated convolution [72] and depth-
wise separable convolution (DW) [73] are utilized in the
design of the basic convolutional blocks. Following ResNet
architecture [2 1], the number of channel of four stages are
set to 64, 128, 256, and 512, respectively. To align the size
and channel number of feature maps, we employ downsam-
pling and upsampling with convolution used in Swin [74].
Specifically, the upsampling with convolution is formulated
as

fu = Conv (LN (Up ())) ) (1)

where f, is the aligned features. LN, Conv, and Up de-
note the layer normalization [75], a 1 x 1 convolution layer
with stride 1, and the transposed convolution, respectively.
Replacing bilinear upsampling with pooling results in the
downsampling with convolution. Neurophysiological find-
ings reveal that, besides the IT area, subcortical regions also
interact with the IL of cortices to facilitate efficient object
recognition [76—78]. Accordingly, we fuse side outputs from
the IL via the FIAM in a bottom-up fashion. The final output
is then fed into the classifier to implement classification. The
classifier is defined as

P.s = softmax (FC (LN (GAP (+)))), (2)

where P, is the classification probability. F'C' and GAP
are a fully-connected layer and a global average pooling
layer, respectively.

3.3. Multi-scale feature projection (MFP)

In general, the initial layers of the model focus on how
to process images at the beginning of a neural network and
typically apply a single-layer convolution to extract initial
features. For instance, CovNeXt [79] employs a 4 x4 non-
overlapping convolutional layer with stride 4 as the stem.
However, multi-scale features are critical for CNN percep-
tion [80]. Therefore, we develop MFP with dilated convolu-
tion to extract multi-scale representations, as shown in Fig.
4a. In the MFP block, the input image first passes through
convolutional layers with stride 2 and different dilation rates
in parallel, and the resulting feature maps are summed to-
gether, followed by LN. To further enhance the interaction
among the representations, we apply a channel shuffle [81]
to obtain the final output. Although the MFP module is
relatively simple, our ablation studies demonstrate that the
multi-scale features is essential for abutting grating illusory
contour perception.

3.4. Feature interaction attention module (FIAM)

As shown in Fig. 4b, to better integrate features from dif-
ferent levels, we construct the FIAM built upon the CBAM

[82]. For feedback connections, the features from the higher-
level stages (i.e., input_2) first undergo upsampling with
convolution to align the size and channel number with that
of the lower-level stages. These features are then added to
the low-level features (i.e., input_1) that have been processed
by channel attention. Here, spatial average pooling and spa-
tial max pooling refer to pooling performed on each channel
individually, sharing the same convolutional layers. The
number of output channels of the channel attention module
is consistent with that of the features from the lower-level
stage. Following ConvNeXt [79], the expansion factor k is
set to 4. Subsequently, the output of the channel attention
module is fed into multi-scale spatial attention. Inspired by
CSWin [83], we design multi-scale cross-shaped convolu-
tional kernels within the spatial attention to capture a broader
range of contextual information with as few parameters as
possible. The channel average pooling and channel max
pooling refer to pooling along the channel axis. For the
side outputs, features from the lower-level stages are first
aligned in size and channel number via downsampling with
convolution, and then the attention operation is conducted
on the inputs. The channel number of the final output is set
to match that of the features from the higher-level stage.

3.5. Edge fusion module (EFM)

The human visual system exhibits shape bias in object
recognition [32]. Accordingly, the edge detection task is
introduced to provide shape constraints. To achieve edge
prediction, we design a simple decoder composed of the
EFM. Moreover, we utilize the decoder of the frozen LVP-
Net [84] pre-trained on the BSDS-VOC dataset [65, 66] to
generate pseudo labels for edge prediction. As illustrated
in Fig. 4c, inputs with different resolutions are individually
processed through a convolutional layer, LN, and GELU
activation [85]. The lower-resolution input is then upsampled
using bilinear interpolation and added to the other inputs.
After several EFMs, an edge prediction map is generated
via bilinear upsampling, a 3 x3 convolutional layer, and a
sigmoid function in sequence.

3.6. Network training

To simultaneously optimize the edge detection task and
the classification task, we define a multi-task learning loss
function L4 as follows:

Liotat = Leis + v Ledg57 (3)

where L, and L.g44. represent the classification loss and
the edge loss, respectively. - is the fusion weight. In the ab-
lation study, we carefully assess the impact of v on network
performance in Table 5.

The classification loss L, is defined as multi-class cross-
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entropy, which is formulated as

N—-1M-1

1 ij i
Lcls (Pcl87 }/cls) = _N Z Z Ycl]s log (Pcljs)7 (4)
i=0 j=0

where Y,;s and P, is the class labels and predictions, re-
spectively. The shape of P, and Y,;s is N XM, where N
and M represents the sample size of a batch and the total
classes, respectively. Ycili is the (i, j )th label of Y., while
P4 is the (i, j)™ probability of P.s.

Due to the highly imbalanced distribution of positive
and negative samples in the edge maps, we employ the
class-balanced cross-entropy loss function proposed in HED
[86] as our edge loss. Following HED and LVP-Net [84],
for an edge pseudo label Yeqge = {y;j,7 =1, ..., [Yedgel}
y; € [0,1], we fist define the edge positive sample set
and the edge negative sample set as Y = {y;,y; > n}
and Y~ = {y;,y; = 0}, respectively. 7 is a threshold
used to exclude ambiguous edge pixels. The other pix-
els are neglected. Given an edge prediction map Peq4e =
{pj,j =1,...,|Pedgel}, p; € [0,1], the edge loss function
is formulated as

Leage (Pedge; Yedge) = -« Z log (1 — pj)_ﬂ Z log (pj)v

JEY ~ JEY T
(5)
where |Y+\
S N L B 6
=AY ©
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Here, p; is an edge probability value computed using the
sigmoid function at the j*" pixel. o and 3 are the weights to
control the balance between positive and negative samples.
A is an empirical coefficient to adjust the weights of edge
and non-edge loss.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets

We evaluated the capability of perceiving abutting grating
illusory contours of various DNN models on the AG-MNIST
[27] and AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets. MNIST [57] is a
well-known handwritten digit image dataset that contains
60,000 training images and 10,000 testing images across ten
categories. The AG-MNIST test set was constructed based
on the abutting grating illusion and the MNIST test set. In
this paper, the AG-MNIST test set comprises various types
of images, which are generated by the abutting gratings in
four orientations with six different pixel intervals between
grating lines. AG-MNIST shares the same categories as
MNIST. Following Fan et al. [27], since the small size of the
original MNIST images, the AG-MNIST test set upsamples
the original images to 224 x 224 to retain more details. Fig.
5 shows some examples.

To further evaluate the perception of abutting grating illu-
sory contours, we transformed the more challenging Fashion-
MNIST test set [87] into the abutting grating illusory images.
The Fashion-MNIST dataset comprises ten categories to-
taling 70,000 grayscale images of fashion products, with
7,000 images per category. The training set and test set
consist of 60,000 and 10,000 images, respectively. We first



Figure 5. Examples in the MNIST and AG-MNIST test sets. a.
Demonstration of some original handwritten digit images in the
MNIST test set totaling ten categories, with two images per cate-
gory. b. Demonstration of the abutting grating illusion images in
the AG-MNIST test set, generated with four orientation gratings.
”I” denotes the pixel interval between grating lines. “Hor”, "UL”,
”UR?”, and ”Ver” represent the illusory contour generated via hori-
zontal, diagonal from upper left to lower right, diagonal from upper
right to lower left, and vertical abutting gratings, respectively.

extracted the masks from the Fashion-MNIST test set via
the Segment Anything Model (SAM) [88] and manually re-
moved the inaccurate masks. For mutual complementarity,
the Fashion-MNIST test set was also binarized by the OTSU
method [89] and the poorly binarized images were manually
deleted. Subsequently, the two groups of images were mixed
together to preserve as much of the test images as possible.
Finally, the abutting grating distortion method [27] was ap-
plied to the binarized images to generate the illusory images.
The resulting test set is named the AG-Fashion-MNIST test
set, which contains 8,916 abutting grating images. Fig. 6
exhibits some examples.

With the AG-MNIST and AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets,
we can directly and quantitatively assess the abutting grating
illusory contour perception ability of networks without the
need for model fine-tuning or modifications to the classifier.
Moreover, the AG-Fashion-MNIST test set is particularly
suitable for researchers with limited computational resources
due to its small scale.

4.2. Implementation details

In this study, we trained eight models from scratch on
the MNIST and Fashion-MNIST training set, including
VGG16[90], ResNet18 [21], ResNet101 [21], ViIT-L-16 [20],
Swin-B [74], ConvNeXt-B [79], MambaOut-B [91], and our
proposed ICPNet. All models were evaluated on both the
original and AG test sets. Our network was initialized from
zero-mean Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation
of 0.02. For the edge detection task, following previous
work [84, 86], the threshold 7 and the coefficient A were set

Figure 6. Examples in the Fashion-MNIST and AG-Fashion-
MNIST test sets. a. Demonstration of some original fashion
product images in the Fashion-MNIST test set totaling ten cat-
egories, with two images per category. b. Demonstration of the
abutting grating illusion images in the AG-Fashion-MNIST test
set, generated with four orientation gratings. ”I”” denotes the pixel
interval between grating lines. "Hor”, "UL”, "UR”, and ”Ver” rep-
resent the illusory contour generated via horizontal, diagonal from
upper left to lower right, diagonal from upper right to lower left,
and vertical abutting gratings, respectively.

to 0.2 and 1, respectively.

For fairness, we maintained consistent hyperparameters
as much as possible. To stabilize the training for ConvNeXt-
B and MambaOut-B, we employed the AdamW [92] opti-
mizer with the initial learning rates of 1 x 1073 and 4x 1074,
respectively. Our ICPNet was trained using SGD with an ini-
tial learning rate of 1x 1073 to facilitate the convergence of
both loss functions. The remaining models were optimized
using SGD with an initial learning rate of 1x1072. The
momentum and batch size were set to 0.9 and 40, respec-
tively. We adopted a standard input resolution of 224 x224.
Following Fan et al. [27], all models were trained for 100
epochs, with the best-performing model on the original test
sets selected for subsequent evaluation. Aside from random
horizontal flipping, no additional tricks were applied, aiming
to focus solely on the network architecture. All experiments
were conducted on an NVIDIA 3090 GPU with 24GB of
memory.

4.3. Ablation study

We conducted systematic ablation experiments to evaluate
the model from multiple perspectives. Our network was
trained on the MNIST training set and evaluated on both
the MNIST and AG-MNIST test sets. As shown in Table 2,
for clarity, we first divided the experiments into six groups,
including receptive field (RF) size, feedback interaction,
MFP, FIAM, and EFM. The detailed quantitative results are
provided in Table 3.

Overall, each component contributes to the improvement



Table 2. Ablation experiment groups.

Experiments RF size Feedback MFP FIAM EFM

Group 1
Group 2
Group 3
Group 4
Group 5

LU X

Group 6

X

LU X

X X X
X X

X X X
v X X
v v x
v vV

Table 3. Ablation experiments of RF size, feedback, MFP, FIAM, and EFM. The first row of results is obtained on the original MNIST test

set. Bold denotes the best top-1 accuracy.

Dataset Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Group 6
(Top-1 Acc.(%)) (Top-1 Acc.(%)) (Top-1 Acc.(%)) (Top-1 Acc.(%)) (Top-1 Acc.(%)) (Top-1 Acc.(%))
MNI.ST 99.58 99.45 99.55 99.49 99.62 99.49
(Original)
Hor 28.37 34.35 49.02 27.80 31.36 81.27
=4 UL 17.97 19.18 19.09 11.59 18.75 77.72
UR 24.52 19.36 16.65 18.25 26.87 70.94
Ver 19.17 23.16 22.56 11.20 25.17 67.43
Hor 18.06 57.09 49.70 97.02 98.54 98.15
=6 UL 13.78 19.52 40.89 97.93 98.85 98.73
UR 14.78 18.45 34.76 98.25 98.91 98.81
Ver 19.44 47.48 48.43 98.01 98.61 98.50
Hor 29.88 26.96 20.46 26.50 37.69 42.46
=8 UL 13.13 16.66 24.98 23.37 32.02 58.22
UR 20.54 14.28 23.32 24.25 38.53 49.48
Ver 62.51 23.19 42.13 20.39 41.59 35.22
Hor 15.42 21.48 17.93 82.65 94.97 94.33
=10 UL 19.34 15.01 38.11 93.25 98.46 97.55
UR 14.75 13.71 25.58 94.53 98.47 98.08
Ver 16.74 17.06 16.47 83.97 94.10 95.90
Hor 13.10 16.81 12.44 14.83 10.45 38.28
=12 UL 11.67 15.02 22.82 10.98 24.51 35.26
UR 19.23 12.38 18.56 9.91 21.84 37.73
Ver 11.84 12.69 9.88 11.29 16.41 27.89
Hor 11.27 12.60 22.47 83.30 94.83 77.45
=14 UL 14.44 13.82 41.10 92.50 98.49 93.15
UR 14.99 11.88 31.63 89.81 98.13 96.18
Ver 13.59 15.58 10.85 68.18 95.32 86.09

of the abutting grating illusory contours perception. In Group
1, all convolutional kernels across stages are uniformly set
to 3x3, whereas Group 2 employs kernel configurations ac-
cording to Table 1. As shown in Table 3, despite adopting
a purely feedforward mode, the top-1 accuracy of Group 1
overall surpasses that of most of the methods reported in Ta-
ble 6. Compared with Group 1, Group 2 exhibits significant
accuracy improvements at grating line intervals of 4 and 6.
These results confirm the effectiveness of the foundational

configurations. Upon incorporating feedback connections,
the network exhibits further improvements, especially at the
larger intervals of 10, 12, and 14. This finding indicates that
feedback modulation with global information contributes
to illusory contour perception, which is consistent with the
discoveries of Pak et al. [1 1] and Pan et al. [9]. In Group
4, multi-scale RF significantly enhances accuracy at the
intervals of 6, 10, and 14. Moreover, FIAM facilitates a
comprehensive fusion of representations, boosting perfor-
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Figure 7. Visual explanations of the abutting grating illusion images. a. Visual explanations of the illusion images with intervals of 4, 8, and
12 generated by Grad-CAM. b. Visual explanations of the illusion images with intervals of 6, 10, and 14 generated by Grad-CAM. "’ini”
indicates the visualizations of the input features of the first stage, while “’cls” represents the visualizations of the output features from the

final convolutional layer of the network.
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Figure 8. The top-1 accuracy on the abutting grating illusion images
with randomly varying intervals. ”I1=(10, 12), P=(0.7, 0.3)” denotes
the abutting gratings with intervals of 10 and 12 appear in each
image with probabilities of 0.7 and 0.3, respectively.
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mance across most pixel intervals. Finally, edge detection
based on the EFM provides shape constraints for the model.
Although the results for the intervals of 6, 10, and 14 slightly
decreased, the constraint markedly improves the top-1 accu-
racy at the intervals of 4, 8, and 12. Collectively, these results
validate the complementary functionality of each module.

For analyzing shape constraints, we employed Grad-
CAM [93] to visualize features for Group 5 and Group 6, as
shown in Fig. 7. These examples were all correctly classified
by the networks. First, it can be observed that the network
indeed pays more attention to the foreground and the illusory
contours after incorporating shape constraints, which aligns
more closely with human intuition. Conversely, although
the results of classification are correct, the visualizations

Table 4. The effect of the number of grating lines on top-1 accuracy.
The first row corresponds to the deleted proportions of grating lines.

Dataset 0% 10% 20%  40%  80%

Hor 98.15 95.74 91.62 71.18 22.69
=6 UL 98.73 9791 9629 87.82 36.62
UR 9881 98.24 9695 90.66 3640
Ver 9850 96.74 94.62 82.86 34.05

for Group 5 tend to emphasize background informatiosn.
Specifically, the visualizations of Group 6 for intervals of 6,
10, and 14 to some extent validate the complementarity be-
tween oriented illusory contour perception and non-oriented
surface brightness filling-in [34].

In conjunction with both quantitative and qualitative re-
sults, we posit that the reduced accuracy of ICPNet at cer-
tain intervals may stem from an intrinsic perceptual bias
within the network, which impairs its ability to perceive
abutting grating illusory contours at these intervals. In fact,
the interval-dependent bias has been also reported in human
experiments [94]. To verify this hypothesis, we evaluated
the performance of ICPNet on abutting grating images with
randomly varying intervals. As shown in Fig. 8, compared
to the grating images only with interval 12, increasing the
proportion of interval 10 leads to the pronounced gains in
top-1 accuracy, which proves our hypothesis.

Moreover, to examine the effect of the number of grating
lines on top-1 accuracy, we conducted experiments at the
grating images of interval 6, where we randomly deleted
varying proportions of grating lines, as shown in Table 4.
The results reveal that the accuracy of ICPNet consistently
declines as grating lines are removed, with a steep drop
observed at the proportions of 40% and 80%. These re-
sults align with previous observations that sparser grating



Table 5. The impact of the fusion weight v on ICPNet. The first row of results is obtained on the original MNIST test set. Bold denotes the

best top-1 accuracy.

Dataset ~v=0.004 ~v=0.008 ~v=0.01 ~v=0.02 ~v=0.04
Top-1 Acc.(%) Top-1 Acc.(%) Top-1 Acc.(%) Top-1 Acc.(%) Top-1 Acc.(%)

MNIST(Original) 99.49 99.45 99.49 99.55 99.28
Hor 29.08 37.93 81.27 60.34 15.32

=4 UL 63.81 44.93 77.72 44.13 12.67
UR 53.85 41.60 70.94 55.79 18.44

Ver 35.57 35.98 67.43 30.27 13.32

Hor 97.99 98.29 98.15 97.37 97.29

=6 UL 98.44 98.49 98.73 97.23 94.16
UR 98.85 98.35 98.81 97.74 91.79

Ver 97.82 98.35 98.50 97.74 92.06

Hor 34.29 37.37 42.46 36.94 29.38

=8 UL 41.42 59.47 58.22 36.43 28.10
UR 26.81 32.54 49.48 29.56 28.02

Ver 25.87 36.17 35.22 28.49 23.61

Hor 88.34 89.03 94.33 91.26 66.67

=10 UL 97.35 97.10 97.55 96.65 89.82
UR 98.15 97.04 98.08 98.09 83.51

Ver 86.96 94.01 95.90 94.17 84.17

Hor 27.36 23.27 38.28 25.29 25.34

=12 UL 38.51 25.67 35.26 33.56 20.32
UR 26.21 20.32 37.73 22.65 10.84

Ver 19.29 12.97 27.89 18.49 11.07

Hor 75.92 69.90 77.45 71.22 54.41

=14 UL 96.15 93.25 93.15 95.71 85.28
UR 96.31 95.99 96.18 94.80 73.84

Ver 81.65 82.95 86.09 80.07 55.72

lines typically accompany weaker illusory contour percep-
tion strength [38,94].

Finally, we evaluated the impact of the fusion weight y of
the multi-task loss function on ICPNet. As shown in Table
5, the suboptimal fusion leads to a significant degradation
in the top-1 accuracy of abutting grating illusory images. In
this study, the fusion weight + is set to 0.01.

4.4. Comparison with state-of-the-art methods

Performance comparison on AG-MNIST. We compare
ICPNet with several representative DNN models, including
VGG16 [90], ResNet18 [21], ResNet101 [21], VIT-L-16 [20],
Swin-B [74], ConvNeXt-B [79], and MambaOut-B [91]. All
methods were trained from scratch on the MNIST training
set [57] and then directly evaluated on the AG-MNIST test
set [27]. The ICPNet variant with only feedback connections
(i.e., Group 3 in Table 3) is selected as the baseline. The
detailed quantitative results are presented in Table 6.

The quantitative results indicate that our approach ex-
hibits a significant ability to perceive abutting grating illusory
contours and our top-1 accuracy substantially outperforms
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that of state-of-the-art methods across most pixel intervals.
Specifically, ICPNet achieves the average top-1 accuracy
of 89.39% at intervals of 4, 6, 10, and 14. Although the
accuracy at intervals of 8 and 12 is relatively lower, it is still
superior to most methods. We think the relative degradation
of our model at these two intervals may stem from an intrin-
sic perceptual bias, as illustrated in Fig. 8. Notably, the top-1
accuracy of the baseline exceeds that of other methods on
most subsets, underscoring the effectiveness of our feedback-
based architecture. On the other hand, Swin attains a top-1
accuracy of 95.74% for the UL gratings of interval 4, which
may suggest an advantage of Transformers in long-range
perception. However, on the other subsets, Swin performed
near the random level. Overall, these results highlight the
superiority of ICPNet and indicate that existing methods
generally lack the capability of perceiving abutting grating
illusory contours, which is consistent with the findings of
Fan et al. [27].

We also utilized Grad-CAM [93] to generate visual ex-
planations, as shown in Fig. 9. The edge maps indicate that
our approach predicts the abutting grating illusory contours



Table 6. Quantitative comparison on MNIST and AG-MNIST test sets. The human data derives from the work of Fan et al. [

]. The first

row of results is obtained on the original MNIST test set. Group 3 in Table 3 is selected as the baseline. The best two results are bolded and

highlighted in red and blue, respectively.

Dataset Human Model (Top-1 Acc. (%))
(Top-1 Acc. (%)) b celine VGG16 ResNet18 ResNet101 VIT-L-16 Swin-B 0 exXt MambaOut Ours
-B -B (ICPNet)
MNIS,T - 99.55 9941  99.70 99.72 9723 98.62  99.45 99.37 99.49
(Original)
Hor 98.33 49.02 17.18 9.80 9.74 9.06 7.95 11.99 14.02 81.27
o4 UL 98.67 19.09 17.22 9.80 9.74 9.80 95.74 8.74 11.49 77.72
UR 98.67 16.65 16.72 9.80 9.74 8.63 11.50 10.79 12.77 70.94
Ver 97.67 22.56 6.22 9.80 9.74 9.48 9.74 10.39 8.24 67.43
Hor - 49.70 14.40 9.80 9.74 8.34 9.74 10.69 9.32 98.15
=6 UL - 40.89 1697 9.80 9.74 9.81 9.74 19.07 8.81 98.73
UR - 3476 14.53 9.80 9.74 9.82 9.74 9.71 24.69 98.81
Ver - 48.43 6.50 9.80 9.74 9.78 10.20 9.95 6.89 98.50
Hor 98.67 2046 17.53 9.80 9.74 9.70 9.80 9.35 11.35 42.46
=8 UL 96.00 2498 12.29 9.80 9.74 10.59 17.68 10.52 12.24 58.22
UR 97.67 23.32  13.61 9.80 9.74 10.15 9.74 9.29 18.22 49.48
Ver 94.67 42,13  8.58 9.80 9.74 9.06 9.77 20.85 11.35 35.22
Hor - 17.93  20.31 9.80 9.74 7.00 9.74 8.93 10.95 94.33
=10 UL - 38.11 15.34 9.80 9.74 9.67 9.74 14.90 11.36 97.55
UR - 25.58 15.20 9.80 9.74 10.05 9.79 11.00 11.48 98.08
Ver - 1647 8.42 9.80 9.69 9.83 9.82 12.05 16.05 95.90
Hor - 12.44 1933 11.35 18.72 10.09  9.73 9.45 11.35 38.28
=12 UL - 22.82 17.96 9.80 9.74 9.75 9.79 32.53 11.35 35.26
UR - 18.56 14.86 9.80 9.74 10.51 9.74 10.32 11.36 37.73
Ver - 9.88 7.55 11.35 44.59 15.83 9.82 23.62 11.35 27.89
Hor - 2247 13.32 9.80 9.73 10.09  9.76 9.65 8.12 77.45
=14 UL - 41.10 1790 19.27 20.31 9.83 11.26 10.25 11.35 93.15
UR - 31.63 1322 11.36 15.16 9.61 10.57 8.86 11.35 96.18
Ver - 10.85 7.94 9.79 9.94 10.10  9.83 9.80 14.49 86.09

effectively. Furthermore, the class activation maps reveal
that ICPNet focuses more on the foreground overall, which
aligns with human intuition (see Fig. 7 for more visual expla-
nations of shape constraints). For example, ICPNet correctly
classifies the digit ”’4” by concentrating on its two top areas,
whereas Swin exhibits a more dispersive pattern and pays
more attention to the background.

Performance comparison on AG-Fashion-MNIST. To
further assess the perception of abutting grating illusory con-
tours, we created the more challenging AG-Fashion-MNIST
test set. We trained all networks from scratch on the Fashion-
MNIST training set [87] and conducted the evaluation on the
AG-Fashion-MNIST test set. Table 7 presents the detailed
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quantitative results. Overall, the results indicate that ICP-
Net outperforms the state-of-the-art methods by a significant
margin across most pixel intervals. Specifically, our method
achieves approximately twice the top-1 accuracy of compet-
ing approaches at intervals of 4, 6, 8, 10, and 14, and even
higher on some subsets. At interval 12, however, ICPNet
shows only average performance, which is consistent with
the observations from the AG-MNIST test set. Additionally,
the performance on the AG-Fashion-MNIST test set is much
lower than that on the AG-MNIST test set. We attribute
this difference to the inherently higher classification diffi-
culty of the Fashion-MNIST dataset, where objects exhibit
more complex shapes and ambiguous category definitions
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Figure 9. Visual explanations generated by Grad-CAM on the AG-MNIST test set. "Edge Map” refers to the edge prediction map produced
by ICPNet. The remaining figures display the Grad-CAM visualizations from the output features of the final convolutional layer for each
method. ”I”, ”T”, and "F” denote the pixel interval between grating lines, the correct, and incorrect prediction category, respectively. “Hor”
and ”Ver” represent the illusory contours generated via horizontal and vertical abutting gratings, respectively.

Table 7. Quantitative comparison on Fashion-MNIST and AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets. The first row of results is obtained on the original
Fashion-MNIST test set. The best two results are bolded and highlighted in red and blue, respectively.

Model (Top-1 Acc. (%))

Dataset VGG16 ResNet18 ResNet101 VIT-L-16 Swin-B ConvNeXt-B MambaOut-B Ours(ICPNeD)
Fashion MNIST o399 9393 9376 8832 9041  93.14 92.40 93.61
(Original)
Hor 10.13 10.34 11.04 1024  12.65 19.30 15.97 44.48
=4 UL 10.14 10.45 10.14 8.58 9.43 10.08 11.20 42.69
UR 10.14 10.46 10.14 10.04 8.22 10.21 12.58 42.25
Ver 10.22 16.21 16.23 8.00 4.34 21.25 15.28 47.81
Hor 15.85 15.66 13.92 10.23 5.18 10.14 15.93 68.53
=6 UL 10.14 17.74 10.04 9.66 12.90 9.53 10.04 77.15
UR 10.14 11.53 17.92 10.14  12.63 10.16 16.07 77.36
Ver 14.75 24.20 13.31 11.46 10.14 11.27 16.44 73.83
Hor 21.02 10.69 10.67 10.08 11.14 12.88 11.40 48.04
=8 UL 10.14 12.49 11.29 9.80 12.97 9.37 11.05 46.39
UR 13.29 12.63 11.01 11.77 17.15 9.93 11.09 42.90
Ver 20.64 18.29 8.65 3.53 3.60 16.67 19.64 50.42
Hor 26.07 9.85 14.39 7.69 2.21 14.38 13.44 52.95
=10 UL 10.04 10.66 10.74 6.71 10.14 12.11 15.53 68.51
UR 15.59 10.86 6.45 10.89 1297 10.18 19.12 69.65
Ver 22.80 9.28 10.86 10.53  17.66 10.92 13.97 38.75
Hor 28.93 54.74 27.32 12.98 6.71 10.92 20.82 34.75
=12 UL 11.25 6.71 6.71 12.33 12.54 20.52 17.07 23.95
UR 18.29 6.75 6.71 10.13 6.22 10.88 17.29 18.93
Ver 24.55  38.25 9.70 10.74 9.99 12.64 23.33 13.95
Hor 27.94 10.14 10.14 10.14 6.73 10.03 11.59 36.50
=14 UL 14.86 6.77 6.71 10.14  10.08 12.91 15.06 59.34
UR 17.29 6.77 6.71 10.06  10.14 10.89 19.84 61.03
Ver 18.30 7.28 15.49 10.53  10.15 7.03 6.49 34.05
compared to the simple digits in the AG-MNIST. Such dis- crepancies in performance also align with the established
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Figure 10. Visual explanations generated by Grad-CAM on the AG-Fashion-MNIST test set. "Edge Map” refers to the edge prediction map
produced by ICPNet. The remaining figures display the Grad-CAM visualizations from the output features of the final convolutional layer
for each method. I, ”T”, and ”F” denote the pixel interval between grating lines, the correct, and incorrect prediction category, respectively.
”Ver”, "UL”, and "UR” represent the illusory contour generated via vertical, diagonal from upper left to lower right, and diagonal from upper

right to lower left abutting gratings, respectively.

discoveries in human experiments [27]. Critical evaluation
reveals that, despite these challenges, ICPNet maintains a
higher top-1 accuracy on most abutting grating illusory sub-
sets, indicating a robust ability to perceive illusory contours.

The visual explanations for some models generated by
Grad-CAM [93] are shown in Fig. 10. Compared with the
edge maps of the AG-MNIST test set, the edge maps of
the AG-Fashion-MNIST test set contain more background
texture, which may derive from the inherent classification
challenge of the dataset. Furthermore, the class activation
maps reveal that our model captures multiple key regions for
correct predictions. For example, ICPNet correctly classifies
the sandal by concentrating on the toe, heel, and other parts,
whereas Mambaout pays more attention to the background
relatively.

5. Discussion and conclusion

The abutting grating illusory contour is one of the most
frequently used illusory figures for investigating shape per-
ception and object recognition in the neuroscience field.
Moreover, the abutting grating illusory contour perception
represents a sophisticated and fundamental capability in bi-
ological visual systems, yet it is notably absent in DNNs,
which are employed to simulate biological vision. In this
study, inspired by the cortical structures and circuits of the
visual systems, we construct a perceptual network with
feedback connections, named illusory contour perception
network (ICPNet). Extensive experimental results on the
AG-MNIST and AG-Fashion-MNIST test sets demonstrate
that, although a performance gap remains relative to human
performance, ICPNet exhibits obviously conspicuous sen-
sitivity to abutting grating illusory contours compared with
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other neural networks. This research underscores the critical
role played by feedback modulation, attention mechanisms,
multi-scale receptive fields, and shape bias in the perception
of abutting grating illusory contours. While this study pri-
marily focuses on the abutting grating illusion, we hope that
ICPNet with hierarchical feedback connections will inspire
the development of more robust networks from the perspec-
tive of structural innovation. Moreover, our results empha-
size the necessity of fundamental cues (e.g., shape features)
for machine perception under extreme distortion conditions.
Consequently, the proposed multi-task learning framework
holds the potential to inform visual model design in chal-
lenging tasks, such as camouflaged object detection [95],
occlusion-aware segmentation [96], and underwater object
detection [97].

To sum up, illusory contour perception involves multiple
cognitive and neural mechanisms. Beyond humans, this
ability also serves as an anti-camouflage device in the natural
world, enhancing the robustness in object recognition under
degraded or occluded conditions for animals [52]. In the
era of rapidly evolving Al, the alignment of neural networks
with human perception is increasingly crucial, as the ultimate
goal of Al is to construct machines that think and perceive
like humans [3 1, 98]. By leveraging visual mechanisms, our
model attempts to narrow the gap between the behaviour of
DNNSs and human visual perception. Our approach presents
a promising insight into integrating computer vision with
biological vision. Future research will focus on augmenting
the ability of model to detect various illusory contours and
apply it to natural image understanding tasks.
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