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Visual Attention and Object Perception:
Levels of Visual Features and Perceptual Representation

Hideyuki UNUMA, Hisa HASEGAWA

Abstract

This paper gives a brief overview of recent research on object perception and visual attention
processes. We suggest two object-based attention mechanisms; an early-selection mechanism
that uses perceptual grouping principles, and a late-selection mechanism that operates on more
abstract representation with higher visual features. We also argue the distinction between two
levels of perceptual representation in object perception; entry level at which dissimilar objects

are perceived, and subordinate level at which similar objects such as faces are discriminated.
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attention) DR FTHEIZEDLOTEETH S, EEDHEMNIER (visual attention) DL
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TOMERIFRIL (perceptual representation) % EM T 570 OICLE R FIRERIEREDL L 720w
WZHGNZ R ) DDH %o ,

ZZTARTIE, TN TOHUENERICE T 0058 & REENT RO B #E % 484 L %77
5, MBEAEIIOVTORED WL OPDET NV EMEIZBERIT 2572 el A IRET
5o £F, WRAE (object perception) & HUIMIILEMIEZIZ DOV TOTEOIITE % S L,
*ﬁﬁﬂ‘]?i%f@?%b:ﬁwfﬁé%ﬁlb EIFOoNTELMELEAET L, Z20%, NROMEMNEH
(perceptual representation) DWW THDREDETIVEEKRT S LIZL o T, SHBROMNRA
RO R LN DOV TERT Lo

1 REMEEICEY 5EFEDHRE

I IR, BAICHEMEEREO BN ST S A AEAERL, 2o CRESNBEED
BB % BRI B0 KT, RIS £ o TRIR S N A RIBOBME L 20 2 5 =X Ao
WCOREDHEREABNT %o 81 [HRICESEED A S =X L (object-based attention
mechanism) | {I22WT, FNLUMNOIEBA T ALIICHET IR EER L 2B 6EE4 5,

1.1 BEAEEOWMENTEA L

REMEROEBIBEIZEL L COEBORMELRE 7572012, ThE TV OhDEERR/S
FEA LDBHNENTE 72, Luck & Vecera (2002) &, WEZH.LE LEEMNED/ST S
1 L%, ZZEBFDP ) RR/NT ¥4 2 (Spatial Cuing Paradigms), #8751 4 (Search
Paradigms), 74 V¥ > 7 -3 5 A L (Filtering Paradigms), —FEFEE/XF 51 4 (Dual-
Task Paradigms) (Z73HEEH L TWb, ZOBMAIZ LD oT, ENENORETIY kT
SN TV AEEOEIEZBRICEETIUE, UTOXIII%59,

ZERBFDD ) $87R/8F F1 2 (Spatial Cuing Paradigms) @ & D/$5 ¥ 4 L TiE, Fr5%h
DAHL (cue) DIRARICHENTSY =7y PIBOPRRENZE D, FITTE2FVPY &5 7y
M ASZERAGIZ IS T A 3T (valid trial: R4 EAT) &G L2 VEAT (invalid trial @ FFZ 45
1T) DRESI NS, — RIS CRISHMAILE S, ZURITET 5 KIS L ) En
ZEns, BEEILTRREINEFID)FESLERIC L o THIICERE L BE (shift) T
52 LT, MEETZRBAICHT 2 BMEREL R T 5 LMK ES NS (Averbach &
Coriel, 1961; Eriksen & Hoffman, 1972 ; Posner, 1980) o

R /3F 54 I (Search Paradigms) @ BIRH IIH— L 72I3HEBOEN (target) & —HEOL
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EHHOHFDPOLHEET 5, ZORETITHERICERELTED? S OTH LB 2DIEENR
7Y R EID R ORI L OB TR &SN b, T, EEAEO XD ICHIMASIMH % 22
REICBE T 2 00 ME L 2 5. WETIHHE LY FORE SHPBRIEES R, %@EQ%Z(‘: L CHE
HOFEZHW T 5 5 TORICRMEZIE L L TEEESIN 2 (parallel) & 5\ IZZERY
7 (serial) 2RETENBH I EDH D (Fl21E, Treisman & Gerade, 1980) o

TANE Y 2T -85 51 A (Filtering Paradigms) : & & TIRERIIHFERED U & DIZD A
Mo, MoOERE EDQIH B LD, H5VIEEORBEPKREFT NS, HEICEST
FEEMAETCLIIULIZAVO N, WHSHRE (dichotic listening) HERRL, WhHWBH A ML —7
PR (Stroop task) b ZDNXFTF A L EFEZ ENDE, T, RETIIEDT T4 I 7 (negative
priming) /X7 ¥ A4 LS T DLPITIA D I ENTE S, 2EOFNHAE—FATICIRR S 1,
=T DA B IS KD 5N LD, BOBATTIIIGZ KD BRI EET L L THD
RN MBRIND . BOMMT TEASNRED, BEOMTTED L) B2 b1
RBHHMEE %5 (Fox, 1995)

“ERE/NT 5 { & (Dual-Task Paradigms) : E—DREI BV TRREEROE & £ &
ETHDTIE R, BEOREZ FRHIZET T ABICREM TED X ) ICEFRZ B (resource
allocation) T 2D EMET S 5o T, BHOBMIREL BRWIZEITT HFRETIE, EE
DFE % (attentional blink) & IFiX4L % HE (Raymond, Shapiro, & Arnell, 1992) 255t & 1L
T,

INLDNTEFALIZE o TR SN TELEZEORMEIZIE, BEDES (resource
allocation), R/ A X (decision noise), TEHMLE DK M+ v 7 (information processing
bottleneck), #EARIE (binding problem), WH ./ A X (internal noise) % &% H1F5 Z &
WTE D, BIROES (Kahneman, 1973) 12X 285BIk, BRENLEBES 225,
EBZOSBEIIERNTITALIIBTLHREZHAT HHHMA L LTHY LT T
o TNIZRDBEEEEL LTOHRE/ 4 X (Palmer, 1994, 1998) OT 1 74 T, BEREAD
ZBIB A XEWET A LT, ZHRWTFREP NN T4 LRRAENRRTORREHHL
£ e 5, BHRUEOKR M A Y 7% EOMBEREIIRET 0L, T4V Y7 -85
FALIBWTERNLZMETDH DT T\ b, HENFBORGHEL RENHERICS
T AREOBEDOHIE L TOEEDREN L BEED T THER SN TE 72 (Treisman & Gelade,
1980 ; Treisman, 1988), T4, BEEATID ) A XDIIPIZIHANDOIEENZ BT AN/ 4 A%
RES HEBDOETNVHREENTEY (Lu & Dosher, 1998), TERD BRI 2 ERE O
FIENEIAA ) Z RETW 5,
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PUETHRRTEALHIZ, HEMNEROMEL LTI o TEHRIE, FEOEZD
BEW—HEENEZEDPLZVICDHEDLL T, B—DAH Z AL Ik o THASNZ L) LD,
LLAERLZL )WL OPDA T X NZBIT LM ERBLL CnbEEZ LT EHNTE
%o

WIZ, EEIZ L o TERS MWD REM LR EORERM2, &) flE2» SHEMEZEOS
EELOLXBBTIEICLE). FITIE, WODPD AN Z XL E BKEDHIEEE
BRI ST L2 RBIEDNTELLEA D,

1.2 HEAERICEK > TCRIRS h 550854
1.2.1 Rlgo BHE I3 5 HENEISUS

FHEPDIRNG T AL LA TR SN TE XD, FBRIIBI BT ) HEHOTFHL %
WIRRDSE BN (automatic) EEOBEIZ VX BI T EARINTE: (Jonides, 1981),
DO TIE, REIEBESEMIICRZ 250, 2 HRHERTISE AT 5 Tn5b
EEE, ZoX) BABBICBT ZRBO BB T LS HEIER LTI &FEL LIEER
BVWHEESHE SN TS (Yants & Jonides, 1990) 2%, FHI L 2\ EZAE RIS B B
BIMICEBRZTIEDOT A I L IIERNET R b, 7272, HESRELE, ZORBBHOLE
WZOWTIIERIZZZEN TV S,

122 NRIZEDIEBDOA S =X 4

CZETHY BT TELIZEAEDHIGIE, TA4NF) T - XTI A ADRITEOFFEIC &
DEFAME L TE 2L 2K &, SEREEIEE O 22 MO % 2R 5 8 (space-
based attention) % HULMZHRET LTz, LA LGS, —A TS T 2800 MLESFLSE,
MEVAT LADPEMADE L) 2 o 7RI LU CEIRIICE 24772 ) T ERENT
&7zo BEDOERIST Y A LA TIIRENRBIZFEORMBLEICIRR I NS 7D, RE O
ML ZEHPMNED 2 00Z R 7T A2 LIIWETH S, I U CHERZ I IHE
BT A2 L THROE & F ) OERICHESNAHENIEE (objectbased attention) D X
Z AL RET L7WIRICIE LT D L 9 % BIH 5,

IY, 74N U TREEACC, HEOF LT ORRIPEHE LEROERE Lo
T EERLIZIIZEE LT Baylis & Driver (1992) #5722 &HTE %, TLETYDOERL
LT, oM, XviEkt (good continuation) 2SHEES S, FEATIE 22 MBI HEIL 723K
EHIERNARFIME SN 7z0 ZBHEBIFA DV IRR/ST 54 L% AWIoRERN 280 & L Tid Egly,
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Driver & Rafal (1994) 2% %, KEOHEY (cosure) & #AME (connectedness) HSTEZD

BB 5 2 W HITED U T RAE L7223, FRRICZEMEROREDL RO LN, T
b, BEERNE UL 5 L E 2 b,

—7, WRIZEDIEEONIZRIE, FEEMEICKAT 2 MEIRETH 2 FHREROMNE
TRbLbHIFRLEERDOE IR VA Y 7 2R ET LD, £V ) BIZDOVWTHMREZIT% -
T & 720 BRI, BRI ESZHIEROBEDND 5 LE 2 LN A HEREE (perceptual
segregation) BT A/KHED, L b EEIGTHOBEN L LRV ) & X ) EBROEH
DIKIER, EVHMETH S, ZOMICELTIE, SRICETEEOKREDNER S EDK
¥.THDHEW) EIR (Vecera, 1994; Vecera & Farah, 1994) &, X 0 EROHRMER OKH#E
THh5H LT 5D (Kramer, Weber, & Watson, 1997 ; Lee & Chun, 2001) %% %o

BHRBRROMEIIEHT L2 INODOMETSRIMIATOFIASTREIN TV S, Luck b
(2002) PHREL TR 2O00KELZXFL LD L5770 —FRBEABRTARN RO LE
bbb, T&bH, Luck b (2002) TIE2ZODOHRICEDEBD AN Z XL E 1
TEBY, UELDI3HAREIEL (perceptual grouping) (2 & o THEEDE I ANRIE S L5 A #
WAS =X A, MWFEL IR ERBSKT L TE72 0 S BIEBIRA V= XA ThH D, Tz,
_ﬂgwﬁaéxﬁLXAwwﬁh#%%?%#%mmﬁéwi,%mwﬁhlﬁw1§*é

BRI EDIENTH ) (Vecera & Farah, 1994), FEFEIC X o THIFE MK EE & EBIFE A
HDEBDA N ZALHHERET L EEZ N5,

Unuma & Hasegawa (2002) 13, #LASAE U 2 MERKEIZB W TRIR S N HE
HEEH YIS A SN THENHM (visual interpolation) 25K 2 FREL, L ) EKROFEH
7K CTHREDSEIR SN A FR LM LM X o THE L, MEBGH THRIIELZ & o3y
BISEICENROND S LR R Lz T4bb, HENEEIC L LER KL 004
2 & o T, MEMFILOKEIZB T L HMERROLEA, (FEIRREKEDEROBHMESR
WKBIAHMELLRFNSNE T EPREENT VS,

1.3 HBMAEROER  AENRBOKEEA TSz b - 7 71 IVRR

MEAERRERE & A\ 72 Treisman & Gerade (1980) I2BWT, FEUIHEMERICL T
a3, %@ﬁ%ﬁTVlﬁF'774W(dﬁﬁﬂ%)kbfﬁﬁéﬂ%kﬁiéﬂto
Z DR AP (Feature Integration Theory) ZHEHERT 5 &, O DE TN TIL, HEL
& Lf*ﬂﬁﬂ*ﬁi&.ﬂﬂ (2B BH, 7o & 213 Marr (1982) TIRZE & 1172 primal sketch (2381
BT T 2R ENRESIRE S 2o — 47V 27 b - 77 A VIZHENGT ERE
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DIEREDP ORI NDHRRLEBERIZONTO—HENLZRIATH Y, FEICL > THRAE S NIFF
A ZHANONEOMBIZHIE DTS, EEZONTWE, £ 7727 b T4 VIZEETN
BHIERIZIE, BERTEHR, ZZHMME, KIPEAROFBLE, 2 EVHITLN TV A (Kahneman
& Treisman, 1984) -

R AR Lo THII S W BB AER 2D B Ry 7+ 75 b (popout), HHEDIFE
KM (search asymmetry), fEE#EiR (illusory conjunction) 7% EDHE % O "o TEZDEAT
DN EBRFOMER, FICEITIRESI NS E ZOMBITHL TRD L) v DHh
DB RIBIEITTb Iz B2 1L, MO E TERSNIER (target) T b IBFIAIZ
BEREINDZ LERTERER (Nakayama & Silverman, 1986) %5 F 2 C, HERINDHEN
L15EIEHE (distractor items) DRRIZDWT, REEDOE WIS (distinctive feature) DFF
HEDEH U OBEADT 7 L A2 HHI$T 5 2 L, FOME, HHOKBETENNEREINT
WCHERY T - T M5, TabbLBRFILIEIIE (parallel) &7%%, & &7z (Treisman,
1988 ; Treisman & Sato, 1990 : Cave & Wolfe, 1990) 7z, Tz Db DIER SN L HEH
WMIDKIEIZONT S, FIZIERY 7 - 7T MR EOKEOFEH TIE %R { 3RITH %
%% (Enns & Rensink, 1990) RLHEHZEHAl (visual completion) DEHEFE (He & Nakayama,
1992) THELLZ DL, L )EROMERHAOKETHEZERTHI L OLELEEZZ S
N5,

PDbEo X951z, HEmAHERITERNZIBELELR O SHEIEFEOMAE L R (object)
DIKETOMEERBR OB BRI T H2RRNEZETNVE LTHESITHNTHEY (Palmer,
1999), &b ZOHM THEMNEB ORI ONDL EER OGN D,

2. MRMEOEEE T OARE

HEV AT ANOATIERPHRLERICL o TRINEN2HB, ZNOTHMESNTHE
WZOWTOWRBZRAMBEHRBEDNRILT LI LICL > T, REDTEONREEDME I KL
TEHEEZOND. ARROBETIE, £0X) ZHENHILT 2BEONMZ23RESR (object
representation) (2 2OWTC, REDRENLETNVERF LAV OEETHILIZLE). &
ZTHY B3 5 ST B R S S AR REL, 2 KIS OMEE D S 3 KT
MAORNROKREEZERT AL THY (Marr, 1982), T ROMA LR EH TS 2
& CHE L BRFOZERITHUE (sensitivity) TH 5 & IR, KEN TIZ 2 WELICIZERETH -
TAER 7 (invariant) FFHEZRBTHZ L TH 5,
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RV AT LORERNR BN, Z0L) % 3RTHEEORHE, B I URIFPHIOBKS
ENEBEORRZFERIGERTAIELEFTZAD, TOBRBNTERT S 72OIHRTEM
B, 2080 ZRIFRUEOBER L 2 BHE Y AT ANAT SN B BG4 R 4 22163 5
TEIGRET 5. BIZIE, BRFHOELIZHEORE S, E BILE, mhlo%kil
DH%E ST, BHEEHELNROBEIECTHEHIIMOREIZ L VERSNLZ LIZLoTH
BOFEOERIIEMICOEWICHIETSHEERLS, £2T, UTTIRETFINLOMELRE
HALHE D HE Z 8\ BARIGIZEL Y BT C, ZOMBHETVABBITAZ LIZL &),

2.1 HENMNRMEDKE

WE Y AT A0 Z OO ATTEEDOZALH) O RAE 2 oL & & 5 BRICOWTE, 8%
TELHREDOEANNE) MROAEE PICHAT 20 L I BE,L, REL 2O0DHHHT
TU—FE2XHTHIEPTES (Tarr & Vuong, 2002) . HLEAZ (view-point invariant) 7
T —FTiE, REOEL o TIRELGHRIIOVTOBEHRIRE L AT LI Lo THIE
THIENFWEETHS EE 25D (Marr & Nishihara, 1978 ; Biederman, 1987), T2 LT,
AT (view-point dependent) 7 710 —FTlX, ZD X 9 %A% EH (invariants) (L7
LT, BEVAT LAEZORETOANERIZE TNDHH, ¥ 742b bR AIKER ORFER
REOEHRERIFT 50 ZOANEBGRPEE (normalization) SN TRERR LB S
% (Bilthoff & Edelman,1992 ; Tarr, 1995) 7°, & % \WIAJJEE & RLIEERS OSMME % K Et
BICHEE T B (Perrett, Oram, & Ashbridge, 1988 ; Riesenhuber & Poggio, 1999) Z &2 &> T
SRAEDHLT B LATET 2 EFABREEN TV Do —RICHAAFET 70—F T,
BOEAITK L CRRAEIC X 2 17178, B 2 IXRUGRE- 72 & OFIEIZEALD %\ T L DMK
FEENDDIH LT, BEKET 70 —F TR AOEAIC X 2 ERELASRTITENC e
5352 ERFHT B, |

STRAEORE L, HEOEIC L HEE EOEIL S R WAREORLOKEIZT Tidk
{, —BHEORZITN L TEMBZMENSEHILIEEZE2HALR2TNE RO 2w EICH
o ZORMBEIZESHIL, F—A7T) =BT 2HEBNIAN L TIRE LSl S & £ 2
E (g stability) &, BRAZHTIT) OB TREEOBVWIEEREOZ & (BKE
sensitivity ) ® 2 DO TEZ ST L TE S (Marr & Nishihara, 1978)
H7FT)—OFEFELTONEOHMECHWAT L2012, NHOMKMEIZEDTH
BN DDA T T —DKE (category levels) TE IR LML DI L EEET S
VERH L, 7 T) —ORBMCETLIMEICBNTEINE T T T —DOREE E{T
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(mmm@m@,%%(mmxTﬁ%m®M@m)@%Kﬁ:ﬂﬁé:kﬁ%%éﬂf%
7z (Rosch, Mervis, Gray, Johnson, & Boyes-Braem, 1976) . & Z T—#7e 5 7 ) —fBHIIZ
WCRRHIY AT AHFHT B 73) —KEL, HENEZRHRMEICBNT—HKBICHVS
NBHTI) —KEDTT7 )V« LV (default levels) 23E7% 5 Z & (Jolicoeur, Gluck, &
Kosslyn, 1984) IZHEE T ALEDVH L, LITLIEFIHINHAZHITE, RUAB > E2HhTT
J—DiBEE LTRHATEBICIIREVIEBL ANV THFSMENDE EEZEZONLH, HE

CHIETABICEETRY AL ELTELALR, TOKREEITY Y — - LA (entry
1ww)kﬁiné(Mmmw&mmmﬂl%woAUﬁ/@% IZIXZ OB RFFE % R 5
B TRRER LY I ) — - LRV R DEDIIN LT, EOBEIIZRENRES 73 — DR
BELTORHHEMATBY, BLw)EEKENRZY M) — - LR B EZEZ LS,
SR EORMEIZEEDIT 2% 51F, HROFIOEELHITLHZ LIk, LY THOKET
WREFTT B LIZHIET Ho —7, NRAEOLE®IZIZY R — - LX)V TORFL
WCHET 5, MBRMEEZFHEL L) ETIHBNOEL L, oD EDOKEIZBITLHEEH
BLED &I 5D, EWIHIBENLEHYT LT &:75"6‘_% % (Tarr & Vuong, 2002) o XtRHED
BEHRERDO VLD TH 5 Biederman (1978) I ELY k1 — - LAVIZBWTHEE Y 2 F L7
EDEHIZL THRIMEDOMBEZHRL TV EP 2R TEIRETHHEFREL TS, TN
TR LTHE Y AT AORBRMFERL, BEOWELHEE ORRIE U CHRMEs ) 7
T —DEKETERICHEL R L T 5B EEZ 5375055 5 (Bilthoff & Edelman, 1992
Tarr, 1995 ; Hayward & Williams, 2000 ) o

D& BRI LBEICEEL T, %@}ﬁ:fAmomf@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ:ﬁ%dﬁé:
EDTRRTH D, T4bE, BMEOHT I —OMKEAMETAIHLEICESE R TT, flzid
BERERRD 72O DR ENIE Y 22— VEIRET A L 9 7%, %ﬁ@ﬁ%:%%kéht@ %
RET AT 7Tu—F555 (Flz2IE, Kanwisher, 2000)0 #D—FH T, FHLINAL L DFE
Va— VEREETIZ, B—DX = X APREOMERLBEEORERZ EIE UTE DK
ETHRMEZENRT S EEZX 5175035 5 (Tarr & Gauthier, 2000) o PR Tl ~7- 5 A0H
DKL VHIBRE ST AT, KICHENICEH SN ERIZOWTEARIZHRETT 5, A5
WENLERBL L) ETH2ETNVOMEREERT L, ZO®RIZ, H5DTENLSDOIER
KPR LHABEDOKETED L IIZET VLI NS D, ZNOE ED L ITREWNIIMED
FAHZENTELD, IZDOWTERETLILIZLLD,

54



BERER L RNE

2.2 KEEh3ER

WHIICRBH SN AHERRE T EDI I RIDTH A ) 1o 22T, HEN LY (visual
features), ZZMAYKITH: (dimensionality), 22 Ay 72 B4R (spatial relationships) & HLY EiF T,
FNOERIL LD LT AREDETIVE BEARMIZIEER L 72V,

SR T A BN 2NN EROBEZE L AL, MOr0OBREHRH-MTHE Z LI1ZEDE
TIWIZFEE L T b (Marr & Nishihara, 1978), L2 LEMAEWIZED L ) 2B IRET 5 2
EVI)FATIEILTLI—EHL TR, 7, fHENANOZER LX)V TORFTHR#OE
BUCEHZBCETUDDHY), TOLNVORBZMHHAEORE L L TETFTNVO—EICNLE
D725 DHH B (Marr, 1982)c RFTHI 2R E LTIX, B S, &, Hfizdbo/ofay, T
BARE, MHOBMBEERLIEICB TR S NS M H % (Tanaka, 1996). —H, x5
D 3WICHEDORR L ZERT 572017, L) RN EHROEE Y EHTLETAND 5. R
DEFRIFEE L LTI, NRO3IKRTHREBB I IR T M2k JET 5 €7
WARRE SN TET: (Biederman, 1987 ; Marr & Nishihara, 1978) .

INLDTTa—FD) 5, BEMHHBORIUCEREZ B CET VI, BELNVOATE
PR RTUEP SR ENSERREZERE LT 2HT, OO THETRUOHEELRETVES
ZhHe LWL, SWICHERHAT L EVHIEE I AT AOFEDERE V) HTIE, BT
2WRITCH L EE» S BT L 72OIXES IR TE R VAR ZMELRZ Tnd, T2,
BT ORI L, 220 ONROAREE (invariance) & EBTHZ L LOMIZOKRE L
B0 b. Thbb, MEYATAIANEINGFHIWRERIE, 728 2 INREBET
LEEEOREOBH L & BITKE BT 2, AR LT, YAFAEHRICOVTHOR
ZEORBAZTEE L 2N 020V rLThb,

CDE) BN REHMOEZ ZRESICH LT, L) &R IRET 5 ETLTIE
SKIEDONREBRN L VBB IR TELZ L, TLMRORNTOEILIZ & 5 R WARERE
DRBLVTEETH 5 Z PRI LEFYE 2D, 72721, 2O L) ZhethkiE#MEEHRL XD
ETBETURTRTCIRTTHUEERAT AL EZEFL T L DI TIERWwL, T ER
BT HMEOLEI L LOREHMOBLCHBENL LB D ETFNVOHET 5212,
Marr & Nishihara (1978) (25 CIE5ES % 3 RITOBEDRIKINIRA SN D L UES NI,
ZHUIH LT, Biederman (1987) T ZDHERBRILIKTOHEZ KB T H0%, HADE
LI X ATTHEMOBEYZ T 5 Z EHRBO SNz, 512, Edelman (1993) xR 2 %k
THEBRORBLOADP O REFMET HETVEREL TV 5,

TZEFTHERTELHRORTHEDORINL, BITWEED 2 VL 2 RITHWZEER» S, 3K
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DRI RIR T T, WEBNLERE L TMNEDITSZ EHFTEETH S (Tarr & Vuong,
2002)0 7B, B LA RMHEOKE L VD) HEITROKTHEDORIIZB T H FE
GRIEE L THEET A E2ER L TB X720,

T, ZEMIWRTEIEL 22 5 ATHYE b &ICHERICER SN2 T E7% 5 2 ERIC Y
MOZEMIIBED S B0 BIZITHOMEIZRONE X512, HHHOBIRIFRME DRI
BWTELOTEETH S, JOZMMERIZELTY, 2NO0MRERBHZEEIZB Y
TERETLHD, TNEDBHE—-DKEIBNWTERT LR, £ HTETFIVERXBT LI &
TX %o Marr & Nishihara (1978) TIIXRADERSEOBEIRIIHERBE 2EEE L TERHI N
TWho ZZTEHNEFTHENICHMEINL T MY — - LAVEREBEED ) bO L) BEW
KEL D, ZHIIH LT, BB LMEE T KRBT IR E DS MOBRZ T
5, LIRETDHEFTNDDH S (Biederman, 1987 ; Hummel & Biederman, 1992), 25D FE
TVEWT N O HEEFRET IV (structural description models) DREW LD DEE X 5o

S5, HHBOMRERBETAEINDETIVE LT, EHICEDCET IV (imagebased
models) Z®HF5Z EATE S (Tarr, 1995)0 BRL IEHLERATORZ (view) 22D F F
FHTHLDOT, WENEHLZOMBREZOTTEBTLLEELLNTV D, HREKOH
HRIIEBOBBELRET LI LI Lo THESND DT, HEREET IV & FBRICREIC
TR ORTTHERC ZH BRI EH S D,

2.3 WHEHMEDETIIVHEDOEEF

INETATELHEAMBEDOETNVHEDOREREER L 200, boBlarothbz
ELRAETZODOBRMAIIONTERTLILIZLE ), D BHITONTEHNGMEDOET
VR, HERRE 2D TEEINTE . $abb, ey MY — - LAV
B AMBMEZHR) ETFNT, MEIZELEMERWGR BI2iX, BLET) ofplehiE
ET 5B, ZORE, BRI HIZTMVOLNL, TobbEIlafeancREIN TS,
) —20EFNVIE, BUMEomeg B, B oOREMEL L, BE#BETEHA
ENBERY DT =27 DOTFHAKEE (subordinate level) I ZBITANROMEXBHT L, 22T
X, FRIZZDOERBOATEELE L TORBRPEHAIN, &F L LTORMEIER (holistic
representation) E#1% (Farah, 1992 ; Humphreys & Riddoch, 1984)

COE) RBENPODET VORI, FIZEOMEOMDOTROMENI T 5 Kkt
(Farah, 1992 ; Kanwisher, 2000) 22 6N TWb, Lo L, BEOMEORHKRMEE, FEEICHE
PHEDE W RE ORI &) FREORE L, AHMAPBEEEOFINCBIT HERPEE 2720
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2, Ay b7 =7 OTNIKE, FTRbEENEHOKENDT 7 L ADBT 7 4V Mo T
728, LbFEZHND (Tarr & Vuong, 2002)o ZOHE, NRHMREIZ2OORLLETFTNT
e REOME R EORBYZEER LB~ 0T T IV CHBA SN WREEIBHTE %,
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L, FICHEBKEOLEOBEIZ L AMERHABROET VIFREIN TS Z & (Bilthoff
& Edelman, 1992 : Tarr, 1995 ; Hayward & Williams, 2000 ; Tarr & Vuong, 2002) 137EH & 5,
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