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Abstract

Binocular rivalry is a phenomenon that assesses the ongoing exchange of visual information from an unchanging visual stimu-
lus and the subjective perception of the stimulus. Overseas researchers have used the binocular rivalry paradigm to assess
mental disorders but this type of research has only just started in China. The magnitude of binocular rivalry can objectively as-
sess the conscious state of subjects and, thus, be used to evaluate the processing of visual information by patients with mental
disorders. It is a valuable research tool in the assessment of the development of symptoms in mental disorders.
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