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Consideration of Geometric and Neurophysiological Models of
Visual Interpolation

UNUMA, Hideyuki, KELLMAN, Philip J. and HASEGAWA, Hisa

Abstract

This paper aims to present an overall theoretical framework of the process of visual interpola-
tion. A psychophysical or geometric model, Kellman & Shipley (1991), and several neural or neu-
rophysiological models are discussed. From the early extraction of edges and junctions to the
higher process of boundary assignment and figure-ground perception, several issues are empha-
sized to explain visual interpolation. Amodal and modal completion in illusory contour percep-
tion are discussed from the viewpoint of the geometric model. The boundary interpolation
process suggested from the geometric model is compared with several neural models. Generality
of the notion of relatability and identity hypothesis and its extension to the spatio-temporal
domain are suggested. It is also suggested. that geometric and neurophysiological modeling

approaches serve complementary functions.

Key Words: visual interpolation, amodal and modal completion, illusory contour, psychophysi-

cal models, neural models
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FEDHEMEOZRLERIY, ThI TOEBRRIHF - LBRAZ2L7-51L0055%, %
OFMEE, 4F CULICHEOARBENIRELREICANLGY S, MEEHEENET TV L ER
MREFLVERBELDD, LVEKRMIEEI AT LR2EL2 L)L LTVWAELIICRZ B,
AfEIE, HENHHBE (visual interpolation) DR %L W o T, RIADEREFERIFFZED O FFIZ
BATERE TV (geometric model) ZHLY Lif5 & & biZ, #b LAFEH SNBLEED
R EAE TV (neurophysiological model) DWW DL DBARERL LI L L F 5,
B, TITRITENEVWHLYLHREIFEAEE TV (neural network model) B & UETHERIY
E7V (computational theory) &, EEDOROMEE L BEEL EERIEL & ) & T HEREOHM
RAEBENETNVORF 2 EVERCTOMBERZNT7 7u—F L LT—HLTHL 5,

STHE, HENHHOMBIIRE Y AT AMROEEOFTED L) IMEDIITLNET
H5I) e MRV AT LOHBEL, 2RTONEWEY] (REIEE) » 5 3RTTEMICBIT D0
FOHBERERTHI L LEZAUY (28 21, Marr, 1982) 12322 &, HEI AT AED
EDL) —HOBERLEBRICL > TIORELER L TVL ERET S LN TE D,

BN FCORBEEEICHET 2EWENMA (Hubel & Wiesel, 1959, 1968; Livingstone &
Hubel, 1987; Hubel, 1995) % & L 23 1iL, T AHMORERISHEESE D S HRIBOWEE %
EOBEALERE (edge ; LIF, Tv¥) $BHWVIEEES (junction) & L THHT S, =y kil
BEOZMAENLETTREL, BT 7 AF27, EHCHEREL L, ST LMK
RELTOEME &L, MHEN2Ty VIIHEIIRE SN THEMR (contour) DKILT %o
722 L, ZHICE o THAL L 72 BB OHIE— I/ FIC BT AR R OEK R R &0 EE
R TAERCTH Y, 72 2NRCBVTERE LB HRTH-oTH, Ty Ih
SEBRENTBEHEOBTIERTH L9 E ) PIFEPETIE RV, ZOERT, Gestalt LHF
DERL 2B B LB (grouping) DERNIMAR S B EEHLDERNC L72h > TRED
WEROBSHEE S, B2 2NKHEOBERBHIRILT S L% X 515 (boundary interpola-
tion) o

F 7284 (junction) &id, WIMOFAN—BITHRE L LV AETET, BAEMIZIE, B
DERHBIELTVDEH, H5WVIEERIFEW (FER) ICHREZERLEDPINIHI 5, &
B Kellman & Shipley (1991) &, ZTD &) ZARE#KE %z Ty I LBWIMROEEH RO i
(segmentation) &#ft (grouping) WEEZBE& 2 d 2oL LT, ThbLZ2AEWIC [HEHRA
#fia | (tangent discontinuities; TDs) & IFA 72,
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351, IRTEMAICLBT LNROMEICELBETIE, IAOOIy YRBEEORHIC
£ LTy VDGHE (edge classification) PEEE %5, THIIERBELERT Ty ¥
(occluding edge) ZHETHILEBRLTBN, ZOKRIIERPEOEBRICET 50 %
EABIZRET S (boundary assignment), § 74 b 5K L (figure and ground) 2SHIL L,
WEISKOMIIET A2 DLE LTHREING, —ZIZTREOES (Tjunction) AEROE Y
BTUAMRERERET 2O T 5,

=7, INOZy VRBEEOWNE L EHEICE, PLE (texture), iEE) (motion) 7% &%t
SERHEDFEM (surface properties) PR EN L ERETHZ LD TES (Palmer, 1999;
Shipley & Kellman, 2001) . /@FTHY 7% AT 7EI8 O R EFF IS RIS & o THRE S N7z 58381
JEB (spreading) L, WHREEDHEMNEIH (representation) M T 5, 2D LD LER
MROME & REFREOILHAHREENL I LICLoT, ELOTHROBKE ML EHR (repre-
sentation of object unity) D HREEL % b, TNV ZFDHDUBE~D AT E R, 3RITZEHA
BT BVb® 2 [T (shape) | DEEMFER LKL EE2 EE2 515,

IO L) B EOFHRLEBIZE, & THRENORHEOBKE I E % bottom-up D
WIEELTELRBIEDNTEL, LrL, ] OBIMIEA#E L0 L) BROLEBED
FEET, /I EH (figure and ground) DKIZIZ—HRIZELEHTH Y, HADHE
RBOEYHTY (] ORIZOBEEL I TS, Lo THERBOBIL - 1) LT
(boundary assignment) ¥, BXRBRENPLD T 1 — F/Ny 7 L) top-down DBERE% & ird
DELTIRES 2LENFH 5, _

KIZ, B L7k ) 2B OMH & REFEOIHUC L 2 HENHHE  (visual interpola-
ton) ZHHT H720IZ, EDL) BETFTAVPREEN TV EDPEALDLILIZLED,

BEOBAE L ZOBAEN TSNS SCBREBRSIHEF L

BEAHE LN ROMEORTEHIL L5 ET2EFUE, K& 20D ENT
52, 1203, HEOMENBILT 5720 DRBMOZEER S 5\ XM MERLEEL 327
FO—F Thb, I Gestalt LEEDT £ 7- B ERNC 21T OREAK X ¢
H5 LT, LROERLEBRORTIE, BHOBBRIS SN, EEHFEONEKIC
Lo THEDEBRNMLT B0, ZNSMENTIH) OZMEY - BEEOMEEL 5512 L
X935 HE V2 L9, Kellman, Guttman & Wickens (2001) (&, ZDVEHHBERE
NTZE TN & BMFERE TV (geometric model) &EIFA 72, HlELE X ORIEE ORISR & HIE
BT X OB OBREERT 5 &) AT, BHWEERET L (psychophysical model) & 0
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EDbEZHIENTEL),

TR LT, BEWERTOMBEEREZME T (neurophysiological model) &FEEZ &
BTEL—BOEFNDH D, TORMPITIE, BITBRRIIRFEO LY FHIFRICEREET S
B, HRICHERBICET A E TV (Hubel & Wiesel, 1959, 1968, Livingstone & Hubel, 1987) @
EAIT, THSREOMBABZNMIEI S 2 LKA R E U<, FEmNZILYE
(computational theory) 7*5XTREFEBILO A =X b2 BHEK %W LTZEZETVEL &
AT BT TO—F Wb, BEEEDEAT (operator) DIRIEIZ L - THEHRLEEREZ
EFMETHELEDI, VIal—3a il o TEFORBEERIEL L) ETEHHDTH LD,
— B CHYFEN R - BB - TENICERAL LI ETHI N2 —FVET L
(neural model) & bMEN S, ZOVH» SRR EETVPRESINT VLY, ARFTH
BICHENHIC OV TOEYFNAR & O Cr BRI TH Y, £ Iab—ay
PHENHS 2 LBEOEEICFRL WA LEDNIEREDETIVIIREE L TIY EiFs 2 &
T B, TIRBROMBREBEMNEEICIONTS, INHDZa—FVETFNVEEETLHLOD
EHLCERTAEODET S,

LFTIE, Hx0BEHEFVIZOWTERYIEILDA I EICLE ), TTRMFEMET IV
122V T, Kellman & Shipley (1991) B LU ZDOBET L ET IV EZHLIZERZHZ LIZT 5,

FENFEREORAZHET IV

BB, LAk CERENMRAZRILE LT, BRELHHT 582 L KT
WAILET 2 BBD 20125515 Z LD TE S, Kellman 513622 NLh, BFRHMHE
#2 (boundary interpolation process) & FE & (surface interpolation process) &F-A
7?2 (Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Yin, Kellman, & Shipley, 1997), Z Z Ti3 ¥ T FMHHBREIZD
WTDOEBFHLREFVERETT 2 LT, BMENETVOTAREICOVWTERT 5,

BROMHE

Kellman & Shipley (1991) (238\W\C, HAMMBIZIINE O HHERAERM (tangent discon-
tinuities: TDs) & MER2 DD T v VORI ERMR, EMICIETy VIRRICBT A (E
) OELDRE WO RE) KXo TRRBHEREEANT, L3N, BANIIRTAL
% Figure 1(a) BT 220y VEl B L UE2 EFMHIGERS N, TOT TEft L TH
HEND, BROMHESEILLTWAEEER A, IHIIKH LT Figure 1(b) Tl&, 22DT
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 Figure 1. Examples of edges which show (a) (b)
relatability constraint. Edges are interpolated Figure 2. Geometric relationship for defining
and occluded by an ellipse in display (a). But whether two edges (E1, E2) are relatable (a) or
they are not interpolated in (b). (After Kell- not {b). (After Kellman & Shipley, (1991).)

man & Shipley, (1991).)

VIGER L TIHE SNV, Kellman 51, TOFET200Ty VOMHEMICHE SIS
72D ZEBMMBRERICET ARD L) BETFNEIRE L, Figure 212BWVT, H£Xv VD
WMEI BT AERPZEECIIBYWTHE g TXbLo>TWh, Ty VEIBIUFLY Y E2DMH
HPLOXECETORBYZNFNRBIVr &35 (b= R &, BEREHMIKILT 50
ZE+a5ma,
0= Rcosp<r

ThbdEVI)o T A0 XA VI LEERT S EFBIC, 7 TEl DML 5 E2
DEHRABS LEEROLD, E2OWmEDOIITTHRZ 5N eV HlIREGEEEL
TWwb, ZOFEMGTT, El L E2OBOAERIZZNENOLT y VOFMIIFBEL LV L) 2
EOMICHHEEINS, BRAMEIKILTA7-00ZOZEHERIE (BRI
(relatability) | & I:EN 72 (Kellman & Shipley, 1991, 1992) .

[BERO I T EREME ] OEAIZOWTIIBET TW L DDDFHETFO—MkMEIZE T 5 RE 2
o CT& 7, [BBRIUIREN] X EROFHTRENIINIZTEbDOTRL, Ty VHO
AN ERRIBEED S 90° F COFMBTELT AL J 2B LT (BRI ShaEE
bFRA AT HZ L (Kellman & Shipley, 1992), I 7-Hi#O T v YHOMHMIZEWTHH
HOETFUHIFBEET S I LHAREENTVS (Takeichi, Nakazawa, Murakami, & Shimojo,
1995) 6

Field ©» (Field, Hayes, & Hess, 1993) DOEERIL, [BIRDITIREME] ([CED BB OHIHE
B HEBRUEBREORIIMNEDITSI) A TEETH S, KoL, —KHEH (V1) ©
FALERB MO ZEEF IS T 5 R =)V - 7¥v F (Gabor patch) % HlEA# & LT,

49



BB F 1T Kellman, Philip J. 4 iG]

ZEHERICEEN B Oy FROBELAREL, TN OMIIWIMESMESNSE PErEE
BREVICARET L 7o AR =V - 28y 13, IERGR A 77 ABBUCTER L 727 R — VBB L72as
o THIBLOME FE3 A & 220 (5 5 VIZEFRRY) ICBRIEL72b DT, BRI XHEH OHME
#AE (simple cell) DIEEITKIET 2RBTH B Z LA—RIZHM SN TV 5%, Field 5 DFER
&, AR Xy FRIEE QM [RIRD T TREM] O&MLH23 & S RIS HE
ENBHIEERLTV, 202 L FEFGOMBEBRELS— XA EE O BiMiar > Ol %
bLILLAMEBROLMTHRYT S8, T2 [MRDSUMTERNE] 220k ) 2OHHEE
(early vision) (BT HERBHEOET NV E L TRETHL I LEZRBEL T b,

[ERDITATEEE] DT A 7 4 TIRAIEDOAEEILIZ OV T Gestalt LEFEDSSRE L 72 [L
Hft (good continuation) ] DERIZHEEL TW5, 3 TIZ Wertheimer (1923/1958) (ZHIE
FHLOFEROF T, [E#H (proximity) | ° [#F (similarity) | OERZL EEFAT [Lw
EHORER | & BT, WHHROBEGICL ) EHILIHESND 2 L2 EENITRL T, L
NLZEDH, EVWHZo [LuEs] TEANIZERINS Z Lidh , EHMLBAIcE L
F 5 T/, Kellman & Shipley (1991) DEFIViL, T [Rvidfi| * EEMNICERLR
AETTRE LB ENE R S L L BT, FElLe BAEMICTFRITERIC LR CEHMBiE b b T
H5

Kellman 5 DEFIVHERT L L ) O EODFHEER, PRI THECEZLEZ SN TE S
1oDBEOERI, TBIKSI TR CH8 % B A—0BRI S5 2L 4 EHETHAT
bbb, Thbh, —HIGERYO [FR] Ty VERL THRINIHES L, HIHCH
5E3OHMELR EOREBYEL L %o TRERS NS HHEMEREES (illusory contour) 7\ L EB
BI% 20 (subjective contour) EFEHENZHBEA, H—DHHNCH L O ZEPMRES T 5,
OB [IEEERME (amodal completion) | &MHEN, #HEIT [EEMNHTZ (modal
completion) | &IMFINTE 72, Kellman 5 DR LUE, WiE L b [BROUTTERME]
B 27T EBRO Ty DM SN/ %, SHIEELREILZRITERERZNIIL LD
CEAMBEROE ) UTHIRESNS Z LT, ERRSNIERENHTEDR, &5V ITEHEHEY
L EEREA LT 5, K513 I 0% [F—HRFH (identity hypothesis) | LIFA7E (Kell-
man & Shipley, 1991)

DL BE—OEHP ST ODBSEEHIL S 5 2 L3, Figure 3D X9 % B3t
% (spontaneously-splitting object) & %\ IHTTEIXTS (self-splitting object) &IFIXN 5
MEEEICBNTLIFLITRENS (Kellman & Shipley, 1991) o FHIATFRNICAZ 5 & &1
G BRI ICHIsE SN B DI L, BRAEFFANICRZ S & E1EZ 0T EMER (4 M
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Figure 3. 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 rec-
tangle, 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 Kell-
man & Shipley, (1991).)

SN, BEHIERS N TEBRENICHEESNTRRZ S, $hbbE—0OIy VICL HEROHH
SENELLIBFELTBEENLDITTHE, 22 CRIEREFEORME AL v ¥ DM & 135
DOKETELALI EDREBINTNDS,

REDHE

R BRI FARBRE L IHLIGEITT 5 L B 6N b, T4bb LBROBE R B
Bz 2 EOREFHEOELUMIICD O B L IIMTICHRIFEZHEMLL) LTHE W
) EBRMRIDIRE T % (Kellman & Loukidies, 1987; Kellman & Shipley, 1991; Shapley
& Gordon, 1987; Shipley & Kellman, 1992a), T Z &I L v ¥ DHHM A Gestalt LHEFED D
&EZADHEM (similarity) DEFEICE > THESIND LD TR ZWI LEZREL Twh,

L L 202 & RERE ORI B A 52 ke C L T 5 b
TRV, RESFEEHE SN EFOWEICHLE L (spreading), MFIIHRESINE T L
THREMWEDVRLT 5, $4bb, ZORFAIERSNFBRENHTLEL L8 I03E
HAFEIIIEEL L 2002, BAMERIRESTEIC & o TERIVIRERATAL S 5356 1213 € DT ITHLEL
Th,

I THERBEICET 2 BIEREFVICOVTRIT ZMATE L, Ry VL EA
DI, BLUBBOMEIZ OV TOEROBBEERFNET NV EZRY LITT, £ LR
DR AEFZHIEL L CBAFMNET IV EOBRICOWVTERETL I LICL L),
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MR 5 A ) = AL EHHRE L ERRO TSP SO0 DRE =2 —F LEF LD
mAhs, SITIRET Ty VEEEDORME L .0 Heitger 5DET )L (Heitger, Rosenthaler,
von der Heydt, Peterhans, & Kubler, 1992) #H(Y LiJ 5, S 5ICHEDOHKEAIZDOWVT Yen &
Finkel (1998) 3 & Uf Heitger 5 D¥LIRE E N72E 7V (Heitger, von der Heydt, Peterhans,
Rosenthaler, & Kubler, 1998) IZDWTHRETT 2, IO VTR 9 - REEH O A
MRBDZEBFICHIE L7 A VY =% RELTBY, ZNOPHEDHMD L\ ITZEH B R
o RAGRIBOI Y FIAMIRIET AL ENLHATHET S,

Iy EEADOBRY

Ty VL HEAOBRE, &5 ICRBIROREREERINT 2 BIIE, M I SR
SR A & BRI (complex cell), BHMEMM (hyper-complex cell) ~ X 72 % —Kig,
BEEFICBWTERSNTWS LEZH5NS (Hubel & Wiesel, 1959) , BHEMER ML IIEAETIE
LAk E LRI (end-stopped cell) & L THEEBEINTEY, ZNIIEEEBOE L,
DIRFICEE L REI 2 R-TEEZ LMD, I fE LTI BB A O 5 HIEI 15 < ]S
THY, TNEBRLESOBAMH L TERERIEIT 2, Thbb, Ty VOMAIHL
TERMIZKET 5 EEROND, ZOMRFER, b mEERMAIIE S O me higd 5 it
L THBIRTH AL EF LS (Hubel, 1995), LTI, Z0L ) 2MEAHEZNLMEE D
LICEHHEBERIT Tu—F R ED LS IC Ty VREAOBE A EFNLL T D h % Heitger
5 (1992) ZBNZERBHZEIZL Lo

TN DRI DL —RELEE OB OAEE (Hubel & Wiesel, 1968) 1ZxtEd 5%
SiEEF (S-operators) TH 5B, ZNIFIEHEHNDOIFEDAEICBIT B HILERGR T 1 V5 —
T, 30" A7y I TOoMDEEFVRES NS, EXHIHFEHEBEHO 2O TR - VEEH
THMEN, FhFhoy Dotz s L THRES NS,

5 R RE CIAEMB N\ IE T 5 CIEE T (C-operators) 2SSTEBETORICERET 5,
Thbh, CHETEISHEHET LN AEWVZEFICHLL, SHEFIIBITAB5RTy V0K
RIS S 5%, MR ESCHEORM (H-H 5 WIdE—~H) I3k THh 5, BAEW
(2, CEHETFORNIISHEFIIBIT2TBHLBERONILD 2B MOFHRE L TER
SN TLRBERITTHENPLT Yy VTHLENIZDTOERIE, FREE SHEHET LB
BRI SEETFOM N ZAMNICHE TS Z L THRESNS,
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FE=RE T, CEEF»L0HN% b & {ImEFIEEERF (end-stopped operators) %%
Ly VRBGOmE, APHBOREETERT 5, ZWEIR—OHMEEEZ b OBELZ2o
ZWL3DDCHEATFORNEILL o GERSNS, BEMICAS &, o REEE T2
SHIZ2ODEPKFNEND, —DIFHE—ZIEAEE T (single-stopped operators) &I,
—DDEEER & — O OWFIERA S 420, 2 ODHEROMIIHmAE b DM ITHR b5 < S
T2, ) —2o0RII_EEILEEHE T (double-stopped operators) &I, HI—D
DOEBEHEB LD, TOWMEIZZOo0MHIER 2R, TN SZHIRSE ST 5,
IHLDmEELIEEFIISHEAET R CHEAET LRERIIN OAMILITRESIN TV S,

}k@a%(w%)w%?wwﬁ%&%ur#—-ﬁ4yb(mﬂmmMJt@wﬂéo:
WIE—FERER T L —EFFINEEFORNOMPBAREICET LLELZ ST, ThH0D
HETFZDLIZVIab—2arvaBIholofR, ¥— R4 MIZy VRESTDOESRI
IAMIBLIZEV) , HHIEF— - BA ¥ bOSIERBRICH Sy DI % LRE
LTEY, Thzy VHOBHBRENDANEZEZ Tnb,

F— - BA ML, BE—EFEABLO_EFERERETF2SOANICLI o THES NS, —
el —EEERER I ERRo Ly D2 mi L, A ERERE IRy DO EO KA
#RTo L2z o TIhSMAEREEETOR NI, skl y VOSEIIBWTHERT
HBHLEZLNEDITTH b,

Heitger 5 (1992) DEF NI, RESIND ZEEFOMOBREE I (correlates) % #F
DEARBRTIENTELATENRTVELLEERLL ), SHLIKEETORMEIE, EBRORE D
AT LDOMREE LR L TS, FAERNLZY 32—V a YOERS, Ty VRKEL
IFLHHIE L TVEHATEMTE S, LALEDS, ROL) REERAZIHEHETAI L TE
Bo WHDEFVORILICH VS NHIEL Y FYFFICRESNZZb0 QHEH) <, #lx
FRTR U 7R TV BI AR RSN L T — S LOMIBIRAHTS 5, $REE
-z y DRBENED L) IHB SN THRIBMABILT 2 012V TIHBANA AT 5 LS 2
Bo KiIZ, BWEBOMAIHET A2 - I NVEFTLMEIRY LIFAZ &L LI,

BBOHE

BRETHY 72 FALIZ DWW T DD & W F &R S N 5 B IZ D W TORED MR LS
MFFEIE, 7 A OB O CRESRIEO MY OB R COMEMIEEORANO KFHH
D) FHEEERKE LTS (Polat & Sagi, 1993; Kapadia, Ito, Gilbert, & Westheimer, 1995) . ##12
R 5 B CEUDO TR R b o 2 WEHEMOMEERAPEL S Z L1k o T, W
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MERDPEERICMBINLTEESER SN THS, ZOEMAARE U CHRIGES OB %
REDIZPIZ, FBANY Y OEERLMREB ORI OMHIIRE SN TS (Livingstone,
1996) .

Yen & Finkel (1998) 1%, FHEHEFR{OIHEHD S —KBEFF O FARIREZ b o 7ML
FUL7 1 Vs —%REL, TNOOEHH OB ZEMIC L > TRBHIKE SN &
THEFNVERE L, BAEMICIE, BREME L FEEEOSETF FO—MOT7 1 Vs —%
REL, TNHDOHENELTO3ED [KFHA (horizontal connections) | 12 & > THET
BETNVTHL, F—DORENEEIT [FEFES (co-axial connections) | & IFI, MR
fa & ?RE’J%&@%E%W#M%P%W LT HHEEREOAREIRET 5o I I TOMREHE
EZ OIS OFERE, AOTNIZ Lo TERICEIT 5, EZ0AE 1T [KFEH
(trans-axial connections) | EFFIIN, PAT R ZHF % b oMM coex ¥, Th
bEINODHBEL TMOTNIC L7 > THREZHD S5, B=0KEE LD 2HOMES
PRELIZBROBEETHRET 2 LIRESN, —EOBLUTOEEZIHT 2 2 &L THEHEOE
FEERD /A ZXAPOBBELLT T 5,

Yen 5 DEF N TEBMIOME L, BHOERICHES 5HE2= v FEIOFEY (synchro-
nization) CX o THEI NS LRESN L, ZOETINVE L TORMIE, EFNVERITLE
HEMTH O NT A= 05D 0w e, E5IZ0WLOPOBHYEFENT— 7 L OXIH &)
HTHBENTWSZ L (Kovacs & Julesz, 1993; Polat & Sagi, 1993, 1994) TH b, F7z, & &
(272 Field 5 (1993) D7 — 4% LEPT LRI I 21— FTE 2 HIE, HENHHO
BIMEZHET NV EORIEEE R S ETHHEKEN,

EL, Yen 5OETTFNVEHEEL y VORI AT ZREL TWDH I L, Lch o THHEWIC
HEENBHROHFRIEBE SN TV AVWILEEELTBE L, 2F ) —XBEHOEF
WELTIIENTRVE DD, X)EROEENHHMOET V& L TIIMELERL L L
V2 kd, |

ZHIZxF LT, Heitger 5 (1998) O E 7 IVTIE, ik L7z Heitger & (1992) IZBIT 5
BO*— - B4 Y OMT, B—EFEHRETOMH % b & 1B (grouping) # B &
5 EALER T (grouping operators) 29X 57z, & HIZZDEILTIE, HFIEAL (para
grouping) & EZEHL (ortho grouping) VXA &Nz, EFIEALEIZF— - FA ¥ MBI
BHE—EEEER TN L 7w S 2 oM O F I Z o 7B L TH B, T L TER
L 3B ENTETOmENS ZHIZERT 5 FIAIICET HE{LTH %5, Figure 4(a) 1F
WHEALIC L o THF— - BA X MBI AEGOEMDFMIZZ o TEALDE L, $HHRER IR
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¢

(a) (b)

Figure 4. Two examples of the grouping of key points in
the Heitger et al. (1998) model: (a) para grouping; (b)
ortho grouping. (After Heitger et al., (1998).)

PHEINDEZLEERL TS, (b) T, EXELICL o TIAIZBW TR O & EXR
T 5 FIANCELAYE U CEEHMER IS T 2 Z L AVREN TV %,

DL LELEREFORE, —ATCEETFLLOHRNTH LYy UMy
DB EREENTHBER LSS, SOIZIOBEET I, KL TIEROE ) LTI
bEET B, $hbb, F— B4V MBI HEAEREETORIP ARG & ELEE
VS (Figure 4(b) BR) (I3 —MRIGERMBEMPHRIZL, EEFOANE ZothiEE
FOMSILER SN TERICEML SN, BASHmBILEHRTL2HONEOERE R L,

PEATE/ L9112, LIRS N7 Heitger 5 (1998) DE TV i%, Heitger & (1992) & IA
U &) ICARBOBRREEORBE L HEICD L CHIGL T, BLERETFICOWTIE, BHO*
— B A Y NHDOBBREAIST S LI, ZREET (V2) 128w THERERENIC RS
T AR R W28 T3 (Peterhans & von der Heydt, 1989), —/ ZDE T IV, it
DZa2—FWEFTNCHIET 5 HELROLE X5, BHLEEFITRE SNz EFIR L &
EREILDE 2 L, Yen & Finkel (1998) (2BF % FEEEA L KA ICELL T,

L2 L7%7255, Heitger 5 (1998) IR ENLBADEHETEZRETSH =2 —FVET N
2, BREETWOPOMES - BELER T 2L TE 5, RICINETHY EIFTE
mEFNDLSEDBBEIZIONWTEZLIEICLE D,

BAZNET IV EHREEFNET IIVORE

HREEEENTETIORE
HREREFENMEAEHE L TVWbOEI 22— FVEFTLV AR L LI T LT O —FIC
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LLI&@&%(N%)@&? IERDOEETEFIRET A L CHEHOMMLHAL L5 &
THETFTNVUAG, Ty IPSDARTTEZI 2=y PO DOERZEWNZREEIZ L - THiET 5
L=y FOEMALT B Z L CHIBBMARMSNL LIRETAHETNVDH S (Polat & Sagi,
1993)c Yen & Finkel (1998) b ZOHTEHBREDETFTNIIHET LI EEYTHAH, &
NHDET VL, HEBRLEOWHO L= vy FEICBIT S [KF] O, ThbbEERN
RIEWALDRAE - WA RET HHT, [Fv b7 —2EF) (network model) | O—FEL %
ZBIENTEL), TiE, BREETET VLR Y N7 =2 FFNOWTNIS, HEHRH
DEFNELTHEYTHA ) 2 UTTEHINLZHEDOETINVIZDONWT, FREFROMESIC
DNWTEZALZLIZT D,

Heitger 5 (1998) D€ 7V TIE, EARICES Sz v JIZEFIEALERRIC X - THH
ENb, LLads, @250k i ROMMIZEE STV, THISH L THMER
ETWVICBIT LMY BEEN T — 7 13052 lHBRROME 2 RELTHEY (Kellman &
Shipley, 1991; Field, Hays, & Hess, 1993), Heitger 5 (1998) (IZ D Z L #FH L T v,
—77, EXEMLBRETIL30° F CoBE T [75] @ IREL TW5a25, 3L LT
AT 5 THA9 (Kellman, Guttman, & Wickens, 2001) . T TIZih~X7z X 512, B LiEE T
WKOWTIEZRREFICB I 5 E—MlROBES AR 2 ER&HICED CEBFEN LRI (Peter-
hans & von der Heydt, 1989) (IHfI5T 5 2 L 2FRDD I LW TE LN, ZOEET ORI
DWTIE T3 % EBRNBIEDT O LT 5 L IZ TV ht 72w,

—H, AV PI =V ETFVEBREEFETVL) OBRENHEZ L VRGBT L L
DHURETHLLIIAZD, LOLAY FT =27 EFNVIZEALTY, RO LD 2HES %154
THIENTEL ), b LHENHEIC L 28ENBRITOWMELN, =y Yotz L FE LK
EOMEPLETITONTNED%5HIE, WEN LR EHNREOMENERIED L) (12
LTHASNBTHAI) Do E512, MITAHBMBHOERAOE ) BTiE, LK
HBEMGEIHEOFTAHIL I II—RICEE N TH S, ZDL) REROBEENT v VOB
POEDL ) HBEETHILT 20OV THy VT — 7 EFNVIEEMRHBZREL TRV
LEZ LI,

ZHEHIZ, BERETIRENHMOIAL LTERERFETVELY NI =2 ETF LD
WENDPER TH LN ERETH I LIIRNETH L, T, STEER? S OMREBZENET
Mg, GHED LD HBEERBERTLHEATEFIMLEZTTHERETHA D, LTTIR
BAMEHE T L MBERENETVOBE L V) BAT, MEEEEHETVOSHDHH
»EAZEIZLE D,
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HREERZENET IV ERMENTT ILOES

BMERET VDY) LITHHAEOF T, HEEHENETVBEEA LR HF TRV
Zz, ERSNEERE EEED - BRERIICEIE SN BBORBENERGIZ W LAV H 5, T
(272 & 9 12 Kellman & (1991) @ [E—HORH] 2B WTIE, ERS 72w & &
HEFIOME IZF—DOBEIC L > TEREN, BERPEADE NV HTE2RET A2 HERB L UM
HEOBRATEERICET ABRICEDOVT, —HiLERSIN-wmIEE LT, 7 i3sEfnEsns
LT A &SN, Thbh, ERENIWIICONVTOMEIL, HANIZSEHRNEIE
LCOMENHKILTARNCINS DOFEHREZ S L IEINERT SN LEX OND, HEIHE
BB IDE ) B [REEMORE (F—7 1 ¥ 78R | gating effect) | &, BITEDE
AZIC & o THIM SN D EWEOMERMEE DV ENT 5 [BATSEEMR (depth ordering effect) |
l¥, Heitger 5 (1998) IZBVTIFEEIN TV, RENFBICBWTERE BITX DO
ML, HENHEEEYARFNLBEAPOEIIBICIBMOTERELRBLTHLLER L
Do

SRS VA BT S b ) —Do0—RMAOEELBSRIC, WENHEAHLT 55
OB LTy VORI LIy VHOF v v 7 (gap: M) OKRE SIZOWTORANMEDN D
%o Bz & Figure 3(a) D& ) LRBEET, WHEWLZLy POZNL DMBIZHT LRI D
REVRAT 51ONT, REOHEOBREIIMVIHAT 52 EHFRESN T2 (Ban-
ton & Levi, 1992; Shipley & Kellman, 1992b). Shipley & Kellman (1992) (ZZDxy T & F ¥
v TORR%E [ZHFIE (support ratio) | &\ ) A THEEBEWNICMEDIT L) LHATY
o bbb, BIREHEISEZILL TOIRRD [SHFIE] BEL RV, 2D &) REHEHEE
IZE 5% WARZ % (invariant) FHHERA ML T2 2 LIIHE AT LAPBRBIEN T 5720
CIIKERE®RZIFEL ) B EE L L), Heitger b (1998) DEFNVIIBWT, HLEETFIE
HBEORE SIHESNIHE AT 720 [BREHANE] Tldzwv, L72ht o TEAFM
EFNVHPRET 2 HFFHRICHIET S 700121, BLEETOAIERD % LIdHEEEEROE
EABE 75 EBDNS, |

UED X H 2, MREHEZNETIVIRMAENETVEREEINT, LDAEREMIZZHSNE
DEVETFNERLIOILZ, PR [REOHE] & [BTSERE] OMREZW) AN
BTl Fio [XFHE] CAOND [BIREBANE] OREETRICT LI L D2 /PFLE
THHEEZOLND,
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BAZNETIVOHRE

BRI, BROUFHEFTVIIBTL5EDOBEIIODVTEITALILELETHA ),
" Kellman & (Kellman, Guttman, & Wickens, 2001) I #{T2£60 70 2R3 & AR TR
ELT, RD4FEDITT5, bbb, EHEIHOAES] (misalignment of parallel con-
tour) (ZBITHHRERRHEOME, =y VOB ITRELRENLZRIRIEOER, H
HHHEICBIT 5 EXBED S D top-down DEE, % L T3IRITEMIIBIT A2 HEOHM B
L URZEMEREZ SO ETIVILOME, Thib, INODREIZDVTORETOIIR L EH
LTABZEIZL LD,

WHIEFOAET &%, BAEMIETFATR Ty V0 FE—EREREIER L T2 WikET,
ZMid Figure 2(a) TIXEL & B2 FITTRTONTEY, LAOFE—HECHELZY, §
OO REYZIRETH S, BREITTRBEOE,ILIE, ZOL) ey JFENITSAT
FARBFHEEIIBOL L 2 W Th A, ERICIIHENBEIRIT LI E8db, I
LT, S0k AFECOREIIHT A (tolerance) #EET 5 &, THHER
EH|OMRHIZE (threshold) %ZIRET 5 Z EARFEN TS (Shipley & Kellman, 1992 a) o

Iy VHEOBROT RN & RN LR ITBOMEDOEZRIIOVTIE, TTILlBNZL) I
BBOUTTREED TR LS L b SR ITMOMEL BRI S E2 T 5 5&4TidR vy, L2
HILWTE&h, $abb, BEWLEROE ) L TREITERHBORBRE OBRED RN L
MEDHILZRET S I LII%Y, ZOEMENHZ SN VIHE IITLIEISER (gating) &
B EV) IR, HEMMHMICOLDOHALZREL TVAELHIITAZ B, izl
DOPDRFTOFEMIPFRENTVAE LI B bR,

AT X ERPERE ) YT —REEH 2 R EEE 2 BT 5 I EE BRI B VTR
B SR, 256D Ty YOEMPEBIIOWTOMBLEBEINS LT AIRIIE, BET
b ORI D 5, ZHIKH L THRITEHEBERLERE D L THLDT 4 — FNy 79Ty
UV BERHEANT 4= FNy 7 END LT HIREIE, BITEOMREAEENE TV R RTEN T
TNV OPNEBIGTH S, HMHE ) L TCERE L REHMERED L CERHE OBRIE
SRR SIN-EELRFREETH S ) (Yin, Kellman, & Shipley, 1997)

&T, BAXHEFVOE=DOHRETH L HENHMNOBIGERED S OB ITIE, VWHY
% top-down LB D IRE & &AME b 2MENH 2 5, EAMLZERE LTk, Bk
(familiarity), #AI (regularity), e (symmetry) 2 ERBHITONE, TDH L top-
down JLER & U CHAEM EHAEDOBE W [] PPRAOE Y LCITEET S5 LI T TR
ENT &7 (Peterson, 1994; Peterson & Gibson, 1994), ZHZxf L CXFRMED & 9 % &R
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FHEPRERRST (visual completion) [ZEEBTH I & HEHEIN TS (Sekular, Palmer, &
Flynn, 1994) %%, Kellman 5I3BMEHMTET 2 b bEERNBRIBIINIEDOREL ZIT 2 L w
9 (Kellman, Guttman, & Wickens, 2001), TN H5DHEDOER L, FBFTRILIE & 2R AL
DEFIE V) BRTEHEINLRESEH I N T W5 (Kellman, Temesvary, Palmer, & Ship-
ley, 2000) o

3XRTTB L URHEMAT TORENHHROMBEIIOWTHRLE ZLIZL L) HEV AT A
(IXBRAT S R ERATT TORRE M § 2 MEENVEE SN TR L) AL, 2384
MEDPOLTEREESINTWAS (Gibson, 1979; Marr, 1982), #HERMHICE L TY, 3RITLEHI2IE
BEZEFIRIC COMMBAN L BRALIIRT 5 Z LIZLETH A 9, Kellman 13 2 KT TO [BHR
DT REME] IRF T 3 RTCEMICHLR T 54_RE%Z1T o7 (Kellman, Machado, Shipley, & Li,
1996) o

S HICHEERIRITIC BT AEERRHRE IOV T, Palmer, Kellman & Shipley (1997, 2000)
A [ 2B EHRER (spatial updating hypothesis) | ZHRZEL 72, ZHILER S NG R O
EERzAVTHROVNEZEHRFTHL V) RHATH S, £72, Unuma HIZFRFZERMAYICAE
fis Ly VA —EDOREHEETRE SN THRNETVPMESNLHR 2 L12, HENHRH
OB FEORET 21T> T& 72 (Unuma & Tozawa, 1994; #8772, 1997; Palmer, Unuma, &
Kellman, 1999; Unuma & Hasegawa, 2002), N OB MFWETNVOFH /- 2RFALZERE T
230THY, —HTHEOWBZELTY MEr/N1 71 » 7THE (binding problem) 2
BT LI EHRBEINTEY, BMZENETIEMBERZNET VO LBEEOETH
DEDBEZbo

w U

WL, BOEORENFHER % O CHRMENT TN EMEEHZENET VR IEL, 2h
FNOE - RELZHS LI 2O WMELRETHHMEBEAWICRRLTEZ, bivbh
DORFI, WEINLERE ZOFEERE, 7L THEEHEFZN AN AL L) B HKE
TOEBPLETHY, SHICENLDPREENZIEDNMETHSLVIHAILH L, ZhIC
Lo ThbbNOBEEI AT LERIIOVTOEBHFLY) B LALDIERT A Z & 2 iR
L7z,
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AHFIEIL, FE—FEIIHT L 16 EENINFERZFREBEHRERH OB & 21T 72,
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