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8-1 MkERE .
(R« FER TS (2008 45 A )
—RTER O (view) IO, MR E TORBOZLNY, IR0z i &
xRS K- TEIRICE(LT S, L L, TRUCH2DLTERL T —H LIEMROR
HMNFRETH D, 2O L a2WEEHEM: (object constancy) &IFES. = RITHIRAMAFZED
BROT =<2 ZOMREFEERED L IIC L TERENTWDEDONEMIATHZETHD
Lo THIBE TR,

8-1-1 K& - IETFEM

9, WARORE S 2B SEHERE LT, Wik (translation) =2, WA E TOHEERH
Fonsd. Bz, WL > TOEROMEGROAMEIZZEML, MEE TORBENZLT 2
L TROMEG O R E ZI3BT S, 20X RBIICHT A AREM A KE STREME
(size invariance) - 7 RZPE (translation invariance) & MRS, Z iU E TLEZMFREIZ L -
T, THODREMHIZONWTERIISRENTWS (Bl21E 2), 11), 15). LarL, T4 A
Ry M8 Z =2 D X5 i 2 AR L L CTHWIESHGICREERRL Y Lz /v n )
HhbH5 ).

8-1-2 RFEM

b9 —ODOERE L THAOEARHIT O D, BROBIK T 2 EGRm O R LM T
RAEAZEME (viewpoint invariance) & FEENS. ZOHRADZELE LT x#lE: (v F), y
#hElfE (2—), z #hElE (2—L) BNEZLNDHH, FHC, x fil, y fhEEc X 288 0%
fBIZ &= T, BAERZEAT DN TWIZBUR AR EERL (occlusion) 415, F7-1F,
WIZENFE TR TR LFEBR BN 68 S 5. LoT, ZDXL57% x Hl, y filnl
FRIC R DS A ENENL, RESPMBEAREMLE B2, BT ERE AT 5 =R Ky
HOBETHDLENZD.

B REEYE Ta#3~—2) o BTHHIBESS 2010 2/(9)



S3HE—2 fi—8 # (ver.1/2010.2.1)

WS3E - 24 - 8
8-2 Mk REER

(B fER L) (2008 425 3 )
8-2-1 ZRFTEEN—RADMHRE
MRE R T A 1-0IZ DL I L THRBRER SN T DIRERH L1259 2
ZOMBEEBRIAT 572912, KBIL T2 HEEOMEEIEGGN RSN TEZ. —D2iF, =
WG ER— 2 OWERRBETH 5. ZORERE 72> 7=0 )8 Marr & Nishihara (2 L 2 %A
HiHTHD D, WO TIE, “RIEWRIIEE O oK ORrE 2 i - TR S
Ve L CERSN D L #E (generalized cone) DEAAHIZ L - T, WikthLE
}%% (object-centered coordinate system) (CE:SWTERILEND. ZDO X H ITBEE OIS E
ST IR DR RIS &> THIRRRR S TORIE, AHEBOESIZ» D L FFE T
WMERBENETTEH L EZDND. 72, Biederman 232" L7~ GSD Bifm Y Tlx, YA~
(geon : geometric ion) & FRIEI 5 Hiflize =T OE Y EBERSINTEY, 2O~
HHEVAUES LOMERBROGE LR : structural description) (2 X > TR R BL
Ihd. VTN EERPEENER R E b O LDEER TR I TEY, £
DB G Lo THERBRRBLS L TS, BLERERMIERRNEZERTEDLH B2 LR
%. Biederman &M 7L — LA L TRERR S AL BT AT iR & O Tl < O DB EBR A 1T
W, ZOHFOEYEETE L (lZIE4),5). £, BEOHEERERFHE LTS
Za—F %y NT—ZEFALEBEESNTNDE D L, WikEHT 53—y 1%L
AV A TR Z D 2 &R0, AREBRND 2o DA > 295 HiEA L &
NTHWRWE Vo R ZFER bIEfR ST 5 9

8-2-2 ZRTEGA—RADMHRE

ST — 2 OMIERBIGRIL, SRTWROBMICB T A AR EE A BT 58
BELTIRESNZDDEVZ D, LAvL, 1980 A% 0 b =R eIk D385 O S K AT
PEAERTHIENE 2T 5. FlxiX, Rock & DiVita 13844 M5 7= L 5 & 72 =kt
HERNTEREZITY, ZOX) ZWIRICEEEEZMZ S Z & TRIUMIETH L ER#TH 2
LMWEEIC /25 Z L &R LI ®. £, Bilthoff & Edelman™i%, _X—1—27 1 v 7 F TV =
7 N EPREN DAY BT 72 X 5 e liE ks 3D 2 B a—4 T T T 4 v 7 ATER
L, TNEARRE LoD ERE (T o 72, FEBRIGIFIIACERIRE CHWZ 75° B> 0
WEPLORBlEZFE L, Z0%, FEL-SBlEeNT 2580, SMFT 258, EEE
R SU- BB, TR IMEORBNEREN, ERGAEIIZRONEYE Lk
[H— & 2 Wi 2 T o7z, T ORER, FEBRIHIE ORB 7 + —~ v AR S o w8l
O ZEATET D & 2 REARGESEEZ R Lz, B o X o RmAlE, ki falicik <
(view-based) #ARRBLNITHONTND Z EZRBELTWND.

TIRTEHE AR A OYERBUCESHHET VL IR E TEEIRE SN TV D, fl 2 E
Ullman 1%, Z<AEORBZRRE L TOIUZZN S OBIEFTIC & > TEE O view 24 %
AEETHSH I L ER L. £z Poggio & Edelman®E, GRBF v hU—2 LIFEHh % =
BOXy NI =0 BT NMNIAR—8—2 ) v FHT V=7 hOTHEJEECRE A 258 S8 5
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LT, NI N T F T2 hOEDHMNNLDOFEBE R NT—7IZANLTYH,
&Jf’ozhli&)‘iii‘&) Lile—205 8 (standard view) Z )35 Z ERAEEICARD Z & &AL
7. Bl BN AN SN L X1T1E, Z o standard view 7> 5 OREEFAE S &N 5.
()] Pogglo }: Edelman ®O<E 7 /L O HEE TFE S p NERBUL, F I8 Licikici
TOREBN—AOMERBLEZ D LN TED.

L, ZRICEEAS—AOWREBBG X, ka2 HRIICRBL LW 72RO X
9&%@%%%éﬂfh DG ZAE, e i, BRO FICSLFRRFESTVD K5 ik,
SISO BICERB TS TOBMEOENE ISR L EROMBEBROEN] & L TR#ETE
L0, BB 2 OWERBEHG TIEAENRER S L TOENTLMARIETE 2. 3k

H, TIRTTHEEAS— A OWERRBFGR T, Z0OXL D A B (TE IR OB & BRI
RETHZLNTER0.

8-2-3 MEERBRERICOLTOHRS

M PRIC BV TR O Ul & 72 2 BT, BEA OSB8I B IRIEE A N2 b TR A O sl %
BT DO DHERET A N ThD. UL, FIZIERSRRCRER L Vo T BIE T
WMaHZEeNnTEL. FIZIE, ZRTHEBES— 2 OWERERBEER T, BEmMoORE & Rmo R
BOMOERRAEZEANKEWVIZEFR CUHETH D LB TE 5 F TORKISHERA 200, 78
ERNELIRDZENTHREND. FlziE, Tar 220X 95 728i5% O =8 +KH

(multiple-views-plus-transformation) | (2L > THA LTS 2. Z OIS TIE, REO RS
ZEEA O FBE IRIRA Z21T ) & 2k ERiESE 25 (LRIEEE : mental rotation”) X 5
TR WA Z AT LTl bR W BER O mBUZ IEH UL (normalize) §72% Z &2 & - TR T4
LEBEZLND.

—J7, ZRITTHEEAS— 2 OBRRBERRIC JUE, EUNCREE RS H T & U E S =
A NI ERNZ EN T IS, Biederman & Gerhardstein (X H— A 2 O i IR AFRE
ZRANT, AEEEL > TERSNLIHE VA ORBICBOTHEEZZ R R B0 H RN
EERRLE O FT, WOIRLLTO X D KM Z SIS AT R 2 e M RRR AN 23 Al
HEERDHLLTWVND.

O YWERTHL DX IR —=V G RAETHDHZ &

@ HsMiRiEEnThEL H58EFBL (GSD) TRBLEhTWHZ &

@ RpHHRICD > TR—OMEEINEE L EIND Z &

B %1%, Biilthoff & Edelman @ W ZHIBIL Z 40 b DEMENTT- S THRWZ), HLE
BRI NRT =~ AR L TCLED EEXLNDN, ZNLOEGEH-THMERTOHN
R 2B A 2R Tl o THRRARE RN EL S D.

L7 L, Hayward X° Tarr &1, Biederman & Gerhardstein 75 V7= Hil34 & [A] Uil % FV M7z

ERZITV, B4 OFBICB O TS 2 R0 5 Z 2R LTS 990 7272
W 27— 7 Wi L O 5 EER I ) E OFUGRHSCMEHRRICHEE R H D Z L0 b, FERE
ﬁ%@&%’ﬂ#é%x@@wwﬁ%’”@%ExfwéTm@%%é

Fiz, ENENOHGRIZHEICHIEOBER RIS T 2 R 28 EICERZ BV TV D A
LB 2 His. Biederman & Bar IZ -~ OOMIRERIFIICE R L, 5 OKIKIRATR
HZERGIEATHOER Y. 2O, “OOWEROERFHEOER (metric) 72450t (6
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ZNFEH D= PiEGT D) RERRDH5M4L, ER (qualitative) 7ZefrtE (X—>Y ofE
B DR DEMM T EIT o7, ZORSE, ERFREOEIT)T R w70
PEICRHT DI L 0 &<, HADBEIC L 2B L /NS W Eh b, BN, T7hbb,
R RBUCTES S MIREBOEAMEZ TR L7z, —JF T, Foster & Gilson 1%, Bray¥iko&
BRI & B2 R 2 2L SRR 2 AV TLBEERZ 1T 72 2. ZOfEER, TR
PEIZ X 238 = A b &, BRI K D78 = X RS EWIZANL TINR Z2BfRIC L - T
TG REMRPTED 2R L. Lo T, WIKOENARRHE L BAY/RFEITEEL T&
SENTWHARERDD. 5% OMIERAMO LI TIZ I b ORHEIZ SV T 458
il L7z Z T TR L T BERH DA, THICLY, “Ho0BmEHRE LT
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8-3 = RuTMERBEAICHh D SR E
(BREF « R i) [2008 45 5 ) 4]
8-3-1 £HFMMA

PER, W IRFRENZIIHIATLRE B 20 & m IR R B 2 R CIBEEE I B 5, BEMIEREE  (ventral
pathway) & FEEIL B /L— RA32303b > TV Z L AVREBES LTV S D, i 213, MIEE - %88
WITPEEZ 21T D & BHNRMRCER EORBBMN TE R RDZ ENmESh TS 10
F7=, YO IT 8 (inferior temporal cortex) OER/EBZLHZ2MPEICI Y, IT HOHNEIEH
2 RE BRI A R ORI o U B IRAGIC RO U, B8l L 72 R ORI e L TR M & b
ORI T DROBEEZ R L TND T ERNREATND 99,

Logothetis & 2%, Biilthoff & Edelman S HW\=_——2 U o FH 7V =7 b &8T5
PR A SR ST, RICEREEZ ZIT L TV D A0 IT O = 2 — 1 > Oifsh 2 |l E
L7z, TOE, ~—=nR—=2 Vv T7ET V=7 FObDRBICK L CGRRVICE#T5 ==
—aUNRONoTE, DL I a— b K FRET S 5E L0130 oA
DOFEBUKH L TUEBITH 200, ZOXHR=a—ar OREE, Biff~N—ADRMPNEEL
ZOR T HAHLE SN TWA. F7-, Riesenhuber & Poggio 1X, Z D IT == —n1 » OFf
PEZ YR o b— NARERMEL R v hU— 7 BT LEREL TN D M,

Booth & Rolls (X HL#iZe = RITTHIRZFIIL & L THWEZERIZE Y, JL0 1T BHCAK
RN IRT B HIME & SR E RS %2 T 5O T 2R AL TWa 9 51T, ro
B — DICH TR % 10 AL, FoEMEBRICER O ICiN THEEEE-%, b0y
KEEGLEA MIKOEGEZ Y VCER LIZE EDIT =2 — oV OIFBZAIE L1z, Ok
B E LRRER D = o — v U 3HEE O view F 72 I3 E ORI BIRAD 22 OS2 71
L7, 14% D = = — 1 L RI— 0RO Be72 2 view 125 LT U L 5 72K a2 w3 s 9k
BAFMNe=a—ar Thotz. T OREIFRFNR = o — o LIRS 8L L 72 B o
WIS U CEBUS /NS W e, B2 EIRILEE TRV AR IS, £,

FICHESCHICE ST, ZhAbD=2—n O3k E— N F3F N ENR—2>OWik%E
FKHTIHEREEZ LS TNDENI LY, INED=a—a U FEORK Y — 2 OFAEHE
T, BRDMENRRILINTND Z EMRINTz. BLEORERNG, IT BT D HRIEK
F =2 —a ORISE, F0OEAEGFNE = 2 — 1 VO IR DA G L > TR
INTHRY, BCENZNOMIBICHIET 2B D=2 —a Y BEFEET L E N, Wb d

[BIEH SAMILI O X D 7ea— BN RERBTIE e, THERBRICR-TWEH EBZ2 b5,

8-3-2 ERTMEBH DB, A -0 T

1990 EARLAKE, MMBEREA X — v ZFBAROREIZ LV, @ F OMMBEREIIEIC &5 =Wt
MRRINCEET 27 — 2 NER-ENTE TN D, AH 8-3-1 THTIHl~7- K 5 7 AEBEERIIFSE
TRENTEZL ST, B R fMRI (functional magnetic resonance imaging) f4Eic k> T
MR EBIE Lz L IR BT 2R R STV 5. Grill-Spector & ' 1%, fMRI adaptation
EFFIN D FEICL T, 40 1T BIZxHET 2B E S TWw5 LOC (lateral occipital
complex) & METHL % BEIKOIEEI &2 JH~~7-. fMRI adaptation & 1%, & 2 HEHIL 2R LI &
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XTIREN T DGO S, [A) CHM A 0 R LIERT 2 2 L 12X o C TG (adaptation) %
EZL, IMRIGEREADTDEVIBIGOZ L2\, FlzZIE, I3 LT, 2ok
RGO Z o T ELEETIVUE, F SICF ORI U ORRANCIE B+ AL & &
Z Hiva. Grill-Spector HiE, HENVESCEHE W& AT Y Ol EREVIELERT S Z
ET, ENHICH L CGEIRISIRET B T 2 8IS FET 5 2 L2 R LT-. %72, LOC D
TR THRRCIEMATR O (LOa/PF) 1X, R UMRO % Vi £ CONE %28 x - filfd %
SORLIEY, VA REEZTBE R LIZV T2 EThH, BIEORWEE & REICTEE
DOBGEREZ D Z DD, LOC ITIILESCKR E STk L TARERMSE T RN H 5 2 &
DIRIB S LT,

Vulliumier & %, £z 22k o Rir s view 2 LR HEICERL, REFS T4 IV 7
AT > TV D EBRG1E OME# Z fMRI CHIE L7z, ZORR, Eko MUEEEICH
AA5ERRIE (fusiform gyrus) &\ 9 GEHIR T, view (IZ2302b 5 ¢RI UMEAR B RS L &I
IHEN S DAE I AN I S L= DI L, A OFGERRIE TIEF U view 2380 K L 2REND
ZETCIREAEA T A RO, ko Z s, FRIBEE CIIELR IR TENRTN
BURIHEAFH), AR MERB I TOI TS Z ENRRIND.

W HRG ST IRITE ) ek 7 Z ACH TSN DENH D3, 20 X O IebREILHT
FEEMH - TND EEZ NS, BlZIE, Bar HIIMIREBIER LIz & X ICHIHZE - MITHZEIC
EOMEBAICTHLINENVIBEMEDIT D Ny T X T ORBIZH Db TEBY, BEEOY
FEBFATFREICL TWAS Z L &R LTWS Y. £72, Freedman & (&% /L DM ETEERT R E
WEED T Y ORISR ST A =2a—a U 2R LTWE Y. Zokoiz, ¥
HEME L, MEOMARIE L DG Z1T, (MONOHT AV ~LBTTVIT5H L
W) W IRERENE AL, RUEIE) OMEEEE, = L CREEAZ S DIAEEO R Yy U — 7 (2K
NWTWhEEZLND.

B REEYE Ta#3~—2) o BTHHIBESS 2010 7/(9)



S3 fE—2 ffi—8 T (ver.1/2010.2.1)

BS3E-24 -8 E

8-4 SHOEE
(BT « AR 5 50) (2008 4 5 )

K 8IHTHIF TE L HIT, TNETOWRRERIC)T HMIFIETIX, WiEONEFE
BB EZITHFEL, TR ED L REBMEEZ B> TNDEDNE W) Z EIZOWTEICH
TN EINTE. oL, FEICHERMEIT) L EICZNAED L 9 ICAFHEIR & ik
AP THOIN TN DI DONWTHTRIHRIIFET 55 (B 21X 16), 33) WELITD7 L,
LEE R BB R DM A 1 = X B2 DWW TUZFEZH S 002 72 o T 720,

72, EE, WIRORMITET R T Tk, HER & QBRI OV TS L E
TR BT TV 5. Harman & 0%, #&R S kowicd ZRBHEICEE S
B, — oty hOBMKICONWTIE N T v 7 R—vE FCHET 5 2 & TEREINICHED
view ZHI5 L TR &8, o' v h ORIz oW TIX ;:mna)%%ﬁf%%ﬁ%ﬁi*@m@ UY/IN
ERAELIZY A BB L TR S8, ZO®%ITIT o 12 Bl REBNAIC 8 LTz
Wikt v MIx 2 FRRRGR DY, 28 Lz ike > b CL ) %ﬁ“ il e otz
ZORERIZ, HEERD D ORERA RO 5B A B O RSB ERLT D BEOMIEA A —2 D
2, b LI, WIERONEERBOBESEOMREIZFS LTV DA ERIE L T\ 5.
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TR 2 ST 22 SR TR O T VN BRESND Z L IS NS,

WEEXEE

1) M. Bar, K.S. Kassam, A.S. Ghuman, J. Boshyan, A.M. Schmid, A.M. Dale, M.S. Haméldinen, K. Marinkovic,
D.L. Schacter, B.R. Rosen, and E. Halgren, “Top-down facilitation of visual recognition,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
USA, vol.103, pp.449-454, 2006.

2) |. Biederman and E.E. Cooper, “Size invariance in visual object priming,” J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept.
Perform., vol.18, pp.121-133, 1992.

3) I. Biederman, “Recognition-by-components: A theory of human image understanding,” Psych. Rev., vol.94,
pp.115-147, 1987.

4) 1. Biederman and P.C. Gerhardstein, “Recognizing depth-rotated objects: Evidence and conditions for 3D
viewpoint invariance,” J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform., vol.19, pp,1162-1182, 1993.

5) I. Biederman and M. Bar, “One-shot viewpoint invariance in matching novel objects,” Vision Res., vol.39,
pp.2885-2899, 1999.

6) M.C. A.Booth and E.T. Rolls, “View-invariant representations of familiar objects by neurons in the inferior
temporal visual cortex,” Cereb Cortex, vol.8, pp.510-523, 1998.

7) H.H. Bilthoff and S. Edelman, “Psychophysical support for a two-dimensional view interpolation theory of
object recognition,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, vol.89, pp.60-64, 1992.

8) M. Dill and M. Fahle, “Limited translation invariance of human visual pattern recognition,” Percept
Psychophysics, vol.60, pp.65-81, 1998.

9) S. Edelman, “Computational theories of object recognition,” Trends Cogn. Sci., vol.1, pp.296-304, 1997.

10) M.J. Farah, “Visual Agnosia: Disorders of Object Recognition and What They Tell us about Normal Vision,”
MIT Press, Cambridge, 1990.

11) J. Fiser and I. Biederman, “Invariance of long-term visual priming to scale, reflection, translation, and
hemisphere,” Vision Res., vol.41, pp.221-234, 2001.

12) D.H. Foster and S.J. Gilson, “Recognizing novel three-dimensional objects by summing signals from parts and

EFMREEES Dili~—2)  © ErifHEET s 2010 8/(9)



S3 fE—2 ffi—8 T (ver.1/2010.2.1)

views,” Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B, vol.269, pp.1939-1947, 2002.

13) D.J. Freedman, M. Riesenhuber, T. Poggio, and E.K. Miller, “Categorical Representation of Visual Stimuli in
the Primate Prefronal Cortex,” Science, vol.291, pp.312-316, 2001.

14) 1. Fujita, K. Tanaka, M. Ito, and K. Cheng, “Columns for visual features of objects in monkey inferotemporal
cortex,” Nature, vol.360, pp.343-346, 1992.

15) C. Furmanski and S.A. Engel, “Perceptual learning in object recognition: object specificity and size
invariance,” Vision Res., vol.40, pp.473-484, 2000.

16) 1. Gauthier, W.G. Hayward, and M.J. Tarr, “BOLD activity during mental rotation and viewpoint-dependent

object recognition,” Neuron, vol.34, pp.161-171, 2002.

K. Grill-Spector, T. Kushnir, S.E delman, G. Avidan-Carmel, Y. Itzchak, and R. Malach., “Differential
processing of objects under various viewing conditions in the human lateral occipital complex,” Neuron, vol.24,
pp.187-203, 1999.

18) K.L. Harman, GH. Humphrey, and M.A. Goodale, “Active manual control of object views facilitates visual
recognition,” Curr. Biol., vol.9, pp.1315-1318, 1999.

19) W.G. Hayward and M.J. Tarr, “Testing conditions for viewpoint invariance in object recognition,” J. Exp.
Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform., vol.23, pp.1511-1521, 1997.

20) J.E. Hummel and I. Biederman, “Dynamic binding in a neural network for shape recognition,” Psych. Rev.,
vol.99, pp.480-517, 1992.

21) J.E. Hummel, “Where view-based theories of human object recognition break down: the role of structure in
human shape perception,” in Cognitive Dynamics: conceptual change in humans and machines, ed. E. Dietrich
and A. Markman, chapter 7, Erlbaum, Hillsdale, NJ, 2000.

22) N.K. Logothetis, J. Pauls, and T. Poggio, “Shape representation in the inferior temporal cortex of monkeys,”
Curr. Biol., vol.5, pp.552-563, 1995.

23) D. Marr and H.K. Nishihara, “Representation and recognition of the spatial organization of three-dimensional
shapes,” Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B, vol.200, pp.269-294, 1978.

24) M. Riesenhuber and T. Poggio, “Hierarchical models of object recognition in cortex,” Nat Neurosci, vol.2,
pp.1019-1025, 1999.

25) LRock and J.DiVita, “A case of viewer-centered object perception,” Cognit Psychol., vol.19, pp.280-293,
1987.

26) T. Poggio and S. Edelman, “A network that learns to recognize three-dimensional objects,” Nature, vol.34,
pp.263-266, 1990.

27) R.N. Shepherd and J. Metlzer, “Mental rotation of three-dimensional objects,” Science, vol.171, pp.701-703,
1971.

28) K. Tanaka, H.A. Saito, Y. Fukada, and M. Moriya, “Coding visual images of objects in the inferotemporal
cortex of the macaque monkey,” J Neurophys., vol.66, pp.170-189, 1991.

29) M.J. Tarr, “Rotating objects to recognize them: A. case study of the role of viewpoint dependency in the.
recognition of three-dimensional objects,” Psychon Bull Rev, vol.2, pp.55-82, 1995.

30) M.J. Tarr, P. Williams, W.G. Hayward, and I. Gauthier, “Three-dimensional object recognition is viewpoint
dependent,” Nat Neurosci, vol.1, pp.275-277, 1998.

31) S. Ullman, “Aligning pictorial descriptions: an approach to object recognition,” Cognition, vol.32, pp.193-254,
1989.

32) L.G Ungerleider and M. Mishkin, “Two cortical visual systems,” in Analysis of visual behavior, ed. D.J. Ingle,
M.A. Goodale, and R.J. W.Mansfield, MIT Press, Cambridge, 1982.

33) J. Vanrie, E. Beatse, J. Wagemans, S. Sunaert and P. Van Hecke, “Mental rotation versus invariant features in
object perception from different viewpoints: an fMRI study”, Neuropsychologia, vol.40, pp.917-930, 2002.

34) P. Vuilleumier, R.N. Henson, J. Driver, and R.J. Dolan, “Multiple levels of visual object constancy revealed
by event-related fMRI of repetition priming,” Nat Neurosci, vol.5, pp.491-499, 2002.

17

>

EFERREER Til~—2)  © EHHEEFS 2010 9/(9)



