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The Role of Visual Buffer in Visual Interpolation

Hideyuki UNUMA, Hisa HASEGAWA, Philip J. KELLMAN

Abstract

Perception of objects in ordinary scenes requires spatiotemporal interpolation processes to
integrate inputs fragmented in space and time. This paper gives a brief review of recent research
on spatiotemporal interpolation processes and the role of the visual buffer in interpolation.
The authors also review psychophysical methods for investigating the temporal characteristics of
the buffer. Moreover, temporal limits on visual persistence in the dynamic visual icon (Palmer,
Kellman, & Shipley, 2006) are discussed. We suggest a unified account of interpolation processes

for static, dynamic, occluded,and illusory objects.
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T, SIRITEBMHAN OISR (WK object) DHEICBI 2 HAE MMM (visual
interpolation) D& &I A FHATICHHIEC % 5 (Marr, 1982; Palmer, 1999; Kellman, Guttman,
& Wickens, 2001; #87#, Kellman, B4/, 2005) & & H12, ZORMENLETVIRESIN
T &7: (Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Shipley & Kellman, 1992ab). Z O 7% 7 CHE R ORI &
&, RO 2KRITOFELTOIY YOME DAL 5T, 3KITZZM (Kellman, Garrigan, &
Shipley, 2005; Kellman, Garrigan, Shipley, & Keane, 2007 ab), & 5 ZIZFRRIKIC % 50 72 5E 1
(Palmer, Kellman, & Shipley, 2006; Unuma, Hasegawa, & Kellman, 2006, 2007) ~& & L T
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720 ARHFZEIL, BERIAGIRICZ 5 O/ - ZERB 2R IC BT AR EREEO BRI
REICELTCINT TOMRAEET S L L B0, HETONT A ERIIED LIz
WTHETL, MEHEBOBEHETIVIZOWTERT L,

1. FRENHEMRICS T I2REDERNERH

1.1 HAEBEROKE &L HAENHE

MFOR G OHEIL, ZENZ WV UEMNED Y 28 280ENADE b L I2Rekico
WTOHBEMERIADPTERENE Z LIZL o TRILT A EEZ LI LDNTEL, ZOHE, HE
VAT LT B AN, AROFWOEERLIE, BIRFEHFOREICLE D Lo T4
5 A ZALT Do Gibson (1966, 1979) AHEHEL 72k 512, =00 & 3 2L B HHA b TED
5 (object) IZDWTDRELIZHENRILT S I EITHEY AT LORENLIFETH 5
EVZ b, OB LT, MFWEREANTPLHMEY AT AP REEOMENEH
(perceptual representation) * KT 5 EEZ A&, EHRUHERL L TOHEY AT A0 H
IZL TS 5 WIRFICAIEREHE L CTHMENRRETE T 2000 HMEE % 5,
RIS R R R AT W 19 2 AR —fk e LT E LD o & TRIBEE (percept) #9HT
TAHZ LW, TTICTrY a2y )b MOHSEIC L - THRENERILD Gestalt R & L TRES L
Tw7zh, TOFEAEEVE, BRESICO O EENREIIE LTHESITONTE
(Palmer, 1999) s T4EIZH 5T, Z OHBIEFILOBER & FRIGIZH S 2125 5 RADES
L (Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Kellman, Garrigan, & Shipley, 2005), F1=8&HI{LD Gestalt Z
oW TOEREFLMEDP TR TH S I EATRENT WD,

—7, MERHRLEY X7 AT 2RI, 20 X9 ZAEHEEHILO &SR
HERLEEEOL P TED L) IMEIT SNLDOhEB S22 L7z (Marr, 1982; Palmer,
1999). Thbb, BEY AT HICAN SNLEROZH T EMIREEEL (8 2y Y
edge) &, MK (early vision) #BFEIZBVTHIM (interpolation) &N THEiFE (contour)
BB Bo CHICKH LT, 6, 74 AF v & EORAY (surface property) 12T v T 0
LB L XAEFN LI S, RS 2B LA ST (surface) HHEMT 2, & 5123
FVLEE S 5 EE)R AR ZIC LA BT X ORI INS LRESINT, WL EOME L F
JEL 7%\ [T (shape) ] ODFIHEBRLER TS, ZO L9 % 3RILEMADOWE (object) @
HIENE W5 —BEOERIILERE O 7 ¢, ATTOWENIZ L 8350 & REEFEO WL 5
DAL, Marr (1982) BWTEZ LN TWABRELY L, X EREBENZER T4obb,
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VMAEBRPEEEHGOESE 5D, IV FAF 3y 7 RERC X AT BLY AT 578
ELTEHLABNAIZNzo TS (Palmer, Kellman, & Shipley, 2006) o

1.2 2 RATFES LIV 3 RTZR[ICH T BHEDET IV
NRPBBREVBET HHFETIE, HWERIINFICBT 2 FWE O ERER (occlusion)
D70, —BISHFUC B TERES 5% (L v Y) EEABICRERNE A SN D, 2
BT B 72 AJ00E, SUEIBBLE O RHIERIZ BV CHIM S WO RIS HE S NS,
7z & 213 Figure 1 Tid, LRPERIKOBEO —EILERBRICL > TEBRAERICAIERE Z L
Ew, BEOT Yy VRS LIERESNIEIPHR SN DL L8 o T, WERERBDHIL
LILREREZ i L L TR 5 2 L 2T RICT 5, B4, ZMMR Ty VOB OERIME*
FERAIIZH S 512 L 72w { DA OFF% (Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Kellman, Garrigan, & Shipley,
2005) DEHIZL T, R [LVCEHBOER] L LCRBEATELBRIIONT, £
BAAMZARIRASE N EBRET 2MMGMHOMBHEO 0L LY, SHICFDA DAL
2DV T b BARM 5 #3209 7)1V (Heitger, F., Rosenthaler, L., von der Heydt, R., Peterhans,
E., & Kiibler, O. 1992; Heitger, F,, von der Heydt, R., Peterhans, E., Rosenthaler, L., & Kubler, O.,

Figure 1 An example of visual interpolations. Fragmented edges are

integrated into unitary perceived objects.
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1998) DRE SIURFEATTO LN T W5,

2RTEFE BT A EENHBOEMAN L ET NV E LT, Kellman & (1991) 13 ZEHAYIZHE
feolz20DLy VOBMGBRMFEN L BERPHEM B ZBET S v TBRDITT R
(relatability) | GHAZ 3% L7 (B8, Kellman, £4HJ1, 2005) & 512, M AREAIHK
MY ABDOTII R, Ty VHOLMBERER (0°) »5ER (90°) £ TELTHICL0
THIMOEE S I T 5 2 LAVRENT2 (Rellman & Shipley,1992), F72, HERIHH
PR THBOYMBEH Ly VORSELy VHOF v v 7 (gap: i) OKESIZo0T
OHRAMEL TR SN TB Y, MF O 2 LRPHH 2 BIES 5 L) [SLFIE (support
ratio) | REH I, SEMHHEPSHENOL Yy VOMfHEL D b ZNLOBHE L V) EROERE
FR R L > THHTE 2 5EMARIEB L T2 (Shipley & Kellman, 1992b), & @
£ 7% 2 WITTPHEIE BT A M OERIMEE, &5 3RIEMICBUAHMICORIITA I L
IR SN T3 (Kellamn, Garrigan, Shipley, Yin, & Machado, 2005) o

2IRTEB LV 3 RITLZEMOMENRHERIET v VO & EFROMMIZ X 2 87 E A
# (boundary interpolation process) &, L (texture) 7 & O RMEFFH OB & HLHk
(2 & 2R EAMEAE (surface interpolation process) &\ 2 DDEFHIT HWHEN 6% 5 L E
Z 515 (Palmer, 1999; Shipley & Kellman, 2001) o 35 574 B A% 13— o> iR A= B AE A9 0 1L
(Hubel & Wiesel, 1959,1968; Livingstone & Hubel, 1987; Hubel, 1995)) ###EL LB, T
FH) R AMERBEE TV (Heitger, F, et. al, 1998) IZ X AMAEIC X > THER SN TS, —F,
SR EAR X SR TR BB AR L AT T 5 L OSE I EREN T— 4 2 b L iCiE s h
T3 (Kellman & Loukidies, 1987; Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Shapley & Gordon, 1987; Shipley
& Kellman, 1992a)c 25 2 DDOHHBREDLIEAS 5IZBTEXF0 ) ORLEL, BRO
RERDPOD My Ty B EFEEND I EIZL o T, [ (figure) ] ~DOBEFAR D E|
%4 (boundary assignment ) & JEATHIRAFHOILEL (spreading) ASTREE 21, J¥ (shape)
DFE— ) % FE KB (perceptual representation) 2S5 &L E X 5T % (Kellman,
Guttman, & Wickens, 2001)

I THRAMIZME SN HHE L ESHEBRREIIB W T—RIIZIIRE S VBRSNS
I EEERTALEDN DD, Thbb, MEBRICBVTEDEEARICHY H TS,
BERITHo T, REMIIIETEBRLZERLSO My 75y Vb Y 25ROk
ERBI b, WHRLZFOERIIETLL0L LTHMESNS, EEFE D Z0HEET
RESNLNIIHERT 52 L1005, 2%, BREWICERLZHEFAEINLEEICBY
TY, TNOLOHMBERIISHLIEME CR—THLLEZ LI LN TE L,
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Figure 2 An example of a spontaneously-splitting object. This figure is typically seen as an ellipse and a
rectangle. When an ellipse is perceived as interpolated behind the rectangle, the illusory sides of
the rectangle are perceived around the center of the figure. But when the rectangle is perceived
behind the ellipse, illusory arc can be completed. (After Kellman & Shipley, (1991).)

Figure 2 1% H %895 El%F % (spontaneously-splitting object) & %\ X H O HI 5K (self-
splitting object) & X ¥ %5 b ® T&H % (Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Kellman, Guttman, &
Wickens, 2001)o &I T, BHEO LIIEAEFBCPREH L) ICHEINLFREL, &
AP ER A E) 2 00FEFEY L, LIXRLIERET 5. BRAESHEHEZE) GERRT
%) Bt BRAROBEEERE > THIRE S NS, Zzd L THoMEIRL, EHEO
FHRTHEREL TR EME SN, WIHBEPEENERLZ LT TRZA] HIFTIE
B, ZOHE, BAEO L) ICKENESEL D o THWIHPEMLT L L) ICHE SN LS
AE% [BMERIHISE (modal completion) ] & XU, ZHUZK L TRATEOERDOBHD X 512
BHROEEZ L 7-TIC20EN BHTHH L) MESNLEREL, [FFERENHTE (amodal
completion) | & X5 (Kanizsa, 1979), FIMFRESE—ICHHEHLST, b D EREDS Bz
LCBMNICHEESN T ARAESIFEEMICHTEIN) 52 L1k, 20 2HOMEA
— DM BEA AL TwbZ & ERIEL TW5b, Shipley 5 (Shipley, T.F, & Kellman, PJ.,
1992a) (LM & FFBEEMHTOTRICFE—OMEBEr S 5 EEL, Zhe [[FH—
WKL (identity hypothesis) | & X A7,

¢3Y

1.3 HENESICE28EE—BNEREE (visual buffer) D1%E
2WIEEB L U3 WITZEM Iz B W CTHERR A TR TITREN] oRl T TRy s I L
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DIRSNTED, WREBEEDPBE T L AEBENREET (Gibson, 1966, 1979) T
RARICAND SN Ly DIIZEMIZIE2 5 & FRICEEHIC O LT T AL E2 LI EHNTE
bo Tabb, LAOWERHEARIIZHHE OMREL L OIX 0 T, BRMIZLH
HANERET 5 2L THAROMH LIBOMENRHAZER L TobLEZLNL), 22
TIIAD SN HEE R —FEAIREE LIBO AT E AT H72010, HRESERT DL
HWEWREZET 2 LBV D 5, '

— I 2 LR BRI DV T, §7CIUC Sperling (1960) 12 & » THIBLO W ELAY 7Y L5 b
MWEADP—FHIERERFT LI EDRENT WA, AHDO L)L, ZOBEEOEHRD
PI#I K E 13 Neisser (1967) 12 & o T visual icon & LI 7zc D, Coltheart (1980) i
WMIFFSNDHEHROBLA L LT, WEIGEHOFEHE (neural persistence), 1RE MR (visible
persistence), 74 2= v 7 - X2E1) — (iconic memory) % H 7z, —7, HEFENLHHR
DN B L VEMEIZ DWW, Sperling (1960) (ZHEMLL 7253 Cf (Banks & Barber, 1977;
Clark, 1969), K & & & J7 ] (Von Wright, 1968), % (Turvey & Kravetz, 1970), & &) )7 [f]
(Demkiw & Michaels, 1976; Shioiri & Cavanagh, 1992) 73t & T X 72,

AIZBIT DMEEB L OBEBORENZ L b % ) ik L il & v ) BT E OBLETIE, $HiC
B, HBLCEBHHIIZOVTOFEREED L) ITHERIC X > TEEE - EHENL0H0
SOOTEETHL, L Lahs, RESNIIBRSI - REENAD EOMTHIENT
B FHR & TROMERRADPTE S N ABBRICE L TiE, 20D 5 W IZBEKIR A7 =X
LEZDWTWELFRIFR SN TIE v, IFTIE, 20 &) 2EZERB 2 HREE 12 X
LHHVIIHEDHE L VHIRHIZOWT, BEOEBRNBRIZLARNLEHITTB A
Vg

Hochberg (1968) 13, /NEAAEE (aperture) %L CFOF B TEE T 5 VAN % 8
B LERET, BEEP—EIINROBONESOABRTETH L2 0b o5 TS
EROMBE LTINS 5 Z L RETH 5 Z L %78 L7z Hochberg &, HERMIEE S 7z
TR Z 22 IR A LN REERO LR MENEI 2 ERT 2 LIREL, RRWL1E
(schematic map) (Z&EFDEOFEREHRIET L L L L2, WROEFHIZ LA >TENLL A
B, AT A EVIRHERE L 2o RO LEZ L8R IEA L 72 Unuma (1992) 13,
L DHRERORVIFRIEFIC & o T—8NICKESME SN A TR ZHE L2, 0k
RUFERID OERPREARIC L o TREFS NS L & B2, ZRODPRVINETFIZ L72d5oC
MESNDZERREL TV 5,

72, wbWLT =V A2y ZHIH (anorthoscopic perception) & LIXNAHETII,
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BRWA) Y bEEBLTEZOERTBETA20R0EKTMESNL LT THL I L
HHIGNTWD (eg., Anstis & Atkinson, 1967; Parks, 1965)s T DHAET S —FIZHERIZA
NENBERIIFREERD T —ETHLICH b 6T, HERNEFNLEZHKETAI LT
MEREROIMEBREZ T A (Parks, 1965; Rock, Halper, DiVita, & Wheeler, 1987; Sohmiya &
Sohmiya, 1994) L EX DI LN TEL, T/ —VAIEY VHBIZOWTOERNEILE S5
W OPOBRPFEPHE SN TS, FTHMEINIHHIE, MRy b XD IH%D
RELIEDP > THREIND, ZIUITBDOERIA ) v N 2 HERIEAEBE T 20 282 TR
HEANTHERE L, 2L EORMIIRIZO > TMEENTWAE I LERELTWS, F77,
COFFHET HEDIEHITIA ) v FOBERTOMEROBENICL L 2> TEFOZERNTOMELE
MLTBY, ZODITHROBEEENLZALPOETREINTWALEEZ NS, &
DIZCN O DZERBYIC IS R 2 M ERP O E—O R E L CHEI KT S 2
b, WRERELTOEELEED (unit) KT 5825, H2EETOTHAN %3 TIZR
AR SN TV BT EHMAET A Z L CR—OMRE LTERETLI EETREIZLT
WHLEZEZDHZENTES (Kellman, Guttman, & Wickens, 2001;Palmer, Kellman, & Shipley,
2006)

INHDOBRBRI TN O RERDWR B L REAT & —FICRFF T 52 L 2RIBT 2 & &
b2, BULEATTEENLEZVLEOOMRE L TEHETLIEE2RLTWE, 22T, £
R ENTW A B2 HEHEHD SN REEOMBENERIR S NS LIRET 558, ZONH
RHUZOWTOEDRPHS DI ENLUEDNH L7259, TTHE—IL, FOMBEEEHI LD
L) LBEREERBFL TV L0p0MEE 2L, 22 TETy V2 ELROERE, BEX %0
BEERDP KN SNDELER DD EEZOND, TLFNLPMESNDLEND, 2RTH D
WIE 3 IRTTOMRIZ BT 2 BRI REMOHIN & LD LD RIS 2000 HEtsh s 2
LB B, ZOL) RIFHORFFENFZOMBENRD, Thenso k) g
MEEFEIZALE DT 5N DOPDHL P ENB T IER SR, REBOLTF TR, Zhbo
FIREIZ DWW T O BARR AP ER E 2O RE L DB, ZN5E2 0 & ITHRENHRE
B BREERDEE & 2 OBHMIBRIZOWTERT LI LICT 5,

2. BZEHEMEOEHYELENERRNS S 1 L

2.1 BREMNFHEORILEME S N ZWMIBOMKEERIEEM
CITEHEY, HEMRETEN L LR 00w B 2 AT 5 720 0 BARN 7 J2ER
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NG TR EDVBHIFHZ LT A, T/ —JATE Y Z7HHESR Hochberg (1968) 5 DEIFEIT,
HROBEL LTEELR LD TH B, HHIHM OBALAM & ALy 5/ HE o= 2 M| o
BRIEICOWTHE §2I1I2ELT LA L T A Lidvn v, 72, IESNLIHROER
BE IOV T OBR EHERERNTH Y, SHICEDOLHETROETIVIZOVT IR OR
WERL Cnb, 2 TUTTHE, SMRZOOCHBIEREOETVEHLNIT A EIENT
HT, ZOHEL L THEMPWEZNERFELFLIZEDHITH I LIZT 5, THUL, B
BT X o THRAENBOEZEM &G ERENHHOMOFENEZ TFHL2IIL L) &
BEHTALLDOTHY, T8 061020 E % MW HEPIE T VAR EREZHS 223
BI2OORPE L2 ) DEEROLNLENLTH S,

—, MENHELERNICRETL L) L3556, MMOBLZ L0 L) 2BRIZL -
THET L0 MEE b, & &IIHIF72 Hochberg (1968) X7/ —V A Iy JHHED
BE, LTLIEEMRBEITEICSEL MBIV v, BRI NEINERSR L
LTENBEDRERUEZ L ORI OPVLT LEMLLTERWI L, CORROM
MEeLmIZLTWEEL WA, THICH LT Unuma 5 (Unuma, 1996, 2000; Unuma &
Tozawa, 1994) (X EBIH (SEHI0) BWEMHEIE (subjective contour figure; Figure 3 ZH8) %
AWT, COBBRERTHLFERTY (Wbwd /Sy 7<) ZRIBYICHRRT HERE
T, [ARHRRFERE & [0 TERR IR 2 E SN SRR G2 E Lz, £ 2 Tl
FRRHAE L RO FEME R SBE S UL, B4 OFBHEPRZEZMAICHRE SN
A HE SN2 D &R SN/, —RRICEBMR IR I8V TEBIE SN2 IR
&, WEPTy VPFEELZWICS b 5T, Eihl RIS E0EIHIZ S o T E D
53t (segregation) Zd7:6 L, MEHMOMIZHZ & LBTXOEEEL S5 (Kanizsa,
1979) L7zH3oTH LIFERF ORI RREFRIZB W THROBRR 2 ZLVEHE SN
W, HENHHOBEPRIES DL EEX bNE, ERIC—EDOERT, FLEMEZOR
FIAFR R BRI B W CH AR L FAROBRRPEEIN L Z EA7RENT WS (Unuma,
1996;Unuma & Tozawa, 1994), 3 7%b b, RVIRHIRFR CHE S N /-2 IR FE
EIF CHERMRMIC X 250 & Ao BRRBIWEEN) 222 LRk, 20
£ MR E I L 2 RHHEEEO&RE, SO ITHEMYEFHNFETRI L2 0L,
NRGERLE E R L 2 RORFIREL A2 HIF 2 2 L0 TE %,
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Figure 3 A Kanizsa-type subjective contour figure used in Unuma & Hasegawa (2002, 2004). Each inducing

figure was presented one by one, and total subjective figure was perceived under limited temporal
conditions.

2.2 NEEMEICEK DHE S W EFBEROIE OREE

EIZDR7z Unuma 5 DFERHEITHOWAKE S, L S LRITZ0OB{bE FNEFNFERE
ZHOTHESELZODTH o7z, TN LT, L DITEINZIREL Fv 72 ssen
EDOOEDI/NEENME (dot localization paradigm) 3% 5. Z AL HIH SN2 S O
LI RERIRL, BEEIZZO/NEPME SN HmTRIT L CEZIMET 2220w T
DHWzRKDOBHEDTH 5B, WO L FFIZKESMEINLFHETIE, FO/MEHH
BOWE (L) PP OHEE S L0 b I LIl b, MEEEOMENILL % WHET
b, WEMAVNEMETHE SIEL, FOETERE WML ERRE HE T 52 &
PR TH D, ZOHFETHESNLWETIBROMEBEHET S Z LATREICR 205, ZOHEk
ICBWTEBSE SN L/NAMNEAMORE L BRESRM SN AWMIBOFE AT 2 £ 25
N5,

Unuma & Hasegawa (2002, 2004) 1%, SEO EBIER TR OFEE + R HR T
B INEN N REME R A G b2, NIOMEBEIZZEETE (double staircase method)
FHEE IS L72h o TRIEES NIz Thbh, HIEONHEIASAMINI s> TRNEEE{L S8 5
REVE, S SN E B & 5 RN D 2 FFIHREE ENTze FRFI T EIZHE SN iEn
MOREOHEMEH KD S, ZNZNAEFFIE (inside threshold) &4HUFARFIE (outside
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threshold) & EFE SNz & 2 CTHANOHEEMBDOEDANIEMEE (imprecision) & EFE S
72o NIEFEENREWVIZE, LOARERBICBIBEIEM SN T2 EZRT EEX LN,
b DL DODOIFIEIIWHEEMEDOFIHET, MR SNIHIHOME (location) DIIEE Sh
oo ThbLIOENMATHISHEREO L y VORMABER X ) SAMIZ, EThEZ
OYMIN IR FIRA I S EPEM L T2 L 2R &R b,

FENE % RPN~ (14 7)) R38R EZ 40 I )25 1920 3 VR L TOH
BT L&A, 240 3T TOHBECIZZ L LOREEEH L ) b A IEFEE MRV,
T b bLBIEOEMILE L THE SN Tz, FOREEEORE S FHHMAT0.28°
THY, TNIFEREORBRREE L FARETH -2, Jcx L TR SN ARIHO
fLEE, 240 3 VBLIF ClaWHE T v O OEEAEH S HAIRIZ KT OAENZ P 4A T 0.37°
ZRILCRY), ZOREILLNRCEMEFIZBIT A FHOEMOIFDEORE S THo 720

ZORERIE, W450 1B FE TOHEBTIIFENRITRE SN CTHBRREFLERL L )12
FEMNETEPERENEY & 3 2o THR SN, HENHHMSEIZL Tl E2mm L Tw
7oo B Z LiE, ZOEBTTHE ENRIROMNES—B L TRIEONMIZEM LT
WzZ ETHolze THICHART, L) RVEMERTIE, UGS, SHHEE S N EwFHOME
B LAy VOWEMLER ISV, FOEMTIEEL TWERWEEZ SN, 457D
1B LR MEE T, FRUTORBAEIC BT 2 WENRM L 3822 X 7 = X LHH
HLTwdbntZEz 65, 21Ud, BEBME &b oM Tlda <, L) mKROEM
BHEFRIZD D NEDOBENB I bbb DEEZ OGNS,

INEEREC LA EBRMBE OMEN, HE SN 5B O N IERRE & R B A R )
LEFRTAHI LT, WMIPHAERORMMEIEERL D B IERICNETE 2 aMELR L7z,
T2, MESNAHBBEOMEEZHS T HI LT, HEMMMICI Y ME SN B
[Ty DOME L IZEMIIIS L2 880 20 Ths 2 L2l bnl L7,

2.3 #EIKEL>THEZIhITEOHFT]

ANEEMEE, RSN LWIHOMNE & IEME 2 B 5P EEEEREIC X o THlE Y
HIERWEEICLETERDVS D, 72720, DAEOEMIELT LS RO EEROML
TICREET 5 b DT v, £ 2 THENHMIZ L o THEEROMENBILT 52 £z
BT 572012, MR SNIIBORRRE T IR L 3 28I Sz, T4bb, SIED
WL L CTEEEPMESNE 2 LI2Eo T, AMOBBEPIANETL2Z E2MHATLHD
Thbo Ik, —HICHEEMZE (word superiority effect), BHEERLA)R (face superiority
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effect) ER L L) 1Z, BOMEIZBTHRBIHMIC & o TEBRIBREIE A ME S h
b, EHNOEFRMFEXNBOAPMEENLHELY L, FORBEMEITHTT 5 HMEHL
BHMEHE S N BUCE R, FRIBESH LT 5 L v ) FEZRME LT Wb, 20K
Fhl#% (shape discrimination paradigm) % #E I OMBEIZHEN L722601213, HE AR
D Z2RIFYFEPE % 5T L 72 Shipey & Kellman (1992b), VEMHSE & IR MR 52 % OB ST

L 7z Kellman & Shipley (1991), % L T2 & EEME L L 72 Peay & Gannon (1987),
Reynolds (1981), Gellatly (1980), Kojo, Liinasuo & Rovamo (1993), Ringach & Shapley (1996)
EHITHIENTES,

Unuma 5 (2006, 2007) (£ EBMEIROFELE % RNIZIRT 2 2 TOHEIE
PRl B L, RO EGE FLHE L CRENHIC L 2TE0RE2EEEICL -
THELz. BIBET LI, FRERELZRRT 28 (HZ) 0L L TOROIEGER
2 OREMREREAE b L7z, ERIGE L) /-t ¥ OFJMIIBEEZ L > TRE>TW
7298, BRI X B AT A D LA 1214333205 4.00 HZ, < A 7 FlEA R Wi4130.80
HZ %5 1.50 HZ LHEE S 7ze ORI, ERDOBTHE THENHMI KT T 57201213
450106 350 1 O TR S NIHENERSHKE SNALENH Y, FULED
FERIEERH TR AR T3 Th 2 T L 2R LT iee F2v A7 HIBIC S 72 5 i A3
ROWHETHE, L) ROEHEETLES NHEERIRE SN 5 Z EAURIBE N,

Unuma & (2006, 2007) O#5H1E, FERO LB PR & /IO 2 ~ A 7 % T
MR R R O BRI B % #ES L 72 Ringach & Shapley (1996) 123\ TRIR & AL T 72 BRI
MW R SERH T ORI & O W 2 /R L Tz, 72, Ringach HIZBWTRIES L
72 2 BB DI HAME BRG] & FIE S 5 b DT &2 72 Ringach b OFHIZ KL, &
IE 1B L LT 2 RITE BRI (R B RER O L 5 2RI 2 oMt sB 2 b
N, ZHUZIZ 100 R URREOERMALETH L, & HIZENIIHCE 2 B ©Z 0 BATIE
WAFEE SNBDS, TIUEFEEL T A 7 EN72RIC 140 55 200 3 ) O ALE &
EN7ze Unuma S DFERIIFEXEARIIICHERIZ AT 415 51T Ringach 5 D FEFR/ S
TEA LEINIRR BN, FIBAT £ REZE- AR5 & L CRERI L 7212 B CRBRO B
PAVRIME SN 722 L, REIBREATING T 5 22 ARG % 188 1S3 2 LBl e 2% ] 5 A9
ATTRS 2 L & Ll OB 2 L D2 L AR L TWb,
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3. BFEENVERE L RRENIEHRRERE

3.1 HREFE OB & IR

ME R O BRI 12 D TIE, 9 TS Shipley & Kellman (1994) 251 2% [ 5% 5L AL
(spatiotemporal boundary formation: SBF) #fEZ %L, I zERE§ 2 MBSt L L o,
Fifn, LB EORBT GBS E IR L, NS AT SBF A ERENT A -0 OREREEHIK & LT
165 I UM T TORMMIEZ 2 [&] (165-ms window) ZIKELTWb, 7/ =Y ALY
7 FE R FE T O R H IR T CHIR S 1A EENER IEEIE O R AE 2 303 5
72012, SO L) — RN A HELESMIE S NALLENHSH 9o 72721, Shipley 5 (1994)
OARET A FE S & Unuma 5 (2006,2007) 8 & U8 Ringach 5 (1996) 72> H/RME S 5
BIEFILLT L b H— &k 2 v, BURIRHE AL, W#oRs S, HE, BRI
BREWLOPOBERICHEENL 20, TORHFHELZNODRERNOERIZL ) LT L
BEMED S 5%, FOREIE & 4 L O RERIAEE & OBIFRIZ DWW TIRET O R HAFR S T
%o 77T 165-ms window & Unuma © O R i O AHE I XA AR 2 351 5 S i A
EEEHFEROMEERIHEY B AW EEDGETE &\ (Unuma et al. 2007), ¥
bbb, PRENHHORIICX2EORFRETIIAL S LRTE2EG0E0OBEEZ X )
BICHE T2 ZLDPUETH Y, TOUEFRMPR 2520 E2 b5, BEFOERBLL
B2 X% EORAFELHE LIZMERAOAERDSERE SN L FERBIZB W T L OH M O #
BHPBET ENERETHA o WTIIZLTH, WEEMEBREOA TR, RIEAHHBRE,
AT ZMLHE L DA TR WROMENREOL R E TORBEBR AN —BHS P I2END
VBN B

WIEDHEREB S ER SN L EFE TR, FBETIHEONREZ XL OBRHEEICEL L
FMREOIEICL > THES NS ZEWHER SN TV 5 (Kellman & Shipley, 1991)o 2138
FRBRENS L ST IIRT 2ERFMBERETICBWTY, ZE L7HE & MEOMEFRH
ML THIERREL TS, 2D L) REROEELZMERNY, BROBERNZNE
RUREICL T B L b s, FRICHMIE, EBzERLALE, LOXHIZLTLEEL
7RO B RIS A OV EERMEL b, TOERT, HENHLEOERIWED
#i (object interpolation) D¥IF (Kellman, Garrigan, & Shipley, 2005) TbH 5 XE725 9,

3.2 —HEEEREIRRTIEREYVEFOHR
522 ] Y 2 AT BM RS 12 & 2 W EHE (object perception) DAL % BET L 72 Palmer,
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Kellman & Shipley (2006) 1%, 2XITB LU 3 WL [BRDIT W Het: | MR+ R L [k
IRIBEFRDO L W BB1% (spatiotemporal relatability: STR) | Hiw & 85 L72o TP %2> T STR 8
BIRYRE T 1 2 > (dynamic visual icon) & XIENA.LMEBREZ AR T S LRE L. Zhid
AN SINTTROEHRE & HRMRRT 2 L & b0, EBET 2WEINERM OB RIZHEELT
LEF)HED S ZOMBLEHTAHMEL LD, TN TMHBEEEKET 2 2 L Thfkek
DOLHIRAZERT B EARESNTRT, {EROBET AT L3RRS, ZOMGHIHHL
£ LTHHRIL, FHLEERED SCOCHNLRRIIBITAHMTH Y, 25 ICFERILER
BTRIC & 2 IR 25T & 50U - BRI SR F—OBRBIC Lo THBL LY L9500
Thhb, TOERTHEBENLZREETICBT 2 #ESWEMEOREGNERERL TV L
Wz &I

STRIZBWTHRKA SN L NEREIE, ZORMEELER SN LIER, RO EED
DEEHEDOMETH S (Palmer, Kellman, & Shipley, 2006) o 718 EFAYED R HE % & &
KZBIhbNbgae, TONMICEHSNREIEROERE LD LBV EPHREINTS
) (De Valois & Takeuchi, 2001), STRIZ & » THEE S N5 NHEHROHNENSH S S I12HE
ENBLENRHA ). TLEABOL N ST —HAHEREORMBEOME L, STRIZX
B IR OB B FIH OREIZEZ 2 DD TH A,

CE
RV, 5B HITT 5T 19 F IR R R T RSB TRSROWI £ 20 72,
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